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TO THE READER
You will notice several changes in upcoming issues of Pennsylvania History: A Journal
of Mid-Atlantic Studies.

There is a difference in the background color of the cover and an increase to
the size of the cover images. After twelve years of gray and black, it was time for a
change. The background color will vary from year to year, as had been done in the
1990s. The larger images will be more eye-catching. We still maintain the wonderful
relationship we have with Penn State Press, and are working with them for other
potential design changes as well.

This issue, Spring 2015 (82:2) will be the last issue containing an annual index,
specifically, the index for volume 81. There was unanimous agreement among the
journal’s Editorial Board to stop creating them. The present ability to word search
Pennsylvania History electronically through our partners at JSTOR and Project Muse
negates the need and expense of creating them in this day and age.

We have eliminated the associate editor position. For the moment, there is no
need for one, and is a cost-saving measure. We have also fully embraced Editorial
Manager as the means for processing manuscripts and book reviews. Items for
consideration can be submitted directly to www.editorialmanager.com/pah.

Finally, we hope to bring back the “Announcements” section in upcoming issues.
We look forward to learning about special projects, resources, and events relating
to Pennsylvania history. These can be sent directly to the editor at jaggers1952@
verizon.net.

The editor would like to especially thank Beverly Tomek, book review and
associate editor, and the staff at Penn State Press, who helped her through the
editorial transition following the death of Bill Pencak.

Sincerely,
Linda A. Ries, Editor
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GREETINGS FROM THE EDITOR

he background I bring to Pemnsylvania History: A Journal of
Mid-Atlantic Studies is somewhat different from previous editors.
Instead of an academic history background, I come from what
used to be called “Applied History,” being an archaeologist for six
years and an archivist for thirty-five. Referred to as “the eclectic
one” at the Pennsylvania State Archives, I took care of preserva-
tion of manuscripts, the photograph collections, and William
Penn’s 1681 Royal Charter for Pennsylvania. Always during that

time, however, I considered myself a historian.

The evolution of a single spot in time and space has always
fascinated me. These experiences also reinforced my belief in
what historic preservationists call the importance of “place” in
history. I grew up in the South Hills of postwar Pittsburgh. My
parents, the earliest influences on my interest in history, enjoyed
traveling and going on Sunday drives. They would pile their
three daughters in the ‘58 Chevy Bel Air, give us comic books
to mollify us, and off we would go. The growing Pennsylvania
Turnpike and the new interstate highway system enabled us to
efficiently go farther and faster on these jaunts. In spite of the
fighting in the back seat, we saw Busy Run Battlefield, Fort
Necessity and Braddock’s Grave, the Grand View Ship Hotel,
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Fort Bedford, the Horseshoe Curve, and many, many other sites. Later, we
left the Commonwealth’s borders and went to Florida, the Grand Canyon,
and elsewhere, giving me an idea of Pennsylvania’s place in the world. I was
far too young to understand the full significance of these places, let alone the
nascent concept of “heritage tourism.” But yes, Mum and Dad, I remem-
bered, and it did make an impression! I was fascinated that such amazing and
exciting things could, and did, happen in a place where we children initially
thought nothing did. At the time, western Pennsylvania and Pittsburgh were
dreary, drab, tarnished environments. The idea, for example, that George
Washington and General Braddock were once tromping around a battlefield
that was now the Edgar Thomson Steel Works was hard to wrap my head
around. Or that the even drearier town of Homestead was the site of one
of the biggest labor standoffs in American history. How did these things
happen? Why did they happen?

In my teens my curiosity piqued, and I began reading works on
Commonwealth history in the late 1960s and early 1970s, found by wan-
dering around the main branch of the Carnegie Library in Oakland or

FIGURE 1: The Ries family visiting Fort Bedford, 1960. The

editor is second from right. I do not know why we are wearing

sailor hats at an inland fort. Courtesy of Christine Ries Palmer.
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Hillman Library at Pitt. There on the shelf for anyone to read were books and
periodicals on Pennsylvania history, especially western Pennsylvania. William
Hunter’s Forts on the Pennsylvania Frontier, Paul Wallace’s Indian Paths of
Pennsylvania, just to name two, and published by my future employers, the
Historical and Museum Commission, were my personal portals to another
time. The Western Pennsylvania Historical Magazine and Pennsylvania History
likewise contained shorter works, but were just as exciting.! I specifically
remember Stephen H. Cutcliffe’s 1976 article in WHPM on the Sideling Hill
Affair that sparked a lifelong interest in James Smith and the Black Boys.
Likewise, James Kirby Martin’s 1971 “The Return of the Paxton Boys and
the Historical State of the Pennsylvania Frontier, 1764—1774" printed in the
pages of this journal, had similar effect.

Almost by accident, I took a Pennsylvania history undergraduate course
from John Frantz at Penn State’s University Park in the fall of 1973. Though
an archaeology major and soon graduating in 1974, I had an elective to use
and was curious to know more about my own state. I was afraid it would be
all boring political history pedagogy, one reason I tended to avoid those kinds
of classes. It was not. I learned about William Penn’s vision and legacy, the
emigration of many ethnic and religious groups, industrial and commercial
growth, and, okay, politics, too. I enjoyed it so much I took another course
from him on Colonial and Revolutionary America the following term. John
was an excellent teacher, well organized, imparting clear and easily under-
stood concepts and facts. He also fused his serious history lessons with atro-
cious puns and bad jokes to engage the class (What were Joan of Arc’s last
words? “I'm smoking more now, but enjoying it less”). I was hooked. Soon
I was back at Penn State for graduate studies in history, taking John’s seminar
on the Revolution. Here, he patiently made the time to intensively edit our
papers, going carefully go over the manuscript with a red pencil correcting
not only content but punctuation, syntax, et cetera. Once, having received a
paper back, each page etched full of red marks, I was initially crestfallen. But
I soon realized it was the best thing he could have done for me, or any other
student for that matter. Whereas other professors would quickly read, make
a few comments, and assign a grade, he cared. He cared about what I had to
say, and how I said it. I continued to appreciate his support and encourage-
ment, long after graduate school, well into my career as an archivist, and
today. Thank you, John.

Due to the above influences, 1 view Pennsylvania History through an
interdisciplinary lens. History is not just documenting and analyzing stuff



PENNSYLVANIA HISTORY

that happened. It exists together with archaeology, the social sciences,
historic preservation, geography, and many other disciplines to provide a
fuller picture of our Commonwealth’s marvelous past. Nor is Pennsylvania
isolated from the rest of the nation. I hope to continue the special theme
issues and occasional articles reflecting this wide perspective.

It is an honor and privilege to take the reins of this prestigious and
internationally recognized journal. I am either the seventeenth or eighteenth
editor of Pennsylvania History, depending on whether or not you count
William A. Pencak’s nonconsecutive service as two terms or as one editor.
I am also only the second woman, after Jean Soderlund. This journal is now
at a new juncture, unfortunately evolving out of Bill’s untimely death. Please
note the upcoming structural changes in the “To the Reader” elsewhere in
these pages.

Though these changes may be cosmetic, the outstanding content, however,
will continue to remain the same.

Linda A. Ries, Editor
January 2015

NOTE
1. For the best definitive history of Pennsylvania History, one need look no further than Paul Douglas

Newman'’s excellent and exhaustive ““A Matter of Consequence to All: Seventy-Five Years of

Pennsylvania History,” Summer 2008 (vol. 75, no. 3).

708



THE MACHINE, THE MAYOR, AND THE
MARINE: THE BATTLE OVER PROHIBITION
IN PHILADELPHIA, 1924-1925

Ellen C. Leichtman
Eastern Kentucky University

Abstract: The Republican machine, the mayor of Philadelphia, and
the head of public safety all had input with regard to the enforcement
of Prohibition in Philadelphia in 1924—25. W. Freeland Kendrick,
a member of the Philadelphia machine, had won the mayoralty
overwhelmingly in 1923 because he was the choice of machine head
William S. Vare. The Republican machine did not support Prohibition
and Vare expected Kendrick to turn a blind eye to the Prohibition laws.
Kendrick, however, decided to appoint a Marine brigadier general,
Smedley D. Butler, as the head of the Department of Public Safety.
It was Butler’s belief that all laws had to be upheld, including the
Prohibition laws. Butler’s methods of Prohibition enforcement were
not popular with either the machine or the populace. Kendrick found
himself between Vare and Butler. The result was that Kendrick fired
Butler, and the machine destroyed Kendrick’s future in politics.
Keywords: Prohibition; Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; police; Smedley D.
Butler; W. Freeland Kendrick

hiladelphia during Prohibition was a wide-open city run by
the Republican machine, or Republican Organization, as it was
known.! In 1923 William S. Vare, the head of the Organization,

chose W. Freeland Kendrick, the Philadelphia receiver of taxes,
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as his choice for the Republican mayoral nominee. Kendrick, a likeable
man, had been active in the Organization since his twenties, but he “is not
a reformer, nor even a distinguished machine politician. As an inveterate
‘joiner’ of secret societies, he owes much to his famous smile.”?

With Vare’s backing, Kendrick got the nomination and went on to win the
mayoralty. Most everyone expected him to be a front for Vare’s policies, but
Kendrick did not fulfill this expectation. Instead, he became known for his
appointment of Marine Brigadier General Smedley D. Butler (1881-1940)
as his head of the Department of Public Safety.’

Upon winning, Kendrick declared that one of his major foci would be
to clean up this department, which included the police bureau in charge of
enforcing the Prohibition laws. Butler agreed to take the position with the
stipulation that he would have free rein to run the department as he saw
fit. For Butler, this meant running it according to marine conventions and
upholding the Prohibition laws:*

Whether a law is right or wrong, all law has got to be enforced.
And if you do not want law enforced, do not call upon a marine
to help you out. The tradition of our service is one of absolute law
enforcement. . . . Philadelphia policemen will not be permitted to
question any law. Banditry and bootlegging are going to stop. It may
be necessary to discharge the entire police force. But it is silly to say
that laws cannot be enforced.’

The machine, however, was not a proponent of Prohibition. This was
made clear when the Vare delegation, along with other local leaders, met
with Republican Gifford Pinchot who was running for the governorship of
Pennsylvania. The Bulletin, a conservative paper, reported that while they
threw their support behind most of his program, they did not endorse his call
to close all the saloons in the state.®

The result of the disparate positions between Butler and Vare forced Kendrick
to maneuver between the two. This became especially galling to Kendrick
when the newspapers and reformers lauded Butler, often treating Kendrick as
Butler’s sidekick. Problems between the two men began to emerge. Kendrick,
a Shriner and machine player, was a consensus builder. Butler, a marine general
who loved the limelight, was an autocrat. The result was a clash of values and
management style. Kendrick, however, was not the ultimate political force in
Philadelphia; that was William S. Vare. A consummate politician, he decided,

7 7 0
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after two years, that he had had enough of Kendrick’s reforms and orchestrated
events that led to the end of Kendrick’s political career. As a side bonus, they
also forced Kendrick to fire Butler.

The Machine—The Republican Organization

In the late 1800s, northern politics often vacillated between the Republican and
Democratic parties. The Republican Party generally represented the moneyed and
business classes, while the Democratic Party ordinarily comprised immigrants
and the underprivileged. This frequently translated to Republican-run state
governments and Democratic-held city and local administrations.

Philadelphia did not follow this pattern, however; it was a Republican
city through and through. While reformers were Republican, so were
machine politicians. The Republican Party acted as an umbrella that covered

FIGURE 1: Left to right: William S. Vare, W. Freeland Kendrick, and Charles B. Hall,
September 1924. National Photo Company Collection, Prints and Photographs Division,

Library of Congress, LC-DIG-npcc-12094.
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disparate groups vying for power. Often several “bosses” competed for control,
factionalizing the city, while the city’s Republican reformers formed their own
organizations, such as the Independent Republicans, to battle the machines.’

The development of the machine as a fully organized entity in Philadelphia
had much to do with Matthew Stanley Quay (1803—1904). He had helped
push through the Bullitt Bill of 1886, which many reformers had believed
would rid the city of machine politics. Instead, it centralized power into its
grip. Quay, a US senator, had helped create the law, but knew it was not
enough to consolidate his position as “the new proprietor of Pennsylvania.”
He concluded that the way to cement his position would be as the conduit
between the national and state legislatures, and business. He devised a path
to power through the management of state legislative allotments and legisla-
tion. This depended on his ability to keep state government party aides in
check. He was able to do this through patronage and money, which he got
through the allocation of national resources and the manipulation of state
funds. With his leadership assured, Quay chose several men to serve in city
government. Among them was Boies Penrose, who became the heir to Quay,
both as a US senator and as state Republican leader.?

Quay’s choice for Philadelphia Republican party leader was Israel (“Iz”)
Durham (1855-1909), who had been Penrose’s campaign manager. When
Durham retired, he left the management of the Organization to “Sunny Jim”
James P. McNichol (1864—1917). McNichol, however, never controlled all of
Philadelphia the way Durham had because by then the Vare brothers were
on the rise.’

The Republican Organization of the 1920s owed much of its structure
to Iz Durham. As party leader in the late 1890s, he transformed the way
the Organization worked. First, he made party, not ward, membership the
prime unit in the organizational structure. Instead of having ward repre-
sentatives elected at the ward level, he broadened the pool to include all
public officeholders and party workers. That is, he took ward leadership
out of the wards they were supposed to represent and gave it to those who
were Organization partisans. Second, he changed the Republican Party’s
rules so that the Republican City Committee and ward committees were in
charge of the right to issue admission tickets to the Republican convention.
Because the ward committees now consisted of Organization members, the
Organization was able to select who would be the nominees of the party.*
Third, Durham systemized and centralized party revenues. If businessmen
or corporations needed legislative privileges from the city government, the
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requests would be channeled, along with their “contributions” (routine graft,
considered the oil that kept a machine humming) to the office of the city
“boss,” adjacent to City Hall."!

The Organization was also able to levy “political assessments” on patron-
age holders. This practice was called “macing” and existed throughout
Pennsylvania. In the first decade of the twentieth century, almost 95 percent
of all city employees paid assessments to the Republican Organization even
though this was against the law. These “contributions” were based on a pro-
gressive system of taxation, which graduated from 1 to 4 percent of a person’s
salary. The lowest-paid employees, those who made $900 a year or less, had
to pay 1 percent of their salary twice a year, while those who earned $6,000
or more paid 4 percent. An additional sum of half the total they had donated
to the city committee was the suggested added sum to be laid out for the
workers’ ward committees. These contributions were often deducted directly
from wages.'?

Fourth, Durham changed the way payments were issued to those who
staffed the party apparatus. Before the Bullitt Bill of 1886, the majority of
the thirty separate government agencies responsible for city services reported
to the Common and Select Councils. Political appointments were handed out
to all councilmen on an individual basis. The Bullitt Bill was supposed to
reform city government and integrate its unruly structure by consolidating
all of these agencies under the mayor. Under the new structure, the mayor,
in consultation with and with advice from the heads of his eight newly
established departments, became responsible for formulating the rules that
would prescribe a singular and systematic method to select and promote city
officials. Many reformers had believed that this new framework would break
the hold of the machine, but it did not. They hadn’t factored that the mayor,
himself, was often an Organization man. He now had unprecedented power,
including the authorization to appoint the civil service examining board. The
Organization’s control of civil service introduced a new criterion for job dis-
tribution. Positions were now distributed according to the number of votes
a ward leader could produce. Thus, a major reward for loyalty coupled with
longevity to the party became public office."

Besides routine graft, the Organization used what was known as the
“strike bill.” In Philadelphia it was also called “macing.” This would be a bill
that would be so detrimental to a corporation or public utility that officials
of that business would pay politicians large sums of money to stop it. Lincoln
Steffens described it as high blackmail. Again, the Bullitt Bill’s centralization
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of Philadelphia government into the hands of the Organization meant that it
could effectively quash all veto threats to any bill.!*

The complete hold the Organization had over city and political positions
led to the recruitment and promotion of men who were quite different from
pre—Bullitt Bill leaders. Careers in local politics became low-risk ventures
as unlimited tenure in office was virtually assured. This changed the type of
men sought after and who would be elevated in their positions. Independent
thinkers were weeded out, their places taken by those who blindly followed
the party line. Party membership was distinguished by its most striking
quality, that of loyalty.”

This was the reality in the 1890s, when the three Vare brothers began
their political careers. As natives of South Philadelphia, they began their
rise to power there. George, the eldest, served as a state representative and
then a state senator. His brother Edwin, three years younger, followed in
his footsteps. William, the youngest, was consecutively a member of the
city select council, the recorder of deeds, and a member of the US House
of Representatives. He was also US senator-elect from Pennsylvania, but
was never seated. Ed became active in the Republican Organization under
Durham and also started a construction company. In 1911, as their power
grew, they decided to run Bill for mayor.'°

Iz Durham died in 1908 and had bequeathed the Philadelphia Republican
party to “Sunny Jim” McNichol. As the Vares’ power in South Philadelphia
expanded, McNichol found his fiefdom shrinking to the northern sections of
the city. This left McNichol with two problems: first, he did not want Bill
Vare to become mayor and consolidate his power over the entire city; and
second, he, like Ed Vare, owned a construction company, and both competed
against each other for business. McNichol believed that a Vare mayoralty
would effectively shut him out of city contracts. He appealed to Penrose to
find another mayoralty candidate, and the two settled on George H. Earle.
This caused a rift in the Republican Party, with the result that both Vare and
Earle lost the election. The entire affair caused a rift between Penrose and the
Vare brothers.!”

With the death of Penrose in December 1921, Ed rose to the top leadership
position of the Organization. When Ed died, less than a year later, the Evening
Bulletin ran an editorial entitled “The End of a Dynasty,” ending: “Apparently,
the party will wait, for an indefinite time, for another ‘boss’ like Ed Vare.”!®

By 1923, Bill Vare was beginning to consolidate his dominance. That
July 4 he was elected a member of the Republican City Committee from the
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Twenty-sixth Ward. The next day Vare paid a visit to Kendrick to discuss the
latter’s mayoralty bid."

The Mayor—W. Freeland Kendrick

In 1923, however, the vacuum left by Ed Vare was still evident. The Evening
Ledger, a Republican-leaning newspaper but decidedly anti-Organization,
described Philadelphia as “a congeries of little principalities in the shape of

FIGURE 2: W. Freeland Kendrick, Philadelphia Evening Bulletin,

November 7, 1923. Special Collections Research Center,

Temple University Library, Philadelphia, PA.
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wards ruled by petty princes yclept ward leaders,” and while several among
this group would have liked “to head a confederacy of these principalities,
otherwise wards and districts,” that was currently not possible because of
rampant personal jealousies. Instead, “the ward leaders have ‘sworn in’ to
Kendrick under the pledge that every one of them is to get a square deal and
everything that is coming to him.”%

Kendrick’s road to the mayoralty did not begin in politics, however. It
began when, at twenty-one in 1895, he joined the Masons, an affiliation he
kept throughout his life. Kendrick rose fairly quickly through the Masons’
ranks and in 1906 was elected the Illustrious Potentate (head) of the LuLu
Temple. He was then re-elected four times, serving in that capacity until
1918. Then, in 1919 and again in 1920, he was elected Imperial Potentate,
the chief executive officer for the Shriners International. Kendrick had long
wanted to involve the Shriners in a worthy cause and he got his wish when, in
June 1920, at the Shriners Imperial Session, he initiated the idea of a network
of Shriners Hospitals for Children.?!

Although a Masonic Order was not a political institution per se, many of
that day’s politicians were members and it was through those connections that
he transitioned into the Organization. His name was continually part of the
Organization’s speculative lists of possible candidates for mayor or governor.
Perhaps the reason for this, opines historian T. Henry Walnut, was Kendrick’s
personality, which Walnut described as one that “attracts the average man”
with a smile that was “one of the city’s points of interest . . . like Niagara Falls.”
Kendrick’s response to these entreaties was always the same, that he had given
no thought to the matter. This changed in 1923 after he spoke with Vare.?

Kendrick ran on a platform of reform. It included construction of the
Broad Street subway, the construction of the Sesqui-Centennial International
Exposition, improvement of the water supply, sewage, and hospitals, and a
major cleanup of the police, all of which were considered vital to the commer-
cial viability of the city. He declared that his administration would be clean,
would not tolerate vice or crime, and would be free from the domination of
contractor bosses. While he did not mention the name of William S. Vare,
his political sponsor and now the head of the Vare Construction Company, he
implied that Vare should not expect any special treatment with regard to city
contracts. Thus, with his feet planted firmly in the Republican Organization,
Kendrick ran on a platform of change.?
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Reform Under Blankenburg

Kendrick said he would model his administration on that of reform Mayor
Rudolph Blankenburg (1912—-16), considered the gold standard of reform
government in Philadelphia from the Gilded Age through World War II. In
1911 Blankenburg was voted into office on the independent Keystone Party
line, composed of a small group of reform Republicans against machine rule.
This was the election that was supposed to be the political coming out of
Bill Vare as mayor. But with the opposition of McNichol and Penrose to his
nomination, and their support of George H. Earle, III, the Republican vote
split. The result was a Blankenburg win.*

Blankenburg’s reforms, with regard to the Department of Public Safety,
began with the appointment of George D. Porter, whose goal was to remove
the police from politics. To do this, he wanted to cut the ties of police to
ward politicians, stop ward leaders from evaluating the performance of
officers, and terminate the practice of making officers obtain permission
from their ward leaders to change districts. Porter’s plan was fairly radical,
since police retained and held their positions through political appoint-
ments, which were obtained through the civil service. Kendrick decided
he needed someone like Porter, and with the advice of Charles B. Hall, the
president of the city council, chose Marine Brigadier General Smedley D.
Butler.”

Republican opposition to everything Blankenburg tried to implement
beset his one-term tenure as mayor. While he had tried to initiate many
reform ideas, most of those requiring action by the legislature did not
get through. A second problem Blankenburg encountered was the deser-
tion of Keystone party members who had elected him. He had run on a
platform of nonpartisan government, adhering to the reform principle
of professionalism. In keeping that pledge, however, he had alienated
Keystoners who had assumed that he did not actually mean this and would
continue the spoils system for their benefit. The result was a Republican
Party sweep of all important city posts in the 1913 election. This signaled
to many local businessmen, who had been part of the rise of independent
parties in Philadelphia, that it was time to rejoin the GOP. Reform was put
on the back burner, and conservative conformity returned with a vengeance

as the country entered World War 1.2
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“Sound Business Practices”

Another promise Kendrick made was to run his administration on “sound
business principles.” In 1913 Kendrick had campaigned for the Office of
Receiver of Taxes with the same pledge. He had repeated this message at
every meeting he attended during that campaign. Thus, the Philadelphia
North American, a major voice for progressivism and the only newspaper
in the city to support reform, decided to investigate just what Kendrick
meant by this, publishing the results in a series of articles that began on
October 21,1913, and ran through October 31, 1913.%

The newspaper focused on two of Kendrick’s businesses: the American
Assurance Company located in Philadelphia, which the North American called
“the graveyard of a dozen insurance promotion swindles,” where Kendrick was
fourth vice president and special stock selling agent; and the Monaton Realty
Investing Corporation of New York, which the newspaper described as “a bare-
faced stock and bond swindle,” where Kendrick was the Philadelphia manager.?®

The American Assurance Co. was incorporated in 1903 and, after the first
year, continually ran deficits while still managing to pay 8—10 percent divi-
dends. Insurance companies can be held legally responsible for their actions
and are liable to policyholders. Therefore, insurance swindlers shielded
themselves from prosecution by transferring their policies to other compa-
nies. American Assurance had “reinsured” policyholders of sixteen different
companies involved in this business, paying them dividends for the privilege.
This was known as “buying the business.” Because of these practices, the
company was now in grave financial trouble.?

To deal with this problem, the managers of the American Assurance Co.
decided to make Kendrick, Illustrious Potentate of the LuLu Temple of the
Shriners, its fourth vice president. Kendrick had already begun using his
name and position for commercial ends, and the managers proposed that if
he agreed to allow the company to use his name and position to float new
worthless stock issues (which would be sold to his Shriner friends at double
par), he would be guaranteed commissions of not less than $10,000 a year.
When questioned about this later, Kendrick agreed that he did have such a
contract with American Assurance, saying that the company was “a good,
straight, healthy, growing Philadelphia institution.”*

Kendrick’s relationship to the Monaton Realty Investing Corporation,
however, was a different story. He completely denied that he had ever worked
for it, saying he had never sold any stock or security, never advised anyone
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to buy anything, and that he knew nothing of the business practices of that
company. According to the North American, Kendrick’s protestations were
not true. They found that Kendrick had worked for Monaton Realty part of
1910, all of 1911, and part of 1912, where he was a manager with his name
on his office door and on the company’s engraved stationery. There was also
documentation of original receipts for money Kendrick collected for the
company.’!

The investment swindle consisted of selling stock, “profit sharing
certificates,” “gold certificates,” “industrial accumulative profit-sharing
certificates,” and “six percent coupon exchangeable certificates.” The money
obtained was supposed to be invested in New York City apartment build-
ings, expected to yield income both from rent and increases in property
values. The company did invest some of the money it received in real estate.
But it took title through straw men, transferring the titles to its own books
at highly inflated prices. This meant that Monaton took out mortgages for
more than the actual value of the properties. When the company would take
nominal title of the property, it would not pay off the mortgage. Instead, like
American Assurance, it would pay out 8—10 percent dividends. After a time,
however, investors began to demand the surrender values of their buy-ins.
This was now less than what they had put in originally, and the company had
to acknowledge it had cheated and defrauded them.*

The North American claimed that the Shriners were targeted in both schemes
as possible marks because of Kendrick’s importance in the Organization. But
the Shriners did not believe these allegations. As Henry Walnut chronicled,
the person described in the newspaper was not the person they knew and so
they continued to support and vote for him.*

Although this exposé had not worked in 1913, Kendrick’s opponent,
Powell Evans resurrected it during the 1923 Republican primary. It had as
similar a result in 1923 as it had in 1913. Kendrick won the primary and
went on to win the mayoralty. His election on November 6, 1923, shattered
all previous aggregate votes of Republican mayoralty candidates. He won
by more than 200,000 votes, carrying every ward in the city. He received
286,350 votes to the Democratic candidate’s 37,019, while a third-party
nominee got only 2,739. The entire Republican slate won top-heavy majori-
ties over Democrats, including all twenty seats on the City Council. Nineteen
of the twenty were Organization Republicans. Democrats won seven offices,
including two magisterial places and a county commissionership allot-
ted to them by law. The other four positions were one Common Pleas and
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three municipal court judgeships, which were given to Democrats but only
through endorsements by the Republican Organization.>!

The Marine—Brigadier General Smedley D. Butler

The machine used the police as an integral part of its operation. Reformers
knew that the only way to rid the city of the machine was to control the
police. Therefore, they devised a plan: they established commissions to study
crime, and used scientific studies to support their argument that the police
function should be that of law enforcement, not of order maintenance. This
was important, for it changed job requirements from that of membership in
the machine to one with reform-related prerequisites, such as physical ability
and age limits. It also necessitated a model of policing from which to work.
During the 1920s, the most popular model for reformers was the military.*’

In compliance with this interpretation, Kendrick decided on Marine
Brigadier General Smedley D. Butler to be his head of public safety. Butler
was a very fiery, bold figure. At forty-two, he held the Navy Distinguished
Service Medal, two Congressional Medals of Honor, the Marine Corps Brevet
Medal, and five medals for heroism. Although he was of Quaker descent,
he had seen military action in China, the Philippines, Central America,
the Caribbean, and France in World War I. One of his nicknames was the
“Fighting Quaker.” He had a reputation for blunt, honest talk, complete
honesty, impatience, and an insistence on discipline. At the time of his
death in 1940, he had attained the highest Marine rank at that time, that of
major general, and was also the most decorated Marine in US history up to
that point.*

Butler had reservations about the public safety position because he
presumed that the two big political bosses of Philadelphia, Congressman
William S. Vare and President of the City Council Charles B. Hall
would block any reform effort on his part. He knew that the Republican
Organization would never allow the police to be separated from politics.
Kendrick assured him this would not be the case, probably because Hall had
recommended Butler.?’

Regardless, Butler’s disdain of the city council was rooted in reality.
Reformers began to realize that the Bullitt Bill gave the mayor the power to
appoint the three-member civil service commission, allowing him to control it
and all civil service positions. To change this, they passed the Philadelphia City
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FIGURE 3: Smedley D. Butler, Philadelphia Evening Bulletin, November 1,

1924. Special Collections Research Center, Temple University Library,
Philadelphia, PA.

Charter of 1919. This stipulated that the civil service commission would consist
of three commissioners elected by a majority vote of the city council members,
with each commissioner holding office for a term of four years. The commis-
sioners would elect a president and a secretary. These changes were supposed to
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rectify the problem of machine control. Actually, they resulted in no functional
difference, since the councilmen were also loyal to the Organization.?®

By the beginning of December 1923, however, Butler was reported to
be willing to assume the position, provided Kendrick agreed to specific
conditions: (1) that he have the power to hire and fire policemen; (2) that
police salaries be increased and the force enlarged to 10,500; (3) that he
be independent of the mayor, with the ability to enforce the law without
interference; (4) that he be allowed to retain his military rank; and (s) that if
the mayor were to revoke any of Butler’s orders or interfere with his enforce-
ment of the law, he would immediately resign and return to the Marines.
Kendrick had wanted Butler to resign from the Marines, but agreed to these
conditions.*

Butler wanted to retain his rank because he was to be promoted to the
rank of major general the following April. He made it clear to Kendrick
that he considered himself a Marine first, and would only consider taking
the position if ordered to by his superiors, in his case Secretary of the Navy
Edwin Denby, and the president of the United States, Calvin Coolidge. He
had no intention of asking for a leave of absence. On December 13, Denby
and Coolidge announced they had agreed to grant Butler a one-year leave of
absence, which would allow him to stay in rank. He took up his new position
on January 7, 1924.%

Butler was energized by the task of Prohibition enforcement. Since he
interpreted the duties of the city police to be comparable to those of a coun-
try’s soldiers, he aggressively undertook a campaign to save Philadelphia
from its criminal enemies. This meant all-out war on bootleggers. His battle
plan was a frontal attack on saloons, hotels, cafés, and clubs. He also planned
to keep breweries under police surveillance to insure compliance with the
Volstead Act. At the same time he had to guard his rear flank, as his officers
often took their orders from the Organization. Upholding prohibition laws
became a war on two fronts."!

Butler lost no time in beginning his fight. He was sworn in on January 7,
1924 and by that Friday, January 11, newspapers reported that he had closed
973 saloons out of a reputed 1,200 in the city. On January 16, he outlined a
second forty-eight-hour intensive drive. In all, Butler conducted 484 raids in
his first week in office. He made it clear that if this cleanup was not effective
enough to solve the liquor problem, he would inaugurate continuous, seven-
day-a-week drives. He then ordered 100 raids a week. These raids continued
throughout his first year as head of public safety.*?
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Raids were not enough to contain the liquor problem. Therefore, by
November, Butler tried to get legislation passed that would allow the police
to padlock saloons, cafés, and other similar establishments. He based his
request on the grounds that certain establishments violated the common
nuisance clause of the state prohibition law, and decided to begin slowly, only
padlocking five saloons, to assess the feasibility of using that provision.*

Butler’s request was granted and he continued to padlock saloons into
1925. The problem was not the law, it turned out, but the internal obsta-
cle of police resistance. Judge Harry S. McDevitt of Common Pleas Court
number 1, one of Butler’s staunchest supporters, responded to this by ruling
that padlocked saloons or other establishments must have yellow signs placed
on their doors to indicate they were closed. He then sent a padlock violator to
jail for contempt of the court order and warned police to start showing more
interest in these actions and involve themselves in the court prosecutions. If
they did not take the witness stand, he said, he would postpone the entire list
of liquor law violators for several months.*

By May 1925 Butler had brought injunctions against 130 establishments,
including saloons, drugstores, cigar stores, restaurants, and a grocery. He also
set a quota of 300 raids for July and soo for August. An underlying problem
surfaced, however, when the Inquirer reported that they knew of at least one
saloon that had been raided six times over a two-week period. Again Judge
McDevitt intervened and ordered that those businesses that had been pad-
locked would now also have bars and chains installed to keep them closed.
These efforts did little to stem the liquor trade, however. As the Special
Grand Jury of 1928 would show, many of the police who were involved in
the raids also tipped off the proprietors beforehand.

Butler took a different tactic with the managements of hotels, clubs, and
cafés. Early in March 1924 he warned them of serious consequences if they
did not stop evading Prohibition laws. He thought he had their backing
when he received a letter from the Philadelphia Hotel Association stating
that it had formed a committee to cooperate with him.* Hotels had their
own detectives whose powers equaled those of the police, so Butler made
plans to use his men as an auxiliary force. Together with Kendrick, he con-
ceived of the idea to create a special squad of detectives attired in full evening
dress who would be located in hotels, cafés and clubs. These men would be
picked “on a basis of their good looks and the ease with which they can grace
a lamp-shaded table without fretting over a boiled shirt and long coat tails.”
The mayor suggested placing cards on every table that read: “Transportation


https://beforehand.45
https://months.44
https://provision.43

PENNSYLVANIA HISTORY

or drinking of liquor at (name of establishment to be inserted) is prohibited
by law and is not permitted. Guests are warned that violations subject them
to immediate arrest.” The results were not very effective.’

Butler soon realized that hotel detectives were not following his
injunction on liquor. Hotelmen declared they were. Butler stated publically
that he did not doubt their words, but the public had to understand that the
law was the law and that he would not play favorites. In response, managers
of twenty Philadelphia hotels held a closed-door meeting to protest what
they deemed to be Butler’s “unreasonable attitude.” Butler’s answer was a
plan to keep the hotels under continual surveillance by detectives armed at
all times with search-and-seizure warrants, ready to make an arrest or sei-
zure at any moment. This action incensed the hotelmen and led to further
agitation.’

Beer and breweries were another major headache for Butler. He was as
determined to keep beer out of the public domain as he was alcohol. His
war on beer stemmed from the Volstead Act, which made it mandatory to
strip the alcoholic content of beer from 5 percent to 0.5% or less, the arbi-
trary amount the law decreed. This new brew, called “near” beer, was made
by brewing real beer and then extracting the alcohol from it. Philadelphia
was home to several breweries, and Butler stationed officers around each, to
make sure they were complying with the law. He also organized a special
secret squad of “ginks” to spy on these policemen in case they were crooked,
in order to use them to turn state’s evidence against those higher up in the
illegal operations.®

Somehow, while officers guarded the “real” beer to make sure it was not
distributed, its alcoholic content disappeared, leaving only “near” beer in
its place. Butler’s investigation found that, in several breweries, the real
beer was loaded on trucks and then driven out in the middle of the night,
sometimes through secret exit tunnels, for distribution. The trucks then
returned to the brewery and, when tested, contained “near” beer. Truckloads
of real beer disappeared in this fashion. Police collusion was the obvious
interpretation.’®

On May 16, 1925, Butler announced the conclusion of a year and a half
long undercover operation tracking police irregularities. Part of this investi-
gation involved the police guarding the breweries. Almost 400 officers were
implicated. By the end of May 1925, Butler thought he had enough evidence
to indict these men and launch a major police scandal. The result, which
Butler had expected to be a “bombshell,” turned into a “dud.” The June
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grand jury only charged five officers with taking money from bootleggers
and distributors.’!

Butler and the Organization

The problems between Butler and Organization politicians began early on.
This was exacerbated by his announcement in late March 1924 that he was
going to revise the entire system of police districts. Police district boundaries
coincided with those of the wards. This structure was used to tie the district
police to their specific ward leaders. Like Porter, Butler wanted to cut the
cord between police and ward politics. His solution was to change district
boundaries so that sections of four, five, or even six wards would meet in one
new police district. Accordingly, he submitted a redistricting plan to Mayor
Kendrick, the members of Kendrick’s cabinet, and the members of the city
council, in the beginning of May. In June, Kendrick approved Butler’s plan
to close twenty of forty-two districts and reapportion the rest.>

By this time, Butler was actively not getting along with Charles B. Hall,
president of the city council and major Organization player. Butler there-
fore tried to work around him whenever possible, especially with regard
to the police district issue, since control of the police was a major tool the
Organization used to sustain its authority. Butler’s argument to the members
of the council was that, in the opinion of City Solicitor Gaffney, the sole
power of redistricting lay with the director of public safety, under the act
of May 11, 1867. This act allowed the director to change the boundaries as
he saw fit in order to achieve the most conducive structure. The approval of
the council was only needed in the event the department wanted to sell or
lease the abandoned stations. The council did not respond positively to these
arguments. Redistricting effectively ended any truce Butler had with the
Organization.>?

By July 1924 Butler’s interaction with the Organization had further dete-
riorated. The Record, the solo Democratic-leaning newspaper in Philadelphia,
reported that there was “smoldering animosity” between the leading mem-
bers of the city council and Director Butler. Kendrick, however, decided to
ignore the situation in his review of the first six months of his administra-
tion. All he would say was that there existed “some differences of opinion”
in the way the department should function. He praised Butler’s performance
and maintained his support of the director who, he said, had been doing
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impressive work as seen by the decrease in crime and the rise in arrests for
criminal offenses. He also credited Butler with keeping the police out of poli-
tics and underscored how important it was for the executive and legislative
branches to work together. He then announced, a little prematurely, that he
had ended “the old so-called politically controlled system.”>*

The following day tempers flared anew, and Kendrick now found him-
self in the role of peacemaker between Butler and Hall. Allegations flew.
Allegedly, Butler accused Hall and other councilmen of having an interest
in crap games. They retaliated by intimating that Butler’s raids had been
directed against them personally. Hall denied he had been the political spon-
sor of a lieutenant who had been threatened with dismissal by Butler the
week before, and added that he had been authorized by the mayor to say,
“that he {the mayor] would not allow any department official to criticize the
council in which were many of his old friends.”>

This state of affairs did not alleviate, and several weeks later Kendrick felt
impelled to state that he would not get rid of Butler. Pennsylvania governor
Pinchot also weighed in on the controversy, saying he was sure Kendrick
would not drop Butler, who was not only doing great work, but was also a
national figure in law enforcement. Addressing the immediate problem with
Hall, he said: “Butler had little dangerous opposition before he tried to break
up the old-time alliance between the police and the liquor gang politicians.”®

Butler also had difficulties with the Civil Service Commission. In February
1924, while following through on his drive to wipe out liquor, he announced
that any policeman found intoxicated would be dismissed from the force. To
implement this, he went to the Civil Service Board and pressed his case. He
had the backing of Clinton Rogers Woodruff, the former head of the Civil
Service and current special assistant city solicitor. Woodruff argued that since
the enforcement of prohibition was a main focus of Butler’s, all proven cases
of police intoxication should result in dismissal from the force. Woodruff had
the support of the new head of the commission, Alfred H. Kreider, who made
it known that there would be no leniency for any officer who was found to
have deserted his beat or traffic post. Like his initial read on the hotel man-
agement dispute, Butler thought that the commission had sided with him.>’

By September, Butler realized that what the commission said and what it
did were not synchronized. Angered by the Civil Service Commission’s indis-
criminate reinstatement of policemen who had been dismissed by previous
administrations, and the absurd clemency given officers with alleged political
connections, Butler broke with the agency. In an order, acting on the advice
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of Edwin M. Abbott, counsel for the police department, Butler directed that
all trials be taken out of the hands of the commission and instead be heard by
the boards of inquiry of the respective departments in which they occurred.
These departments would then recommend punishment to the director, who
would impose it. The defendant would go before the commission only when
the charges called for summary dismissal because, under the city charter, this
was the exclusive province of the commission. Assistant Superintendent of
Police Souder would preside at the trials of accused police.”®

Arthur Eaton, the secretary of the commission, expressed surprise at
Butler’s action, emphatically denying that the body had been swayed
by political influence. Butler ignored Eaton’s comments and began personally
fining twenty-six policemen $100 each, threatening to increase the penalty
by $900 more. He then fixed a schedule of fines that he thought would ensure
sobriety. A first offender would be fined thirty days’ pay or about $150. The
second offense would increase to the amount to such an extent that the officer
would, in effect, be surrendering the rest of his year’s pay. The officer’s alter-
native would be to resign.”’

Added to this were Butler’s problems with magistrates. Originally, all
but one (Magistrate Carney) had pledged to cooperate with Butler’s efforts
to enforce the dry laws, but this pledge lasted for only four days. Incidents
where magistrates released those arrested for drinking became commonplace.
For example, on January 20, 1924, four detectives at the Hotel Lorraine
reported that there was drinking on the premises. However, only four patrons
were charged with illegal possession, and only a half of a half pint of whisky
was found. Magistrate Holland, who heard the case, released everyone on
insufficient evidence.®

Magistrate Carney, who was known to have “declared open war” on Butler,
began to involve himself in the cases of other magistrates. In one such
instance, Magistrate Pennock discharged three of four defendants for lack of
evidence, while the fourth, a waiter, was held in $§500 bail awaiting a further
hearing. He was alleged to have sold the detectives the drinks. Magistrate
Carney decided to hear the evidence, too. He then protested the arrests on
the basis that a search-and-seizure warrant was not a process warrant and did
not give the police the right to arrest, unless the person had custody of liquor.
The battle lines had been drawn between Butler and the magistrates by the
second month of Butler’s tenure.®!

Judge Harry McDevitt, incensed at this behavior, gave notice that he would
sit as a committing magistrate to counter those who refused to cooperate
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with Butler. While the judge gave no names, it was clear he was referring to
Magistrate Carney. It was Carney who often pointed out the legal defects in
the search warrants. They failed to say: that the crime was committed within
three years; that it was committed in the County of Philadelphia; or that the
offense was in violation of a particular act of the Legislature, which needed to
be quoted by name and number in the warrant. According to Carney, there
were several hundred arrests and searches that had been made using defective
warrants. If tested in the courts, he said, the defective warrants might result
in the quashing of indictments or the need for new trials.®?

Butler’s answer to the problem of magistrates leaking information about
forthcoming raids and then dismissing charges was to issue a peremptory
order that all search-and-seizure warrants be obtained from Magistrate
Violet E. Fahnestock, the only female magistrate in Philadelphia, and the
only magistrate Butler trusted. Judge McDevitt contended that not only
did many of Philadelphia’s twenty-eight magistrates disagree with Butler’s
campaign, they actively sought to disrupt it. To stop this practice, he
ordered that Common Pleas judges would preside over the trials. None of
the magistrates criticized McDevitt’s comments. Perhaps this was because,
as strong as McDevitt’s pledge was, it did little to dampen the liquor trade
in Philadelphia. The judge was out of step not just with the magistrates,
who did not support Prohibition, but also with many Philadelphians who
served on juries. By the middle of 1925, the April grand jury had refused to
indict in 171 liquor cases, while the May grand jury ignored 114 cases and
declared itself opposed to prohibition. McDevitt, frustrated, called the juries’
handling of these cases “traitorous” and order them to pass on the facts of the
cases, which should rely solely on the law, and not mix “maudlin sentiment”
into their verdicts.®®

Problems between Kendrick and Butler

In the middle of September 1924, late on Friday afternoon, the Philadelphia
Inguirer broke the news that the long-threatened confrontation between
Kendrick and Butler would occur the following Monday. Matters had come
to a head when Butler declared that he had no support in City Hall and that
the only reason he had not been fired was because he had the backing of
the people of Philadelphia. Hedging its bets, the paper reported that some
rumors claimed it would result in Butler’s resignation, but that others had it
that the two men would come to an understanding.®*
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_MAKING THE DIRT FLY { ey —

FIGURE 4: Political cartoon from the January 13, 1924, issue of the
Philadelphia Inquirer. Used with permission of Philadelphia Inquirer
Copyright © 2014. All rights reserved.

Kendrick was incensed by this statement and said that it was Butler who
had created “an intolerable situation.” He already had someone in mind to
take Butler’s place, but would not disclose whom at this time. However,
that person would not be a politician, and that the Republican Organization
would have no hand in his selection. “I am the most disappointed man in
Philadelphia,” he said. “Harmony was the keynote of my platform. I wanted
my cabinet officers to be harmonious with me. Yet I feel I have been viciously
attacked.” With all of his posturing, however, Kendrick did not make any
fast moves to oust Butler because he had been advised that if he did, many
Philadelphians would be upset and his political future destroyed. And if the
truth were known, Kendrick’s chief grievance with Butler was that Butler
ignored him. “I am Mayor, but I am less informed of what is going on in
the Department of Public Safety than any other man. That shows how much
I have been interfering with General Butler.”®

On Wednesday, September 24, the North American clarified what Kendrick
meant when he had alluded to the “intolerable” situation Butler had caused.

729



PENNSYLVANIA HISTORY

The previous Saturday, Butler had raided both the Union Republican Club
protected by Big Tom Cunningham, and the Washington Square Social Club
protected by Bruce Burke. Cunningham and Burke represented the Boies
Penrose faction of the Republican Party and, while now not as strong as
Vare’s Organization, still held power in certain districts. Cunningham had
been the president of the Republican Alliance and did not have warm feel-
ings for Kendrick for several reasons. During the period when Kendrick had
been the receiver of taxes, he had employed a group of Cunningham’s divi-
sion workers and had selected several of them to take political instructions
from a Vare lawyer. The men, pledged to Penrose, refused to do this and were
fired. A second situation occurred later on when a Cunningham lieutenant
requested a job under Kendrick. Negotiations began and seemed to be going
smoothly until Kendrick said he was powerless to ratify the appointment.
Cunningham took this as an insult and charged that the Vare organization,
having a 50—50 patronage arrangement with the Penrose faction, was not
playing fairly. This grew into a personal feud between Cunningham and
Kendrick.%

Bruce Burke had not had run-ins with Kendrick, but he had operated
many different gambling joints in the Eighth Ward under the guidance and
protection of Penrose leader Edward “Buck” Devlin. Devlin’s motto was:
“Clean up the city of vice and gambling but leave the Eighth Ward alone.”
The Penrose faction of ward leaders had maintained a hands-off policy with
regard to Director Butler since the beginning of the Kendrick administra-
tion. It had been careful to say that it was Mayor Kendrick and Council
President Charlie Hall who had brought Butler to Philadelphia and his reten-
tion or dismissal was their business, not that of the old Republican Alliance
leaders. With Butler raiding such Penrose machine strongholds as Big Tom
Cunningham’s Tenth Ward Union Republican Club, and Bruce Burke’s
Washington Square Social Club, however, the old Republican Alliance lead-
ers were beginning to demand that Butler leave. Vare supporters, under no
such stricture, had felt free to continually attack Butler since he was installed
as department head. This “situation” had actually existed for three months
and was well documented in the press, but Kendrick had not called the situ-
ation “intolerable” until now. Butler said that forty-eight hours after he had
accepted the position of director, he began to suspect that he was being used
as a “fancy front.” According to the North American, the mayor’s statement
that he had never interfered with Butler was greeted with laughter from those
who knew how Kendrick had recently attempted to force Butler out.®’
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The split did not occur. Butler sent an expression of regret over the turn
of events to Kendrick and promised that he would keep Kendrick apprised of
his (Butler’s) actions. Kendrick stated that it was his policies that his direc-
tors were to carry out. Both agreed that since they did not often cross paths,
even though Butler’s office was down the hall from Kendrick’s, others had
kept the mayor informed about Butler’s activities and had made them sound
insubordinate. To rectify the situation, they decided to hold frequent meet-
ings. Butler said he would take any information about the department or
himself to Kendrick personally. Despite the intentions, the conflicts between
the two continued.®

Butler’s Departure

At the end of 1925 questions again surfaced about whether Butler would stay
or go. Kendrick announced that he would ask the president to extend the
general’s leave of absence for the remainder of Kendrick’s term. Coolidge said
no. Butler had two years to straighten out Philadelphia, and it was now time
to turn the reins over to someone else. Butler had to return to the Marines.*

Meanwhile, Butler continued his prohibition enforcement without any
letup. In the beginning of December, he asked for padlocks for 150 estab-
lishments, including three private homes. This was the largest number of
padlocks Butler had ever sought and the first time padlocks were requested
for private residences.”®

Then, a defining event occurred. Butler ordered his counsel, Edwin
A. Abbott, to bring padlock proceedings against the Ritz-Carlton Hotel.
This action came in response to a report made by Magistrate Carney with
regard to a raid he made on the hotel during the evening of December 2.
On December 3 Carney, accompanied by his clerks Hugh McLoon and John
Muldoon, called on Butler and gave him their affidavits of the preceding
evening’s events. Carney said he had learned around 8:30 p.m. that there was
to be a coming out party in rooms 201 and 202, that there would be drink-
ing, and that socially prominent people would be present. When pressed
about the time he first called the police, he said he had first called Lieutenant
Beckman at the detective bureau but had not reached him. Then time had
“drifted on” while Carney was “locked in room 201 with liquor.” He had not
contacted the police for a while, he said, because he feared what the people at
the party would do to him if he did, but finally called the Electrical Bureau
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(which was part of the Department of Public Safety) at around 1 a.m. Shortly
afterwards a police wagon came. Butler was very excited by this turn of
events. He thanked Carney and made ready to padlock the entire hotel. The
manager of the Ritz-Carlton was arrested and held on $1,000 bail. For Butler,
this would be the beginning of a new chapter in prohibition enforcement, one
where he would go after the big hotels and fashionable clubs for violations.”

The raid on the Ritz-Carlton energized Butler and he announced his
intention to continue his “military stance” against crime and vice until he
left office on December 31. Meanwhile, he traveled to Washington, DC, to
meet with Major General John A. Lejune, Commandant of the Marine Corps,
at the Navy Department to discuss his new position as head of the Marine
Corps base in San Diego, California. and to complete arrangements for mov-
ing there.”

This all changed on December 22. Butler announced that he had sent a
letter tendering his resignation from the Marine Corps to Washington the
previous evening and would stay in Philadelphia, at least until the end of
the Kendrick administration. Kendrick immediately demanded Butler step
down as director. The reason Kendrick gave was that he wanted an active
Marine, not a resigned officer, in his cabinet. Perhaps more to the point,
Kendrick said that Butler’s resignation showed his disdain for the mayor by
not discussing the matter with him first. If Butler would not step down from
his position as director of public safety and return to the Marines, Kendrick
said, he should consider himself fired. Butler blasted back that he was stay-
ing to show his men that if they stood with him, he would stay with them:”?

Why the Mayor does not wish me as a resigned officer is beyond my
comprehension, as I am the same person. I am being dismissed from
public service because I am making the greatest sacrifice any Marine
can make, and I should, without any other ties, be of more service to
the city of Philadelphia than I was before. . . . The Mayor has sus-
pended me from duty and I will obey his order.”

Butler did not go quietly. He demanded a letter from Kendrick explaining
why he was dismissed, and then replied to it in print, accusing Kendrick of
pandering to his Organization friends and not having the moral courage to
ensure objective law enforcement. For its part, the Marine Corps rejected
Butler’s letter of resignation. It then became known that Butler’s letter had
not been mailed on December 21, but rather December 22, after he had been
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fired. Public speculation had it that Butler knew his resignation would not
be accepted and was just posturing.”

Philadelphians were stunned by this sequence of events and Butler began
losing the support of the newspapers. While they had lauded him throughout
his tenure, none came to his defense for this last raid. The New York Times
even editorialized that Coolidge had been very shrewd in realizing that Butler
“was not saving Philadelphia and his work was not reflecting credit on the
Marine Corps.” Rather, having a senior marine officer outflanked by an urban
machine was an “indignity.”’°

Almost a year and a half later, in May 1927, Magistrate Carney agreed
to talk to Kendrick about the raid on the Ritz-Carlton, which had effec-
tively ruined Kendrick’s political future. Carney said that Vare, now US
senator-elect, and his closest lieutenant, Recorder of Deeds James M. Hazlett,
instigated the raid. According to Carney, Vare had played Butler against
Kendrick. Everyone knew about the rows between the two and how much
Butler wanted to “shut off the booze” in the big hotels. A raid such as the
one on the Ritz-Carlton would put Kendrick in a difficult political position
with many people. It was all a political stratagem ordered by Vare to destroy
Kendrick’s gubernatorial ambitions, which it did. While Carney had no
proof that Vare was complicit in the order, he doubted that Hazlett would
have requested the raid on his own. He also said that Vare had left Hazlett’s
office minutes before Carney arrived. The reason why Carney was now talk-
ing to the press, he said, was that: “It was all a political frame-up and they
used me to pull their chestnuts out of the fire. . . . That put Kendrick in the
soup, which was what the Vare crowd wanted. Incidentally, it cooked Butler’s
goose, because it was the one thing that induced the Mayor to fire him as
Director of Public Safety.””’

Elliott was sworn in as the new director of public safety on December 23,
1924, and promised to continue Butler’s policies, but ward politics con-
tinued much as it had been. Elliott rehired some of the officers Butler had
fired, the Civic Service remained a bastion of agency jobs for the machine,
and Vare retained his position as head of the Republican Organization. The
new director under the following administration restored the old police
districts.”

While Kendrick had asserted that his administration would be free of con-
tractor dominated politics, between 1924 and 1928 Vare was able to amass
between $15 and $20 million in construction contracts that went to the GOP
city committee. All in all, the Organization had the final say.”
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PHILADELPHIA PERIWIGS, PERFUMES, AND
PURPOSE: BLACK BARBER AND SOCIAL
ACTIVIST JOSEPH CASSEY, 1789-1848

Janine Black Arkles
Kean University

Abstract: Joseph Cassey was a free black child refugee from the French
West Indies who arrived in Philadelphia circa 1800. He married Amy
Williams, the only child of Rev. Peter Williams Jr., a black community
leader in New York City. Cassey ascended to the wealthiest ranks of the
black community and joined Reverend Williams and sailmaker James
Forten to promote social change in Philadelphia and New York City. Hard
working by day, an activist by night, barber Cassey amassed considerable
wealth and promoted antislavery and education in the black community,
while within razor-close proximity to the founders of this country.

Introduction

he late 1700s through the early 1800s was a transformational period
for the institution of slavery in the eatly republic of America. In
Philadelphia, the black population transitioned from an enslaved
majority to a fast-growing and increasingly visible community
of free blacks.! Many factors contributed to this transformation,
including legal developments such as Pennsylvania’s 1780 Gradual

Abolition of Slavery Act. The Quaker City soon became a hub of

PENNSYLVANIA HISTORY: A JOURNAL OF MID-ATLANTIC STUDIES, VOL. 82, NO. 2, 2015.

Copyright © 2015 The Pennsylvania Historical Association



PHILADELPHIA PERIWIGS, PERFUMES, AND PURPOSE

social activism with the largest population of free blacks in the north. Other
factors were more basic, such as the emergence of a highly respected wealthy
black elite well connected within the white and black communities. Many
black leaders—notably James Forten, Frederick Douglass, Robert Purvis, Rev.
Peter Williams, Rev. Richard Allen, Rev. Absalom Jones, Stephen Smith,
and William Whipper—tirelessly promoted reform of the social institutions
that promoted slavery and oppression, blocked educational pursuits, impeded
religious freedom, and limited employment opportunities. Others among the
elite, such as Joseph Cassey (1789—1848), contributed less obviously, but still
significantly, providing financial and strategic assistance. Cassey’s personal his-
tory and its social context provide insight into social activism and organization
within the black community.

Cassey joined James Forten, Stephen Smith, William Whipper, and
Robert Purvis, who ranked among the wealthiest black Philadelphians in the
early republic. Wealth gave them prestige, credibility, power, influence, and
the ability to financially support social activist efforts. Originally a free black
Frenchman from the island of Martinique, Cassey engaged in a variety of activ-
ities that made him the second-wealthiest black in Philadelphia after James
Forten and, later, Stephen Smith. He then married into the leading black
activist family from New York City, launching him into a lifelong commit-
ment to antislavery, anticolonization, education, religion, and employment.

As a young child in the late 1790s, Joseph Cassey escaped the slave revolts,
British military takeovers, and waves of yellow fever that swept the French
Antilles in the Caribbean to sail to the United States and make a new start
with his French Creole family. In Philadelphia he found opportunity and a life-
long home, building an empire based on hairdressing, money-lending, renting
property, and buying and selling real estate in a bustling center of commerce.
His extraordinarily keen business sense, his commitment to activism, and his
retiring manner enabled him to achieve extraordinary success without fanfare.

In his teens, he was a “proprietor” of a hairdressing shop. In his early
twenties, he expanded his business interests as a landlord and rental property
owner. By his thirties, he was loaning large sums of money for home mort-
gages, and buying and selling numerous properties. By his forties, and into
his fifties, Cassey accelerated his real estate investment and money-lending
activities, totaling nearly one hundred transactions recorded with the city
in his lifetime. He retired quite wealthy in the mid-1830s and devoted the
rest of his life to the social activism he first undertook at night, after spend-
ing his days dressing the hair and shaving some of the most famous figures
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in American history. Cassey’s significant wealth provided for his large family
across several generations, as described in family wills, and sustained reli-
gious (notably St. Thomas’s Episcopal Church), educational, and activist
organizations into the late 1800s. He inspired later generations of Casseys,
among others, to support the Civil War and civil rights.

Island Origins

Joseph Cassey’s exact island origins were not well documented or widely
known. Even after his death in 1848, close friends and colleagues remained
ignorant of his birthplace. On May 22, 1885, Cassey’s friend and business
partner Robert Purvis (1810-1898) responded to an inquiry from Wendell
P. Garrison, son of abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison.? Purvis wrote that
“Joseph Cassey was a native of one of W. India Islands. I will endeavor to
learn in a day or two, the place of his nativity, his age, and the time of his
death and send it to you.”®> At the time that this letter was written, Cassey,
his wife Amy, and several of his children had died or moved out of the city.
Purvis likely intended to talk to Cassey’s son, Alfred Cassey (1829—-1903),
but whether or not he obtained this information is not known.*

Over the decades, Cassey’s children were somewhat lackadaisical in report-
ing their father’s birthplace in the US censuses. “France” appeared often,
along with “Philadelphia” and “West Indies.” Current Cassey family lore
places him from either Martinique (French) or St. Martin’s (part French and
part Dutch), both in the Lesser Antilles, although this was not supported
by documentation.” Eventually, in 1920, the family of recently deceased
Reverend Peter William Cassey, Cassey’s middle son, stated on the US Census
that Peter’s father was from the French Caribbean island of Martinique.®
Family lore proved mostly correct in this case, with the island of Martinique
finally identified in documents. Cassey would have been a free black French
citizen from Martinique as France had extended citizenship to “gens de couleur”
(French for “people of color”) by 1792 and abolished slavery by 1794.

Joseph Cassey’s arrival in Philadelphia was likely prompted by several simul-
taneous events that in combination threw the Caribbean Islands into violent
upheaval. The French Revolution (1789—99) weakened French administrative
and military power. The English took advantage with a military takeover of
the Lesser Antilles by the mid-1790s. In 1793 an accord transferred the island
of Martinique from French to British jurisdiction, but with the intention that
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the British would rule only until the French monarchy was reinstated. In 1794,
the year France abolished slavery, the British took over Martinique, reinstating
slavery. The island returned to French rule in 1815.

In 1788 73,416 slaves, 4,851 free blacks, and 10,603 whites—88,870
people in all—lived on Martinique.” Tensions mounted between the three
groups. In 1793 and again in 1800, there were unsuccessful slave rebellions.
With French citizenship snatched from the gens de coulenr and personal free-
dom taken away from the former slaves by the British, it was little wonder
that many decided to leave. They joined other refugees from Saint Domingue
(the part-French, part-Spanish island of Hispaniola) that produced nearly half
of the world’s coffee and sugar. In 1791 on St. Domingue, slave rebellions
erupted that would last nearly a decade and spread throughout the islands,
driving 15,000 French-speaking islanders, of whom two-thirds were whites
and one-third free blacks and slaves, to the eastern ports of the United States.

Refugees from the violence fled on the first ship on which they could obtain
passage. Ships sailed for France or the US ports of Charleston, Baltimore, and
Philadelphia. Loaded with whites, blacks, and mulattos, mostly poor, as
well as the dreaded yellow fever disease, these arriving ships were hardly a
welcome sight to local populations. Philadelphia was hard hit as four waves
of yellow fever began in the waterfront areas where the ships unloaded, then
spread through the rest of the city during the 1790s. This pestilence killed
thousands of residents, only to disappear each year when cold weather arrived,
killing the mosquitoes, the unrecognized carrier of the disease.”

Joseph Cassey’s family sailed into Charleston, South Carolina, some-
time in the late 1790s and made their way north to perceived freedom and
opportunity.” The information on their migration route was obtained by
Richard Wright, who wrote a dissertation on early black Philadelphians,
from one of Cassey’s children, probably Alfred, or Alfred’s family, still living
in Philadelphia (243 Delancey Street, formerly 60 Union Street) at the time
(see fig. 1).1°

As with so many gens de coulenr, the male heads of households were often
missing, assumed to be dead, having lost their lives in the widespread vio-
lence on the islands.!* The Cassey family of four was no different. The fam-
ily was identified as living in Baltimore, Maryland, in the 1800 US Federal
Census, which lists the family of four under “Negro Cassey.”'? At eleven
years old, Cassey was living in Baltimore with, likely, his mother and two
sisters as no other black male named Cassey was recorded later in the cities of
Baltimore or Philadelphia.
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FIGURE I: Photo of “The Cassey House,” 243 Delancey

Street, Philadelphia. Owned by the Casseys for eighty-nine
years. Photo by J. Black, 2006.

If French-speaking Cassey arrived by ship in Charleston, then lived in
Baltimore at the age of eleven before coming to Philadelphia, then his reluc-
tance to discuss his island origins may have simply been due to somewhat
vague youthful recollections. Alternatively, he may not have wanted to adver-
tise the circumstances of his family’s escape from Martinique.

The Philadelphia French Community

Philadelphia was the preferred arrival port for blacks over New York, Boston,
Baltimore, Charleston, or Norfolk due to the Quaker City’s progress in abol-
ishing slavery (e.g., Act for the Gradual Abolition of Slavery, 1780) and its
sizable free black community. For French islanders of any color, Philadelphia
was also preferred as the center for French culture in the states. Hundreds



PHILADELPHIA PERIWIGS, PERFUMES, AND PURPOSE

of refugees came to the city even from continental France during the French
Revolution, including future king Louis Philippe, his two brothers, and the
statesman Talleyrand."> French slave owners fleeing to Philadelphia found
loopholes in the abolition laws, by transporting their slaves out of the city
every six months—as George Washington did—or by indenturing their
younger slaves until the age of twenty-eight. As the slave revolts spread
through the Caribbean islands, including the Lesser Antilles, and the French
Revolution continued on the European continent, a French-speaking refugee
community emerged in the area south and east of Independence Hall.

Upon arrival in Philadelphia, the Cassey family located among the tene-
ments and shanties of Moyamensing, south of South Street (formerly Cedar
Street), containing one of the highest densities of poor, black immigrant
population in the city.!* Teenager Cassey headed off to look for work in the
center of the French community, several blocks north. He found employment
at a hairdressing establishment at 36 South Fourth Street, the same city block
as the most famous French hotel in the city, the Union Hotel."” Immediately
south of this block were the French Catholic congregations of St. Mary’s and
St. Joseph’s churches. He landed in the very center of the French commercial
and cultural district and remained there for his entire career.

Island Child to Urban Entrepreneur

The busy commercial district of Market Street (prior to 1800 known as
High Street) was the center of American and French business and culture.
French hotels, French businesses, and businesses catering to a French clien-
tele were all within close proximity of the State House (more widely known
as “Independence Hall”) and the former home of US president George
Washington. This business district would have attracted Cassey and, con-
versely, businesses would have been interested in hiring young Cassey for
his fluency in French. It is likely that Cassey found an apprenticeship with
hairdresser Charles Cummins directly across the street from the Union Hotel.
Opened by Frenchman John Francis in 1793, the hotel was home to two US
vice presidents (Adams and Jefferson), plus several congressmen, during their
stays in Philadelphia. The word “hotel” is of French derivation. Most hotels

’

in the city at the time were called “inns,” so those that held the name of
“hotel” typically were owned and operated by Frenchmen.

Located adjacent to the Union Hotel was the Indian Queen Hotel (see fig. 2)
with outbuilding and stables stretching along most of the city block. It was

purchased by John Francis in 1804 after he sold the Union Hotel.'®
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INDIAN OUEEN, HOTEL |

FIGURE 2: Indian Queen Hotel, 1831. Courtesy of the Library Company of Philadelphia.

With the two French hotels across the street, and the recent growth in
Philadelphia’s French-speaking immigrant population (at the time, French
refugees accounted for 10 percent of Philadelphia’s population of about 45,000),
Charles Cummins’s business would have benefited significantly from having a
bilingual employee of French origins. By 1807 Cassey, at the age of eighteen,
became sole proprietor of the shop.!” Charles Cummins does not show up in any
later city directories, suggesting that he retired, moved out of the city, or died.

Cassey’s shop would have seen heavy foot traffic of the most prominent
and influential characters in the city. His city block included a biscuit baker,
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coppersmith, jeweler, saddler, tavernkeeper, cabinetmaker, lumber merchant,
attorneys, doctor, another hairdresser, toy merchant, boardinghouse, grocer,
plater, scrivener and broker, tailors, hatters, and a sexton of the Friends
Meeting House, as well as the two large French hotels.'® The location bode
well for developing a successful and profitable enterprise.

The building housing the hairdressing shop was also formerly the home
of influential gentlewoman Hannah Dean. Hannah Dean wove in and out of
Cassey'’s activities through the first and second decades of the 1800s. She first
appeared at 36 South Fourth Street, his barbershop and later residence, in 1800
and 1801. Hannah was operating a boarding house a couple of blocks away in
the late 1790s and early 1800s at 83 North Third Street.'” Her parents and
brother, and later Hannah as the sole surviving heir, owned at least the two
properties behind the three-story brick-front house and storefront that housed
the hairdressing and perfumery shop on the ground level at 36 South Fourth
Street. Cassey and Dean were neighbors at that same address for several years
until she sold the two small (12"x12’) trinity properties behind the shop indi-
vidually to Cassey: the first in 1811 when he was twenty-two years old, and

20

the second adjacent trinity by 1820 when he was thirty-one years old.” Cassey
used these units for family housing and as rental properties. Today, this site is
marked with a historical marker for Amy and Joseph Cassey.

It is not clear exactly where Cassey resided between 1801 and 1807, although
it would be likely that as a teenager he lived with his family in Moyamensing,
a short walk south of the barbershop. By 1807 he was renting the front barber-
shop space and likely lived in the residence above it as no other name appeared
at that address in the later city directories. Perhaps with thoughts of marriage,
Cassey purchased the 12" x 15" three-story building housing the barber shop
and residence in 1825, less than a year before his marriage to Amy Williams.

Barber, Wigmaker, and Perfumer

Joseph Cassey prospered as an upscale French hairdresser, perfumer, and wig-
maker.?! An 1823 engraved advertisement for Cassey’s barber shop at 36 South
Fourth Street states: “Keeps a general assortment of perfumery, scented soaps,
shaving apparatus, ladies work and dressing boxes, fine cutlery, fancy hair, pom-
made, “huil antique,” combs, &c.”?* Selling hair-care products and cologne was
part of his strategy to offer his customers a more upscale (and more expensive)
experience. Cassey advertised exotic French products and accessories, plus a sepa-
rate gentleman’s dressing room, all signs of a high end establishment (see fig. 3).
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FIGURE 3: Joseph Cassey’s Advertisement. Shaw’s United States Directory for the use of Travelers

and Merchants (Philadelphia, 1823). Courtesy of the Library Company of Philadelphia.

Money Lending, Rental Properties, and Real Estate

Hairdressing may not seem like a way to wealth, but Cassey'’s clientele would
have been white, male, wealthy, and well connected. At the time, women
took care of their hair at home. Considering Cassey’s location in the center
of the commercial district and the separation of black and white clienteles,
only white males would have used the shop. The wealthier black neighbor-
hood of that era was located several blocks south, between (east-west) Spruce
and South (formerly Cedar) Streets, and between about (north-south) Fourth
and Twelfth Streets.” It was among this white elite clientele that Cassey first
provided money-lending services, offered rental properties, and dealt in real
estate purchases and sales.
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If Cassey’s money-lending, real estate dealings, and rental activities
recorded are divided by decades, his activities in all areas peaked in the 1830s
and 1840s prior to his death in 1848. He also conducted business off the city
records as documented in his will. These off-the-record clients were likely his
friends and associates with whom he had a greater level of trust, negating the
need to document the dealings in the city record.

Providing more detail relating to the summary of transactions in Table 1,
Cassey'’s first recorded transactions were two house purchases and one ground
rent purchase.”® He did not appear to need to borrow money for these
transactions. One of the houses bought, and its accompanying ground rent,
was at 36 South Fourth Street, the site of his barbershop. The original site
contained one larger house and shop bordering the street, with two smaller
trinities behind it. It was one of the trinities behind the larger house that
Cassey first purchased (in 1811) from Hannah Dean while he was only in
his twenties. It may be that Cassey housed his island family in this trinity

TABLE 1. Joseph Cassey’s Business Transactions Summary By Decades

Transaction

Decade Type of Transaction Number Dollar Amount®

1810s Real estate purchase 2 $900-$1,450
Mortgage borrowed o $o
or loaned
Ground rent purchase I $68

18208 Real estate purchase 5 $900-$4,650
Real estate sale I $6,550
Mortgage loaned 6 $°—$4,000
Mortgage borrowed 2 $300-2

18308 Real estate purchase 16 $1-$7,500
Real estate sale 8 $1—-$12,000
Mortgage loaned 13 $5,000-$13,679.82
Ground rent purchase 1 $104
Rents 2 $1 each

18408 Real estate purchase 13 $1,350-$5,500
Real estate sale 21 $1-$10,000
Mortgage loaned 7 $2,000-$10,000

“Not all dollar amounts are recorded.
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as they disappear from Moyamensing in the census records after 1810. By
this time, Cassey was the sole proprietor of the barbershop, likely renting
the front property and living above the shop. A note on the ground rent
purchase documents suggested that Hannah Dean was then living in one of
the trinities in the 1810s.

In the 1820s Cassey took out two mortgage loans for himself, his only
personal mortgages recorded. He purchased five properties, sold one, and
loaned six other people mortgage money. This was the decade when he com-
pleted the purchase of the three homes at the same address as his shop: the
two trinities and the three-story main house with barbershop. This was also
the decade when he married and unexpectedly sold the combined property.
While he remained there until 1836 or 1837 in his shop and home, he was
renting the property from Allyn Bacon and Abraham Hart who owned a
music store a few doors away. Over the years, Cassey made large loans to
Abraham Hart (even ones as high as $4,000 and $10,000), ensuring that
Hart owed him a considerable debt. This was a good insurance policy on
Cassey’s part, allowing him to remain in the house and shop without concern
of loss of lease.

In the 1830s Cassey’s focus shifted more to real estate purchases and sales,
his mortgage loans and real estate purchases being the highest of any decade.
Unfortunately, the immigrant and racial tensions of the 1830s and 1840s
were also peaking. Whites were not supporting black businesses as they had
in the past. Cassey was vulnerable, his shop being located in an all-white area.
It was also probable that he was having some heart health issues. Reports at
the time of his death in 1848 were inconclusive but suggested possible con-
gestive heart failure.”” He was physically slowing down in the 1840s, result-
ing in more real estate sales than purchases and fewer mortgage loans made.
This change in portfolio balance, possibly made to accommodate health and
age concerns, was also a reaction to the greater difficulties of dealing with
whites in the business environment.

A surprisingly large amount of cash flowed through Cassey’s shop for
many decades. Even two hundred years later, after significant cash devalu-
ation, a single entrepreneurial barber might be hard-pressed to come up
with this level of cash flow. More than one hundred real estate and mortgage
transactions were recorded with the city, while many transactions with close
associates were off the record. With these financial dealings involving indi-
vidual sums as high as $ 14,000, it is striking how much cash Cassey accessed
and managed on a daily basis. His ledger, and one assumes that he would have
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had one, would be quite revealing. The actual figures would disclose how he
went from having nothing to becoming one of the wealthiest black residents
in Philadelphia.

Personal Character

We extract some indications of Cassey’s true character from the company that
he kept. His closest friend was successful businessman and primary black
community leader James Forten (1766-1842), a man widely respected in
the white and black communities for his integrity and character.?® Martin
Delaney stated of Cassey after his death in 1848,

His name and paper were good in any house in the city, and there
was no banker of moderate capital, of more benefit to the business
community than was Joseph Cassey. He also left a young and promis-
ing family of five sons, one daughter, a most excellent widow, and a
fortune of seventy-five thousand dollars, clear of all encumbrances.”’

David and Elizabeth Hicks Bustill, Philadelphia African Americans and
Quakers, named a son after Cassey when Cassey was only thirty-three years
old, Joseph Cassey Bustill (1822—1895), who became a conductor of the
Underground Railroad in Ohio. Cassey achieved considerable stature within
his community and family throughout his lifetime.

Tragedy and Fortune in Family Life

Cassey married and started his first family sometime in the 1810s when he
was in his twenties. Not much is known about his first wife and children
except that some tragedy overtook both wife and young daughter early in the
marriage. The city death notices relating to St. Mary’s Catholic Church on
South Fourth Street, a church and cemetery just a couple of blocks south of
his home and barbershop, indicated that “Joseph Cassey’s daughter,” without
a name listed, died at thirteen months of age in 1814.%® For Joseph Cassey
to attend a Catholic church would have been consistent with a West French
Indies origin, although, as with most of the white churches of that era, there
would have been segregation of blacks to the rear pews in the church.
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It might have been unusual, at the time, for a black man to bury his
daughter in a mainly white church’s cemetery in the center of the city. But
the French Island community was very strong and, apparently, community
trumped race in the burial decision. The presence of numerous French names,
and names from the island of St. Domingue, on tombstones at St. Mary’s
Church today suggest a strong presence of church members with French and
French Island origins. No records of his first wife’s nor his daughter’s name
has been found although it is believed that he lost his first wife in the 1810s
since she was not discussed among his friends by the 1820s. Cassey was at
that time described as a “widower.”

Soon after this personally difficult period, and perhaps frustrated with
his treatment by the church regarding his wife and daughter’s anonymous
death records, Cassey left St. Mary’s Church and crossed Fifth Street to join
St. Thomas’ African Episcopal Church. Led by Reverend Absalom Jones,
St. Thomas’ was founded in 1792, the first church dedicated to serving the
black community in Philadelphia. Here Cassey became very active in the
leadership of the church as a long-time treasurer and vestryman. He person-
ally and financially supported the church for the remainder of his life.?

This church was also the religious refuge of the most influential, elite, black
social activists in Philadelphia. The move to St. Thomas would have been a
calculated action consistent with Joseph Cassey’s character and ambition. It was
symbolic of an emotional and intellectual transition for Cassey, from relying
on the opportunities and support within the French community, where his life
and family were invisible to society, to immersing himself within the support
system of the very active and visible African American community. In all likeli-
hood, sailmaker James Forten, having considerable influence over Cassey dur-
ing this time, invited him to join St. Thomas while Cassey grieved for his wife
and daughter. Forten was apparently the only later contemporary of Cassey’s to
have known him during these difficult years when he lost his family, the only
friend known to have called Cassey a “widower.”

Cassey’s sense of loss due to the deaths of his wife and daughter may
have been assuaged by a renewed focus on wealth creation and interactions
with some very influential friends. Increasingly active with James Forten
in church and social activist activities, Cassey also met Reverend Peter
Williams (1780-1840), leader of the black community in New York City.
In 1818 Cassey served as an officer of the Pennsylvania Augustine Society.
This networked him with some of the strongest proponents for Haitian reset-
tlement, including Williams. In 1824, while Williams served as chairman
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of the New York City chapter for the Haytien Emigration Society, a group
recruiting free people of color to emigrate to Haiti, Cassey served as treasurer
for the Haytien Emigration Society of Philadelphia.

During his interactions with Peter Williams, Cassey would have heard
of, or even met face to face, Peter’s only child, Amy Matilda Williams, who
was perhaps as young as nine years old at their first meeting. Amy was later
to become Cassey’s second wife. It would not be too difficult to imagine
that Amy’s father, Rev. Peter Williams Jr., met often with Cassey during
Williams’s visits to Philadelphia and recognized in Cassey a promising suitor
for his only child and cherished daughter: a future husband who would
provide well for her. Here again, one might suspect that the consummate
businessman, Cassey, now nearly forty years old, held off starting a second
family until he had developed a diverse portfolio of businesses and generated
sufficient wealth to support a family in comfort and luxury. The marriage was
widely announced in newspapers in Philadelphia, New York, Washington
DC, and Baltimore (see fig. 4).

Cassey’s second marriage, on September 12, 1826, in New York City,
was an inspired union, mutually beneficial to both Amy and Cassey.*® Only
seventeen years old and her spouse twenty years her senior, Amy Matilda
Williams (1809—August 15, 1856), had already established herself as a very
attractive potential asset for any aspiring businessman and suitor.”’ Amy
came from an elite, influential family of church leaders in New York City and
was already interested in improving the lot of black Americans. Her relatives
were associated with the first black Protestant Episcopal Church in New York
City and the first African Methodist Episcopal Church.

Together, Amy and Joseph had eight children, two of whom died
in infancy. Many of these children left their own legacy of activism,
religious pursuits, or wealth. These children included Joseph Williams

In New York, on the 12th inst. by the Rev.
Mr. Lisle, Mr. Joseph Cassey, of this city to JHu~ 1
tilda, doughter of the Rev. Peter Williams, Rec~
tor of St. Philip’s Church of that city.

FIGURE 4: Newspaper clipping announcing Cassey’s wedding to Amy Matilda Williams.
The Album and Ladies’ Weekly Gazette (1826—1827); September 27, 1826, 1, 17, American
Philosophical Society Online, 7.
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(June 17, 1827-7?), Alfred Smith (July 26, 1829—September 3, 1903), Reverend
Peter William (October 13, 1831-1917),> Sarah Louisa (December 9,
1833—October 18, 1844), Henry Garrison (October 19, 1840— ?), and, the
youngest, Francis L. (Lloyd?) (1844~?). Children Mary Caroline (February 29,
1836-March 1837) and William Henry (February 12, 1838-26 July 26,
1840) died young.??

Amy Williams’s influential family included her father, Rev. Peter
Williams Jr. (1780-1840), the son of Mary “Molly” Durham (1748-1821)
and Peter Williams Sr., known as “The Tobacconist” (1750-1823).>* Peter
Williams Sr. was the well-known sexton from the John Street Methodist
Church. Peter Sr. also served as the church’s funeral director. He raised the
funds and laid the cornerstone for the first church building in New York
City for people of color, the Zion Church, for which he was one of the
original trustees.”> The Reverend Peter Williams Jr. was only the second
African American, after Absalom Jones in Philadelphia, to be ordained
(1820) in the Episcopal Church.’® He was involved with Trinity Church
and the founding of St. Philip’s Church in downtown New York City.

Under the influence of such esteemed and proactive community leaders
in New York City, Amy was an early and active proponent of antislavery
efforts. Her personal album resides in the collection at the Library Company
of Philadelphia and contains original drawings and writings by such antislav-
ery advocates as Frederick Douglass, Lucy Stone, William Lloyd Garrison,
Wendell Phillips, Sarah Mapps Douglass, and Robert Purvis, as well as mem-
bers of James Forten’s family, among others.”’

As the Cassey household always employed at least one servant, Amy was
free to devote considerable attention to antislavery and civil rights efforts
including being active in the interracial Philadelphia Female Anti-Slavery
Society.?® It wasn’t until his marriage to Amy, and under the strong influ-
ence of his wife and her father, that Cassey immersed himself into social
activism efforts.

When Joseph Cassey died in 1848, Amy remarried two years later to
Charles Lenox Remond, a caterer and noted orator on antislavery and aboli-
tion, who had visited Philadelphia on numerous occasions. She moved to
Salem, Massachusetts, where Remond lived, and continued her work in aboli-
tion and civil rights.? The days and hours leading to her death due to illness
on August 15, 1856, were captured in the diary of young Charlotte Forten,
James Forten’s granddaughter, who was attending school in Salem and stay-

ing with the Remonds.™
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Social Activist and Black Community Network

Through his community and business activities, Joseph Cassey met and
befriended notables Robert Purvis, James Forten, William Lloyd Garrison,
Stephen Smith, William Whipper, Charles Lenox Remond, Frederick Douglass,
and Lucretia Mott, naming his children after many of these respected indi-
viduals. Sailmaker James Forten was the primary black community leader in
Philadelphia during Cassey’s lifetime. At retirement, Cassey moved his home
and family to 113 Lombard Street, within a few doors of Forten’s family at 92
Lombard Street, after he closed his barbershop around 1836 or 1837. The Cassey
and Forten families were very close for at least three generations as captured in
the diary of James Forten’s granddaughter, Charlotte Forten.!!

Robert Purvis (1810-1898), prominent community leader and commonly
considered to be the chairman of the Underground Railroad in Philadelphia
in his later years, became Cassey’s business partner in numerous real estate
deals including sharing a farm in Bucks County once visited by Lucretia Mott.
Stephen Smith and William Whipper ran a successful lumber mill at Columbia
in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. They also began the Underground Railroad
in the Philadelphia area and were known to have a special boxcar with a false wall
to transport runaway slaves via the railroad. Cassey’s son, Joseph W. Cassey Jr.,
became their accountant and later ran his own lumber mill in Penyan, New York.
Stephen Smith was the co-executor of Cassey’s will. Orators Frederick Douglass
and Charles Lenox Remond passed through Philadelphia on speaking tours for
the abolition cause and frequently visited with the Casseys. As stated above,
Charles Lenox Remond later became Amy Williams Cassey’s second husband.
Cassey’s activities with the church and activist organizations would have con-
nected him with all of the influential blacks in the city of Philadelphia and many
from New York City, Baltimore, and Boston.*

Cassey’s wealth created opportunities for him to contribute to important
events of the day. He was pulled into the community spotlight initially by
James Forten in the 1810s, and to a much greater extent when he married
Amy Williams in the 1820s. He retired from main-stage activities when
Forten and Rev. Peter Williams retired from community service in the late
1830s. Cassey was neither generally known for taking primary roles in activ-
ist organizations nor for producing passionate orations to civic-minded audi-
ences, but his ready support of the more senior Forten’s front-stage activist
efforts was life-long. When Forten took a primary leadership role, Cassey
stepped up consistently into the number two spot.
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Social Activism

The 1820s through 1840s were the highest public profile years for Cassey in
community service, when he focused on antislavery, black education, religious
improvement, and intellectual pursuits. He initially supported emigration to
Haiti, influenced by his future father-in-law, but later joined Forten in his
anticolonization campaign. The appendix summarizes Cassey’s numerous
activities. He frequently appeared as an officer, delegate, agent, founder, and
not just a member of various organizations. He took a very active role in these
activities, but usually not in the very top position.

Sunset on Success

Joseph Cassey was talented and insightful enough to be unusually successful at
building wealth in an era of obstacles for most blacks. They had neither the lib-
erties nor basic rights: they were informally prevented from voting before the
Pennsylvania Constitution of 1838 took away that right.®® At the point when
Cassey withdrew from his primary business of hairdressing, sometime around
1837, the business climate had turned acrimonious and violence against blacks
was manifested in several race riots between 1834 and 1842. Tensions grew as
the local white labor force had difficulty adjusting to the recent influx of cheap
Irish labor and the improving status of the growing population of free blacks.
Blacks comprised nearly 10 percent of the total population by 1830.* They
directly competed with Irish immigrants who were not above using violent
means to eliminate their competition. Some said Cassey had to retire due to
health issues, although it is more likely he was disgusted with the deteriorating
civic climate in the city.” James Forten was also retreating from civic duties
under increasingly poor health, old age, and severe disappointment in how lit-
tle progress blacks had made toward improving their conditions. The Reverend
Peter Williams Jr. had been asked in 1834 to withdraw from his leadership
roles by the bishop, as St. Philip’s Church had been attacked by a mob, the
attack attributed to his antislavery activities.

The 1834 riot was especially brutal. It took approximately 300 constables
and special militia to subdue a three-day riot, but only after black churches
had been destroyed and defaced, numerous people had been injured, and one
person had died. As with future riots, prosperous free blacks and their institu-
tions were targeted. Forten received death threats and his son was set upon,
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FIGURE 5: Joseph Cassey’s signature, 1828, from one of Cassey’s property deeds, Philadelphia
Archives Deed Book GWR, 12, Butler.

meeting halls were torched, and middle-class homes were damaged. Cassey’s
hairdressing shop would have been a likely target as he was well on his way
to becoming one of the wealthiest black residents in the city.%

In the end, more than thirty-seven homes were destroyed, and several
churches and meeting halls were damaged. The mayor and firemen of the city
were kept active subduing the riots and minimizing property damage. The
mayor showed up at many of the riots to personally dissuade the attackers.’
A historical marker today marks the location of a riot that took place yards
from Forten’s doorstep. By the end of the riots in the early 1840s, two pivotal
black community leaders in the city of Philadelphia, Forten and Cassey, as
well as the primary leader of the New York City black community, Reverend
Williams, together withdrew from business and activist roles, retreating into
retirement and the security of their churches. All three died in the 1840s.
With them passed away an older generation of black leaders, born in the late
eighteenth century. Their successors would be more vocal and belligerent,
much like the whites who took over national political leadership from Clay,
Webster, and Calhoun a few years later (see fig. 5).

APPENDIX
Joseph Cassey’s Social Activist Record

1818: Cassey served as an officer of the Pennsylvania Augustine Society. This networked him with some
of the strongest proponents for Haitian resettlement, including his future father-in-law, Rev. Peter
Williams Jr. (1780-1840), leader of the black community in New York City.

1820: Involved life-long in St. Thomas’s Church on South Fifth Street, he was a member and treasurer
beginning in 1820, with Forten pledging $1,000 personally to guarantee Cassey’s performance. He
was active as an officer in the Sons of St. Thomas benevolent society, and in the nondenominational

Benezet Philanthropic Society.
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1834:
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Cassey served as treasurer for the Haytien Emigration Society of Philadelphia (while Reverend
Williams was president of the New York City branch), a group recruiting free people of color to
immigrate to Haiti.
He was recruited to be a delegate from Philadelphia to the national Negro Convention of the
American Society of Free Persons of Colour founded by Rev. Richard Allen.
Introduced to William Lloyd Garrison by James Forten, Cassey became the first agent in
Philadelphia for The Liberator, the early abolitionist newspaper published in Boston by Garrison,
which Cassey actively funded and distributed.

Also in 1831, Cassey was a delegate to the first national convention of colored men where
a proposition was put forth to establish a College for Colored Youth. Cassey raised funds for this
school to be established in New Haven, Connecticut, home of Yale University. This met with much
resistance from the local townspeople, to the extent that they would “resist the establishment of the
proposed College . . . by every lawful means.”
Cassey served as agent for the Genius of Universal Emancipation newspaper.
Cassey was appointed vice president of the New England Anti-Slavery Society.

Also in 1833, Forten recruited Cassey to help raise funds for Garrison’s trip to Europe to
speak on anticolonization.
Cassey served as chair of the public meeting of people of color at the Wesleyan Church in
Philadelphia.
Cassey was a founding manager of the Philadelphia Anti-Slavery Society, an auxiliary to the

American Anti-Slavery Society.

1834—1836: Cassey was on the board of the American Anti-Slavery Society, providing financial support

to this organization.

1835—1841: Cassey served as treasurer of the American Moral Reform Society.

1833-1834: The ill-fated “Canterbury Affair” saw Cassey and colleagues supporting the transition of a

1839:

1841:

school for local white children in Canterbury, Connecticut, to a “High School for Young Colored
Ladies and Misses,” as advertised in the Liberator abolitionist newspaper. The local townspeople
rose up against the school teacher and threw her in jail, closing down the school permanently. Laws
were enacted preventing students of color from outside the area to be educated within Canterbury.
Cassey joined with friends and colleagues, sailmaker James Forten, and lumber merchant Stephen
Smith, to establish a ten-year scholarship for poor but deserving black students at the Oneida
Institute in upstate New York which had a race-blind admissions policy.

Cassey and second wife, Amy Williams Cassey, were founding members of the Gilbert Lyceum for
scientific and literary interests, the first of its kind established by African Americans and which
included both genders. The Lyceum organized lectures on “Physiology, Anatomy, Chemistry &

Natural Philosophy.”
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INTIMATE ENEMIES: CAPTIVITY AND
COLONIAL FEAR OF INDIANS IN THE
MID-EIGHTEENTH CENTURY WARS

Elizabeth Hornor
MidAmerica Nazarene University

Abstract: During the mid-eighteenth century, relations between British
Americans and Indians in North America were defined by the events
of the Seven Years” War and Pontiac’s War. A critical component of the
relationship was the Native American capture of European American
civilians, particularly those living on land simultaneously claimed by
competing groups. Native American captivity had a long history in
the colonies and continues to be studied by historians. This article con-
cludes that the strict separation introduced by the Proclamation Line of
1763 was ineffective because it did not take into account the complexity
of white-Indian relations at mid-century, but the ideology behind the
Line’s implementation resolved the tension that had been the defining
character of life on simultaneously claimed land. That resolution had
far-ranging effects, pointing to the lasting importance of Pontiac’s War
as well as the impact of those events on the continuing relationship
between Native Americans and Americans.

Keywords: Pontiac’s War; Seven Years’ War; captivity; Proclamation
of 1763; borderlands

n February 1765 six children were enjoying the disinterested
hospitality of the government of Pennsylvania while they waited

to be claimed by unknown relatives. They had been taken captive
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by Native Americans during the Seven Years’ War and, as part of Colonel
Henry Bouquet’s successful negotiations during Pontiac’s War, had been sur-
rendered back to the British. The children did not know who their biologi-
cal parents were, and from Bouquet’s negotiations in November 1764 until
February 1765 no one had come forward to claim them. The Pennsylvania
Guazette advertised the children’s existence and location and attempted to assist
searching parents by providing descriptions of the children. One can easily
imagine a colonial official or perhaps a printer for the Gazeste peering into
the faces of the unclaimed children, looking them up and down, asking their
names and ages, and summing up their existence in a few words: “William,
about 12 Years of Age, brown Complexion, black hair and black eyes. . . .
The other Boy, Name unknown, about the same Age, fair Complexion, brown
Hair, and brown Eyes.”*

What did the recorder see when he looked at those children? Raised by
Ohio Indians, ignorant of their Euro-American past, separated from the life
they knew, the children were caught between two cultures. Or were they?
Perhaps they should rather be seen as representatives of how life was lived
on land claimed by a variety of European and Native American groups:
children of a distinct culture founded on conflict and cooperation.? The dif-
ficulty experienced by the Pennsylvania government in trying to identify
the unclaimed children mirrors our own difficulty in defining the relation-
ship between Euro-Americans and indigenous groups in the mid-eighteenth
century in general and the early years of the Seven Years’ War and Pontiac’s
War in particular.

For them and us, two themes emerge: division and connection. These
themes can be described in many ways: conflict and cooperation, enmity
and amity, war and peace. The two opposing yet intertwined themes can be
most clearly seen, perhaps, during the decade of conflict formalized as the
Seven Years” War and Pontiac’s War. The tension between division and con-
nection peaked with the end of Pontiac’s War and the establishment of the
Proclamation Line of 1763 served as a resolution—albeit ineffective and ulti-
mately short-lived—to the tension. The formal division introduced by the
Line begs the question of why it was necessary in the first place. Assuredly,
there are military answers to that question, but examining the social and cul-
tural side reveals a complex moment in the larger history of European—Native
American interactions.

The necessity of thoroughly re-examining this relationship in the
eighteenth century develops out of the events of the nineteenth century and
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beyond. Since Indian removals of the nineteenth century and subsequent
continuing racism against Native Americans proceeded from the events of
the eighteenth century, the story of Native American and Euro-American
relations in that century must be carefully and thoroughly told. Between
King Philip’s War and Bacon’s Rebellion in the 1670s and the Paxton Boys’
Massacre in 1763, there was a certain degree of ambiguity in these relation-
ships.? This ambiguity was gradually replaced with a more rigid hostility as
the westward expansion of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries turned
into an all-out land grab in the nineteenth.

In looking for origins of this hostility and the nascent racism that fueled
it, we can benefit from re-examining the era when the tension between divi-
sion and connection was unresolved. One way of exploring that tension is
through an examination of captivity narratives and newspaper reports about
captivity. Because of the relational nature of Indian captivity, white captives
lived as “intimate enemies,” or people who walked the line between being
members of a family and prisoners of war. Studying their lives and ways they
wrote about their experiences provides a window onto the complex and para-
doxical Indian-white relationship in the era before it became defined by the
emotional, ideological, and physical separation symbolized and enforced by
the Proclamation Line of 1763.

Seeking a renewed emphasis on the importance of the mid-century wars is
consistent with the larger trends in the historiography that emphasize nuance
and complexity in white-Indian relations, particularly in the eighteenth cen-
tury. A critical step in this re-evaluation is removing the traditional perio-
dization of the era between 1750 and the 1830s. Because the antecedents of
the American Revolution can easily be found in the 1760s, Pontiac’s War
(and, to some extent, the Seven Years’ War) is traditionally glossed over and
only mentioned in order to complicate the story of British-colonist interac-
tions. Harried British officials, the story goes, set up the Proclamation Line
of 1763 in order to appease the Native American alliances that they inherited
from the French, but ungrateful, greedy colonists disregarded the measure
and poured over the Line. Any undergraduate will tell you that American
expansion to the west was inevitable, and the proto-revolutionary colonists
simply could not be stopped. Reading these wars in light of the development
of the United States, however, misrepresents their place in the story of life
on land under contention and the story of how Euro-Americans and Native
Americans interacted. Instead, the significance of these conflicts derives
from the long buildup in the first half of the eighteenth century and their
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continuing effect on both Indian-white relations and the development of a
distinct American identity in the nineteenth century.

Historiographical trends support this re-examination. Peter Silver has
shown how fear of Indians bound colonists together and shaped a new, white,
American identity. Silver’s work focuses on provincial leaders and how they
emphasized fear, or what he calls the “anti-Indian sublime,” in order to foster
a united front among disparate colonists. Similarly, Alan Taylor shows how
American fear of Indians, helped along by vivid American imaginations, dra-
matically shaped the events of the War of 1812, as the Indian fear that devel-
oped in the eighteenth century came to full fruition in the early nineteenth
century. This fruit can be seen in particular during the Cherokee removals of
the 1830s, as racist intolerance of all Native Americans cast a dark shadow
over the proceedings, tainting all of the discussions about whether or not the
Cherokee were, or could be, “civilized.”

In addition, a continuing rich historiography examines the complex rela-
tionships existing among inhabitants of North America, particularly before
the formation of the United States, and how those relationships contributed
to identity formation. John Demos set the stage, in many ways, for a discus-
sion of the interwoven nature of white-Indian family life during the colonial
era. James Axtell’s classic article, “The White Indians of Colonial America,”
showed how captivity narratives could help delineate the intricate intertwin-
ing of European and native communities. Pauline Turner Strong builds on this
idea by examining the hegemonic power of captivity narratives in the creation
of a developing “American Self.” Mark Rifkin challenges the ways that Native
identity was, and continues to be, shoehorned into European categories. David
Preston demonstrates how a careful examination of the records of daily life can
yield a richly textured portrait of how white and Indian neighbors, friends,
enemies, and family members navigated life together on land under conten-
tion. Ned Blackhawk and Wayne Lee refocus attention on the violence—and
restraint—that in many ways defined the post-contact era.’

Two other fruitful branches of study explore the role of gender and slavery
in connecting the inhabitant groups. Juliana Barr discusses the importance of
“gendered terms of kinship” in the creation of Spanish-Indian relationships
in Texas. James Brooks argues that a “nexus of honor, gender, and kinship”
created a culture in which exchanges redefined fundamental identities in the
Southwest. Alan Gallay demonstrates how slavery and the Indian slave trade
in the South provided identity-challenging linkages among groups. Christina
Snyder examines the relationship between slavery and kinship and the
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complexity of moving between categories, whether one was white or Indian.
As this discussion develops, historians can continue to challenge periodiza-
tion and interpretations that confine the events and participants to ahistorical
and even damaging categorizations.®

While historians begin to tease out the complexity of relationships among
competing and conterminous groups, mid-eighteenth-century inhabitants of
North America certainly did not fully recognize the broader patterns of their
interactions. The benefit of examining the singular perspectives that contrib-
ute to the tapestry of interaction is that it becomes clear that each interaction
was nuanced and messy. While similarities and patterns are obvious to those
who have the benefit of hindsight, searching for the pattern should not erase
the legitimacy of how one person participated in and interpreted the events.

The intricacy of Native American and Euro-American relations during
the Seven Years’ War and Pontiac’s War can be observed in three areas. First,
captivity accounts show that both Europeans and Native Americans who had
direct experience of captivity perceived the lines between captive and captor
and even native and European as very blurry. This blurring is particularly
clear in longer captivity narratives but can also be seen in newspaper reports
about captivity. Second, the relational dimensions of the captivity experience
were perhaps the most misunderstood feature of the wars and of eighteenth-
century native-European relations more generally. The relationships involved
in captivity ensured that the wars themselves became less clearly defined as
they were fought and negotiated on an individual level. Finally, while complex
connection was the norm in the mid-eighteenth century, the Proclamation
Line of 1763 established a new separation, that, while ineffective, marked a
departure in how coexistence (violent and otherwise) had been maintained on
land under contention. The Line also carried with it an unanticipated legacy,
which initiated a new chapter in British colonists’ fear of Native Americans.
Examining these three aspects of the mid-century wars will contribute to our
understanding of some critical stages in the development of Native American
and Euro-American relationships, and will in turn define the increasingly
formal interaction into the nineteenth century and beyond.

Captivity in both the Seven Years’ War and Pontiac’s War was inextrica-
bly linked. Some people who were taken captive in the earlier war were not
retrieved until the later conflict, and the slow transmission of news about the
Peace of Paris ensured that the first war bled over into the second. In addition,
the wide publication of captivity narratives and reports assured that as time
went on many people had heard about the experiences and even had some
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idea of what to expect if they were taken. In both wars, captivity and escape
increased points of contact between European and native groups involved in
conflict (in addition to other factors such as war, trade, competing claims for
land, intermarriage, and others). Many captives were not carried very far from
their homes, and many that escaped managed to do so after a relatively short
captivity. Escaping was a real option for these “local” captives for they knew
that they were in or close to familiar territory. In comparison to famous cap-
tivity experiences like those of Eunice Williams and Mary Rowlandson, there
was the possibility of a much quicker back and forth between the groups in
the mid-eighteenth century. This continual, rapid exchange increased the
points of contact between European and native settlers. Continual contact
shaped the ongoing narrative of Indian-white relations developing in pub-
lished narratives and newspaper reports.

These narratives and reports became part of the oezvre upon which colo-
nists and colonial leaders were building their opinions regarding the place of
Native Americans in provincial and, later, American society. Even if colonial
opinion disregarded these nuances in the narratives, exploring the nuances is
a useful way to understand the possibilities of the way not taken, in that they
reflect the complexity of the captivity experience for each individual. What
becomes clear in a careful reading is that captives often became confused
about how they were different from their captors and that captors them-
selves worked hard to blur the line between family and enemy or master and
prisoner.” This confusion can be seen at each stage of captivity.

A staple of captivity narratives is the moment when a captive realized
that quick compliance was the key to survival, no matter how uncomfort-
able they felt about the situation. Captives wanting to survive had to quickly
overcome any shock or distaste they felt about unfamiliar tactics and rituals.
This compliance, usually insincere, nevertheless forced captives to attempt to
empathize with their captors and share their goal of quickly and efficiently
returning to Indian settlements. Compliance, therefore, while a clear survival
technique, introduced the paradoxical feelings of amicability and hostility
that would often come to define the captivity experience.

A Pennsylvania captive, William Fleming, implemented a survival strategy
that exemplifies this complexity. When two Delawares, Captain Jacobs and
Jim, first apprehended Fleming, they told him that they would spare his life
if he led them “to those houses that were most defenseless.” Fleming decided
that his best option was to lead them to his own house to capture his wife,
since it would be better for the couple to suffer the same fate than for her to
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be left alone and defenseless in the house. In addition, Fleming was reticent
to choose one of his neighbors to attack. However, on the way to his house,
they passed the Hicks’s house, neighbors to the Flemings. Captain Jacobs and
Jim managed to snatch one of the Hicks boys. The young man was so dis-
tressed that he persisted in making a lot of noise. Fleming wanted to explain
to the young man that he had a better chance of surviving if he kept quiet,
but since the Indians knew English and Fleming did not want to betray that
own his compliance was disingenuous, he was forced to keep quiet. When the
young man continued to make a disturbance, Jim tomahawked him to death.
This sight pressed William Fleming to keep up his charade of compliance
and to get his wife to quickly calm down and pretend to cheerfully go along
when she was captured a few minutes later.®

Similarly, leading up to Pontiac’s War in 1763, John Rutherfurd was
seventeen years old and working for a trader at and near Detroit. Ojibwe
attacked a surveying and hunting expedition that included Rutherfurd. The
trader for whom Rutherfurd worked was killed, scalped, and beheaded; the
leader of the survey expedition, a Captain Robertson, was also shot dead and
scalped, along with two other soldiers. Rutherfurd and several other men
were each “seized by his future master” and taken to an Ojibwe village.
Rutherfurd, therefore, survived the initial bloodshed but also witnessed the
murder of his associates. The first step in the captivity process was surviv-
ing the initial attack and the psychological shock of seeing friends, family,
or acquaintances killed and often scalped. Although eighteenth-century
North America was a place of violence, intimate violence against one’s loved
ones was physically and psychologically alienating, and a sense of separation
between captive and captor was perhaps strongest at this point.

The transition between surviving and thriving occurred as captives were
taken to their new masters’ homes and captors made a decision about their
future. Sometimes, captives who had survived the initial bloodshed were ritu-
ally tortured and killed, or given to another master, or traded away from the
village. John Rutherfurd was almost killed at this stage. The Ojibwe became
intoxicated, and one made several attempts on his life. However, his master,
named Peewash, and his wife, defended and protected Rutherfurd.

Similarly, John Cox, a young man captured in Pennsylvania in 1755 and
taken to Kittanning, witnessed the torture and murder of a fellow captive,
Paul Bradley. Cox, “who with the other white People, . . . [was} obliged to be
Witnesses of their horrid Barbarity,” watched as Paul Bradley was “beat{en}
for Half an Hour with Clubs and Tomahawks.” Next, Indians “cropt his Ears
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close to his Head; after which an Indian chopt off his Fingers, and another,
with a red hot Iron, burnt him all over the Belly, in such a barbarous Manner,
that occasioned a Smoke, by which the Prisoner . . . could hardly see him.”
Finally, “they shot him full of Arrows, and at last killed and scalped him,
and made the Prisoners burn his Body.”® While Cox and his fellow captives
had survived the first stage, they were now presented with a choice between
compliance and the fate of Paul Bradley.

With this decision before them, captives had to find a way to thrive, or,
put another way, their captors had to decide whether or not the captives
could hold a viable place in their community. On the second day of
Rutherfurd’s captivity, the Ojibwe roasted and ate Captain Robertson’s
body, and Rutherfurd faced his first test. Peewash, according to Rutherfurd,
“requested me to taste it, telling me I was never to think of going back to
the English, so ought to conform to the custom of the Indians.” Rutherfurd
refused but recognized the importance of the request, and he tried to
convince Peewash that he was willing to accept his new circumstances. He
earnestly asserted that he would follow every other command and “Thus, by
a seeming readiness to obey him, I avoided eating the body of my friend.”'?
A critical step toward thriving in captivity was displaying a willingness
to conform to one’s new life. Native people looked for captives to become
functioning members of their communities, not prisoners needing to be
watched. Captives who recognized that the choice was either to conform
or die had a better chance of actively deciding their own fate. This partial
alignment of a captive’s goals with those of his or her captor blurred the line
separating the two.

This blurring continued with the process of physically transforming the
appearance of the captive.!' For John Rutherfurd, this occurred at the hand of
Peewash’s father, who “stripped me of my clothes and told me I should wear
them no more, but dress like an Indian.” He also shaved Rutherfurd’s head,
except for “a small tuft of hair upon the crown and two small locks,” and gave
him a pipe to smoke, which Rutherford “became fond of.”!?

James Smith, an eighteen-year-old when captured, who lived in captivity
for five years during the Seven Years’ War, also experienced the identity blur-
ring that occurred as his appearance was changed to match his captors’. As
his Kahnawake captors took him through the rituals of adoption—plucking,
piercing, and painting his body—Smith was convinced that they were pre-
paring to kill him. When three women took him into the river, he thought
they were going to drown him. One woman, who spoke some English, said,
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“No hurt you.” Smith ceased his resistance and “gave myself up to their
ladyships” to be ritually cleansed. Once Smith was dried and dressed, a
sachem made a speech declaring, “You have now nothing to fear, we are now
under the same obligation to love, support, and defend you, that we are to
love and defend one another,” Smith recalled that he did not believe “this
fine speech.” Looking back, however, he admitted, “I never knew them to
make any distinction between me and themselves in any respect whatever
until I left them.”"?

Components of the captivity experience were not unknown to mid-century
captives. By 1763 the details of captivity had been widely publicized in the
British American colonies. The columns of the Pennsylvania Gazette were
routinely filled with stories of escaped captives, and in-depth first-person
accounts of captivity in the form of a narrative had a long history in the
colonies.!* These captivity narratives, of course, were part of a well-developed
and distinctly American literary genre that sought to analyze and interpret
captivity experiences. Captives, especially in Pontiac’s War, therefore, were
unlikely to be experiencing captivity without any prior knowledge of what
was involved.

Euro-Americans’ familiarity with captivity experiences ensured that they
understood the benefits of acceptance and compliance. Early on in his captiv-
ity, Rutherfurd planned to escape but his captor discovered his scheme and
even demanded to hear the plan’s details. Rutherfurd then decided “it was
absolutely necessary for my safety to affect a relish for their savage manners,
and to put on an air of perfect contentment.” He turned to this plan as an
alternative to escape because “I had often heard {this strategy} was the way to
gain the affection of the Indians.”?

The goals of captives and captors were thus again aligned, even if their
motives were different. Through both conformity and compliance, relation-
ships on land under contention continued to become more complex. While
all the early stages of the captivity experience were based on opposition and
conflict, compliance introduced a new phase based on cooperation, even if
the end goals were different. The process of negotiating compliance and
safety involved seeing the situation through the eyes of one’s enemies, which
was extremely detrimental to continued opposition. In Rutherfurd’s case,
his captor thought through Rutherfurd’s escape plan, pointing out the flaws
that would lead it to fail, including, for example, “how impossible it was
for us to have escaped in our boat.” Rutherfurd, in turn, could understand
Peewash’s perspective, noting that “a gloomy, discontented air irritates them
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and always excites worse treatment.”'® This shared perspective built on the
connection initially forged through the physical transformation and shaped
the rest of the captivity experience, introducing a tension between connection
and division.

This tension was developed further by captives’ unfamiliarity with the
concept of being adopted into a family as “punishment” for being captured
in war. While slavery would, perhaps, be a more familiar idea, there was a
certain level of unease that attended the process of finding one’s place in a
new family and community. For James Smith, this process manifested itself
in the form of a fear that occasionally arose in his mind that his captors
expected him to try to escape and were secretly planning to kill him. Early
on in his captivity, Smith watched the Kahnawake build a wooden structure
that he suspected was a gallows. Smith began to fear “that they were about
putting me to death.” However, the next day he was relieved to see that the
structure was being used for drying animal skins. In another instance, Smith
was out with a hunting party but was sidetracked while chasing buffalo. He
could not find his way back to the camp, and spent the night alone, except
for a dozen hunting dogs. The rest of the party tracked him down the next
morning, and when they found him, “they appeared to be in a very good
humor.” Smith asked one of them, Solomon, if they thought he was running
away, but Solomon explained that between the dogs and the huge track he
had left, they knew that he was just lost. However, for his irresponsibility,
they exchanged his gun for a bow and arrows. It appears that Smith perceived
himself as an outsider while the Kahnawake accepted him as a member of
their community."’

The process of adapting, however reluctantly, to one’s new life, can also
be seen in the case of Marie Le Roy and Barbara Leininger, captured in
October 1755 and prisoners for three and a half years before they escaped.
Both girls and their families were immigrants from Switzerland who had
settled near Fort Augusta. On October 16, after Braddock’s defeat the previ-
ous July, Delawares attacked the Le Roys’ house, immediately killing Marie’s
father. They burned the house and took Marie, her brother, and “a little girl,
who was staying with the family” captive. They also killed and scalped a
neighbor that happened to ride by.'®

Two of the Delawares proceeded to the Leininger plantation, demanded
rum and tobacco, and then, according to Barbara, said, “We are Alleghany
Indians, and your enemies. You must all die.” They killed her father and
brother, and took Barbara and her younger sister Regina prisoner. Over the
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course of the next few days the Delawares met up with other parties who had
scalps and prisoners. In the division of goods, Marie, Barbara, and two horses
went to “an Indian named Galasko.”"

Although they survived the initial bloodshed, the girls struggled to adjust
to captivity and often looked for a chance to escape. Nevertheless, they still
preferred captivity to becoming a prisoner of the French. In 1757 their cap-
tors moved them to Fort Duquesne where they were subcontracted to the
French, and their Delaware master received their wages. Although they ate
better with the French, the girls “believed that it would be better for us to
remain among the Indians, in as much as they would be more likely to make
peace with the English than the French.” In addition, “there would be more
ways open for flight in the forest than in a fort.” With this in mind, the girls
refused the offer to stay at Fort Duquesne for the winter and went with their
captors to Sakunk, on the Ohio River.

Tension between division and connection continued to build the longer
one’s captivity lasted. During the beginning of his first year of captiv-
ity, James Smith left his most precious possession, a collection of books,
wrapped in a blanket in camp while he went out to gather chestnuts. When
he returned, the books were gone. Smith suspected that his new Indian
family members had taken the books, even though they denied it. Several
months later, the Kahnawake, including Smith, returned to that camp
site and a young Wyandot found the deerskin pouch containing Smith’s
books. They rejoiced with him at the discovery and were anxious to know
if the books were damaged. This unexpected sympathy caused Smith to
rethink his attitude toward his captors. He recalled, “This was the first
time that I felt my heart warm towards the Indians.” He recognized that
“though they had been exceeding kind to me, I still before detested them,
on account of the barbarity I beheld after Braddock’s defeat.” Yet, a long
acquaintance led him to excuse even that action, “on account of their want
of Information.”*

Additional complexity came from the Euro-American Christian religious
beliefs that justified and bolstered their actions and attitudes. The imperial
wars of the eighteenth century were, in part, a fight between Protestantism
and Catholicism, and that battle influenced the wartime interactions between
the Ohio Indians and their captives. Whereas in the early years of contact,
Europeans had been able to point to indigenous pagan beliefs as evidence of
their savagery, by the mid-eighteenth century Native Americans in contact
with Europeans had a long familiarity with Christian beliefs and practices.
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This familiarity only added to the difficulty that captives had in categorizing
their captors as savage enemies.

All sides claimed that their position represented Christian orthodoxy, but
they used this conviction in a variety of ways. After William Fleming led
Captain Jacobs and Jim to his own house to capture his wife, the Flemings
and their captors spent the night of November 1, 1755, in the woods,
just a few miles from their house. William Fleming recalled in his captiv-
ity narrative that they spent the evening sitting around the fire “without
Distinction.” Despite the turbulence of the day, Elizabeth Fleming took the
opportunity that the warm fire’s relaxed atmosphere provided to confront
her captors about their motives and plans, finishing with the question, “if
they did not think it a Sin to shed so much innocent Blood?”?' Far from
being affronted by the question, Captain Jacobs answered evenly that French
priests “had assured the Indians it was no Sin to destroy Hereticks, and all the
English were such.” They also assured William Fleming that they would not
“abuse my Wife . . . for Fear of affronting their God (and pointed their Hands
towards Heaven).” They further informed the Flemings that “the English
have such bad luck” because “the Man that affronts his God, will surely be
kill'd.”?* This theological defense silenced the Flemings.

Similarly, Barbara Leininger’s captors had no problem incorporating her
religious beliefs into their rituals. Early in her captivity, Leininger attempted
to escape. However, “she was almost immediately recaptured, and condemned
to be burned alive.” The Delawares gave her a French Bible, but when she
told them she could not understand it, they gave her a German Bible and told
her to prepare for death. The funeral pyre was lit, but Barbara was reprieved
at the last minute by a “young Indian [who] begged so earnestly for her
life . . . and to stop her crying.”?® Even if the death threat was part of a ritual
to gain Leininger’s compliance, the Delawares’ easy ability to accommodate
her religious needs certainly made the experience believable for Leininger,
who would not try to escape again for over three years.

In addition, captives viewed captivity as part of a divine work in their
lives, and believed that resenting it meant resisting the sanctification pro-
cess. James Smith was certainly receptive to how his response to captivity
should be shaped by his religious beliefs. In 1756 another Pennsylvanian,
Arthur Campbell, who was figuring out how to thrive in his own captivity,
borrowed Smith’s Bible and pointed out Lamentations 3:27, “It is good for
a man that he bear the yoke in his youth.” Campbell told Smith, “We ought
to be resigned to the will of Providence, as we were now bearing the yoke, in
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our youth.”? Smith was content to bear the yoke for another two years before
he thought seriously about escaping.

Thriving, therefore, was a complex process of attempting to adjust to
a new reality. The hostility that captives initially felt toward their captors
became more nuanced as they shared daily life, became part of the commu-
nity, and found a unique place for themselves. In addition, captives began to
see captors as multidimensional humans. Both groups were wrestling with
their place in the same war, and both groups were attempting to measure
their actions and attitudes against Christian teachings. These points of com-
monality allowed captives to thrive in captivity, but also provided surpris-
ing points of connection that captives could not shake off, even after they
attempted, however successfully, to escape.

The process of deciding to escape illuminates the degree to which extended
captivity was successful in blurring the lines that separated former enemies.
A key component of Native American war strategy was eliminating enemies
by making them family, and although captives did not, perhaps, perceive this
larger trend, the narratives display the results of this process. While captives
thought about escaping to varying degrees, an examination of the timing of
the attempts, as well as the opportunities not taken, betrays that the decision
was psychologically complex. Even though escaping involved some degree
of danger, the nature of Native American captivity—where captives became
family members—meant that escaping often involved little more than walk-
ing or running away. The decision to escape or not was often dependent on
the degree to which a captive accepted his or her new life.

Whether after a few hours or several years in captivity, the captives who
would later write narratives of their experience did decide to escape. Escaping
involved a confirmation that the captive was not, in fact, part of his or her
adoptive community. While such a decisive move would seem to resolve
the paradox of the intimate enemy, the reality was more multifaceted and
still preserved the tension between insider and outsider status. This tension
remained because escaping was a multistep process never fully completed.

This was certainly the case for James Smith. During the winter of 1757,
Smith was living with an elder named Tecaughretanego and a ten-year-old
boy. It was up to Smith to find food for the group. He was successful until
sometime in February 1758 when he could not find any game for three days.
On the third day, despairing of hunger (exacerbated by spending each day
hunting in the snow), Smith decided to take his chances on an escape. He
knew that he would be passing through Native American territory in order to
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get back to Pennsylvania but decided that “if I staid here I thought I would
perish with hunger, and if I met with Indians, they could but kill me.” Smith
proceeded to a distance of about ten miles from the hut when he came upon
fresh buffalo tracks. He killed and ate, then suffered a crisis of conscience.
Smith recalled that he “began to be tenderly concerned for my old Indian
brother, and the little boy I had left in a perishing condition.” He returned
to the hut, and it would not be until over a year later, the summer of 1759,
that Smith would again attempt to escape (eventually finding his freedom).?

For captives, escaping was a complicated endeavor because the action
potentially involved revealing their hostility toward their Native American
captors and the captivity experience, which would be detrimental if the
escape failed. John Rutherfurd had betrayed his intentions to Peewash early
in his captivity, when his first escape attempt was discovered. All along,
Rutherfurd had struggled to adapt to captivity, and his final decision to
escape was fueled by his revulsion at seeing Ojibwe roast the heart of Captain
Dalzell and then take fat from the heart and rub it on the mouth of a captured
soldier. Rutherford noted, “This {action} and other barbarities committed
upon prisoners taken in the action, shocked me so much” that he immedi-
ately put his escape plan into action that night, despite a driving rainstorm.2

The decision to attempt escape grew in importance and complexity the
longer captives stayed with their adoptive communities. Captives who escaped
within the first few days or weeks of captivity were still living through the
initial ordeal of captivity, of which making a blind run for freedom was the
final step. The Flemings were still in their own neighborhood when they
escaped, and the most difficult part of the ordeal was when they were sepa-
rated and Elizabeth Fleming wandered alone for several days, attempting to
avoid a second captivity.?’ Benjamin Springer, another Pennsylvania captive,
joined up with two other men, and the three made their escape attempt less
than two months after their initial capture. The attempt almost killed them.
They spent over a month in the woods, not finding any settlements until they
reached Cole’s Fort on the Delaware River in New Jersey. During that time,
they were often hungry and “were obliged to eat Rattle-snakes, Black-snakes,
Frogs, and such Vermin.”*

Since attempting to escape was no guarantee of survival, it is not surprising
that some people chose to remain in captivity until a prime opportunity arose
or until they could make a reliable plan. Barbara Leininger and Marie Le Roy
knew the risks involved in an escape attempt, and tried to plan for every contin-
gency. The girls were held near conflict zones; their experience was shaped by
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the ongoing war. Most specifically, in 1756 Colonel John Armstrong attacked
Kittanning, a central Indian town holding many captives. Armstrong’s attack
was designed as retaliation for the attacks that had plagued land under con-
tention in western Pennsylvania. The attack succeeded in killing Captain
Jacobs and destroying the town, but not in freeing the prisoners.”’

Because of the raid, the Kittanning Indians were worried that the prisoners
would try to escape. Since incarceration did not fit into the native approach to
war, they had to use fear instead in order to force compliance. Therefore, the
first person who used Armstrong’s raid as inspiration for escape—a British
woman who tried to join Armstrong’s men as they were leaving—was ritu-
ally tortured to serve as an example to the rest of the community. Leininger
and Le Roy recalled that she was scalped, burned, dismembered, and left to
slowly die, until a French soldier shot and killed her. This example was bol-
stered by the ritualized killing of another prisoner who attempted to escape
a few days later. The rest of the prisoners were made to watch as the British
man was partially burned alive and then had melted lead poured down his
throat, which killed him. With these two images in their minds, the captives
resumed their lives of living and working as intimate enemies.*

For Leininger and Le Roy, the display had the intended effect of making
them pause before they escaped. The girls recalled that they were forced to
“compare two evils, namely, either to remain among them a prisoner forever,
or to die a cruel death.” It was only by being “fully resolved to endure the lat-
ter” that an escape could be attempted. It would be about three years before
the women acquired this resolution, and they spent several years working
toward an effective escape plan. Leininger and Le Roy did not seem to have a
moment, as James Smith did, when their hearts warmed toward their captors.
However, they did recognize the relational element of captivity; when they
made it back to a British settlement, a Native American who was in British
custody asked them why they had escaped. Le Roy replied “that her Indian
mother had been so cross and had scolded her so constantly, that she could
not stay with her any longer.” The women noticed that “this answer did not
please him.”?!

Escaping, a complicated endeavor, revealed the escapees’ hostility toward
their Native American captors and the captivity experience. Even so, any
interactions they had with people they met along the way kept up the tension
between a specific, individual relationship and the more global animosity
that the Seven Years’ War and borderland fighting was cultivating. An exam-
ple of this tension can be seen in the story of Abraham Miller who relates how

7 706


https://enemies.30
https://prisoners.29

INTIMATE ENEMIES

his escape attempt was aided by an Indian woman named French Margaret.
French Margaret was a relative of Madame Montour, the famous intercultural
broker of French and western Abenaki parentage. As a métis herself, French
Margaret seemed to live comfortably in the ideological and geographic bor-
derland between European and Native American societies.”

In the newspaper report of his escape, Abraham Miller recalled how he,
his wife, and his mother-in-law had been captured by a party of Mingos,
Shawnees, and French. They were taken to Tioga, where Miller’s wife and
mother-in-law were killed by their captors because they were injured and
slowing the party down. Less than two weeks after his initial captivity, Miller
and another captive, George Everts, escaped and made it to French Margaret’s
house. Whether they knew she was friendly or just took a chance, surrender-
ing to French Margaret’s protection became beneficial. When a French-allied
Delaware saw them at French Margaret’s house and alerted a search party,
French Margaret “behaved to them like a parent”: she hid them, misdirected
and deceived the search party, and gave them a canoe in order to escape. It
is obvious from Miller’s report that life at French Margaret’s house involved
complex navigations through shifting loyalties and relationships based on
individual experiences rather than allegiance to a specific group identity. In
the conclusion of his account, Miller reflected this complexity, noting that the
Delawares he had encountered in captivity “gave him many evident Marks of
their Inclination of being at Peace with the English, and often expressed the
greatest Concern at the Murders that were committed on our Frontiers.”??

After escaping from captivity, captives faced one final complex transi-
tion. When Thomas Sherby, Benjamin Springer, and John Denite made and
survived their vermin-fueled escape and arrived at Cole’s Fort in New Jersey,
they were sent to Elizabethtown with an armed guard because they looked
“more like Indians than Christians, being very swarthy, and their Hair cut
by the Savages after the Indian fashion, and dressed only in Indian blankets.”
Indeed, being mistaken for an Indian was a common feature of the transition
back to one’s own settlement. Sherby, Springer, and Denite had only been in
captivity for two months, but apparently they were almost unrecognizable as
white “Christians.”

James Smith, after five years in captivity, arrived home to find that his
sweetheart had married and everyone had given him up for dead. They were
happy to see him but “were surprised to see me so much like an Indian, both
in my gait and gesture.” Smith parlayed this likeness and the apprenticeship
he had undergone in becoming “like an Indian” into a successful career as
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a ranger. He trained his men to dress and fight like Indians, and led them
in defensive and offensive missions in the Pennsylvania borderland during
Pontiac’s War. Smith continued to wrestle with his liminal status. He fought
against Native Americans, but recognized the superiority of native tactics and
the power that the fear of Indians invoked. For example, in 1765 Philadelphia
traders traveled west to sell supplies and guns to the natives around Fort Pitt.
Smith devised a plan to stop them. He dressed his men as Indians and hid
them behind trees in the native fashion. When the traders approached, Smith
and his men kept up a repeating fire on them, causing them to become so
fearful that they abandoned their goods and fled to Fort Loudoun.**

John Rutherfurd did not record much about his transition back into
Euro-American society, except to note the difficulty he had in writing his narra-
tive because he had “so long been confounded with hearing and speaking differ-
ent languages, French, Dutch, Chippewa, Ottawa, &c.” Nevertheless, the final
stage of escape was difficult to complete with finality, as captives struggled to
put the past behind them and return to their former lives. If the early stage of
captivity was a process of complying and empathizing with Indian goals in order
to survive, then part of escaping was throwing off this emotional and psycho-
logical connection. Escaped captives had to find ways to quickly signify to their
former British American communities that they were not outsiders but insiders.
As much as this step could be accomplished by displaying a European voice
or European knowledge or by a bath and a haircut, the psychological connec-
tion could not be wiped away as easily. The very fact these captives needed the
intensely cathartic experience of writing and sharing their captivity experience
shows that the paradox of being an intimate enemy was something that had to
be worked through, and, in cases such as James Smith’s, fully reintegrating into
British colonial society was hard to immediately accomplish.

Captivity was more than just a change in outward appearance or
geographical location. Captivity changed one’s core identity, due in no small
part to the powerful influence of the relational aspects of Native American
captivity. This idea helps to explain the events of 1764 when Colonel Henry
Bouquet’s expedition against the Ohio Indians resulted in the return of
367 white captives. William Smith’s account of the emotionally charged
scene portrays families being broken up and families struggling to reconnect.
Smith strives to characterize the situation, first explaining to his readers that
the Indians “as if wholly forgetting their usual savageness” were very dis-
traught to be losing “their beloved captives.” He notes that the Delaware and
Shawnee sought to ensure that their captive-adopted family members would
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be safe, and some insisted on traveling with them and their biological fami-
lies as far as Fort Pitt. One young Mingo man was very distressed about los-
ing his white Virginian wife and traveled with the returning captives despite
the danger of “being killed by the surviving relations of many unfortunate
persons, who had been captivated or scalped by those of his nation.”

William Smith uses this affecting scene to ruminate on Indian character,
noting that “when they once determine to give life, they give everything with
it.” Smith explains to his readers that Indians” “unenlightened” state had not
allowed them to think up a system of “perpetual slavery [for} those captivated
in war.” Their barbarity, Smith concludes, led them to incorporate captives
into their families and communities. Despite this explanation, Smith puzzles
over the cases of “some grown {whitel persons who shewed an unwillingness
to return.” Some refused to rejoin their original communities and instead
ran back to their Indian homes. Others “clung to their savage acquaintance
at parting, and continued many days in bitter lamentations, even refusing
sustenance.” Smith decides that these people must have been “of the lowest
rank, either bred up in ignorance and distressing penury, or who had lived so
long with the Indians as to forget all their former connections.”®

This account, reprinted in the Pennsylvania Gazette in 1765, presents an
interesting juxtaposition to other discussions of captivity and borderland rela-
tions printed in that newspaper. While William Smith attempts to rationalize
the events in his account, the complex emotions involved still come through.
The “Mr. Hall” who submitted Smith’s extract for publication in the Gazerte
recognized the nuances in the narrative and noted, “I was particularly affected
with the following . . ., relative to the delivery of the prisoners. The tender
descriptions, and interesting reflections, it contains, will, I am persuaded, be
acceptable to such of your humane readers, as may not have an opportunity of
seeing the original publication.” The excerpt was a departure for the Gazette,
more accustomed to printing reports of the devastation of the “back inhabit-
ants.” On July 7, 1763, for example, an account of the war at Fort Bedford
emphasized grisly horror: “Two Men are brought in, alive, tomahawked and
scalped more than Half the Head over—Our Parade just now presents a Scene
of bloody and savage Cruelty; three Men, lying scalped (two of them still alive)
thereon: Anything feigned in the most fabulous Romance, cannot parallel the
horrid Sight now before me; the Gashes the poor People bear, are most terrify-
ing.”?® Certainly the prospect of slowly dying of a ghastly head wound increased
the feelings of unhinged terror that accompanied warfare against Indians and
seemed to justify any tactics against them.
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Juxtaposed to this general fear of Indians propagated by colonial newspapers
were accounts in captivity narratives of individuals fighting an intensely per-
sonalized version of the wars. Replacing a faceless fear of Indians, captives
warred and negotiated with their adoptive communities on an interpersonal
level. John Rutherfurd related how the Ojibwe looked for revenge after a sortie
from Fort Detroit killed one of their leaders. They turned to an Ottawa captive,
Captain Campbell, and killed him. The Ottawas became angry because they
“were fond of” Campbell, and they sought revenge by attempting to kill an
Ojibwe captive, Ensign Paul. But Paul was “informed of his danger by a hand-
some squaw who was in love with him” and escaped. Rutherfurd himself was
next in line, but Peewash saved him. Instead of a war being waged by nameless,
homogenous tomahawk-wielders, captives’ experience of war was complicated
by love, friendship, and belonging to the enemy.*”

The struggle between intimacy and enmity can also be seen in an instance
from the Seven Years’ War. In the fall of 1754, twenty-four-year old Susannah
Johnson was living as a captive in St. Francis, a French mission town located
on the St. Lawrence River and populated by western Abenakis. Her original
Abenaki captors traded her to the sachem’s son-in-law, and his family for-
mally adopted her. Susannah Johnson was distressed to be separated from
her husband and three of her four children and unsure about her future and
safety. One bright spot in Johnson’s misery came in the form of her adoptive
Abenaki brother, Sabatis. Susannah Johnson was keenly aware of her status
as an outsider and struggled with loneliness. Young Sabatis befriended her,
probably reminding her of her own captured son, Sylvanus. In her captivity
narrative, Johnson remembered how her new brother would bring in the cows
for her and play with her infant daughter, Captive, who had been born on the
journey to St. Francis. She also recalled that he “often amused me with feats
performed with his bow and arrow.”?®

Five years later, in 1759, Susannah Johnson had survived her captivity,
negotiated her freedom, reunited with part of her family, and returned to
her hometown of Charlestown, New Hampshire. During the Seven Years’
War the town had struggled to protect itself from French-allied Abenaki
attacks, and the climax of that defensive struggle occurred in 1759, shortly
after Susannah Johnson’s return. Robert Rogers and his rangers carried out
an attack on St. Francis that succeeded in reducing the threat to British set-
tlements in western New Hampshire. During their raid on St. Francis, the
rangers took some Abenakis captive, including Sabatis. Rogers brought him
along with the others to Charlestown. They stopped at Susannah Johnson’s
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house, and upon seeing her, Sabatis cried out, “My God, my God, here is my
sister.” Johnson recalled that Sabatis was “transported to see me, and declared
that he was still my brother, and I must be his sister.”

Despite her long years of captivity and the significant toll that Abenaki
attacks had taken on her family, Johnson responded to Sabatis with joy and
kindness. She remarked, “The fortune of war had left him without a single
relation, but with his country’s enemies, he could find one who too sensibly
felc his miseries.”® The anomalous bond between Susannah Johnson and
Sabatis reflects the difficulties that occurred when personal relationships
turned enemies into family members.

Life on land under contention was, therefore, a multifaceted experience
of balancing connection and division, building and destroying relation-
ships, and negotiating contradictory associations and emotions—in short,
of being intimate enemies. It was richly textured as the people involved
attempted to comprehend each other and had their own identity crises in
response. Carefully examining the print record of the time period gives
us some indication of the complexity involved. It is jarring, therefore, to
introduce the Proclamation Line of 1763, which attempted to draw clear-
cut divisions on an intricately connected world. The wording of the Royal
Proclamation indicated that there were only two groups involved: “the
several Nations or Tribes of Indians with whom We are connected” and

4 .
740 The Proclamation does not account for peo-

“all our loving Subjects.
ple who fell in-between those two categorizations or how interconnected
life was on land under contention. Although it is easy to point to the
greed of British American speculators and squatters for the failure of the
Proclamation Line, that explanation erases the Line’s importance as a tool
to enforce separateness and the fear it engendered. White-Indian relation-
ships were still not clearly defined at mid-century, but the Line imposed
definition; after its imposition, it would be difficult to return to the emo-
tional, psychological, and physical complexity that was the hallmark of
the pre-Line era. The events of the nineteenth century built on the idea of
strict separation that the Line introduced.

Captivity was a life-changing experience. Not only because of the death
of relatives, destruction of property, and separation from community that
it produced, but also because it exposed ordinary colonial Americans to
the everyday life of ordinary Native Americans. This exposure elicited
paradoxical feelings about Native Americans—both specifically and
in general—as well as about the captivity experience. The evidence of
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this complexity is the existence of the captivity narratives themselves.
James Smith wrote his narrative forty years after the experience, when
anti-Indian sentiment and ideas of manifest destiny were at an all-time
high. Yet, he based the narrative on the journal that he kept during
his captivity. His turn-of-the-century account of his Seven Years’ War
captivity creates a tension within the narrative between the experience and
the interpretation.

This paradox points, perhaps, to the psychological effectiveness of cap-
tivity as a war strategy. One way to get rid of enemies is to make them
friends. That European Americans so thoroughly resisted and came to
violently fear this system puts on display the increasingly intense desire
of whites to differentiate themselves from Indians. The fear of the psycho-
logical effects of captivity ensured that coexistence was not a viable option
as the eighteenth century progressed. Beginning with the New England
praying towns of the seventeenth century and continuing through the
Indian boarding school movement of the nineteenth and twentieth centu-
ries, Britons and, later, Americans would continue to try to force Native
Americans to assimilate and become “white.” But, increasingly, the desire
to remove the opportunity for more casual interactions overshadowed the
attempt to remake Indians in the European image. The omission of any
mention of Native Americans in the Treaty of Paris in 1783, its virulent
aftereffects that culminated in the Battle of Fallen Timbers in 1794 and
Tecumseh’s War in 1811, and the intense desire for separation that over-
powered all other arguments in the 1830s are all evidence of the rejection
of coexistence.

The advertisement in the Pennsylvania Gazette about the six unclaimed
captive children concluded with the direction that anyone who had lost
children “during the first Indian War” should come and examine the
children, “and if they find any of their Relations among them, are requested
to take them away.” If the children continued to be unclaimed by any white
relatives, they did not have an option of returning to the only families they
had known or to resume their lives under their Indian names. Presumably,
the boy who did not know his English name would be assigned a new one.
As for their future, it would be predicated on the assumption that it would
be better to be a nameless orphan captured by the English rather than the
captive-adopted child of the Indians. Therefore, “the Boys will be bound out
to Trades, and the Girls so disposed of, that they may be no further Expence
to the Publick.”!

7 &2
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Andrew Newman. Oz Records: Delaware Indians, Colonists, and the
Media of History and Memory (Lincoln: University of Nebraska
Press, 2013). Pp. 328. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index.
Cloth, $45.00.

ndrew Newman aims to unravel the fundamental complexities
of Native American sources written by non-natives and how
those records often times do not catch the entire context of cul-
tural meaning. In this case, Newman analyzes four contentious
episodes between the Delaware Indians and the early settlers of
New York and Pennsylvania. Uncovering the myths behind the
Walam Olum, the Dido Motif, the Great Treaty of Peace, and
the Walking Purchase of 1737, Newman successfully illustrates
how the media of history and memory was contested between
colonists and Indians in the past and how they continue to be
disputed by scholars and the courtroom in the present. He skill-

fully threads his narrative around the central question: “To what
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extent might we consider written representations of Native American oral
forms as records not only of spoken language but also of the sometimes dis-
tant historical events that were spoken of?” (6). Newman finds his answer in
the unwritten context of the records and representations that were used to
negotiate understanding between whites and Indians. These events, recorded
by Euro-Americans and used as factual information for decades, failed to
have native peoples “speak to us fully, without mediation, to circumvent the
processes of negotiation involved in reading for the ‘real’ Native Americans
in writings by non-Indians” (53).

Concerned with the idea of the “chain of memory,” Newman demonstrates
how various Native American material culture—wampum, landmarks,
and relics—possess important messages that are often overlooked because
their meanings are not easily interpreted. They also require confidence
in sources that are not always present in the written record. Despite the
reliance on memorization, Newman believes that the “chain of memory”
is closely linked to the stability of group identity and strongly attached
to the landscape where it originated. These memories are maintained
through apprenticeship and carried forward by subsequent generations,
even during times of encroachment and removal. And although not com-
pletely transportable, “the parts of the chain that have become visible, so
to speak, are sufficient to allow the inference that it extended deeply into
the precolonial past” (194). Memory, however, is not without its weak-
nesses. Indeed, Newman candidly points out that memory, over time, will
exaggerate, lose detail, and distort, but oral traditions often retain specific
details that can be collaborated by later generations. Thus, when memory
and documentation overlap, it provides stronger evidence that native tra-
ditions possess historical time more so than the above weaknesses do to
invalidate them.

One of Newman’s greatest contributions is his ability to provide a
balanced interpretation of how a common experience between natives and
colonists ultimately diverged into two completely separate understandings.
Whether it be over a misinterpretation over words and phrases that the
Indians believed were mutually understood in the Walking Purchase of 1737,
a dubious historical narrative that the Delaware defiantly claim to be false in
the Walam Olum, the trickery of the first land transaction between the Dutch
and Delaware known as the Dido Motif, or the centuries-old story of William
Penn meeting Delaware leaders under the elm tree outside Philadelphia
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negotiating the Great Treaty of Peace, Newman cites all as significant
challenges to native memory and oral traditions. One of the conflicting rea-
sons for misunderstanding is largely based on the written language. Writing
has often been used as the defining determinate for civilization, and “human
memory,” according to James Logan, a Proprietary agent for Pennsylvania,
“was short and weak” (146). Therefore, Newman explains, too much sig-
nificance has been placed on the western value of writing and “to check oral
traditions against the documentary record for inconsistencies is to hold them
to an unrealistic standard” (62).

The danger of denying the association of native oral traditions with
historical events, according to Newman, is to not recognize native self-
determination. In fact, Newman goes to great lengths to demonstrate that
known native traditions and memories can oftentimes be verified within
the documentary sources if carefully consulted. Here the author reveals
how native oral traditions can be evaluated without being recorded by the
colonists themselves. The Dido Motif, for example, is not extant in North
American colonial papers, but the story has tradition among the Delaware,
not because it pertains to a specific event but, rather, it is used by the
Delaware to explain their entire experience of removal by Euro-Americans.
At the same time, the Walam Olum migration story is largely recognized
only among non-natives because the written record of it was preserved, but
it is not received by the Delaware as being authentic. Newman believes
that a balance between the two ends of the spectrum is possible, but native
oral traditions that were not attested to by colonists must first be accepted
to avoid the “whole problem of the spoliation of the Indian’s rights by the
white invader” (68).

In an exciting and continually evolving field of inquiry, Native American
history finally has a compelling guide on how to approach the difficulty
in interpreting indigenous sources and how they may be applied alongside
traditional, written documents. Oz Records provides clear and concise explana-
tions on the nuances of language, culture, and understanding, and how they
all contributed to the miscommunication between natives and colonists in
early American treaties, land transactions, and the Delawares” ancient claims
of creation.

BRANDON C. DOWNING
University of Cincinnati
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Norman L. Baker. Braddock’s Road: Mapping the British Expedition from
Alexandria to the Monongahela (Charleston, SC: History Press, 2013). Pp. 190.
Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Paper, $19.99.

Major General Edward Braddock’s ill-fated expedition to seize and hold the
forks of the Ohio River has been the subject of numerous articles and more
than a handful of books. Generally the historical analysis has focused on
Braddock’s often-justified complaints concerning the lack of support the colo-
nial governments of Virginia and Pennsylvania provided to the expedition,
although in truth, when it came time to move, sufficient logistical assistance
was present to permit Braddock to move forward toward his objective, Fort
Dugquesne. Other studies have focused on Braddock’s inability to coax more
than a handful of indigenous people willing to serve as guides and scouts for
the expedition. Finally, some scholars have addressed the nature of Braddock’s
army, particularly the inexperience of many of the regular units and their lack
of preparation for operations on the European frontiers of the North American
continent. Norman L. Baker’s book, Braddock’s Road: Mapping the British
Expedition from Alexandria to the Monongabela, is, as the title suggests, a simple
book aimed at laying out the route Braddock took from Alexandria to his
defeat just short of the walls of Duquesne. The reader should expect little
more from the book. There will be no great debates on tactics, political discus-
sions concerning support and who pays for it, or after-action recriminations
for the debacle the French and their indigenous allies inflicted on Braddock
What Baker has provided is a travel narrative complete with exhaustive
work as to the route Braddock took. It makes little if any comment on the
topics of earlier studies. What Baker does succeed in doing is describing each
move, camp by camp, Braddock took using an exceptional array of primary
documents as well as the simple process of walking as much of the route as
is physically possible given the current topography of the region. He has
exhaustively studied early land ownership records, noting that frequently
early boundary lines used Braddock’s road as a clearly visible marker to sepa-
rate private farms as well as township and county borders. He has worked
the archives in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia to find post—Civil War
photos of the road as it looked nearly a century after the army passed. One
gets a feeling for how time ravages the past as images of the road fade rapidly
before the onslaught of modernity. Baker’s juxtaposition of a 1908 picture
postcard of the road clearly evident in Braddock Park in Frostburg, Maryland,
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with a photograph of the same area in 2012, in which the author notes that
a housing area has now claimed the glen of trees as well as the roadbed itself
drives home the point.

Baker has provided a very solid account of Braddock’s march from a geo-
graphical perspective. There is sufficient information to allow the modern
traveler to walk most of the road Braddock and his men followed. Could a
good book be made better? The answer is clearly yes. The inclusion of larger-
scale maps where place names and topography lines are readable would cer-
tainly help. As things are, the reader needs a magnifying glass to make out
some place names as well as get a better feel for elevation. The photos he uses
also might well have been colorized. Some of the photos were deliberately
done in black and white. While the use of the latter gives an old feel to the
road, a colorized version would make the idea of hiking parts of this more
inviting than the current book suggests. I might even suggest a little more
effort in letting the reader know what sections are easily hiked today given
land ownership issues.

If one were to turn this into a larger work, questions such as why Braddock
thought he was going to move an artillery train of twelve- and six-pound
artillery across the Indians trails and mountains by brawn alone warrants
discussion as the size of the French fortress at Duquesne would never have
withstood bombardment by even the six-pounders, let alone the twelves. The
size and weight of this train made them nearly impossible to move, save by
river, and that was simply not possible given the route. During the American
Revolution, Major General John Sullivan attempted to move a similar
although lighter artillery train up the Susquehanna River intending to use it
against Iroquois settlements and possibly even Fort Niagara. Sullivan found
that once river movement was not possible, much of his artillery had to be left
behind in the interests of speed. Another issue Baker might have discussed was
how Braddock adopted this logistics to the demands of the terrain. Feeding
soldiers and providing fodder to horses would have been no small feat.

Baker’s mapping of Braddock’s Road is a limited book, given its scope,
but a necessary one for anyone needing to match geography with history.
Nothing of this quality existed prior to Baker’s work, rendering the effort a
must have for historians who need to get a little mud on their boots to better
understand the past.

JOSEPH R. FISCHER
US Army Command and General Staff College

79 0



BOOK REVIEWS

Michael Kraus, David Neville, and Kenneth Turner. The Civil War in
Pennsylvania: A Photographic History (Pittsburgh: Senator John Heinz History
Center, 2013). Pp. 312. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Paper, $34.95.

Samuel W. Black. The Civil War in Pennsylvania: The African American
Experience (Pittsburgh: Senator John Heinz History Center, 2013). Pp. 239.
Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Paper, $29.95.

The battles of the Civil War are never finished. This is especially true as the
United States finds itself in the midst of innumerable sesquicentennial com-
memorations. These commemorations have produced an explosion of print
exploring the legacy of a war that claimed more American lives than any other
conflict in the nation’s history. Two prime examples of this output have been
published by the John Heinz History Center in cooperation with Pennsylvania
Civil War 150, an agency that serves as the commonwealth’s official plan-
ning committee for the sesquicentennial (see http://pacivilwariso.com).
The purpose of Pennsylvania Civil War 150 is to reach a broad audience, and
both publications have much to offer general and academic readers alike.
The relatively new technology of photography was just coming of age
at the beginning of the 1860s. After the war began, a heavy demand was
created by the public for information about the fighting and those who
participated, and photographic images helped satisfy this demand. In addi-
tion, soldiers going off to war sought to create keepsakes for loved ones and
photographic studios sprang up to fill the need. Focusing on the visual,
The Civil War in Pennsylvania: A Photographic History closely resembles an
exhibit catalog, and draws heavily from the private collection of author Ken
Turner, but also utilizes resources found in various repositories. Some images
are well known, but many have not enjoyed wide circulation. The five sec-
tions are arranged chronologically by year (1862—1865), with preliminary
and aftermath chapters. Each chapter is divided into subchapters arranged
thematically. These themes include the usual subjects—campaigns, politics,
generals, and soldiers—but also devote considerable space to immigrants,
uniforms, music, technology, the homefront, women, and African Americans.
The chapter introductions and captions are well written and succinct, and
nicely complement the images. The graphics are well organized and the size
of the volume (23 c¢m) allows for clear and striking reproductions in color,
sepia tone, and black and white. Readers will find many interesting images,
such as the group captured by a photographer in front of the office of the
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Christian Commission (224—25), which portrays the diversity of Civil War
Washington in a fascinating display that draws one into the picture—who
are these people—what drew them to this spot on this particular day—how
would their stories play out? This image is a good example of the power of
photography, whose immediacy and detail stimulate further questions. Civil
War enthusiasts and general readers owe a debt to the authors who chose such
compelling images.

The Civil War in Pennsylvania: The African American Experience offers a differ-
ent approach. The purpose of “this work goes beyond the battlefield, however.
It treats the war with circumspection to understand it from an African American
point of view” (12). Divided into three sections (“Early Impact of Race, Politics,
and Freedom”; “In Search of Freedom: Migration, Emigration, or Just Stay
Put”; “The War to End Slavery: On the Road to Freedom”) eight essays writ-
ten by members of the academic and legal communities trace the development
of race relations, emigration debates, abolition, and military experience among
Pennsylvania African Americans. Though the book is generously illustrated,
the emphasis of the essays is not visual, with the exception of a chapter by
Kraus, Turner, and Neville on the photographic history of Pennsylvania’s
African Americans. Instead, there is prominent attention devoted to the leaders
of the Keystone State’s African American community, such as Martin R. Delany,
William Parker, and George Boyer Vashon, and how their views, careers, and
activities transmuted into actions that affected the history of the era.

A common theme running through these essays is the transformative effect
of the 1850 Fugitive Slave Law on Pennsylvania’s African American com-
munity. Sitting astride the slave states of Maryland and Virginia, the tenuous
freedom of Pennsylvania’s African Americans were put at greater risk from the
effects of this legislation, which among other provisions allowed slaveholders
to pursue fugitives across state lines and called for fines and/or imprisonment
for anyone who did not fail to aid in the capture of runaways. The African
American community faced difficult decisions on how to formulate responses
to the law, and several essays discuss the range of options that were considered
and debated, including emigration to Canada, Haiti, or Africa, civil disobedi-
ence, political engagement within the existing system, and violent resistance.
As with any other community under stress, Pennsylvania’s African Americans
did not always speak with one voice, but the cumulative effect of the volume
reveals the remarkable determination of a people who would shape their own
fate, even within the confines of an overtly racist society. All the essays are
well written and documented, and stand on their own as works of scholarship,
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and educators will find it a useful introduction to the subject for students.
There is some repetition of events and incidents across chapters, but this is
to be expected in a volume featuring separate authors working in the same
subject area and limited time period.

Both books are thoughtful and welcome additions to the burgeoning
literature of the Civil War and do much to illuminate our understanding of
Pennsylvanians’ participation and legacy.

JEFFREY M. FLANNERY
Library of Congress Manuscript Division

Blake A. Watson. Buying America from the Indians: Jobnson v. Mclntosh and the
History of Native Land Rights (Tulsa: University of Oklahoma Press, 2012).
Pp. xvi, 456. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $45.00.

Bartosz Hlebowicz with Adam Piekarski, editors. The Trail of Broken Treaties:
Diplomacy in Indian Country from Colonial Times to Present (Wyzsza Szkota
Gospodarki, 2011). Pp. 237, illustrations, notes, index. Polish, with English
translations. Pricing unavailable.

Did Native Americans truly own the land they inhabited? As law professor
Blake A. Watson demonstrates in Buying America from the Indians, this ques-
tion vexed generations of early American legal theorists. Ultimately, most
agreed that Native Americans did not hold absolute title to their lands,
which instead belonged to the European powers that had “discovered” those
lands. While the book is primarily a history of the landmark 1823 Supreme
Court case of Johnson and Graham’s Lessee v. Mclntosh, Watson also explains
how early American legal doctrines continue to affect the land rights of
indigenous groups in the United States and abroad. His book will interest
scholars of property law, Native American rights, and early American land
speculation, as well as laypeople who enjoy narrative history.

The case of Jobnson v. Mclntosh stemmed from two separate land deals
that speculators conducted in 1773 and 1775 with the Illinois and
the Piankeshaws, who lived in present-day Illinois and Indiana. While
the British Proclamation of 1763 had banned white expansion beyond the
Appalachian Mountains, a variety of speculators conducted direct purchases
of Indian lands around this time. Some were buoyed by the Camden-Yorke
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opinion of 1757, in which England’s solicitor general and attorney general
held that land sales in the Indian subcontinent could be transacted between
Indians and individual Europeans. Others aimed to entice well-connected
politicians with shares in backcountry land companies, hoping to develop
new colonies in the West. As Watson recounts, the American Revolution
intervened to dash these plans. Because private speculative activities undercut
the potential for the new patriotic governments to profit from sales of western
lands, the revolutionaries promptly mimicked British policies by preventing
individuals from transacting land deals with Indians and temporarily halting
expansion beyond the Appalachians.

Nevertheless, the purchasers of the Illinois” and Piankeshaws’ lands sought
to cash in on their original agreement, either by securing legitimate land
titles or by receiving compensation from the US government for extinguish-
ing Indian title to millions of acres of land. While some possibility of remu-
neration remained in the first few decades after the Revolution, this outcome
became increasingly unlikely as the United States began to purchase much of
the land in question in separate treaties. The heirs to the original purchasers,
along with subsequent investors in the project, pressed for a lawsuit to set-
tle the issue. The case that ultimately proceeded through the court system
depended on a legal fiction, based on the conceit that “Simeon Peaceable” had
leased land from two of the speculators (Johnson and Graham), only to be
forcibly ejected by another lessee, “Thomas Troublesome,” who rented from
William McIntosh. A merchant who had bought land in Illinois from the
federal government, McIntosh likely agreed to be a defendant in return for a
financial reward from the speculators.

In the colonial era, only a handful of intellectuals like Roger Williams of
Rhode Island believed that Indians held full legal ownership of their land.
Most believed that Indians could not truly own land since they lacked the
civility of Christians and failed to sufficiently improve land for agriculture in
the European style. The legal basis for these beliefs rested on the internation-
ally recognized doctrine of discovery, which held that the European nation
that discovered land in the New World had the exclusive right to own it.
A small minority of early American legal scholars also believed in the doc-
trine of terva nullins: that Indians deserved no right at all to their lands, and
that any payments for lands should merely be made as an expedient to avoid
bloodshed. While it rejected terra nullius, the Supreme Court under Chief
Justice John Marshall held two minds: in_Jobnson v. Mclntosh (1823), it ruled
that Indians did not own their land, but rather possessed occupancy rights
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to it. The United States owned the land by virtue of the doctrine of discovery,
thereby rendering void any private sales transacted with Indians. In Worcester v.
Georgia (1832), the court “implicitly overruled Jobuson v. Mclntosh,” arguing
instead that Indians actually owned their lands (326). In this interpretation,
discovery granted the US government a preemptive right to purchase Indian
lands, but only should the Indians choose to sell them. A fuller investigation
of this switch in opinion would have been instructive. Instead, Watson only
hints at the possible reasons. Marshall expressed his political opposition to
Democratic efforts to remove Indians to the West. He also had misgivings
about the doctrine of discovery, which he felt disregarded Indians’ natural
rights.

Subsequent courts ignored the distinction made in the Worcester v. Georgia
ruling, making the interpretation of the doctrine of discovery laid out in
Jobnson v. McIntosh the law of the land. Watson notes that the ruling has since
been a cornerstone of the law in much of the English-speaking world, influ-
encing major court decisions on indigenous land rights as recently as 1996
in Canada, 2000 in Australia, 2003 in New Zealand, and 2005 in the United
States. In 2009 and 2010, all of these countries embraced the United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which states that native
peoples “have the right to the lands, territories and resources which they have
traditionally owned, occupied or otherwise used or acquired” (354). In light
of this, Watson states: “the U.S. Supreme Court should acknowledge the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and revisit the ‘limited pos-
sessor’ conception of indigenous land rights set forth in 1823” (355). He also
calls for the United States to “formally reject the discovery doctrine” (356).

Watson’s call to action would likely find support among the contribu-
tors to the collection entitled The Trail of Broken Treaties. This book arose
out of a 2009 conference on Native American treaties that brought histo-
rians and anthropologists from Poland, Germany, and the United States to
the University of Economy in Bydgoszcz, Poland. According to the editor,
Bartosz Hlebowicz, the resulting volume “reflects a substantial part of the
state of Polish studies on Native Americans” (10).

The volume leans heavily on recent early American historiography, aiming
to “(face) east” in an effort to adopt the point of view of Native Americans, in
the spirit of Daniel Richter’s Facing East from Indian Country (13). Hlebowicz’s
examination of eighteenth-century forest diplomacy in Pennsylvania takes
James Merrell’s Into the American Woods as a starting point, and delves fur-
ther into the Delawares’ use of wampum. Mirostaw Sprenger’s discussion of
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nineteenth-century Indian agents in the Arkansas and Upper Platte valleys
uses Richard White’s “middle ground” as a central metaphor. Other essays
address the constitutional status of Indian treaties, the struggles of the
Shinnecock Indians of Long Island in their quest for federal recognition of
their tribal status, and the Delawares’ attempts to carve out a form of sover-
eignty for themselves in Oklahoma on the territory of the Cherokee Indian
Nation.

Some of the volume’s essays speak to the legal issues that Watson raised.
Henry Kammler’s essay focuses on the 1993 “BC Treaty Process,” an ongo-
ing effort by the government in British Columbia to negotiate settlements
with native tribes to compensate them for the Canadian government’s land
grabs. Similarly, Harry Schiiler describes New York State’s ongoing efforts to
defraud the Iroquois out of their traditional land rights. Despite the doctrine
of discovery and the US Constitution banning state-negotiated land sales,
New York State purchased approximately 6 million acres of Oneida land
between 1785 and 1842, using a variety of underhanded tactics. During the
twentieth century, the state blocked Indian efforts to sue for the return of
some of these lands by arguing that Indian treaties were a federal matter. This
forced the Oneidas’ lawyers to sue New York counties during the 1970s. By
the 1990s, the state began settling out of court, granting rights to a small
number of tribes to build casinos. The Oneidas used their casino profits to
repurchase their traditional lands. When the Oneidas began selling goods on
their repurchased lands without charging sales tax, the city of Sherrill sued
for property taxes, eventually prompting a 2005 US Supreme Court decision
that held “that repurchased land within the boundary of the Oneida’s land
claims did not unilaterally revert to sovereign tribal status” (121). The court
also held that Indians waited too long to bring their land claims to court,
according to what is known as the laches doctrine. The laches defense has
so far barred further pursuance of land claims by Native Americans in
New York.

Two final essays in the collection present conflicting views of Native
Americans’ current status, in light of recent legal outcomes that limit
tribal access to traditional lands while granting some tribes access to
casino gaming. The former assistant chief of the Delaware Tribe of Indians,
Michael Pace, argues that “tribes today are using their new wealth to pro-
mote the old ways and slowly are helping their people through the new
age of cultural awareness, language and the return to traditional ways.
The expectations are better than it has been in the past; the ‘Pride’ of its
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people is on the rise once again” (219). Professor emeritus John Strong
states, “The old stereotype of the ‘noble savage’ has been eclipsed by the
‘entrepreneurial Indian’ basking in the flush of gambling and tax free
tobacco profits. This new image, of course, is yet another convenient per-
spective that distorts reality. Most Indian populations remain in poverty,
facing bleak futures with inadequate facilities for health care, education,
and housing” (230).

While little is groundbreaking in this collection, The Trail of Broken
Treaties adds to the growing international scholarly consensus that the United
States fails to treat its indigenous populations justly. Along with Blake
Watson, several of the collections’ authors demonstrate that federal Indian
policies are out of step with internationally recognized norms. This suggests
that judicial precedents based on colonial attitudes may be difficult to sustain
in the coming years.

MARCUS GALLO
Jobn Carroll University

Dustin Gish and Daniel Klingboard, editors. Resistance to Tyrants, Obedience
to God: Reason, Religion, and Republicanism at the American Founding (Lanham,
MD: Lexington Books, 2013). Pp. 260. Index, notes on contributors. Cloth,
$85.00.

Resistance to Tyrants, Obedience to God: Reason, Religion, and Republicanism at
the American Founding represents a substantial effort to present and explain
the importance of “Bible religion” in the United States from the founding
of the nation through the antebellum years. It is an interdisciplinary work
that showcases the talents of thirteen scholars from at least eight differ-
ent disciplines. The editors and authors did not undertake this project to
discuss the various religious beliefs of the Founders or plumb the depths
of their faith, however. The essayists indicate that, regardless of what they
may have professed individually, the Founders used the Bible as a guide and
reference to shape both their rhetoric and their vision of the nation. In fact,
they paired this ancient source with the modern influences of the moderate
English Enlightenment. In short, the resulting “creative tension” involved in
this balancing act produced remarkable things: a uniquely American political
idiom and thought—and the republic itself.
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Following an introductory chapter by editors Dustin Gish and Daniel
Klingboard, the contributors” writings are presented in four groups: “Reason

» o«

and Faith,” “Biblical Rhetoric and Republicanism,” “Religion and Politics,”
and “Legacies.” The first part deals with the foundations—the European
Enlightenment—and here Robert Faulkner tackles the influences of Bacon
and Locke on the Founders’ approaches to religion; Jonathan Israel presents
the radical Enlightenment’s assessment of the American Revolution; and
Jeffery Bernstein explores how and why Jefferson’s ideas about religion are
similar to those of Spinoza. In their two chapters in the second section, Carla
Mulford and Eran Shalev detail the profound impact of the Bible in early
American political expression and the editors themselves provide a provoca-
tive interpretation of the Pentateuch’s influences in Jefferson’s Notes on the
State of Virginia. In the third set, Maura Jane Farrelly demonstrates the role of
religion in revolutionary American political affairs through the story of Roman
Catholic Charles Carroll of Carrollton’s exertions to get Marylanders to support
independence from Britain; Vincent Phillip Mufioz deals with the different
understandings of religious freedom of Washington, Jefferson, and Madison;
and Peter McNamara explains Alexander Hamilton’s thoughts on religion
as a moderating influence to counter the radical Enlightenment’s potential
threat to the stability of the new government. In the concluding section of
the work, Danilo Petranovich and Matthew Holbreich provide a fascinating
analysis of Lincoln’s use of biblical rhetoric and Aristide Tessitore expounds on
Tocqueville’s prescient understanding of the influence of both religion and the
Enlightenment in America’s founding and in its political culture.

The authors want readers to appreciate the pervasiveness and importance
of the Bible and Christianity in American politics. Our Founders were not
entirely—or even mostly—guided by the writings of Enlightenment philos-
ophes. Instead they very consciously utilized the Scriptures for direction and
inspiration. As important as it is to know and understand this, it does not
seem entirely surprising. Regardless of their religious affiliations or beliefs,
all our early political luminaries must have grown up listening to parents
or elders read or relate Bible stories to them. No doubt the King James
Version was the first book they all read. Indeed, the Bible was a common
touchstone for the vast majority of Americans in the eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries. And, like anybody else, the Founders relied on that text
and other sources for guidance. Then, as now, reason and faith are not neces-
sarily mutually exclusive. The Founders are the same people who edited and
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approved the Declaration of Independence, which, in fact, makes mention of
two different Gods: the Enlightenment deity—the “Creator” and “Nature’s
God”—and the Judeo-Christian God who offers “Protection” and is the
“Supreme Judge of the world.” They embraced these contradictory forces and
yoked them together to both direct and inspire. It is also worth noting that
they managed to work with other opposing ideas, too, for example, conserva-
tism and radicalism, and liberty and slavery. These are the same gentlemen
who came up with federalism and the system of checks and balances in the
US Constitution. Having said that, the work provides important depth and
new insights to our very human Founders and their thinking in establishing
the new nation.

Although it deals with a topic that is currently very popular—religion
and its influence in American politics—this work is not for a general audi-
ence. Some essays, including the one by Mufioz and the contribution by
Petranovich and Holbreich, are brilliant and eminently readable. Others, no
less intelligent or insightful, are dense philosophical essays that nonspecialists
will find difficult to read. Like a growing number of recent publications, this
work could have used a good copyeditor to eliminate typographical errors—
one essay included the wrong date for the writing of the Constitution!—and
some awkward turns of phrase here and there. A number of contributions
contain multiple rhetorical questions, which might have served well when
the authors delivered these papers at the conference at College of the Holy
Cross in fall 2010 but prove unnecessary and distracting in print. The con-
tributions would have been much improved had the rhetorical questions been
removed. These problems aside, the book is a very valuable addition to the
scholarship of early American history, philosophy, and politics.

STEVEN GIMBER
West Chester University

Brycchan Carey. From Peace to Freedom: Quaker Rbetoric and the Birth of
American Antislavery, 1657—1761 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2012).
Pp. xi, 257. Notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $35.00.

If Quakers were key players in the drama of transatlantic abolitionism,
Pennsylvania and the Delaware Valley were the stage upon which they made
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their best performance. Until recently, historians have showered most of
their attention on events from the 1750s onward, when Friends famously
made slave trading, then slavery itself, a disciplinary offense within their
ranks. Two of the most celebrated Pennsylvania Quaker abolitionists from
the 1750s, Anthony Benezet and John Woolman, are the subject of numerous
popular and scholarly biographies. By contrast, the earlier period, from the
founding of Pennsylvania to about 1750, has garnered less attention, partly
because the narrative appears less heroic. Instead of Benezet and Woolman,
the main protagonists feature eccentric cranks like Benjamin Lay, who once
kidnapped his neighbor’s child to demonstrate the sinfulness of slave trading,
and George Keith, the notorious Quaker preacher who is best remembered for
instigating a contentious schism. In this earlier, more ambiguous era, a few
outspoken Friends criticized slavery but were unable to persuade the majority
of their coreligionists to do anything about it.

Far more than previous scholarship, Brycchan Carey’s From Peace to
Freedom successfully mines the discursive origins of Pennsylvania Quaker
abolitionism in painstaking detail. Carey’s main contribution is to dem-
onstrate that, in his words, “Quaker discussions about slavery were far
more extensive and far more interconnected than a reading of the printed
sources alone would suggest” (22). Carey’s approach is revisionist, and he
takes issue with previous historians, most notably David Brion Davis and
Christopher Brown, who have characterized earlier Quaker antislavery as
a series of disjointed texts and protests that lacked coherence or relevance.
According to Carey, Pennsylvania Quakers did in fact develop a sus-
tained and coherent set of arguments against slavery that began with the
Germantown Protest of 1688 and culminated with the Philadelphia Yearly
Meeting’s decision in 1758 to ban slave trading among its members.
Acting like common law jurists, Quaker antislavery writers elaborated on
the moral arguments of their predecessors while introducing new ones to
the mix. The cumulative effect over decades was to create an interlocking
set of arguments against slavery that convinced a critical mass of Friends
to take the first real steps toward abolition. Although Carey mentions Eric
Williams’s “decline thesis” only briefly, his book is clearly making a larger
statement about the importance of ideas in motivating abolitionists at a
time when, even among Quakers, the financial interest in slavery posed
serious obstacles to moral reform (20, 179-80).

Carey’s training as a literary scholar serves him well. His readings of
antislavery texts are rigorous and nuanced. He is also not shy about applying
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the techniques of rhetorical analysis to speculate on motivation when other
evidence is lacking. Despite the abundance of manuscript and printed texts for
the period, Quakers left few candid remarks about their state of mind or what
motivated their actions. Carey does a good job of reading between the lines and
putting human flesh and emotion into otherwise frustratingly vague or incom-
plete texts. In discussing George Fox’s Gospel Family Order, for example, Carey
argues that it at times reveals “a man very troubled by what he has witnessed”
(57). Elsewhere in Fox’s writings, he identifies “grammatically lazy but rhe-
torically effective sentences” that functioned more like “a hymn or catechism”
than a philosophical treatise (52). In another tract from the early eighteenth
century, Carey creatively speculates that it may “originally have been intended
for oral delivery” or as a primer “supplying simple propositions and answers for
[antislavery activists] to use in the field or the meeting house” (137).

At times, From Peace to Freedom could use more historical analysis to bolster
its argument for the exceptionalism of Quaker antislavery. In the introduction,
Carey briefly considers why Pennsylvania Friends were the first to make anti-
slavery a “central plank of [their} corporate identity” (25). Carey sketches out
a few possible answers by comparing Quakers to other religious groups in the
British Atlantic. According to Carey, New England Puritans also questioned
slavery, but Congregationalism lacked the hierarchical organization necessary
to develop a more coherent antislavery policy. Carey also contends that because
Quakers were the majority in early Pennsylvania and in control of the pro-
vincial government they “worked harder to disseminate antislavery ideas than
they might have done otherwise” (33). These intriguing suggestions merit
further exploration than is given in the book. Carey notes one of the central
planks of Quaker antislavery is the “Golden Rule”—the religious injunction
that we should love our neighbors as ourselves. But Friends were hardly alone
in seeing its relevance to slavery. Even the Puritan minister Cotton Mather, a
slaveowner, repeatedly invoked the Golden Rule to condemn slave trading in
Boston, which he saw as emblematic of the growing power of merchants who
put the exploitation of human beings ahead of salvation. Seventeenth-century
Puritans and Quakers, despite their institutional and theological differences,
shared a common vernacular that grappled with slavery as a moral problem
of violence. Carey’s book raises the question of what Friends had in common
with other antislavery groups. Further research along those lines would better
clarify what exactly was unique about Quaker antislavery.

Quaker pacifism also deserves further attention, especially since it is
what arguably most distinguished Friends from other antislavery groups.
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Carey maintains that the peace testimony, combined with the Golden Rule,
“made it easy for many Friends to turn their backs on slavery, and difficult
for slaveholding Friends to justify their practice” (31). While it is true
that Quakers were renowned (and reviled) as pacifists, I would argue their
pacifism, which originated in England as an objection to state-sanctioned
violence, was neither uniformly observed nor consistently interpreted across
time. As Quakers settled in the American colonies, they had to “learn” to see
slavery as a violation of the peace testimony. Carey quotes from an anonymous
early eighteenth-century author who reasons that if “Violence is (in ordinary
Cases) unlawful” and “making S/aves of Men (against their Will) is Violence,”
then “making Slaves of Men, is unlawful” (136). If the equation of slavery
with violence was so obvious to the author’s presumably Quaker readers,
why bother with the rhetorical gymnastics? From the beginning, there were
Quakers who grounded their antislavery in the language of the peace testi-
mony, but just as Quaker abolitionism took time to develop, so too did the
notion that the Quaker pacifism unambiguously applied to slavery.

Carey’s From Peace to Freedom is a welcome addition to the history of Quaker
abolitionism. Its analysis of the rhetorical arguments that underpinned early
Quaker antislavery texts is unparalleled. Readers will find its clear prose and
careful argumentation essential to any serious study of Quakers and their
complex relationship to slavery.

MICHAEL GOODE
Utah Valley University

Daniel Jay Grimminger. Sacred Song and the Pennsylvania Dutch (Rochester,
NY: University of Rochester Press, 2012). Pp. xxi, 213. Illustrations, notes,
bibliography, index. Cloth, $85.00.

Hermann Wellenreuther. Citizens in a Strange Land: A Study of German-
American Broadsides and Their Meaning for Germans in North America,
1730—1830 (University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press, 2013).
Pp. xv, 352. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $94.95.

The two books included in this review essay both focus upon the language and

culture of German settlers in Pennsylvania during the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries. Daniel Jay Grimminger’s Sacred Song and the Pennsylvania Dutch
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concentrates on the music of the Lutheran and Reformed settlers in Pennsylvania
prior to the Revolution whose language and culture has continued to influence
the Commonwealth in the twenty-first century. Hermann Wellenreuther’s
Citizens in a Strange Land: A Study of German-American Broadsides focuses on one
media used by German settlers in Pennsylvania and other colonies/states as a
way to maintain their cultural identity.

Grimminger begins by explaining why he has chosen to call them
Pennsylvania Dutch (Pennsylvaanisch Deitsch) instead of the more com-
monly used Pennsylvania German. Following Ernst Troeltsch’s church/sect
typology, Grimminger identifies three distinct religious subgroups among
the Pennsylvania Dutch: the Kirchenleute (church people), the Sekrenlente
(sectarians), and the Briidergemeinen (Moravians). He briefly reviews the
unique identity of the Pennsylvania Dutch in religion, material culture,
language, food, celebrations, and food. Of particular interest is the estab-
lishment of union churches as a means to maintain German culture, and
he identifies the union hymnal as the most significant outcome of these
cooperative arrangements.

By the nineteenth century, traditional German church music had become
a way for ministers to attempt to preserve their ethnic identity. Singing
schools promoted the use of hymns, often in conjunction with Lutheran
and Reformed parochial schools. Chorale books were especially important
in Lutheran and Reformed churches; they aided in retaining the German
language while reinforcing the theology of the two denominations. Tune
books, however, provided more flexibility, as students could record musical
notations and staff lines themselves. Consistently, they retained European
influences, especially those used by Lutherans.

By the mid-nineteenth century, use of the English language had increased
in the ethnically German churches, partly as a result of the decline of paro-
chial schools following the passage of the Free School Act in 1834. Tune
books, hymnals, and liturgies began to appear in both English and German.
By the mid-18s0s, tune books included pronunciation guides to improve
the students’” English-language skills, concurrently transitioning away from
traditional religious themes.

Grimminger’s volume is a fascinating study of the evolution of religious
music from earliest German settlements in Pennsylvania into the twentieth
century. Wellenreuther’s monograph, in contrast, examines the impact of
one type of publication during the early years of German-language print-
ing in North America. He creates a fictitious German-speaking farmer,
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Peter Beimert, to describe the importance of broadsides in the daily lives of
these settlers and the wide distribution of these materials. Courtship, land
acquisition, house blessings, and medical advice all reinforced the religious
beliefs of the settlers as well as helping them adapt to changes in society.
ABC booklets for early education also were appropriate for Beimert and
his family, along with Old Testament stories such as Adam and Eve (which
Wellenreuther contends were used to educate youth about the physical
features of the opposite gender). Songs related to baptism or confirmation,
similar to the “sacred songs” discussed by Grimminger, also appeared on
broadsides. Perhaps more important to the fictional Beimert were broadsides
that advertised breeders, provided advice on the cultivation of crops, and
promoted markets and fairs.

Similar to Grimminger’s focus on Lutheran and Reformed settlers and
their hymnody, Wellenreuther discusses the importance of religious broad-
sides on these denominations. Most related to confirmation, yet broadsides
also printed “devotional poems and hymns” sung by Lutherans. Many of these
songs originated in Europe and were reprinted in North America. Some of
the more popular hymns, however, appealed to the settlers because they were
nondenominational. Devotional broadsides also served as house blessings, as
they identified the homeowner Beimert and his family as devout Christians.
Some of these included reflections, while others represented the religious
controversies of the 1740s that led to the formation of denominations.
All of these were uniquely German and not merely translations of English
broadsides.

Political broadsides demonstrated the influence of German Protestant
clergymen while at the same time show how English political culture affected
Germans far more than their religious ideals did. During the early years, they
promoted German immigration and encouraged naturalized immigrants to
vote for political candidates who served their interests and not those of the
English or Quakers. The turmoil of the 1760s and 1770s provided oppor-
tunities for patriotic printers to distribute broadsides condemning British
policies (such as hiring Hessian troops) and supporting the rebellion. Later,
German-language broadsides issued during constitutional debates (both state
and federal) revealed that these residents were not as disinterested in politics
as English politicians thought. Minority rights particularly served as a focus
of these publications, probably because the Germans accurately viewed them-
selves as a political minority. The dichotomy was especially evident in that
they represented the yeoman farmer of Jefferson’s ideal (and thus supported
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Jefferson and Jackson) and yet at the same time were staunch conservatives—
which should have led them to support the Federalists and Whigs, except
those parties opposed the rights of the common man.

Overall, according to Wellenreuther, broadsides served as a means to
disseminate information, whether it was political, social, economic, or reli-
gious. The circulation of these publications reveals the networks of German
settlers while also showing their interests. They were not merely transla-
tions of English-language texts, but instead they demonstrated an emerging
Americanized German print culture. Both books include illustrations to
enhance the reader’s understanding of the media explored in these mono-
graphs. While they focus on different topics, both are well researched and
articulately explain the impact of music and print on the lives of German
settlers in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.

KAREN GUENTHER
Mansfield University

James A. Schafer Jr. The Business of Private Medical Practice: Doctors,
Specialization, and Urban Change in Philadelphia, 1900—1940 (New Brunswick,
NJ: Rutgers University Press, December 2013). Pp. 276. Cloth and paper,

$32.95.

James A. Schafer’s The Business of Private Medical Practice is an outstanding
addition to the historiography of medicine. Schafer examines the formative
years of private practice in the early twentieth century when science, manda-
tory hospital internships, and rapidly changing urban demographics influ-
enced the financial and spatial decisions reached by both general practitioners
and specialists.

As the twentieth century dawned, medical advances enhanced the abil-
ity of physicians to successfully treat an expanding circle of diseases, trau-
mas, and chronic conditions. These developments—from aseptic surgical
techniques to an expanding array of inoculations and antitoxins—wrought
profound changes on the medical profession that are well understood by
historians. One critical area, however, has gone unstudied during this period
of rapid scientific change: the ways in which physicians in private practice
responded to both the advances in their profession and, concomitantly, the
changes that occurred in the American city during the height of immigration
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from Europe and migration of African Americans from the rural south.
Historians acknowledged that private physicians were forced to respond to
these factors, but hitherto no systematic study of private practice physicians
and their responses has been undertaken.

With so many factors informing the business decisions of private practice
physicians, a book on the subject might easily bog down. Schafer has avoided
the problem through superb organization. The Business of Private Medical
Practice is organized into two broad parts; one spans the period 1900-1920
and the second 1920-1940. The first portion of the book illustrates the
expectations of patient and physician with special care taken to explain pri-
vate practice as both clinic and small business. Schafer is arguably at his best
when explicating the business end of private practice medicine, seemingly
leaving no detail unexplored, from the need for newly minted physicians to
scrimp during their first few years in practice, to the selection of successive
office locations over the course of a career. In this regard, Schafer’s skillful use
of maps and graphs (forty-four are included) enables readers to conceptualize
physicians’ movements in the highly competitive Philadelphia medical mar-
ketplace. Indeed, without visual representations, the movements of doctors’
offices would be little more than a crazy quilt of neighborhood names and
references to the central business district.

Schafer does well, also, in his explanation of the marked differences in the
number of general practitioners in each ward, with the densely populated
immigrant and African American sections of the city equipped with few
doctors though their need for medical services far exceeded the more sparsely
populated, but private practice—dense, middle-class sections of the city.
This pattern emerged partly for financial reason—Tlaborers were less likely
to pay their medical bills on time—but also because the medical profes-
sion was mostly male and white, with all the prejudices that attended such
backgrounds. In a further cleavage of private practice patterns, general prac-
titioners tended to avoid the upscale medical offices of the city’s downtown
while specialists flocked to such locations as their proximity to hospitals and
innovations in urban transportation allowed specialists to afford the high
rents associated with downtown office space.

The second half of his work concentrates on post—World War I changes
in private practice, exemplified by the required period of hospital intern-
ship and the move of the middle and upper classes from the city proper to
suburban communities along intraurban rail lines. As medical education and
running a private practice increased in both complexity and expense, private
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practice physicians felt keenly the need to begin realizing a profit to pay
for educational expenses, precious new equipment, and office rent. As well,
the automobile meant the successful physician could maintain a downtown
office, or perhaps two offices to serve city and suburban patients, while mov-
ing efficiently from suburban home to city office. Indeed, the wholesale
movement of the middle class from city neighborhoods to suburban commu-
nities presaged the migration of both general practitioners and specialists to
suburban medical buildings so familiar to middle-class America in the early
twenty-first century. To understand the landscape of private practice today
one must come to grips with the demographic trends that developed in the
metropolitan areas of American cities between 1920 and 1940 and prompted
physicians to follow suit.

Schafer’s work is truly pathbreaking, and like all such works it opens doors
to follow-up investigations by posing new questions. For instance, what was
the nature of African American, immigrant, and female-headed private prac-
tice during the same period and were there similarities between the trends
Schafer explicated in his study and the patterns evinced by physicians who
hailed from minority groups? Was the pattern in Philadelphia unique, or
might historians find it replicated in all major American cities, or was it an
anomaly? Schaefer’s work promises to spur further studies by historians of
American medicine.

JIM HIGGINS
University of Houston—Victoria

H. L. Dufour Woolfley. A Quaker Goes to Spain: The Diplomatic Mission of
Anthony Morris, 1813—1816 (Lehigh University Press, 2013). Pp. 197.
Ilustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Paper, $70.

H. L. Dufour Woolfley visited Wyck House in Germantown while research-
ing a biography of William Lloyd and noted possibly relevant archival mate-
rials there. Reading a collection of letters Anthony Morris sent from Spain
to his daughters in Philadelphia, Woolfley knew that his next project would
be to learn more about the man and the diplomatic mission that took him to
Spain in 1813. A Quaker Goes to Spain is the result of his quest.

Anthony Morris belonged to an elite of well-to-do Quaker mercantile
families. Born in 1766 to Samuel and Rebecca (Wistar) Morris, he
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married Israel Pemberton’s granddaughter in 1790. Morris was a successful
Philadelphia attorney and a former Pennsylvania state senator when he found
himself in straitened circumstances in 1812. Public service was an acceptable
way to mend broken fortunes and Anthony Morris aimed at a lucrative con-
sular post in some busy port overseas. Morris had access to the White House
through his long friendship with Dolley Payne and her first husband, John
Todd. After her second husband became president in 1809, Dolley Madison
invited Morris’s eldest daughter Phoebe for extended visits with the first fam-
ily and launched her in Washington society.

James Madison had no diplomatic post to offer Morris, but early in 1813 he
was able to propose his friend be stationed in Bermuda to coordinate prisoner-
of-war exchanges with his British counterpart. It was not to be. The British
admiral would not countenance an enemy agent at his headquarters. James and
Dolley Madison were still determined to help their friend and the president
found a place for him. Morris would go to Spain as his personal envoy to per-
suade the Spanish government to cede Florida to the United States.

Madison made no secret of his intention to acquire both East and West
Florida by any means. His instructions to General George Mathews in 1811
were sufficiently vague to offer plausible deniability when the Patriot inva-
sion of East Florida went awry a year later and a bill authorizing seizure of
the Floridas failed in Congress when northern Republicans voted against it.
Faced with the unpopularity of “Mr. Madison’s War” and opposition to the
expansionists of 1812 as a result, he could not risk confrontation with Spain.

With the Spanish government in Cadiz wholly dependent on British
arms for its survival, there was reasonable fear that Spain might transfer the
Floridas to Great Britain as staging ground for an invasion of the United
States. Anthony Morris was authorized to ascertain the truth of this rumor
and, if possible, to obtain agreement for a temporary occupation by the United
States to restore order. His mission was hampered from the first by American
refusal to accept Luis Onis y Gonzalez-Vara as Spain’s ambassador or officially
recognize the exiled government in Cadiz. Morris had no authority to heal
this breach.

A wartime crossing required a neutral ship sailing from New Haven to
Lisbon. As Morris and his secretary, James Murray, left Lisbon on their way
to Cadiz in October 1813, Wellington’s army pushed the last French troops
out of Spain. When Morris was invited to meet with Jose Luyando, the
First Secretary of State, in December, the Cortes and the Regency Council
were already packing up to move back to Madrid. His meetings with
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Luyando were cordial, but he soon realized that nothing could be decided
about Florida before an official recognition and exchange of ambassadors. In
February 1814, nevertheless, Morris made a formal proposal for “a temporary
and provisional occupation of those territories by the United States to be
held by them in trust for Spain.” He was not surprised when no response
was forthcoming, as he explained to US Secretary of State James Monroe in
April. On the basis of his conversations with Luyando, Morris assured Monroe
that both Floridas “might be purchased on moderate terms and a consider-
able portion of its price paid in articles of the produce of the United States,
particularly beef, pork and tobacco,” but substantial bribes would be needed
to complete the deal.

Napoleon abdicated in April 1814 and was on his way to Elba. Spain’s
King Ferdinand VII was on his way to Madrid, determined to set aside the
Regency Council and Cortes who would impose a constitution on the monar-
chy. After a long war the government was bankrupt and army pay hopelessly
in arrears. With lavish promises to his generals, Ferdinand had army support
for a coup d’état. The men who had governed Spain in his name were dis-
missed and Ferdinand restored as an absolute monarch.

Morris had stopped in Seville on his journey from Cadiz to Madrid and
decided to stay there. He had received no instructions from either Madison
or Monroe since he left home, despite the steady flow of reports he sent to
Washington. What he did not know was that the United States was prepared
to restore diplomatic relations with Spain and in August 1814 George Erving
was appointed US minister to Spain. Monroe, on the other hand, did not
anticipate Spain’s reluctance to receive an ambassador when a presidential
envoy served just as well.

The Duke de San Carlos, Ferdinand’s first minister, received Morris in
October 1814 and arranged for him to be presented at the royal court. Morris
did not know of Erving’s appointment, much less Ferdinand’s decision to
reject him. Talk of Florida was put off to a future day. Morris finally left Spain
in November 1816. His last two years there were marked by increasingly bit-
ter dealings with Erving and his secretary, Thomas Brent.

As a retired US Foreign Service officer, Woolfley is able to guide the
reader through the diplomatic maze. His research in official and private cor-
respondence is thorough and his presentation of the broader context deft.
What is most engaging in A Quaker Goes to Spain is the picture that emerges
of Anthony Morris and his family. A tireless letter writer, he shared every-
thing with his daughters in Philadelphia and his son studying in Edinburgh.
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This is what drew Woolfley in the first place and he has succeeded admirably
in bringing a thoroughly decent man and his impossible mission to life.

RICHARD K. MACMASTER
University of Florida

Bill Conlogue. Here and There: Reading Pennsylvania’s Working Landscapes
(University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press, 2013). Pp. xviii, 248.
Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $69.95; paper, $29.95.

Many scholars have written about transformations in the United States that
have moved the country to a service- and knowledge-based economy, with
deindustrialization as a central feature. Pennsylvania’s anthracite coal region
is an early example of the economic devastation that has often accompanied
this transformation. Bill Conlogue has written a book that examines the eco-
nomic dislocations visited upon the anthracite region, but gives particular
attention to the impact on the local environment caused by the many decades
of exploitation of its natural resources, now taking the form of hydraulic
fracturing, or “fracking” for natural gas in the Marcellus Shale. But Here and
There is a different kind of book. Primarily a work of literary criticism, it is
an example of the new discipline of “eco-criticism” with roots in American
nature writing that privileges representations of individual interactions with
the wild. He uses the device of “narrative scholarship,” interweaving personal
stories with history, literature, movies, and plays to give us an intensely
personal assessment that “challenges the assumption that literature and local
places matter less and less in a world that economists describe as ‘flat,” poli-
ticians insist is ‘globalized,” and social scientists imagine as a ‘village’”(1).
Above all, Conlogue wants us to “pay attention” to the work we do and our
stewardship of the land. Certainly a worthy goal.

Here and There takes us on a literary journey. From the poems of Robert
Frost to the novel Ceremony by Leslie Marmon Silko, the author seeks to show
us how literature has helped him understand his connections to “home.” In
the nineteenth century anthracite coal extraction fueled America’s industrial
growth. Aided by Pennsylvania politics and courts favoring capital, coal
companies mined the land, creating a boom that drew thousands of people
to the region. In the process the land was ravaged, rivers polluted, and the
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ground itself undermined by the ubiquitous tunneling required for deep coal
extraction. When the decline in the anthracite market accelerated rapidly in
the 1920s, the region was left not only with severe economic distress, but a
pockmarked landscape, mountainous culm heaps, and polluted rivers. Later
efforts to draw capital investment resulted in further exploitation as the
region became a site for large landfills to service the waste management of the
Northeast, especially New York City. Today, northeastern Pennsylvania’s past
of resource extraction has come back to haunt it in the guise of the natural gas
rush. By 2010 one-quarter of Pennsylvania had been leased for gas drilling,
with the state allowing drilling on large blocks of state forest and game lands.
The “fracking” boom has brought money to the economically depressed area
but, again, endangered the water supply, added to the looming problems of
climate change, and continued to undermine the ground itself.

In an introduction and six themed chapters, Conlogue, a professor of
English in a small Catholic university, skillfully interweaves historical
sketches with literary texts that fit within the themes, examining both how
nature gets reproduced in literature and a deeply personal connection to
“home” as he understands it. The scion of a farming family from the area,
Conlogue also recounts personal reminiscences that he hopes will connect the
reader to the broader issues addressed in the monograph. At times sections
of chapters are “discontinuous” (a deliberate device of the author’s) and this
sometimes makes it difficult to discern the point he is attempting to make.
Many sections work well, such as that on factory farms, where the litera-
ture reviewed is relevant and admirably critiqued. Through the lens of Don
DelLillo’s White Noise we see how easy it is to lose awareness of the processes
by which our food gets to our table (88). The abundant and dazzling displays
in supermarkets distract us from the dangers, both environmental and health-
related, that food animals raised in crowded, antibiotic- and steroid-laden
conditions pose. Similarly, the unavoidable advertising that fills the airways
and social media encourages us to consume well beyond our needs, buying
more and more “stuff” to fill the landfills that create manmade mountains
that we must then find some way to reclaim.

Less focused is the author’s discourse on water. Water is an essential and
very fragile resource. Covering close to two-thirds of the earth’s surface, only
about 5 percent is fresh and, of that, less than 1 percent is easily accessible
for human consumption. Conlogue’s use of such enduring works as Silko’s
Ceremony may help us understand life in a parched environment and connect
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us with the human condition (39), but it does little to help us analyze why
the world’s water supply is endangered, or how to formulate strategies of
resistance and remediation. And therein lies one of the two biggest problems
with the book. It is, indeed, more “meditative” than “sharply analytical (16).”
For historians and environmentalists this can be problematic.

As the author argues, we may need a Utopian “agrarian sensibility” (115),
but we also need concrete analyses and alternatives to policies that threaten
people’s livelihoods and even our very existence. Remarkably absent from the
book is any real engagement with the workings of capital. The loss of family
farms through their inability to “get big enough” is a recurring feature of
capitalist agriculture, and large conglomerates expend much money to make
sure laws go their way. So it goes with the gas industry. Methane released by
natural gas drilling is 34 times more powerful at trapping heat than is carbon
dioxide. It is polluting the water and threatening more rapid atmospheric
warming even as researchers have shown that the world can, by the year
2030, power itself with renewable energy. We cannot afford fatalism, simply
lamenting our neighbors’ “sit and watch” mentality while the earth bleeds.

At issue also is the book’s descriptions of working-class people.
Through the lens of works written by people with little connection to the
region and/or its workers, we are presented with stereotypes of downtrod-
den women, and men whose main characteristics consist of the “apathy”
and “active forgetting” that are allegedly representative of the “main ways
most people in the region have responded to environmental catastrophe”
(155). There are no voices of the workers themselves, and the book leaves
out stories of resistance that are very much a part of the region’s history.
In fact, aside from miners’ long history of standing up to coal operators,
locals have resisted landfills, demanded land remediation, voted corrupt
officials out of office, and organized against “fracking.” Americans Against
Fracking, a coalition of organizations with international connections,
has twenty-six member groups in Pennsylvania. As Thomas Dublin and
Walter Licht have shown, local people are resilient, with strong attach-
ments to the land that, in fact, retains much real beauty (Thomas Dublin
and Walter Licht, The Face of Decline: The Pennsylvania Anthracite Region in
the Twentieth Century {Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2005}). They
have a right to preserve their history.

These critiques aside, Bill Conlogue has written a book that should be
of interest to a wide range of scholars. He challenges us to think about the
world we inhabit. In a society reduced to sound bites and the lowest common
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denominator, if we can indeed learn to read more closely and “pay attention,”
it will be no mean accomplishment.

SHARON MCCONNELL-SIDORICK
Independent Scholar

Aaron Spencer Fogleman. Two Troubled Souls: An Eighteenth-Century Couple’s
Spiritual Journey in the Atlantic World (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 2013). Pp. 321. Illustrations, notes, index. Cloth,

With Two Troubled Souls, Aaron Spencer Fogleman gives us a deeply engaging
account of the lives of an eighteenth-century Moravian missionary couple,
both telling the story of their marriage and illuminating the multifaceted
and multicultural experiences of the Atlantic World they inhabited. The
lives of Jean-Francois Reynier and Maria Barbara Knoll spanned continents
and decades, intersecting with two Atlantic World empires (Dutch, English)
and bearing witness to four colonial wars. Fogleman effectively explores both
their relationship and the cultural, imperial, and religious contexts they
encountered as they traveled their new world searching for their own place
and purpose and trying to serve their God.

Fogleman begins his story with Jean-Francois’ solo travels in North
America. Descendant of a family of Huguenot refugees in Switzerland,
he gravitated to the radical wing of the pietist movement, compelled by
its vision of “isolation from corrupting worldly influences to find indi-
vidual perfection” (27). He emigrated to North America at sixteen, where
in Philadelphia he followed a rocky path from indentured servitude to an
impoverished freedom, eventually finding his way to Ephrata, one of the
many religious communities in Pennsylvania. There he experienced a “bout
with madness” brought on by his spiritual seeking, an event that, Fogleman
argues, deeply affected his life course. Fogleman returns often to this moment
at Ephrata as one that demonstrated Jean-Francois’ difficulty relating to
others and highlighted the tension between individualist and communal
approaches to pietism that influenced his lifelong spiritual quest and his
relationship with his wife. From Pennsylvania, Jean-Francois journeyed to a
Moravian community near Savannah, where missionaries attempted to con-
vert Creeks and South Carolinian slaves (Georgia was not yet a slave colony).
Here, he honed the medical skills that he plied during his trajectory through
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the Atlantic World. When after a total of eleven years in North America he
returned to Europe, Fogleman notes he “had tried and failed to change people
in America; instead the Atlantic system he entered had changed him” (70).
Fogleman pursues this theme, showing how the Atlantic system made by its
inhabitants both shaped them and was shaped by them.

After Jean-Francois returned to Europe, the next phase of his life began
when Moravian leaders set him up with Maria Barbara at the Moravian com-
munity in Wetteravia. Their union sanctioned by their faith’s practice of “the
Lot,” they left on the journey the church leaders ordained: to be missionaries
in the Americas. Over the course of their lives, this charge took them from
Dutch Suriname to St. Thomas to Pennsylvania and finally to Georgia.

In the course of documenting the couple’s tumultuous and adventurous
marriage, Fogleman explores several important histories and their intersec-
tions: marriage and gender identity, slavery in its varied Atlantic World
forms, the Great Awakening and the Moravian experience in the Americas,
and the history of science and medicine in this era. Thus, as the author
intended, this book is both the story of a marriage and a narrative of the
couple’s times, equally valuable for its close attention to these contexts and
for its gripping personal story. By mining primary and secondary sources
to contextualize the Reyniers’ experiences, Fogleman suggests parts of their
lives for which he lacks direct evidence.

One of the book’s many strengths is its clear depiction of the diverse reli-
gious sects of this time period, particularly in accommodating Pennsylvania,
charting the interconnections and conflict between them, and their approach
to missionizing among Native Americans and enslaved peoples. Fogleman,
who has also authored a monograph on the Moravians, clearly explains the
history, beliefs, and missionary goals of this controversial sect, and shows
how their ideas—about gender roles and sex, for example—both provided
opportunity (for Maria Barbara) and generated internal strife.

Another of the book’s strengths is its closely told story of a marriage.
Fogleman has done creative and nuanced work reading his sources; Reynier’s
autobiography provides invaluable material, but given its writer’s own desire
for revenge and possible mental instability, its discoveries require careful use,
which Fogleman supplies. Fogleman pays equal attention to Maria Barbara’s
story, reading her contemporary sources to parse out her perspective (though
she left no written record, she talked to others who recorded her views). He
makes gender central in his discussion, analyzing the power dynamics at
play in their relationship and the ways their peripatetic life and the different
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cultural practices of each missionary home allowed Maria Barbara more or
less opportunity to pursue her own needs and desires. Fogleman describes
the different concerns that motivated husband and wife; Maria Barbara, like
many Moravian women, he suggests, was drawn to the faith more because of
the leadership opportunities it offered women than for the missionizing work
that galvanized her husband. In wry sentences like these, Fogleman conveys
the vast gap between them: “Now she was traveling to a deadly tropical col-
ony on the other side of the ocean with a man she hardly knew who had just
publicly declared that she was less important to him than his work” (102).

Indeed, the fluid space of the mid-eighteenth century Atlantic World
offered much to fear; Fogleman vividly details the threats from disease,
human violence, and deadly wildlife. But at the same time, it offered much
possibility. For Maria Barbara, it offered some chance at freedoms many
European women could never experience; for Jean-Francois, it meant the pos-
sibility of fulfilling a personal spiritual mission.

The mix of challenge and possibility, of hope and hope denied, makes this
story a riveting read. As Fogleman puts it, “these two Atlantic lives reveal a
tension or struggle between opportunity in the Americas and the inability or
difficulty of individuals to affect real change in that new world of opportu-
nity.” From these missionaries to the enslaved people and Native Americans
whose status Fogleman also describes, this opportunity existed—or failed to
exist—on very different scales.

During their colonial experience, Jean-Francois and Maria Barbara under-
went another profound change: from skeptics on slavery to slaveholders.
Fogleman notes how their immersion in slave systems gradually accustomed
them to the norms, beliefs, and prevailing rationale for holding slaves.
Essentially, they became acculturated to slavery. This transition is one exam-
ple of how Fogleman uses this couple’s story to suggest broader models for
understanding the behaviors and beliefs of this time period.

Fogleman has woven multiple complex histories together to tell the
story of Jean-Francois and Maria Barbara, “two troubled souls” whose lives
both reflected and shaped the tumultuous times and spaces they inhabited.
Supplying both a narrow and wide view of its subjects, this vividly written
book offers an important contribution to Atlantic World history and to the
history of the various people and places it describes.

EMILY MIERAS
Stetson University
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Lisa Smith. The First Great Awakening in Colonial American Newspapers:
A Shifting Story (Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2013). Pp. 183. Figures,
notes, appendices, bibliography, index. Paper, $32.99.

Lisa Herb Smith closely analyzes the phenomenon called the First Great
Awakening as it played out in colonial newspapers during the decade from
1739 to 1748. To define and give shape to her collected data, Smith identifies
three important stages in the First Great Awakening: the years 1739—41, when
the revival could be traced by following newspaper accounts of Rev. George
Whitefield’s tour of the colonies; 1741—43, the “most contentious years,” when
(with Whitefield gone) “both revivalists and their critics were attempting to
define the movement and influence public opinion” in the newspapers; and
1744—48, the years marking Whitefield’s second tour of the colonies, a period
of marked decline in news concern about the movement (7). Smith highlights
shifts that occurred across time or within individuals’ views about the awaken-
ing, showing how the revival was, across time, presented by the majority of
newspapers she discusses, how the newspaper reportage differed in different
regions, and how the central personalities of the revival were represented.
The first chapter, “Reporting the Awakening,” argues that newspapers
fueled public fascination with the revivalism of George Whitefield and
fueled as well different communities’ anticipation of his arrival. Because of
the emotional and enthusiastic responses among some participants in the
revival, some newspapers treated revivalist news as major news, reprinting
stories of Whitefield’s movements across the colonies. After the initial news
furor about Whitefield’s presence, some newspapers began to offer negative
views about Whitefield and revivalism, after Whitefield had departed. Smith
points out two features of news reports after 1741: negative reports by far
outnumbered positive ones, and letters debating the quality and reliability
of faith practices resulting from revivalism dominated newspaper reports
(23). Smith’s evaluation of the situation is that “Whitefield’s criticisms of
established church traditions and ‘dead’ religious practice created a backlash”
against him (22), and this criticism, coupled with anxiety about “the impact
of the revival on the colonial social order” (29), led to a significant change
in how lay preachers would be treated in some communities. In fact, Smith
reports, “some colonies outlawed itinerant and lay preaching” entirely (32).
Eventually, the reportage faded, but for a time, religious news—pro and con
revivalism—dominated newspaper reporting, so much so that Benjamin
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Franklin could remark in his autobiography that “it seem’d as if all the World
were growing Religious” (36). For those interested in Pennsylvania history,
the book’s discussion of Franklin and Whitefield will be useful.

Chapter 2 recounts the “Regional Paper Wars” that took place during the
era of revivalism. By tracking the local “paper wars,” as they were called,
Smith can outline the central controversies caused by the awakening within
the different communities. In some well-populated areas, “party papers”
could afford to take particular viewpoints and hold to them (the Boston Gazette
in favor of revivalism, the Boston Evening-Post against). In other areas, where
papers were fewer and the population more dispersed, partiality toward a par-
ticular view could have sunk the paper. In New England several issues domi-
nated newspaper discussions. From 1739 through 1743, the primary concern
about the revival arose over itineracy and whether itinerant preachers ought to
be permitted to operate. From 1745 to 1747, another topic emerged as more
crucial—what to do about congregations broken apart by itinerant preach-
ers. A third element of concern arose thereafter, this time around sacramental
practices of baptism and of ministers’ ordination (56—57). In the middle
colonies—which Smith seems to identify as New York through Virginia—
where there was greater diversity in religious practice, there was likewise
a more tolerant disposition toward the awakening, with the strongest sup-
port emanating from Philadelphia, where Benjamin Franklin’s Pennsylvania
Gazette favorably reported on Whitefield and tended to dominate the news
scene. Even so, Smith says, the middle colonies did offer some concern about
the revival as it continued, with the key area of concern about authenticity:
“Whitefield’s honesty as a minister of the gospel, the accuracy of newspaper
accounts on the Awakening, the genuineness of emotionalist preaching—these
were some of the matters that Philadelphians debated in the papers” (65).
New York, by comparison, seemed “lackluster” in its concern about the
revival, perhaps (as Smith concludes) because of the previous newspaper con-
troversies (e.g., the Zenger trial of the 1730s) in their recent past (70—71).

In southern areas, where William Parks (Maryland, then Virginia) and
Elizabeth and Peter Timothy (South Carolina) had significant connections
with Franklin’s printing network, reports of the revival appeared, but
they did not seem to cause the extreme controversies evident in places like
New England. To be sure, controversy did occur in South Carolina, where
Whitefield in 1740 refused to use the Anglican Prayer Book and thus was
called before the ecclesiastical court of Alexander Garden to answer for his
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actions (77—78). The issues that arose in South Carolina related more to
theology than practice, Smith says: “While Bostonians argued over topics
that dealt with religious tradition and church stability, the most lengthy
local paper wars in the South dealt with . . . debat[ing} the concept of origi-
nal sin and Calvinist versus Arminian doctrine” (80). Rather than using her
information to create an overarching argument about the awakening, Smith
concludes that an examination of the newspapers suggests the extent to which
“newspaper readers brought their own opinions and interpretations to the
religious events of the 1740s” (81).

Chapter 3, “Whitefield, Tennent, and Davenport: Newsmakers of the
Awakening,” treats the different careers of the three principal characters
of the awakening and the different regional responses made to their activi-
ties. Smith argues that “the newspapers made Whitefield, Tennent, and
Davenport household names” by covering their preaching tours in detail and
printing numerous local contributors’ letters about them. The chapter offers
a detailed summary of the three men’s activities and the newspaper reports
made about them.

Smith’s conclusion summarizes her findings and suggests some of the
larger implications of her study. Remarking that scholars have “linked pub-
lic discussion of the Awakening to later intercolonial incidents in American
history, such as the Stamp Act and the Revolutionary War,” Smith asserts
that the “public debate of the revival made readers more comfortable with
civic disagreement and helped create a sense of interrelatedness among the
colonists” (163).

The book’s many tables and graphs, in addition to its several appendi-
ces, offer readers a source to support larger arguments than Smith’s about
religious life in early America. Given that the study was produced not from
using electronic databases but from careful reading and mining of newspapers
available on microfilm, Smith’s book is a singular achievement.

CARLA MULFORD
Pennsylvania State University
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Gregory L. Heller. Ed Bacon: Planning Politics, and the Building of Modern
Philadelphia (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2013).
Foreword by Alexander Garvin. Pp. 320. Illustrations, notes, index. Cloth,

$39.95.

Domenic Vitiello. Engineering Philadelphia: The Sellers Family and the Industrial
Metropolis (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2013). Pp. 288. Notes,
index. Cloth, $35.00.

Urban planning takes many forms. Ed Bacon was a planner by profession, and, as
Gregory Heller shows in this sympathetic but balanced biography, Bacon’s ideas
and plans have profoundly shaped the direction and landscape of Philadelphia
since the mid-twentieth century. The industrialists of the Sellers family were
not self-conscious planners in the same sense, but, as Domenic Vitiello persua-
sively argues in an excellent, multigenerational family biography, through their
interventions in the economy, investments in the city’s infrastructure, and civic
leadership, they shaped the future city just as much as Bacon.

In framing his study around two centuries of the same family, Vitiello
enables us to see the critical importance of kinship and personal networks
in building technical and entrepreneurial skills. He primarily focuses on the
careers of Nathan (1751-1830), William (1824-1905), and Coleman (1827—
1907) Sellers. From 1682 to 1780 the Sellers family ran mills and wove wire
screens and sieves in Darby and Chester County. In 1780 Nathan relocated to
Philadelphia and, together with his sons, grandsons, nephews, and cousins,
over the next century produced the machine tools and equipment essential
to the first and second industrial revolutions. Successive generations operated
under various names, but mostly as Seller and Company and then as William
Sellers and Company. Throughout the nineteenth century they reinvested
their profits in their firms but also in city, turnpike, and canal bonds and
in banks to build the infrastructure that solidified the city’s manufacturing
dominance. The family’s interests also included Midvale Steel and Edge Moor
Iron Works, among other firms. In the second half of the century William
Sellers and Co. was the nation’s leading manufacturer of machine tools and
power transmission equipment (shaft, gear, and pulleys). It developed inter-
changeable parts for a wide range of machines.

Sellers firms sat at the geographic and technological center of the city’s
manufacturing economy. The machine tool works was located in the Bush
Hill district (north of Vine Street, west of Broad), which they helped make
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into a global center of machine builders. The industrialists and machine
designers all knew one another and shared technical problems and knowl-
edge. They drew on a dense network of highly skilled and well-paid machin-
ists and draftsmen. William Sellers’s dominance in machine tools and gauges
enabled him to establish the international standard scale for screw threads
and to play a leading role in standardizing production practices across all
heavy industry. William and his cousin, Coleman, consistently promoted and
emphasized research on ways to improve production and products and col-
laborated with peers throughout the industry. The research they initiated at
Midvale Steel on high-quality steel and on worker productivity they turned
over to a young engineer named Frederick Winslow Taylor (brother-in-law
of a Sellers partner). William and Coleman also made Philadelphia essential
to the beginnings of the military-industrial complex. Midvale was the first
American firm to produce steel for the new naval fleet. By the 1880s Midvale
was the navy’s leading supplier of heavy ordinance. Dozens of other local firms
produced parts and components for the new great warships, and most of them
relied on the machine tools and equipment from William Sellers and Co.

By founding and nourishing the city’s key technical and cultural insti-
tutions, Sellers men and their fellow industrialists built in Philadelphia
what Vitiello calls an educational-industrial complex. In addition to the
Apprentice Library, the Social Science Association, and the American Society
of Mechanical Engineers, they were among the founders of the Franklin
Institute and sustained it as the nation’s leading disseminator of technical
knowledge during much of the century. They organized and financed the
1876 Centennial Fair that gave pride of place to the city’s industry. William,
Coleman, and their associate Joseph Wharton were leaders in creating the
engineering and business schools at the University of Pennsylvania, both of
which contributed to the continued vitality of the city’s industrial economy.

Sellers men were also committed to the city and its improvement, which
they did define in their own terms. Nathan Sellers served on the city coun-
cil from 1806 to 1812. William Sellers was an original member of the
Fairmount Park Commission. Family members were involved in other good
government initiatives throughout the late nineteenth century and fought
the machine politicians and the gas—traction—real estate interests that came
to dominate city government. In distancing themselves from the corrupt
Republican machine, in their constant quest for efficiency and rationality,
their nurturing of expertise, their embrace of social science as a tool to address
urban problems, their forays into urban development, and their support of
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a model slum clearance project Vitiello sees the nineteenth-century roots of
Progressivism.

Vitiello concludes by using the Sellers’ story to argue that the roots of
Philadelphia’s deindustrialization date from early in the twentieth century.
By the 1890s, the Sellers’ firms were failing to keep up with new industries
and to produce the machine tools necessary for the twentieth century. The
next generation of Sellerses sold their interests to national corporations domi-
nated by New York financiers. The Philadelphia works became just branch
plants whose owners lacked any particular commitment to the city or its
workforce. Eventually the local plants closed. The Franklin Institute became
a museum. The University of Pennsylvania lost its earlier links to local manu-
facturing. Local wealth was no longer committed to maintaining the mission
of either civic or industrial leadership.

By the time Edmund Bacon arrived on the scene in the late 1940s
Philadelphia’s industrial base was already eroding. No one foresaw the extent
to which the city’s industry would collapse, and no planning on Bacon’s part
could have saved it. But, as Gregory Heller shows, Bacon possessed three
important attributes that enabled him to dominate city planning in the mid-
century decades. First, he had a consistent vision for how the city should
look and function. Second, he had a strong personality and could tenaciously
advocate for his plans. Thirdly, Bacon understood that he needed to work
with other stakeholders to build a broad base of support for his plans if he
wished to accomplish anything. His achievements came from a combination
of a willingness to compromise, a detailed understanding of the policymak-
ing process, and sound political instincts.

As executive director of the City Planning Commission from 1949 to
1970, Bacon was involved, or involved himself, in almost every major
project during those years (as well as for some time after): the plan for the
Far Northeast, Independence Mall (a federal project), Penn Center, Penn’s
Landing, Society Hill, Eastwick, the Market East Gallery and commuter
rail tunnel, construction of I-95 through the city, and the ill-fated Chestnut
Street pedestrian mall. Long after he retired, Bacon spoke up forcefully
against skyscrapers taller than the statue of William Penn on City Hall (One
Liberty Place {19851 was the first). But Heller also reminds us that Bacon
was not the Robert Moses of Philadelphia. Moses had vastly more power
in New York than Bacon did in Philadelphia. Consequently, to accomplish
most of his ideas, he had to work with the Redevelopment Authority, Public
Housing Authority, and local business community.
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The two most prominent and influential projects of mid-century
Philadelphia were Penn Center and Society Hill, both largely Bacon’s vision,
and both drew considerable national attention. Penn Center replaced the
obsolete Pennsylvania Railroad station that stood opposite City Hall and
the train viaduct, known as the Chinese Wall, that extended westward to the
Schuylkill River. Bacon immediately foresaw the importance of a unified devel-
opment for the site and hoped for an office complex comparable to Rockefeller
Center. He convinced the railroad to redevelop it as a single project. The Penn
Center story is well known, but Heller, telling it from Bacon’s perspective,
emphasizes the compromises he had to make along the way. While heralded
as a triumph by the press, Penn Center could have been much more, but that
wasn’t for Bacon’s want of effort. In any case, Penn Center was the catalyst for
the construction of a host of modern office buildings around City Hall.

In Society Hill Bacon worked to create a centrally located district that
would attract middle- and upper-class families to stay in the city. Heller
argues that without Bacon it never would have happened. The project had
its flaws, and Bacon lacked much sympathy for the poor, mostly African
American, population it displaced. Although there is much to criticize about
gentrification, Society Hill was the catalyst for the upgrading and gentrifica-
tion, first in Bella Vista and Queen Village, and then all around the periphery
of Center City. In that sense Society Hill was a spectacular success in achiev-
ing the goals Bacon had set out for it.

The Gallery and Market East was another long-term Bacon idea. The
SEPTA commuter rail tunnel, critical to the whole project, finally completed
in 1985, is a testimony to Bacon’s prescience and vision. The Gallery has been
less successful, and at this writing, its anchor tenant, K-Mart, just closed. The
idea of building a suburban mall downtown has not been a notable success.

Like all influential and prominent public figures, Bacon was contradictory
and sometimes made mistakes. He long supported a crosstown expressway
that would have created an ugly barrier between Society Hill and neighbor-
hoods to the south. Here perhaps was an example of how events passed him
by. Heller argues that Bacon had turned against the automobile in the sixties
and worked behind the scenes to kill the project. That may be, but given his
penchant for speaking up and his reputation, he could have done more to
influence highway development. Despite a few missteps, Bacon’s enduring
legacy left the city far better than he found it.

Both of these books are important additions to the history of Philadelphia
and to urban history generally. Engincered Philadelphia deserves the attention
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of historians of technology and of regional economic development as well.
Gregory Heller’s treatment of Bacon is even-handed, offering perspective
and analysis on both Bacon’s achievement and flaws. In undertaking this
review I was skeptical that the two books had much in common, but in fact
they complement each other in surprising ways. It is not just that they were
all planners; the Sellers family industrialists and Ed Bacon all believed in
Philadelphia and believed it could take charge of its future.

ROGER D. SIMON
Lebigh University

Brian Joseph Gilley. A Longhouse Fragmented: Obio Iroquois Autonomy in the
Nineteenth Century (Albany: State University of New York Press 2014).
Pp. 167. Illustrations, notes, works cited. Cloth, $70.00.

Brian Joseph Gilley’s A Longhouse Fragmented is a study of the Iroquois move-
ments from their ancestral home, called the “Six Nations” in New York State,
to Ohio where they became the Seneca of Sandusky, through migration to
their eventual home in Oklahoma where they became the Seneca-Cayuga
of Oklahoma. An ancillary theme of this text is an effort to establish that
the Seneca-Cayuga were true Iroquois and not a fragmented assimilated
people. Gilley disagrees with the conclusions of most Iroquois scholars on
this topic, who say, “Those Western people are not Iroquois as we think of
the Six Nations. They have kinship, a longhouse, but they’re not actually
Iroquois.” Gilley’s thesis is that they are true Iroquois just like the people
of the Six Nations because of their contiguous customs and traditions. He
further believes that, tragically, these Western people are ignored by Iroquois
scholars.

The intended audience for this book is those scholars whose special interest
is Iroquois studies. The author forcefully challenges the claims of the scholars
who disagree with him and implies that current Iroquois studies are flawed.
He is so confidently adamant in his position that he suggests the possibility of
a conspiracy by Iroquois scholars to keep his position from being published.

Gilley may have been better served if he had started this book with a chap-
ter on what made the Six Nations special among Native Americans. He does
tell us that their form of democracy was a precursor of the American model,
and their innovations in agriculture were highly successful, and their ability
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to govern helped in creating the Iroquois empire that covered most of the
eastern United States. This may be a topic for another book, yet expansion
of this topic by Gilley would have made the picture of fragmentation clearer.

By chapter 2, the style of writing takes a narrative form as the author defines
and explains the longhouse tradition. The longhouse is his primary weapon in
defense of his thesis for continuity. He uses it in the book’s title, the longhouse
is pictured on the cover, and he repeatedly points to its importance to the
Iroquois as a democratic tool employed in each crisis as they were pushed west.
The longhouse is a connecting custom between Six Nation people through
the Seneca of Sandusky and finally the Seneca-Cayuga of Oklahoma.

The narrative style flows and is connected by time frame, location, and
historical context. The chapters capture the flow of the Iroquois migration
through American history and the historical time frame by referencing the
period of the French and Indian War, the British occupation, American inde-
pendence, the Civil War, and American “Manifest Destiny.” This approach
is quite good and answers the following questions: why was the migration
necessary, how and when the move took place, and who benefited and who
suffered because of the migration.

As Gilley presents his case for the continuity of political and socioreligious
practices and community values, he paints a very interesting picture of the
various common ceremonies, such as the Midwinter ceremony, also called the
Dog Dance, and even the game of lacrosse. The discussions of customs and
traditions are the strength of this book.

Gilley presents a balanced argument for his belief in continuity, yet, the
argument for multicultural fragmentation is more compelling. The original
migrants to Ohio were Six Nations people, yet the case cannot be sustained
when other factors are considered that change individuals and cultures from
their historical roots. Even the authors Gilley cites don’t embrace the con-
tinuity principle. For instance, in the text Lewis Henry Morgan is quoted
as saying, “Can the residue of the Iroquois be reclaimed?” Gilley’s answer
is yes, while the evidence says no. On page 5, Gilley quotes Chatterjee and
then Gilley concludes, “Thus the communities who Trans located to the
western frontier (Ohio Territory) in the late eighteenth century away from the
Iroquois proper represent the primordial non-nationalized and thus illegiti-
mate embodiment of Iroquois culture. These trans located people are more
difficult to ‘order’ within epistemological particularities and thus occupy a
secondary historical and intellectual space.” I believe when Gilley says this he
is making the case for fragmentation.



BOOK REVIEWS

History has provided many examples of the impact of forced migration
that are similar to what was experienced by the Iroquois. The trauma of
migration alone creates change; the generations who never actually experi-
enced the Six Nation culture are different people; assimilation through mar-
riages and interaction with other native cultures changes people. The changes
brought by the struggles that a new environment brings in living conditions,
and the close comingling with other native peoples and Europeans, all add up
to fragmentation. The unreliable leadership of the people in migration, and
a political system guided by self-interested chiefs, alcoholism, and lethargy,
as discussed in chapters 4 and s, are the sad result of the forced migration
and the erosion of community values. The scholarship on these points is large
and it all points to the resulting fragmentation, multiculturalism, and vary-
ing degrees of assimilation. So the weight of evidence refutes Gilley’s posi-
tion that because the same or similar customs and traditions in some form
are contiguous, it should be concluded that the Seneca of Sandusky and the
Seneca-Cayuga of Oklahoma should be included in Iroquois studies.

In the preface, Gilley says, “The book is short on purpose but intended
to begin a conversation.” When it is read in this context, the book becomes
an interesting addition to Iroquois study. Whatever the outcome of this
debate we are still left with the New York Iroquois and the Seneca-Cayuga of
Oklahoma. The migration west is a piece of American history and whether
or not it is a separate story of Indian western migration or an Iroquois story
with an asterisk will be unimportant to most readers.

Gilley’s presentation regarding the story of removal in chapters 2 and 3
and the migration west in chapter 4 is very well done. His storytelling is at
its best in the narrative describing the hardships, betrayal, and traumas expe-
rienced along this trail of tears.

This book is well documented with quotations, notes, and works cited.
This scholarly effort with its cited source material should be a welcome addi-
tion to the library of the student of Indian studies.

WILLIAM S. TRESS
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JANINE BLACK ARKLES is an assistant professor of management at Kean
University in Union, NJ. She researches entrepreneurs from the 1700s in
the Philadelphia, PA, area. Her interest in historical figures grew from her
experiences living in a 1700s house in the historical district of Philadelphia.
Her current focus is on black entrepreneurs of the 1700s—1800s as well as
some digressions with technology advancements, such as the astronomical
measurements made for the first time in the colonies by Charles Mason and
Jeremiah Dixon around 1763.

ELIZABETH HORNOR is an assistant professor of history at MidAmerica
Nazarene University. Her research interests include the intersections of war
and society in eighteenth-century North America.

ELLEN C. LEICHTMAN is associate professor of criminal justice at Eastern
Kentucky University. She received her PhD from Brown University and
is ABD at Temple University. She is particularly interested in the scan-
dals of the police and courts of Philadelphia in the 1920s and 1930s, and
in the interaction of machine politicians and reformers in the first half of
the twentieth century. Her publications include “Complex Harmony: The
Military and Professional Models of Policing,” and “Smedley D. Butler and
the Militarisation of the Philadelphia Police, 1924-1925.”
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Adams, Abigail, 255
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254-55, 257
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Admiralty House, Halifax, NS,
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American Republican, daguerreotype
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Italians, and Organized Crime
in the Northern Coalfield of
Northeastern Pennsylvania,
1897-1959, by Robert P.
Wolensky and William A. Hastie
Sr., reviewed by Rachel A. Batch,
54045

Anthrax, 176-77, 188

Apel, Thomas, 170

Appalachian Mountains, poverty in, 456

Aquankanunck, 39

Arcadia (packet boat), 281

Armagh, Ireland, 285

Armenians, victims of Turkish
massacres, 279

Arnold, Benedict, 265-68

Astor, John Jacob, 134

Auburn (or Silent) System of
confinement, 301, 320

Auchebaugh, John, 349

Augusta County, VA, 207-25

Aul, Robert, 220

Aurand, Harold, Jr., review of
Suburban Erasure: How the
Suburbs Ended the Civil Rights
Movement in New Jersey by
Walter David Greason, 537—40

Austro-Hungarian empire, 228,
23031

Avenging the Ancestors Coalition, 254

Avondale, PA, strike and mine fire
(1869), 171, 413

B:

“B. Franklin Royer: A Half Century in
Public Health,” by Jim Higgins,
169—206

Babcock, Edward V., 189—90

Bache, Benjamin Franklin, 248-52, 370

Baier, Leslie, 455

Bailey and Co., jeweler, 443

Ballenspittle, Ireland, 291—92

Baltimore, MD, s, 54, 63-64, 102,
133, 280-81, 283, 285, 343, 345,
348-52, 354-56, 358, 375-77, 416

Banks: England, 135; of the United
States, 55; immigrant, 227—47

Baracoa (brig), 285

Barbour, Hugh, 318

Barry, James Redmond, 291

Barry, John, 184, 186

Bartle, Harvey, 111, Mortals with
Tremendous Responsibilities:

A History of the United States
District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania, reviewed
by M. Ruth Kelly, 268-69

Bastille, the, 61, 79

Batch, Rachel A., review of
Anthracite Labor Wars: Tenancy,
Italians, and Organized Crime
in the Northern Coalfield of
Northeastern Pennsylvania,
1897-1959, by Robert P.
Wolensky and William A.
Hastie Sr., s40-45

Bates, Barbara, 171

Battles: Franklin, 137; Lake Erie
(1813), s19; Plattsburgh, 133; the
Thames, 133

Bauman, John, review of The Life
of Pennsylvania Governor
George M. Leader: Challenging
Complacency, by Kenneth
Wolensky with George M.
Leader, 127—29

Bauman, John F,, 170

Baumgarten, Linda, 265

Bears, in Pennsylvania, 109, 114

Beaubassin, Mr. de, 26, 33

Beaver County, 289—90

Beaver: hats, 356; pelts, 354

Beaver, PA, 278, 290

Beaver County, 289—90

Bedford County, 355, 479, 482
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Beiler, Rosalind, 399, 401

Belfast, Ireland, 285, 352

Bellin, Nicholas, map of 1755, 108

Belmont County, OH, 286

Belmont Plane, 95

Benezet, Anthony, 272

Benezet, David and Phillip, 354

“Benjamin Franklin Museum,
Franklin Court, Independence
National Historical Park,
Philadelphia,” by George W.
Boudreau, 120-26

Benjamin Franklin Parkway, 578

Bennett, James Gordon, 281

Benneville, George de, farm, so7

Bennington, Seddon, 408

Berks County, 393, so1—2, 504,
5067, 509—10

Berlin, PA (now East Berlin), 349

Berwick (Abbottstown), 349

Bethel Township, Lancaster County,
346, 357

Bethel, Samuel, 354

Bethlehem, PA, 187, 292, 389—90;
Chamber of Commerce, 458, 463;
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458; newspapers, 457, 463, 460,
471; photography in, 451-76;
police department, 469, 471

“Bethlehem Graveyard and Steel Mill.
Pennsylvania” (image), 454

Bethlehem South Side *76 General
Committee, 464—65

Bethlehem Steel Corporation, 187,
390, 45761, 464, 473

Betton, Commodore, 9

Bevan, Matthew, 61

Beverley Manor, VA, 214

Bickham, Troy, The Weight of
Vengeance: The United States,
the British Empire, and the War
of 1812, reviewed by R. William
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Biddle, Clement, dry goods
merchant, 353

Big C Rollerdrome, Chester,
PA, 520, 528

Biggs, Herman, 170

Binns, John, 282-83

Black Nationalism, 538

Black, James (landowner), 345

Black, James R. (photographer), 435

Black, Jeremy, 134
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Blackett, Richard, review of Free
Black Communities and the
Underground Railroad: The
Geography of Resistance, by
Cheryl Janifer LaRoche, 54548

Blacksmithing, 413-14, 423—25, 501,
503, 505

Blackson, Robert, 394

Blair County, 200, 288-89

Blitzstein Bank of Philadelphia,
22647

Blitzstein family, 232—33, 234

Blue Mountains, 346

Blue, Rupert, US Surgeon General,
170, 189

Bohannon, Keith S., review of The
Confederate Heartland: Military
and Civilian Morale in the
Western Confederacy, by Bradley
R. Clampitt, 136-38

Bolshevik Revolution, 230

“Bonifacius:An Essay Upon the
Good” (1710), 365

Bonniwell, Judge E. C., 190-91
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Boudreau, George W.: exhibit review
of “Benjamin Franklin Museum,
Franklin Court, Independence
National Historical Park,
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Philadelphia,” 120—26; “A
Tribute to William Pencak,” 81:1
(frontmatter)

Bourdieu, Pierre, 264

Boyd, Adam, of Chester County, 214

Boyd, John, 356

Boyd, Robert, Chambersburg
shopkeeper, 356

Boylan, Anne B., 303, 312, 324

Brandywine River, s19

Breaden, William, 350

Breen, T. H., 265

Brenner, Joel Glen, 274

Brick and Clay Record, s04

Britannia (ship), 281

Brith Sholom Building,
Philadelphia, 243

British Ladies’ Society, 301

Broadbent, Samuel, 436, 44041,
44345, 447

Broadbent and Hewes, Chestnut Street
studio, 443—44

Brown, Thomas (satirist), 368

Brumbaugh, Martin Grove, 184, 190

Bry, de, Theodor, 125

Buchanan, James, 141, 293

Buchanan, William, 350, 355—56

Bucks County, 291

Buckstone, John, 53

Buehler, Henry, of Harrisburg,
66,71, 82

Buffalo Valley, 290

Buffalo, NY, 287

Buhl Planetarium, Pittsburgh, 405

Burke, Edmund, 11-12, 26, 29, 36, 91,
100, 103

Burr, Theodore, 65

Burt, James A., map, 11o-11

Bush, Matthias, 354

Butler’s Rangers, 18-19

Butlersburg, 19

Byram’s Illustrated Business
Directory of Philadelphia, 514

C:

Cadwalader, John and Lambert,
Philadelphia merchants, 355

Calhoun, John C., 89

Callender, Robert (Indian trader), 355

Cambria County Medical
Society, 200

Cambridge Springs, PA, 107, 109

Camelback Bridge, Harrisburg,
64-66, 74

Camenetti, Anthony (Commissioner-
General of Immigration), 421

Cameron, John (Lancaster
merchant), 353

Cameron, Simon, 283

Camp Crane, Allentown, 186-87

Camp Curtin, Harrisburg, 549

Campbell, Alex, murder of, 542

Campbell, John, 349

Campbell, Malcom, 219

Campbellstown, PA, 349

Canada, 1—so

Canal aqueduct, 77, 96, 102

Canals, in Pennsylvania, s4, 64,
71-78, 94-98, 1013

Cappellini, Rinaldo, 542

Carbondale, PA, 413

Carey, F. Henry, 57, 82

Carey, Lea and Blanchard, 57

Carey, Mathew, 89

Caribbean, 267, 458, 553; and
Philadelphia, 171

Carlisle, PA, 42, 71, 344, 34749,
351-52, 35456, 434, 435

Carlisle American Volunteer, 71

Carmontelle, Louis, 36-39

Carnegie, Andrew, 404-6

Carnegie Institute, 404—5

Carnegie International Art
Exhibition, 404

Carnegie Magazine, 404

Carnegie Science Center, 405
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Carsan, Barclay and Mitchell
(merchants), 354

Case, Stephen H., coauthor of
Treacherous Beauty: Peggy
Shippen, the Woman Behind
Benedict Arnold’s Plot to Betray
America, reviewed by James
Kirby Martin, 26568

Casey, Edward S., 12—14, 29—30

Cassedy, James H., 140

Cathedral of Saints Peter and Paul,
Philadelphia, 519

Catholic University of America, 410

Catskill Mountains, 91

Cave of the Winds, Niagara Falls, 10,
13—14, 26-28, 36

Cayugas, 22

Cecil County, MD, 286

Central America, 458

Central Pennsylvania Festival for the
Arts, 389

Central Republican Club of
Scranton, 417

Centre County Irish Relief
Committee, 293

Chadds Ford, PA, 519

Chamberlin, Mason (painter), 372

Chambers, Benjamin, of
Chambersburg, 348

Chambersburg, PA, 348, 352, 356

Champlain, Samuel de, 4

Champs-Elysées of Paris, 518

Chapin, Charles V., 170

Chapman and Hall (publishers), 52

Chapman, Nathaniel, 285

“Charles Dickens in Pennsylvania
in March 1842: Imagining
America,” by Jane S.
Cowden, 51-87

Charleston, SC, 140, 264, 278

Check, Richie (Bethlehem Steel
worker), 461

Cherokee Indians, 278, 285

INDEX

Cherry Street Meeting House,
Philadelphia, 286

Chester, PA, 279, 290-91, 519, 528

Chester County, 214, 29192, 436—37

Chester, PA, 279, 290-91, 519, 528

Chestnut Level, Lancaster County, 352

Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, 55,
443—45

Chicago, 188, 196, 284, 415

Chinese Museum (Philadelphia), 283

Chippeway Indians, 20-21, 2425, 39

Choctaw Indians, at Fort Smith,
Arkansas, 278

Christ Lutheran Church, Dryville, so7

Cincinnati, OH, 54, 79

Citizen’s Political Union of Pittsburgh
and Allegheny County, 190

Civil War, and Harrisburg, 548—s0

Clampitt, Bradley R., The Confederate
Heartland: Military and
Civilian Morale in the Western
Confederacy, reviewed by Keith
S. Bohannon, 136-38

Clan Na Gael society, 413

Clark, Daniel (merchant), 355

Clark, John, 352

Clark, John Alonzo, 88-105

Clark’s Ferry Bridge, 72—73, 97

Clay, Henry, 89, 282

Clay, Reverend John, 308

Clearfield Democratic Banner, 288

Clinton, President Bill, 387

Coatesville, PA, 512

Cockburn, George, 133

Cole, Thomas (artist), 11, 29—30, 90—91

College of Philadelphia, 355

Collegeville, PA, sor

Collins and Autenrieth, Chestnut Street
panorama, Philadelphia, 445

Collins, Rebecca, 315, 324

Collins of Philadelphia, photography
supplier, 487

Colorado Coal Strike (1913—-14), 423
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Columbia, PA, 94

Commissioner of Conciliation, US
Labor Dept., 416, 421

Commissioner-General of
Immigration (US Treasury), 417

Communists, 543

The Company Town: The Industrial
Edens and Satanic Mills that
Shaped the American Economy,
by Hardy Green, reviewed by
Stephanie Vincent, 272—74

Concord, MA, 89

Cone, A. P, 293

Conemaugh River, 72, 77, 94

Conewago Creek, 346, 350

Conewago Falls, 64

The Confederate Heartland: Military
and Civilian Morale in the
Western Confederacy, by Bradley

R. Clampitt, reviewed by Keith S.

Bohannon, 136-38

Confederates, 65, 136—38, 141, 228;
veterans, 423

Conisbee, Philip, 30

Conneauttee Creek, 107, 109

Conococheague Creek and Valley,
34548, 351-52

Conrad, Joseph, Heart of Darkness,
468

Conservation Center for Art
and Historic Artifacts in
Philadelphia, sto

Constellation, USS, 279

Contosta, David R., editor, This Far
by Faith: Tradition and Change
in the Episcopal Diocese of
Pennsylvania, reviewed by Philip
Jenkins, 129-31

Cook, Charles, 440

Cooper, Francis, 489

Cooper, James, Speaker of the PA
House, 293

Cooper, William J., We Have the
War upon Us: The Onset of the
Civil War, November 1860-April
1861, reviewed by Michael
P. Gabriel, 139—41

Cope, Henry, 280, 287

Cope, Thomas Pim, 278

Copley, John Singleton, 371

Copyright law, 52—58, 69, 80, 82, 504

Corn, Jacqueline Karnell, 170

Cornelius, Robert, 433

Corporation for the Relief of Poor
and Distressed Presbyterian
Ministers, 357

Coulter, John, 348

Cove Gap, 346

Cowden, Jane S., “Charles Dickens
in Pennsylvania in March 1842:
Imagining America,” 51-87

Cox, John, Jr., 350—51

Cox, Susanna, 510

Coxe, Judge Charles, 320

Craig’s Daguerreian Registry, 433

Cranmer, Bob, “George Washington’s
Venango to Fort Le Boeuf
Route, December 1753—
Reexamined,” 106-19

Crawford County, 290, 520

Creigh, John (Carlisle
schoolmaster), 356

Crevecoeur, Ally (Guillaume-
Aléxandre) de, 4-6, 10-11,
15—18, 28

Crevecoeur, J. Hector St. John de, 1—50

Crevecoeur, Robert de, 4, 6, 11

Crist, Robert, 394

Croghan, George, 38

Crosby, Alfred W., Jr., 184

Crouch, David (geographer), 465

Crystal Cave, Kutztown, PA, 504

Cuff, Timothy, review of Harrisburg
and the Civil War: Defending the
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Keystone of the Union, by Cooper
H. Wingert, 548—s0

Cuffe, Paul (Massachusetts sea
captain), 547

“Cuique Suum,” 434

Cullen, L. M., 352

Cumberland County, 345, 34748,
35356

Cumberland Valley, 347, 355; Normal
School, 174

Currie, Mrs. William, 435

Curti, Merle, 279

Custis, Elizabeth, 258

Custom House, Philadelphia, 55

D:

D’ Antonio, Michael, 273

Daguerre, Louis Jacques Mandé, 432

Daguerreotype Director, Reese & Co.’s
German System of Photography
and Picture Making, 434

Daguerreotypes, Philadelphia, 432—s0,
512—-16

Dalhousie University, NS, 173,
193, 195

Dallas, George Mifflin (vice
president), 283

Darrah, William Culp, 434, 479

Dartmouth, NS, 191-93, 195

Davies, Benjamin, 353

Davies, Prof. Wallace, 381

Davis, James J. (Labor Secretary), 421

Declaration of Independence, 122,
251, 520

Deeds, Native American, 69

Deer skins, trade in, 354

Defoe, Daniel, Essay Upon
Projects, 365

Delancy, Captain, 26, 33

Delany, Martin, 547

Delaware County, 290, 441, 520

Delaware Gazette, 446

Delaware Indians, 69, 395398

Depression of 1873, 413

Der Morgen Zshurnal (Yiddish
newspaper), 233

Derry Township, Lancaster County,
349-50

Desportes, Claude Francois, 31

Detroit, MI, 132, 457, 472

Dever, Hannah, 413

Devil of a Wife (play), 368

DeWitt, Bishop Robert, 131

Dickens, Charles, 51-87, 88—105, 322

Dickenson, John, 220

Dickinson, John, Letters of a
Pennsylvania Farmer, 264, 356

Dickson, James (D&H mechanic), 413

Dickson, Samuel, Jr., 349

Dido Motif, 395—97

Diphtheria, 174, 178, 182

Division of Tuberculosis Control, 200

Dix, Dorothea, 325

Dixon College, IL, 174

Dixon, Samuel G., 179, 182

Donegal. See Elizabethtown

Donegal Township, 352, 354, 357

Dorothy Day Catholic Worker House,
Washington, DC, 427

Douglass, Frederick, 284

Doutrich, Paul E., review of
Stuyvesant Bound: An Essay
on Loss across Time, by Donna
Merwick, 550-53

Dow, Charles Mason, 4

Dowdall, James, of Paxton Township,
353

Downing, Brandon C., review of
On Records: Delaware Indians,
Colonists, and the Media of
History and Memory, by Andrew
Newman, 395-97

Doylestown, PA, 349
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Draft registration, 1917, 423, 426

Drumore Township, 352

Dry goods, sale of, in backcountry,
348,351, 353

Dryville, 507

Dufty, John, 170

Duncan, Seth, 352

Duncan’s Island, 96

Dunkers, 400

Dutch, in Albany, 278; in Colonial
America, 39—40, 61, 228, 278,
3906, 399, 550-53

Dutch West Indies Company, 551

Dwight, Reverend Louis, 4023

Dysart, James, of Paxton
Township, 353

E:

Eastern Division Canal, 94-96

Eastern State Penitentiary, 5662, 67,
300-341. See also Prisons

Eastman Business College, sor

Eastman, George, 499

Easton, PA, 286, 459

Economic Security (Social Security)
Actof 1935, 199

Eddy, Thomas, 402

Edinburgh Review, 307

Eggert, Dr. Gerald, 393

Egle, William Henry, 70

Eidophusikon, 37

Elizabethtown, PA, 344

Elk (steamboat), 97

Elk Tron Works, 437

Elkton, MD, 437, 439

Ellis Island, corruption at, 417

Ellsworth, Francis, See Ellsworth
Plantation

Ellsworth Plantation, 13-14, 18-19

Emakimono, 37, 39

Emerson, Ralph Waldo, 91

Emigrant Savings Bank (Irish), 228

Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), 459

Episcopal Diocese of Pennsylvania,
120—31

Erben, Patrick, 399, 401

Erie Canal, 94—95, 101

Erie Coal companies, 541—42

Erie National Wildlife Refuge, 113

Erie Observer, 287

Erikson, Eric, 249

Erwin, George (York storekeeper), 353

Erysipelas, 315

Estherton, Paxton Township, 350

Evan’s safety valves, 79

Evans, Walker, 451—96; American
Photographs, 454, 466

F:

Fairbank, Reverend Calvin, 547

Fairfield Academy, 92

Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, 518,
520

Falk, Cynthia, 399

Farming, Always Farming: A
Photographic Essay of Rural
Pennsylvania German Land and
Life, 502

Fashion, eighteenth-century, 26365

Fegley, H. Winslow, soo—s15

Feke, Robert (painter), 230

Female Moral Reform Movement, in
the Northeast, 303

Fickenscher, Emma, 428

Fisher house, s10

Fisher, George, 350

“Fit for Freedom, Not for
Friendship,” 316

Flaxseed, 351—56; trade with
Ireland, 351

Fliegelman, Professor Jay, 251

Forbes, Gen. John, 344; expedition,

344—46
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Ford Foundation, 382

Forster, John (Dickens biographer),
53, 5556, 61-62, 69-71, 7475,
78-79

Forts: Bedford, 345; Duquesne, 344;
Le Boeuf, 106-19; Machault,
106; McHenry, 133; Niagara, s,
7-9, 11, 15, 18; Ontario, 408;
Pickens, 141; Schlosser, 6, 8;
Sumter, 14041, 550-58

Fortune magazine, 473

Foulke, Caleb and Amos of
Philadelphia, 354, 356

Fountain of the Three Rivers
(Swann Memorial Fountain),
Philadelphia, 518

Fragonard, John Honore, 31

Frankelberger, John, 349

Franklin, Benjamin, 2026,
248-50, 364—74; Information
to Those Who Would Remove to
America, 372

Franklin, James, 364

Franklin, NJ, 539

Franklin, PA, 107

Franklin and Marshall College,
376-77, 379, 383, 389

Franklin County, 173; Child Health
Committee, 199; Historical
Society, 201

Franklin Court (Museum), 12026

Franklin Institute, 432—33

Franks, David, 354

Frantz, John B.: coauthor of
“Pennsylvania Historical
Association Oral History
Project,” 375—94; review of
A Peculiar Mixture: German
Language Cultures and
Identities in Eighteenth-Century
North America, edited by Jan
Stieverman and Oliver Scheiding,

398-402

Frazer, Alexander, 348

Frazer, John Fries, 432

Frederick, MD, 349

Frederick County, MD, 209,
214-18, 355

Fredericksburg, Bethel Township, 346

Frederickstown. See Hummelstown

Free Black Communities and the
Underground Railroad: The
Geography of Resistance, by
Cheryl Janifer LaRoche, reviewed
by Richard Blackett, 545-48

Free Produce Movement, 547

Freedman, Estelle, 314

French and Indian War, 3, 106-19
34243, 399—401

French Creek, 106-19

The Friend (Quaker journal), 280,
301, 307, 310, 325

The Friends Intelligencer
(newspaper), 286

Friends, Society of, in Dublin,
279-80, 282-83, 285, 287

Fry, Elizabeth, 277—99

Fugitive Slave Law (1793), 260, 547

Fulbright Scholarship, 388, 456

Fullton, James, merchant, 352—54, 356

Fur trade, 356

Furnace, Mary Ann, 348

The Furnace of Affliction: Prisons and
Religion in Antebellum America,
by Jennifer Graber, reviewed by
Jen Manion, 402—4

Future Teachers of America, 376

G:

Gabriel, Michael P., 387; review of
We Have the War Upon Us: The
Onset of the Civil War, November
1860-April 1861, by William J.
Cooper, 139—41

Galbraith, William, 349
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Gallagher, Gary, 385

Gallatin, Albert, 88—90, 133—34

Galle, Robert (Bethlehem Police
Commissioner), 471

Gallia County, OH, 545

Gangewere, Robert J., Palace of
Culture: Andrew Carnegie’s
Museums and Library in
Pittsburgh, reviewed by Brian J.
Mast, 404—-6

Gaol Act of 1823 (British), 319

Gardner, Nathaniel, of The Courant,
365, 369

Garnet, Henry Highland, 547

Garrett family: Anna, 44s5; Ellwood,
440; Margaret, 441; Mary
Sharpless, 437; Phillip, 441;
Rachel Mendinhall, 437; Sarah
Garrett Hewes, 432—59; Thomas,
437, 439, 446

Garrick, David (actor), 36

Gartner, Lloyd, 238

Gayle, Carol, coauthor of “An
Immigrant Bank in Philadelphia
Serving Russian Jews: The
Blitzstein Bank (1891-1930),”
22647

Gedney, William, 451—76; Details of
American Life series, 468

Geffen, Betty, 392

Geoffrey Crayon, sketchbook of, go

“George Washington’s Venango to
Fort Le Boeuf Route, December
1753—Reexamined,” by Bob
Cranmer, 106—26

Georgia State University, Atlanta, 388

German: architecture in New York,
399; Catholics in Pittsburgh, 289;
churches, 284; immigrants in
America, 398—400; settlers, 357;
speakers in the middle colonies
after 1709, 398—400

Germans: in Lancaster County, 278;
on the frontier, 347, 357, 399, 401

Germantown, 548

Germon, Washington Lafayette,
512—16

Gery, Daisy, 500

Gettys, Samuel, 349, 352

Gettysburg, 66, 349, 549

Gettysburg College, 379

Ghana, 128

Ghent, Treaty of, 134

Gibbons, Cardinal James of
Baltimore, 416

Gibbons, Abigail Hopper, 305, 323

Gibbons, Charles (PA senator),
291, 293

Gibbons, Nicholas, 210, 212

Gibson, Judge John, 282

Gilpin, William, go-91, 96, 100, 103

Ginsberg, Robert, “Pennsylvania,
History, Photography
(1959-2005),” 51736

Ginzberg, Lori, 303, 312

Giraldon Map, 15

Girard College, 57

Gist, Christopher, 106—7

Glatfelter, Dr. Charles, 392—94

Glazier Building, Wilmington,
DE, 440

Glen, John (Carlisle merchant), 355

Gloucester County, NJ, 210

Godey’s Lady’s Book, 101

Godshall, Mary, 483

Goldberger, Joseph, 170

Goldworthy, Captain, 26, 28, 32—34,
3941

Gompers, Samuel, 415, 417, 430

Good, Cassandra, review of The
Politics of Fashion in Eighteenth-
Century America, by Kate
Haulman, 26365

Goodbody, Rob, 278, 294

Goodwin, William (Baltimore
shopkeeper), 356

Goshenhoppen, 380

Gough, William, of Philadelphia, 355

23806
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Gould, Jay, 415

Graber, Jennifer, The Furnace of
Affliction: Prisons and Religion in
Antebellum America, reviewed by
Jen Manion, 402—4

Gradual Abolition Act of 1780, 257

Gratz, Bernard, 354

Greason, Walter David, Suburban
Erasure: How the Suburbs
Ended the Civil Rights
Movement in New Jersey,
reviewed by Harold Aurand Jr.,
53740

Great Conewago Presbyterian
Church, 349

Great Depression (1837 panic),
134-38

Great Depression (19308), 199, 227,
229, 234, 239, 243, 455

Great Migration, of African
Americans, 537

Great Treaty of Peace, 395

Great Wagon Road, 207

Great Western (ship), 281

Greek independence, 279

Greenback Party, 417

Greencastle, PA, 201, 34748

Green, Hardy, The Company Town:
The Industrial Edens and Satanic
Mills that Shaped the American
Economy, reviewed by Stephanie
Vincent, 272-74

Greene, Victor, 543

Greenlee, James, 219

Greer, Andrew, 355

Grubb, Peter, 354

Gruen Associates, 462—63

Guenther, Karen, coauthor of
“Pennsylvania Historical
Association Oral History Project,”
375-94

Guggenheim Fellowship, 456

Gurney, Joseph John, 325

H:

“The H. Winslow Fegley Collection
at the Schwenkfelder Library and
Heritage Center,” by Candace
Kintzer Perry, soo—s11

Hadfield, Joseph, s—12, 14, 18

Haines, Hannah, in Maytown, 353

Halifax, NS, 173, 191-96, 202

Hammill, Dr. Samuel McClintock, 199

Hampton Roads Peace Conference, 137

Hanover, PA, 349

Hanover Township, Lebanon
County, 346

Hapsburg monarchy, 228

Hare, Dr. Hobart, 174

Harned and White,
daguerreotypists, 441

Harris, John, Sr., 67

Harrisburg Keystone, 67

Harrisburg, PA, 53—54, 63-69, 71-74,
82,95, 102, 130, 185-86, 189,
199, 29293, 32021, 352, 518;
Army Medical Board, 186; and
the Civil War, 548—s0

Harrisburg and the Civil War:
Defending the Keystone of the
Union, by Cooper H. Wingert,
reviewed by Timothy Cuff, s48—s0

Harrison, Robert Pogue, 13

Harrison, William Henry, 133

Harris’s Ferry. See Harrisburg

Hartford Convention of 1814, 133

Harvard College, 365-66

Harvey, Jacob (New York Quaker),
278-80, 285

Hastie, William A., Sr., coauthor of
Anthracite Labor Wars: Tenancy,
Italians, and Organized Crime
in the Northern Coalfield of
Northeastern Pennsylvania,
1897-1959, reviewed by
Rachel A. Batch, 54045
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Haulman, Kate, The Politics of
Fashion in Eighteenth-Century
America, reviewed by Cassandra
Good, 263-65

Haviland, John, 59, 67-68, 78

Hawthorne, Nathaniel, 8990, 101—3

Hayden, Lewis, and wife, 547

Hayes, Rutherford, 279

Haymarket Riot, Chicago, 415

Health, public, 169—206

Heidelberg Town, 347

Heidelberg Township, 346

Henicke, John Nicholas, 349, 354

Henisch, Heinz and Bridget, 478

Hennepin, Father Louis, 4

Henry, Eliza J., 433

Henry, G. W., 433

Hercules (Washington slave), 257

Hereford Township, 507

Herman, Gustav, 19, 42

Hershey Company, 273-74

Hershey, PA, 273

Hershey, Milton, 273

Hersheypark, 273—74

Hess, Joseph (photographer), 483, 486

Hewes family: Edward C., 437, 439;
Ellwood, 439—40; Henry, 440;
Sarah Garrett, 432—s0

Heyman, Moses, 354

Hickey, Donald, 134

Hicks, Elias, 305

Hicksites, 304—s5

Hicksite Quaker women, 300-333

Higgenbotham, A. Leon, Jr., 269

Higgins, Jim, “B. Franklin Royer: A
Half Century in Public Health,”
169—206

Hill School, Pottstown, 376, 380

Hillside Coal and Iron Company, 541

Hinks, Peter, “A Shambles for the
President’s House,” 25362

Hirst, Henry Beck, 56

Historic Moravian District,
Bethlehem, 473

“Historic Stove Plates” (article), so4

History of Photography (journal), 478

Hobart, Garrett (vice presidential
candidate), 417

Hobart College, 192

Hoffer, Eric, 456

Hog Island Navy Yard, 483

Hog’s Island, 183

Hollidaysburg, PA, 76, 94—95, 288-89

Holtorf, Cornelius, 455

Holy Infancy Church, Bethlehem, 466

Homestead, PA, 274

Hood, General John Bell, 137

Hoops, Adam (Philadelphia
merchant), 356

Hopewell Furnace, 354

Hoppajewot, 22—23

Horseshoe Falls, 18

Hospital of the University of
Pennsylvania, 182

Hotels: Eagle, Harrisburg, 66;
Henry Etter’s, 64; Exchange,
Pittsburgh, 77, 79; Hotel de Crillon,
Paris, 518; United States Hotel,
Philadelphia, 55, 57, 81; Whitehall,
York, PA, 64; York Haven, 64

Houlbrook, William, 367

Housatonic River, 93, 103

House Beautiful, 504

House of Refuge, 326—27

Howard Institution, 311, 323-24, 326,
328-29

Howell, Deborah, 326

Hudson River School, go—91

Hughes, Barnabas, 350—51

Hui, Allison (sociologist), 465

Hull, General William, 132

Hummel, Frederick, 349

Hummelstown, 349

Hungarian: Catholic Club, 464;
Lutheran Church, 467

Hunter, Captain David, 352

Hunter, James, 352

Hunter, Peter, 11, 19

2388
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Hunter, Robert, Jr., 5

Hunterstown, 349

Hutton, Charlotte and Samuel
(daguerreotypists), 435

Hyduke, Tina, 394

I:

Iannicelli, Bill, 377

Imes, David Family of Juniata Co., 482

“An Immigrant Bank in Philadelphia
Serving Russian Jews: The
Blitzstein Bank (1891-1930),”
by William Velvel Moskoff and
Carol Gayle, 226—47

Immigrants: Asian, 421; German,
398—400; Irish, 226, 228, 283;
Puerto Rican, 458

Immigration Bureau, US Division of
Information, 418

Imo in the Narrows (Swedish
freighter), 192

Independence National Historical
Park, 120-26, 253-62

India, 358, 456-57, 459, 468, 545

Indians. See Native Americans

Industrial Workers of the World, s41

Influenza epidemic of 1918-19,
169—206

Information to Those Who Would
Remove to America (Franklin), 372

International Union of Machinists and
Blacksmiths, 413

Irish: Central Relief Committee, 280;
Emigrant Society, 228; famine
relief, 227—99; immigration 220,
228, 283; Land League, 413;
Nationalism, 482; in Pittsburgh,
278, 291; Quakers, 279-86

Iroquois, 19, 69, 108, 399

Irvin, James (Whig candidate), 293

Irving, Washington, 53, 56, 90, 550

Isaac Hopper Home for discharged
women prisoners, 323

Isenberg, Alison, 464
Islam (brig), 289
Italians, and organized crime, s40—4s5

J:

“J. Hector St. John de Crévecoeur’s
Niagara: Redefining a Sublime
Landmark,” by James P. Myers
Jr., 1-s0

Jack, Samuel (Chambersburg
shopkeeper), 356

Jacob, Mark, coauthor of Treacherous
Beauty: Peggy Shippen, the
Woman Behind Benedict Arnold’s
Plot to Betray America, reviewed
by James Kirby Martin, 265-68

Jamaica, 547

“James McClees: ‘Best Adapted
to the Business,”” by Sarah J.
Weatherwax, 51216

Jamestown (sloop of war), 284, 292

Jefferson, Thomas, 3, 19, 251, 482

Jefferson Medical College, 174

Jenkins, Philip, review of This Far
by Faith: Tradition and Change
in the Episcopal Diocese of
Pennsylvania, edited by David R.
Contosta, 12931

Jevon, Thomas, 368

Jews: and Irish famine relief 278—97;
in New York City, 294, 539;
Russian, 226—47

John Walsh (barque), 285

John Woolman’s Path to the
Peaceable Kingdom: A Quaker in
the British Empire, by Geoffrey
Plank, reviewed by Hilary
Ledwell, 270-72

Johns Hopkins School of Medicine
and Hospital, 170

Johnson, Walter R.

(daguerreotypist), 433

Johnston, Caleb, 353

39
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Johnston, General Joseph E., 137

Johnstown, PA, 76, 94-95, 99; Flood
(1889), 489

Jonas, Moses, 354

Jones, Gabriel, 219

Jones, Mary “Mother” Harris, 421, 424

Jones, Owen, 354

Jones, Reese, president of South Side’
76, 464

Jones, William (Jonestown), 346

Jonestown, PA, 346, 357

“Joseph Replogle: An Unknown
Photographer of Modest Talents,”
by Jay W. Ruby, 477-99

Journal of Prison Discipline and
Philanthropy, 305

Judge, Oney, 255, 258-59

Julius Caesar (Shakespeare play), 367

Julye, Vanessa, 316

Juniata College, 479

Juniata County, 479, 481-82, 486, 489

Juniata Democrat and Register,
487, 489

Juniata Division Canal, 94, 97, 99

Juniata Herald, 498

Juniata River, 72, 94-95, 345, 350

Juniata Star, 479

Junto, the (formerly Leather Apron
Club), 370

K:

Kahan, Paul, 316

Kalm, Pehr, 4

Kant, Immanuel, 11

Kaufman house, s10

Keating, Joseph M., 171

Keim house, 510

Kelly, M. Ruth, review of Mortals

with Tremendous Responsibilities:

A History of the United States
District Court for the Eastern

District of Pennsylvania, by
Harvey Bartle III, 268-69

Kelpius, Johannes, 399

Kennedy, John P, 56

Kensington, Philadelphia, 284

Kentucky, 285, 456, 459, 468, 545, 547

Keppele, Henry, 354

Kerchmar, Katherine (Bethlehem
crime victim), 469, 471

Keynes, John Maynard, 135

Killian, Michael (Middletown
shopkeeper), 354

King’s College, 544

Kinsale, Ireland, 291

Kiskiminitas River, 72

Klein, Dr. Philip, 389—91

Klein, Prof. Fred, 379

Kleinberg, S. J., 170

Klepp, Susan, 392

Kline, Jacob, 293

Kline, Peter, 349

Knights of Labor, 413-16, 421

Knox Coal Company, 540

Knox Mine Disaster, 1959, 540

Knox, James, of Paxton Township, 353

Knoxville, TN, 457

Korean War, 376, 379

Krasniansky, Abram, 240—41

Krusen, Dr. Wilmer, 174, 184

Kuhl, Marcus, 354

Kulikoff, Allan, “Silence Dogood and
the Leather-Apron Men,” 364—74

L:

La Jolla, California, 388

LaRoche, Cheryl Janifer, s45—49

La Scala, Milan, s19

“Labouring and Handicrafts Men,” 370

Labor movement, late nineteenth
century, 412

Labor Party, 416

Lafayette College, 379

2 70
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Lakes: Erie, 7, 133, 519; Ontario, s,
759535

Lancashire textile workers in 1863, 279

Lancaster, PA, 38, 66, 188, 190, 207,
289, 291, 293-94, 34748, 350-54

Lancaster County, 278, 291, 293—
94, 342, 344, 346, 35253,
357; courts, 354; Irish Relief
Committee, 293

“Land of the Free” by Archibald
MacLeish, 454

Landers, Vernon, 113

Lane, Fitz Hugh, 29

Lange, Dorothea, 455

Lanza, A.J., 190

Larimore, Joseph (storekeeper_, 352

LaRoche, Cheryl Janifer, Free Black
Communities and the Underground
Railroad: The Geography of
Resistance, reviewed by Richard
Blackett, 54548

Larson, Rebecca, 304

Latimer, John, 134

Latrobe, Benjamin, 78

Lawler, Edward, 254

Lawrence, David, 129

Le Mercier surveys, 108

Leacock, Joseph, of Philadelphia, 350

Leader, George M., coauthor of The
Life of Pennsylvania Governor
George M. Leader: Challenging
Complacency, reviewed by John
Bauman, 12729

“Leather-apron men,” 364—74

Leavitt, Judith Walzer, 170

Lebanon, PA, 349, 354

Lebanon Valley College, 392

Ledwell, Hilary, review of John
Woolman’s Path to the Peaceable
Kingdom: A Quaker in the British
Empire, by Geoffrey Plank,
270-72

Legislators, Pennsylvania, 71, 321

Lehigh River, 457

Lehigh University, 458

Lehigh Valley, 458

Lemon House, 76—77

Lemon v. Kurtzman, 248

Lemon, James T., 343

Leslie’s Weekly, New York, sor

Levy, Benjamin, 354

Lewis, George, 220

Lewis, John L., 542

Lewis, Joseph J., 440—41

Lewis, Mike, 377

Lewistown, PA, 287, 292

Lexington, VA, 208

Liberia, 547

Liberty Bell Center, 253, 261

Liberty, IN, 286

Library Company of Philadelphia,
122,513

Lick Creek, IN, s45

Lieber, Francis, 313

The Life of Pennsylvania
Governor George M. Leader:
Challenging Complacency,
by KennethWolensky with
George M. Leader, reviewed by
John Bauman, 127-29

Lincoln, Abraham, 139, 423

Lincoln, Mordecai, homestead, sos

Lindman, Janet, 392

Lipshutz Bank, 230-31

Lisburn, Allen Township, 348

Lititz, PA, 294

Little Cooley, PA, 112-13, 115, 117

Littlestown, PA, 348—49

Logan, James, 397

“The Logical Place to Take a Picture:
William Gedney in Bethlehem,”
by Edward Slavishak, 45176

Lombard Street, Philadelphia, 228, 234

London, 19, 37, 93, 124-25, 301,
304, 300, 311, 313, 315, 32021,
368-70, 372
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London Yearly Meeting, 304, 312

Londonderry, Ireland, 285, 352—53

Longhamer, Charles (ESP inmate), 61

Longstreth, Mary Ann, 315, 322

Louis XVI of France, 371

Louisville, KY, 54, 547

Loutherbourg, Philliippe-Jacques de
(painter), 36—37

L’Ouverture, Toussaint, 257

Lowell, MA, 272

Ludlow Massacre, 423

Luminists, 11

Luzerne County, 289, s40

Lydia Ann (barque), 285

Lynds, Elam, 403

M:

M’Lure (McClure), David, 348

M’ Lure (McClure), John and
Alexander, 348

Macedonian (frigate), 284, 292

Mack Truck Co., 459

Mack, Phyllis, 303

Mackintosh, Will, “Mechanical
Aesthetics: Picturesque Tourism
and the Transportation Revolution
in Pennsylvania,” 88—105

MacLeish, Archibald, 454

Macleod, Cynthia, 120

MacMaster, Richard K., “Philadelphia
Merchants, Backcountry
Shopkeepers, and Town-Making
Fever,” 342-63

Macready, W. C., 67

Madeira wine, 352

Madison, James, 132

Magdalen Institution, 328

Mahan, Elizabeth (daguerreotypist),
434-35

Maiden Creek Township, 504

Mainz, Germany, 399

“Market, The,” 200

Malaria, 183

Manette, Alexandre (Dickens
character), 61, 79

Manion, Jen, review of The Furnace
of Affliction: Prisons and Religion
in Antebellum America, by
Jennifer Graber, 402—4

Marietta, Jack D., 315

Markoe, Margaret, 249

Marryat, Frederick, 52

Marsh Creek settlement, York County,
346, 349, 352

Marshall, O. H., 4

Marshall, William (daguerreotypist), 443

Martic Township, 352

Martick Forge, 354

Martin, David, 372

Martin, James Kirby, review of
Treacherous Beauty: Peggy
Shippen, the Woman Behind
Benedict Arnold’s Plot to Betray
America, by Mark Jacob and
Stephen H. Case, 26568

Martin Chuzzlewit (Charles Dickens),
53, 63,71, 75, 81-82

Martineau, Harriet, 52

Marx, Leo, 103

Massachusetts Board of Health, 171

Massachusetts-Halifax Health
Commission, 192

Mast, Brian J., review of Palace of
Culture: Andrew Carnegie’s
Museums and Library in
Pittsburgh, by Robert J.
Gangewere, 404—6

Master Humphrey’s Clock, 81

Mather, Cotton, 365-66, 369

Mattawana, PA, 479

Maxwell, James (merchant), 352

Mayland, Sarah, 319

Maytown, PA, 342, 353

McAllister, Richard, 347

McAllister’s Town, See Hanover
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McClees and Germon, photographers,
5I12—13

McClees, James, 512—516

McCleskey, Turk, coauthor of
“Pennsylvania Credit in the
Virginia Backcountry, 1746—
1755, 207-25

McClure, Alexander (Baltimore
merchant), 356

McClure, Nathaniel, 207—9

McCollin, James G., 441

McCord, William (Lancaster
merchant), 353—s54

McCoy, Anthony, 286

McCoysville, PA, 489

McCrea, Robert, 346, 352

McCusker, John J., 220

McDaniel, Donna, 316

McDaniel, Marie Basile, 400

Mcdonough, Commander Thomas, 133

McElwee, Thomas B. (legislator), 321

McGinn, Ann (daguerreotypist), 436

McGinness, George, 377

McGinnis, Edward, 220

McGoffin, Joseph (Baltimore
merchant), 348

McKinley, William, 417

McKinsey, Elizabeth, 12, 14, 29—30

McNauser, John, 483

McSherry, Patrick, 349

McSherrystown, PA, 348—49

McVeytown Journal, 481

Meadville, PA, 108, 113, 290

Mease and Miller (Philadelphia
merchants), 353

Meath, County, Ireland, 413

“Mechanical Aesthetics: Picturesque
Tourism and the Transportation
Revolution in Pennsylvania,” by
Will Mackintosh, 88105

Medical Reserve Corps, US Army, 186

Medical Society of the State of
Pennsylvania, 199

Melville, Herman, 8¢9

Mennonites, 399—401

Mercer, PA, 288

Mercersburg, PA, 346

Mercersburg Academy, 174

Merchants: British, 133, 354;
Middletown, 350; Philadelphia,
342-63

Mertz’s Church, 507

Merwick, Donna, Stuyvesant Bound:
An Essay on Loss across Time,
reviewed by Paul E. Doutrich,
550-53

Messagauga, 14

Messenger (steamboat), 79

Mexican-American War, 281

Mexico, 458

Meyer, Isaac, 358

Middletown, PA, 94, 342, 350-54, 357

Mifflin County, 287, 292, 479

Mifflin County Irish Relief
Committee, 292

Mifflintown, PA, 483

Miller Grove, 11, 545-46

Miller, Abraham, 349

Miller, Professor Glenn, 376, 379

Miller, Robert, 356

Milwaukee, WI, 169—70

Mines, US Bureau of, 421

Ministers: Methodist, 133;
Presbyterian, 133, 357

Mississippi River, 93, 101

Mississippi, confederate morale in, 136

Missouri, 285, 545

Missouri Compromise 140

Missouri River, 545

Mitchell, Robert D., 209

Mohawk Creek, 107, 112, 114

Mohawk Indians, 22

Money, colonial, 208—55

Mont Alto Tuberculosis Hospital,
181, 200

Mont Blanc (French freighter), 192
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Montgomery County, 293, 390,
500—501

Montgomery, John (Carlisle
merchant), 355

Montreal, Canada, 56, 175

Montrose, PA, 294

Moore, Ephraim, 352

Moore, Julia (alias Julia Wilt), 315

Moravian meeting house at Oley,
504-7

Moravians, 284, 289, 357, 400,
473, 504

“More Than ‘An Elegant
Accomplishment’: Sarah Garrett
Hewes and Pennsylvania’s Early
Female Photographers,” by
Sarah J. Weatherwax, 432—s0

Morrison, Hans, 349

Morrison, John, at Marsh Creek, 352

Morrison’s Cove, Bedford County, 482

Morristown, NJ, 539

Mortals with Tremendous
Responsibilities: A History
of the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, by Harvey Bartle
I, reviewed by M. Ruth Kelly,
268-69

Mortimer, Andrew, 293

Moskoff, William Velvel, coauthor
of “An Immigrant Bank in
Philadelphia Serving Russian
Jews: The Blitzstein Bank
(1891-1930),” 226—47

Mott, Lucretia, 305

“Mr. G.” (Dutch Immigrant), 39—42

Muddy Creek, 107—9, 112-18,

Muhlenberg, Gotthilf Ernst, 400

Muhlenberg, Henry Melchior, 344

Muhlenberg College, 379

Mulberry Street Meeting House, 280

Murphy, Mayor Tom, 107

Murray, Dr. Robert, 381, 383

Murray, Philip (labor leader), 431
Museum of Modern Art, New York
City, 47778
Museum of Philadelphia History, 122
Myers, James P., Jr., “J. Hector
St. John de Creévecoeur’s
Niagara: Redefining a Sublime

2

Landmark,” 1—s0

N:

National Constitution Center, 121,
253, 263

National Endowment for the Arts, 461

National Miners Union, 543

National Security Board, 198

National Society for the Prevention of
Blindness, 196

Native Americans: deeds of, 69; in
New Netherlands, 551. See also
specific tribes

Naval Ministry, French, 518

Neill, William (Carlisle shopkeeper),
348, 355

Neville, Jonathan, 293

New Berlin, PA, 287

New Deal, 128, 198

New England, 54, 90, 133, 192,
369, 398

New England Courant, 364

New Goshenhoppen, 380

New Haven, CT, 42, 375

New Jersey, 6, 39, 207, 210, 278, 285,
417, 537—40

New Netherland, s50-53

New Orleans, 282-83

New York (state), 1050, 54-55, 90,
92, 94, 101, 228, 287, 289, 294,
301, 314, 320, 323—24, 395,
398-99, 402—3, 418, 422, 455
501, 519, 552

New York City, 4-6, 169—70, 175,
258, 264, 278-79, 282, 28485,
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294, 323, 403, 434, 452, 459,
513, 539; art world, 456;
photographers in, 513
New York Herald, 52, 281
Newark, NJ, 39
Newhall, Beaumont, 477
Newman, Andrew, On Records:
Delaware Indians, Colonists,
and the Media of History and

Memory, reviewed by Brandon C.

Downing, 395-97

Newman, George, 354

Newman, Simon, 370

Newmanstown, Berks County, 507

Newton, Steve, 138

Newtown, Bucks County, 291

Niagara Peninsula, 1—s0

Niagara (US brig), s19

Nichols, Roy, 379

Norfolk, Va, 292

Norris, Rebecca, 444

North Point Junior High School,
Baltimore Co., MD, 376

North Star (newspaper), 546

Northampton Town (Allentown),
343—44

Northeastern Pennsylvania Oral and
Life History Project, 544

Northern Liberties, 284

Northkill Church, Bernville, sor, 507

Nova Scotia, 54, 173, 191-92

O:

O’Hara, John, 187

O’Reilly, Father Charles, 295
Oberlin College, 547

Odd Fellows, Victoria Lodge of, 498
Off, Carol, 273

Ohio (barque), 285

Ohio River, 519

Ohio River Valley, 93

Okemaw, 22—23

Old First Church, Pittsburgh, 289

“The Old Mill in the Pennsylvania
Settlement,” 504

“The Old Oaken Bucket,” so4

Oley Moravian meeting house., 504—7

Oley Township, 507

Oley Valley, so4—7

On Records: Delaware Indians,
Colonists, and the Media of
History and Memory, by Andrew
Newman, reviewed by Brandon C.
Downing, 395-97

On the Penitentiary System in the
United States, 313

Oneida Indians, 3, 20

Onondaga County, NY, 92

Ontario Province, 401

Orange County, Indiana 545

Orange County, New York, s, 18

Orwigsburg, PA, 293

Otterness, Philip, 399

Oudry, Jean-Baptiste, 31

P:

Painter, Esther Kersey,
daguerreotypist, 436

Palace of Culture: Andrew
Carnegie’s Museums and Library
in Pittsburgh, by Robert J.
Gangewere, reviewed by Brian J.
Mast, 404-6

Palatines, 399

Pale of Settlement, 227-36

Palmer, Judge Strange N., 293

Panic of 1837, 134—36

Paoli, Orange County, IN, 545

Paris, France, 6, 3839, 121, 518-19

Parish, David, 134

Parkhurst, Joel (whig), 293

Parks, Thomas (inmate), 61

Patrick-Stamp, Leslie, 315, 392

Patterson, H. G. (veterinarian), 489
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Patterson, James (Carlisle
shopkeeper), 354

Patterson, PA, 493, 498

Pawkins, Major, 63

Pawling’s Tavern, 348

Paxton Boys, 343

Paxton Township, 350

A Peculiar Mixture: German
Language Cultures and
Identities in Eighteenth-Century
North America, edited by Jan
Stieverman and Oliver Scheiding,
reviewed by John B. Frantz,
398-402

Pencak, William A., 171, 385, 390,
409, 411, 517; tribute to, 81:1
(frontmatter)

Pennsylvania State University, 381,
383—389; Brandywine Campus,
520; Bryce Jordan Center, 383,
387; football, 378—79

Penn, Thomas, 347

Penn, William, 396, 400, 519

Pennsburg, PA, sor

“Pennsylvania and Irish Famine
Relief, 1846-1847,” by Harvey
Strum, 227-99

Pennsylvania: Backcountry, 342-63;
Council for National Defense,
185; Council for the Blind, 199;
Department of Health, 169—
206; Emergency Child Health
Committee, 199; Emergency
Relief Board, 199; Industrial
Development Authority, 128;
Main Line of Public Works, 72—
103; Society for the Promotion
of Internal Improvements in the
Commonwealth, 93

Pennsylvania Chronicle, 345, 351

Pennsylvania Coal Company, s40—41

“Pennsylvania Credit in the Virginia
Backcountry, 1746-1755,” by

Turk McCleskey and James C.
Squire, 207-25

Pennsylvania Freeman, 443, 446

Pennsylvania Gazette, 350

Pennsylvania German: Society, 393,
401, 410, 502; Taufschein, 401

“Pennsylvania, History, Photography
(1959—2005),” by Robert
Ginsberg, 5s17-36

“Pennsylvania Historical Association
Oral History Project,” by John
B. Frantz and Karen Guenther,
375-94

Pennsylvania Telegraph, 71

Penrose, Boies, 179

Penrose, Dr. Charles, 170

Perry, Candace Kintzer, “The
H. Winslow Fegley Collection at
the Schwenkfelder Library and
Heritage Center,” soo—s11

Perry, Oliver Hazard, 113

Pershing, General John J., 190

Peters Township, Cumberland County,
34546

Petworth Citizen’s Association, 427

Petworth, home of Terrence Powderly,
423-24, 42729

Phagocytosis, 177

Philadelphia, 5, 53-63, 67, 75, 78,
81-82, 92—100, 120-25, 127,
129-30, 170-71, 174-76, 179,
182—85, 190—91, 200, 208—10,
226-47, 248-52, 25362, 277-99,
300-341, 342-63, 370, 396,
402-3, 410, 43250, 481’ 483’
487, 498, 510, 512-16, 517-35,
539, 548; City Hall, 59, 175,
518-19, 535; Dancing Assembly,
403; Department of Health and
Charities, 174, 191; Free Library,
518; Irish Relief Committee,
282, 287, 294; Jewish Archives
(Temple University), 236;

° 706
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Municipal Hospital for
Contagious Diseases, 174;
Museum of Art, 518; railroads,
94, 99, 441; Savings Fund
Society, 240; Society for
Alleviating the Miseries of Public
Prisons, 300-341 (see also Prison
societies); Society of Friends
Famine Relief Committee, 280;
Waterworks, 51

Philadelphia General Advertiser/
Aurora, 248

Philadelphia Inquirer, 233

“Philadelphia Merchants, Backcountry
Shopkeepers, and Town-
Making Fever,” by Richard K.
MacMaster, 342-63

Philadelphia Pennsylvanian, 283

Philadelphia Photographer, 516

Philadelphia Press, 61, 513

Philadelphia Public Ledger, 58,
433, 466

Philadelphia Rules of Discipline, 1806
(Quaker), 313

Philbrick, Thomas, 13-15, 38

“The Photographs of Terence V.
Powderly,” by William John
Shepherd, 412—31

Photographic and Fine Art Journal,
434,513

The Photographic Experience, 478

Photographic News, 435

Photography and the American
Scene, 478

Photographers, in Carlisle, 435

Phrenologists, 79

Pickens, John, 219

Pie Club, 383

Pierce, Prof. Franklin, 379

Pim, Jonathan, 280

Pine Ford, near Middletown, 350

Pine Grove school, Beale, PA, 487

“Pine Hill,” 5, 18

Piper, John, 348

Pitman, G. W, 293

Pittsburgh, PA, 53—s4, 67, 71—73,
76-79,93-95, 97-98, 101-2,
107, 111, 127, 130, 170, 182-83,
188—90, 200, 202, 278-99,
281-82, 288-89, 291, 404-06, 434,
519, 548; Board of Health, 188;
Republican machine, 188;

Pittsburgh Chronicle, 281

Pittsburgh Morning Chronicle, 79

Pittsburgh Morning Post, 281, 288

Pittston, PA, s40—42

Plain Instructions for Coloring
Photographs in Water Colors and
India Ink, 435

Plain Truth (Franklin, 1747), 370

Plank, Geoffrey, John Woolman’s
Path to the Peaceable Kingdom:
A Quaker in the British Empire,
reviewed by Hilary Ledwell,
270-72

Plato, 20

Platt, Thomas, 418

Pleasantville, PA, photographers
in, 434

Poe, Edgar Allan, 53, 56-57, 82

Poke Patch, OH, 545

Policemen’s Association, Washington,
DC, 427

The Politics of Fashion in Eighteenth-
Century America, by Kate
Haulman, reviewed by Cassandra
Good, 263-65

Polk, James K., 284

Port Richmond area, Philadelphia, 228

Port Royal, PA, 479, 483

Port Royal Times, 487

Porter, A. F. (daguerreotypist), 443

Porter, David R. (governor), 67

Porteus, James, attorney, 219

Portsmouth, NH, 258-s9

Potter, Bishop Alonzo, 289
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Potter, Amelia, 292

Potts, Anna, 305

Pottstown, PA, 390; Junior High
School, 378

Pottsville, PA, 186-87, 293

Poughkeepsie, NY, sox

Powderly, Terence V., 412—31

Powell, J. H., 170

President’s House, Philadelphia,
253-62

Prevost, Sir George, 133

Price and Crowl (daguerreotypists), 441

Prince, James, 255

The Prison Chaplain: A Memoir, 308

Prisons: Arch Street, 301, 310, 319,
327; Auburn Penitentiary, 402;
Cherry Hill (see Eastern State
Penitentiary); confinement,
separate and solitary, 54, 78, 301,
312, 321; Dauphin County, 67—
68; ministry, 128; Moyamensing,
312-13, 315, 319, 321, 324,
329; Newgate, 301, 307, 402;
Pennsylvania System for, 59, 3071,
314, 320—21; Sing-Sing, 403;
Western State Penitentiary, 67, 78

Prison societies: British Society
for the Improvement of Prison
Discipline, 307; Female Prison
Association of Friends in
Philadelphia, 300-341; London
Society for the Improvement
of Prison Discipline, 311;
New York Prison Association,
323; Pennsylvania Prison Society,
300, 326; Women’s Prison
Association, 323

The Prisoner’s Friend, 308

Proclamation Line of 1763, 345, 544

Procurement Board, Health, 200

Prohibition, 187-88, 190, 486

Proprietary towns, 347

Providence, RI, 92, 169

Provincial Council of Combatting
Venereal Diseases, 194

Public health education, 195

Pullman, George, 273

Purviance, Samuel, Sr. (Carlisle
shopkeeper), 356

Putnam, George W., 55, 73

0:

Quakers, 129, 270-71, 277-99,
300-34T1, 378, 381, 402, 436

Quataert, Jean, 303

Queen Victoria, 52

R:

Rae, Julio, panorama of Chestnut
Street, Philadelphia, 443

Rafter, Nicole, 314

Railroads: Allegheny Portage,
76—77, 82, 99, 103; Delaware and
Hudson, 413; Fitchburg Railroad,
o1; Philadelphia and Wilmington
Railroad, 441; Philadelphia and
Columbia Railroad, 94, 99; in
Pennsylvania, 88—105

Randolph, Edmund, Attorney
General, 257

Randolph, NJ, 539

Ratcliff and Barking Monthly Meeting
(England), 307—9

Raystown branch, 345

Reading, PA, 181, 344, 346—47, 349
502, 504

Reading Eagle, 502, 504

Red Bank, NJ, 243

Reed’s Church, sos

Reilly, Peter, murder of, 542

Remarks on Prisons and Prison
Discipline in the United States
(Dorothea Dix), 325

Remer, Rosalind, 120-26, 392

278
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Replogle, Joseph, 477—499

Replogle, Mary Imes, 483

Report on the Penitentiaries of the
United States, 321

Republican Party, 139—40, 309

Resettlement Administration,
federal, 454

Revere, Paul, portrait by Copley, 371

Reynolds, George, 349, 354

Reynolds, John, 286

Rhea, John and David (dry goods
merchants), 353

Richardson, Daniel, 218

Richmond, VA, s4, 63, 261, 278, 415

Richmond (slave in Philadelphia), 257

Ries, Linda A., 517

Riga, Latvia, 478

Riordan, Liam, 401

River Slope mine, 540

Robert, Hubert, 31

Roberts, Alasdair, America’s First
Great Depression: Economic
Crisis and Political Disorder
after the Panic of 1837, reviewed
by Andrew Shankman, 134—36

Robertson, Douglas S., 6, 18

Robinson, Henry (Whig activist), 293

Rock Creek Cemetery, MD, 507

Rockefeller Foundation, 195

Rockland Township, Berks County, so7

Rocky Fork, IL, s45

Rogers, Elizabeth, Knights of
Labor, 415

Rolling Stone magazine, 471

Roman Catholics, 415

Roosevelt, Theodore, 418

Root, Marcus )daguerreotypist), 443

Rosenbaum Bank, 230-31

Rosenbluth Bank, 230

Rosenkrantz, Barbara Gutman, 171

Rosine Institution, 328

Ross, Jessie Leona, 193

Ross, Robert, 133

Ross, John, Chief of Cherokees, 285

Rothermel property, Maiden Creek
Township, 504

Rowe, G. S., 315

Roydhouse, Marion, 392

Royer, Benjamin Franklin, 169—206

Ruby, Jay W., “Joseph Replogle:
An Unknown Photographer of
Modest Talents,” 477—99

Russia, 19, 226—47, 279; Civil War,
230, 236

Russian Jews, 226—47

S:

Sacramento, CA, 439

Sailer, William (daguerreotypist), 434

Salem monthly meeting (Indiana), 286

Salisbury Township, 344

Salk, Jonas, 201

San Francisco: Gedney in, 452, 456—57,
471; hippies in, 456; photography
in, 436, 439; plague, 170

Sarah Sands (packet), 282

Saturday Evening Post, 446

Savannah, GA, 281

Schaeffer, Alexander, 346

Schaefferstown, 346—47, 354; high
school, 377

Scheffler, Judith, “‘Wise as serpents
and harmless as doves’: The
Contributions of the Female
Prison Association of Friends
in Philadelphia, 1823-1870,”
300-341

Scheiding, Oliver, coeditor of
A Peculiar Mixture: German
Language Cultures and Identities
in Eighteenth-Century North
America, reviewed by John B.
Frantz, 398—402

Scherr, Arthur, “Young Man Bache:
Notes for a Sketch,” 248—52
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Schnoke, George (blacksmith),
502, 5045

Schoharie Creek, 399

Schonhofer, Matthias, 400

Schuylkill County, 286, 293

Schuylkill Haven, PA, 293

Schuylkill River, 95, 518-19

Schwenkfelder Historical Library, soo

Schwenkfelders, 400

Sclavo Serum, 177

Scots-Irish, 284-8s5; on the frontier,
344, 347, 353, 357

Scott, Andrew, 210

Scott, Anne Fior, 303

Scott, Sir Walter, 9o

Scottish Presbyterian Church, 547

Scottish Relief Committee, Phila, 285

Scranton, PA, 541

Scranton Knights of Labor, 413,
416-18, 541

Scripps Institute, 388

Scull, John, of New Jersey, 210

Selak’s goldfish farm, Cumru
Township, 502

Seton, William, 19

Seven Years’ War, 209, 271, 357

Severance, Frank H., 4

Seward, William, 139—40

Shanan, Benjamin, 293

“A Shambles for the President’s
House,” by Peter Hinks, 253-62

Shankman, Andrew, review
of America’s First Great
Depression: Economic Crisis and
Political Disorder after the Panic
of 1837, by Alasdair Roberts,
134-36

Shapiro, Norma, 269

Sharon Female Seminary,
Philadelphia, 441

Sharpless, Ellwood, 437

Sharpless, Sarah, 437

Sheels, Christopher, 258

Shepherd, William John, “The
Photographs of Terence V.
Powderly,” 412—31

Sherman’s Creek, 356

Sherman’s (Shearman’s) Valley,

347, 350

Sherwood, Henry, 293

Shippen, Edward, 348, 351

Shippen, Peggy, 265-68

Shippensburg, PA, 174, 347—409,
352,356

Shippensburg University, 174

Shorto, Russell, 552

Shunk, Francis, 278, 292, 295

Sicilians, in Pennsylvania, 542

Sierra Leone, 547

Sign of the Bear tavern, Donegal
Township, 344, 350

“Silence Dogood and the Leather-
Apron Men,” by Allan Kulikoff,
364-74

Simcoe, John, 15

Simcoe’s Ladder, 15

Simon and Garfunkel, 122

Simons, Montgomery P., 435, 512

Simpson, John and Thomas, 350

Sinclair, Elijah, 352

Sklar, Katherine Kish, 303

Slavery, 64, 125, 139—41, 25401,
270-71, 54547, 553

The Slavic Community on Strike, 543

Slavishak, Edward, “The Logical
Place to Take a Picture: William
Gedney in Bethlehem,” 45176

“Sleepy Hollow,” 89

Smallpox, 175, 178, 181-82, 192; in
Harrisburg, sso

Smiley, Sarah F., 319, 324

Smith, John (merchant), 348, 355—56

Smith, Sidney, 355

Smith, Sydney (Anglican cleric), 307

Smith, Squire William, of Cumberland
County, 348
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Smith, Thomas and Co. 354

Society of Friends in Dublin, 279,
282-83, 287

Sokolinskaia, Feiga, 240—42

Soldier’s Home, Washington, DC, 423

Solomon, Joseph (Lancaster
merchant), 353

Somers, Diane Hotten, 278

Somerset County, 288

South Catherine Street,
Philadelphia, 228

South Dakota, 457

South Mountain, 351

South Philadelphia, 185, 228, 231, 234

Southwest Railroad Strike, 1886, 414

Soviet Union, 266—47

Spear, Joseph (Carlisle merchant),
354, 356

Special Immigration Inspector, US
Dept. of Commerce and Labor, 418

The Spectator, 251, 366

Spittoons, 56

Sponaugle, Woody, Franklin and
Marshall football coach, 377

Spring Forge, PA, 398

Springfield, Guilford County, NC, 286

Sproul, W. C., 19091

Spruce Hill, PA, 489

Squire Smith’s Town
(Mercersburg), 346

Squire, James C., coauthor of
“Pennsylvania Credit in the
Virginia Backcountry,
1746-1755,” 20725

St. Andrew’s societies, 285

St. Clairsville, OH, 286

St. George (brig), 285

St. Lawrence River, s, 7

St. Louis, MO, s4

St. Michael’s Cemetery, Bethlehem,
467, 472

St. Thomas Episcopal Church, 259

Stagg, J. C. A, 134

Sy

Stamp Act, 370

Stanford, Reverend John, 402

Staunton, VA, 214, 218

St-Domingue, 257

Steamboats, 56, 89, 91, 97, 102

Stedman, Philip, 67, 12-13, 2627,
33, 35-36

Steel, Reverend John, 356

Steele, Richard, 366

Steel makers, Japanese, 460

Stephens, Alexander, 140

Stephenson, George, rail lines, 413

Sterigere, Jonathan, 295

Sterrett, James, and son, 353

Stevenson, George (York
merchant), 353

Stieglitz, Alfred, 478

Stieverman, Jan, coeditor of
A Peculiar Mixture: German
Language Cultures and Identities
in Eighteenth-Century North
America, reviewed by John B.
Frantz, 398—402

Stites, George, 349

Stouchsburg, Berks County, 507

Stowe, Harriet Beecher, to1—2

Straub, C. M., 293

Strum, Harvey, “Pennsylvania and
Irish Famine Relief, 1846-1847,”
227-99

Stryker, Roy, 454

Stuart, David (magistrate), 220

Stubbins, Samuel, 64

Stump, Frederick, 346

Stuyvesant Bound: An Essay on Loss
across Time, by Donna Merwick,
reviewed by Paul E. Doutrich,
550-53

Suburban Erasure: How the Suburbs
Ended the Civil Rights Movement
in New Jersey, by Walter David
Greason, reviewed by Harold
Aurand Jr., 537—40
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“Suffragists on Picket Duty before the
White House,” (image), 428

Susquehanna County, 294

“Susquehanna” (Crévecoeur essay), 19

Susquehanna River, 63-6s, 72—73,
82, 94-906, 343, 346-47, 349-50,
353-55, 518, 540, 548

Susquehanna Valley, 19, 63, 73, 353

Sutter’s Mill, 439

Swarthmore College, 379

Swatara (canal boat), 9597, 99

Swatara Creek, 349-50, 352

Swift, John (Philadelphia mayor), 283

Sycamore tree, tallest in Berks
County, so4

]‘:

Table Rock at Niagara Falls, 18

Taft, Robert, 478

Taft, William Howard, 418, 423

Tahlequah, Cherokee Nation, 285

Talbott, Page, 12026

Tamar, escape of slave, 547

Taney, Raphael, 343, 349

Taneytown, MD, 343, 349

Tar (brig), 285

Tardieu, P. F., 15

Taufschein, 393, 401

Taylor, Edward (poet), 399

Taylor, George Rogers, 89

Taylor, Grant (Confederate
soldier), 138

Tchaikovsky, 1812 Overture, 381

Teaford, Jon, 453

Tecumseh, 133

Teneriff, 352

Tennessee, 545; confederate morale
in, 136-38

This Far by Faith: Tradition and
Change in the Episcopal Diocese
of Pennsylvania, edited by

David R. Contosta, reviewed by
Philip Jenkins, 129-31

Thomas, Frederick William, 56

Thompson, George, 61

Tinkling Spring Presbyterian Meeting
House, 214

Tinling, Marion, s

Tioga County, 289; Irish Relief
Committee, 293

Tocqueville, Alexis de, 52

Tostee, Peter, 21718

Towanda, PA, 279-89

Towns, company, 272—74

Trachoma, 279, 289

Treacherous Beauty: Peggy Shippen,
the Woman Behind Benedict
Arnold’s Plot to Betray America,
by Mark Jacob and Stephen H.
Case, reviewed by James Kirby
Martin, 265-68

Trent, William, 345

Trenton, NJ, 55, 213

Trinity Church, Pottstown, 378

Trollope, Frances, 52

Tsar Alexander II, assassination of, 227

Tuberculosis, 169, 171—72, 180, 182,
184, 188, 193, 195, 200—202

Tulpehocken area, 347, 380

Tulpehocken Creek, 349

Tunkhannock, PA, 193, 199

Turkish massacres of 1894—96, 279

Turner, J. M. W., g0

Tuscarora, PA, 293

Twain, Mark, 89

U:

U.S. v. E.C. Knight Co., 268

Udree, General Daniel, so4
Underground Railroad, 439, 545-49
Union College, 92

Union County, 286-86, 290
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Union Times (newspaper), 287

United Anthracite Workers of
Pennsylvania, 543

United Mine Workers of America,
421, 541, 545

United States v. Holmes, 269

Universal Negro Improvement
Association, 538

Universalists, 507

University of Florida, 388

University of Houston, 382

University of Michigan, disease
study, 185

University of Pennsylvania, 122,
129, 179, 182, 24849, 376, 383
388, 432

Upper Darby, PA, 437

Urban development, 537—40

Urban League, 538

Ursinus College, 127, 191, 501

US Capitol, 78

US District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania, 268—70

US Labor Department, 421, 423

US Public Health Service, 200

V.

Valley Forge, 502, 504, 521

Van Loan & Co.
(daguerreotypists), 443

Van Osten, Thomas
(daguerreotypist), 441

Vandergrift, PA, 274

Varanasi, India, 456, 459

Vare, Edwin, 185

Vaucluse, 25

Vaux, Richard, 61

Vaux, Roberts, 311, 313, 317, 319,
326-27

Venango, fort at, 106-19

Venereal disease, 194, 197-98

Sy

Venturi, Robert, 123

Vernet, Claude-Joseph, 31-32

Vincent, Stephanie, review of The
Company Town: The Industrial
Edens and Satanic Mills that
Shaped the American Economy,
by Hardy Green, 27274

Volpe, Santo (crime boss), 542

Voynow, Constantine, 234

W.

Walam Olum, 395, 397

Walden Pond, 91

“Walking Purchase,” 69, 395—96

Wallace, Paul A. W., 106-19

Wallace, Robert, of Blue Ball, 354

Walnut Street Jail, 301, 319

Walnut, PA, 481, 483, 487

War of 1812, 13134

Ward, US Representative William, 279

Warren, Kenneth, 460

Washington Monument, 423

Washington, DC, 283, 423—24

Washington, George, 106-19, 25362

Waterford, PA, 106—7

Wayne, PA, 520

Waynesboro, PA, 181

We Have the War Upon Us: The Onset
of the Civil War, November 1860~
April 1861, by William J. Cooper,
reviewed by Michael P. Gabriel,
139-41

Weatherwax, Sarah J.: “James
McClees: ‘Best Adapted to the
Business,”” s12—16; “More Than
‘An Elegant Accomplishment’:
Sarah Garrett Hewes and
Pennsylvania’s Early Female
Photographers,” 432—s0

Weaver, Henry, Caernarvon
Township, 350
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Webster’s Dictionary, 57

Wedderburn, Alexander, 124

Weed, Thurlow, 140

The Weight of Vengeance: The
United States, the British Empire,
and the War of 1812, by Troy
Bickham, reviewed by R. William
Weisberger, 131-34

Weisberger, R. William, review of The
Weight of Vengeance: The United
States, the British Empire, and the
War of 1812, by Troy Bickham,
131-34

Weiser, Conrad, 399

Weitz, Mark, 138

Welch, William, 170, 175

West Chester, PA, photographers in,
434, 436, 44041

West Indies, 551

West, William (Carlisle
shopkeeper), 356

Western Division Canal, 94—101

Western Electric Corp., 459

Westtown School, 437

Wheeler, Leigh Ann, 303

White, Bishop William, 130

White, John (artist), 125

White, John B. (UMWA president), 423

Whitelock, Isaac, 353

Whitman, Walt, 89

Who’s Who in Pennsylvania, sot

Wickersham, Elijah and Abner
(merchants of Middletown), 350

Wikoff, Isaac, 353

Wilkes-Barre, PA, 19, 289, 541, 544

Wilkins, John, 356

Williams, Ambrose, Philadelphia
daguerreotype studio, 434

Williamsburg, PA: Blair County, 288;
Jonestown, 346, 354

Williamsburg, VA, 458

Sy

Willing, Thomas (Philadelphia
merchant), 349

Wilmington (DE) Monthly Meeting,
437, 439

Wilson, Benjamin (painter), 372

Wilson, Labor Secretary
William B., 421

Wilson, Woodrow, 122, 418, 421, 423

Wilste, Robert, 403

Winger, Cooper H., Harrisburg and
the Civil War: Defending the
Keystone of the Union, reviewed
by Timothy Cuff, 54850

“Wise as serpents and harmless as
doves’: The Contributions of
the Female Prison Association
of Friends in Philadelphia,
1823-1870,” by Judith Scheffler,
300-341

Wistar, Mary Waln, 301, 305, 310-11,
317, 329

Wistar, Thomas, 301, 311, 329

Wister, Daniel, 354

Wokeck, Marianne, 398, 401

Wolcott, Oliver, 258

Wolensky, Kenneth, 171; coauthor
of The Life of Pennsylvania
Governor George M. Leader:
Challenging Complacency,
reviewed by John Bauman,
127—29

Wolensky, Nicole H., 171

Wolensky, Robert P., 171; coauthor
of Anthracite Labor Wars:
Tenancy, Italians, and Organized
Crime in the Northern Coalfield
of Northeastern Pennsylvania,
1897-1959, reviewed by Rachel
A. Batch, s40—45

Women, as convicts, 314, 321—22,
328-29
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Wood, Samuel R., 61, 67, 82, 320-21
Woodhull, Jesse, 19
Woods, John (Carlisle shopkeeper), 355
Woodstock, PA, See Hunterstown
Woodstock, VA, 375
Woodward and Lothrop, 423
Woolman, John, 270-72
World War I, 172, 193, 227, 230, 233,
236, 537
Wright, Daniel S., 303
Wright, Louis B., 5
Wright, Richard (treasurer of
PHA), 394
Wright, Ross Pier, 394
Wyoming massacre, 19
Wyoming Valley, 19, 540

Sy

Y:

Yellow Breeches Creek, 348

Yellow fever, 173, 183, 248

YMCA, 452, 458, 461

Yokota, Kariann, 265

York County, 346—49, 352—55

York, PA, 53—54, 63-64, 127, 212,
344, 347-49, 352-53, 355

“Young Man Bache: Notes for a
Sketch,” by Arthur Scherr,
248-52

YA

Zedner, Lucia, 308
Zeller’s Fort, 507, 509

Sy
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AN AMERICAN THEATER

AND ITS

GHOSTS

“Reading Leslie Stainton’s Staging
Ground is like having a front-row seat at
a thrilling epic drama. Stainton packs
her stage with real characters, the
famous and the infamous, and events
unfold in a tumult of action both tragic
and comic and at times heartbreakingly
poignant. This book is great theater—
immediate, engrossing, cathartic.”

—Helen Sheehy,
author of Eleonora Duse: A Biography

Staging Ground

An American Theater and Its Ghosts
Leslie Stainton

“Rarely does one encounter so trenchant a mix of

historical detail (meticulously researched) and
personal history (deeply felt). Leslie Stainton
weaves the twin strands of her hometown’s Fulton
Theatre and her Lifelong engagement with drama
in ways both delicate and deft; this is one woman’s
story, but the story also of our long national
wrangle with make-believe and truth. From burial
ground to burlesque hall, from jailhouse to opera
house and movie theater, the Fulton’s ghosts still
haunt this author and, by extension, us.”
—Nicholas Delbanco, University of Michigan

“An effective framework synthesizing personal

memoir with historical overview—and case stud-
ies drawn from the annals of the Fulton Opera
House in Lancaster, Pennsylvania—produces
an insightful study, one that offers an innovative,
novel microcosm of American theater in small-
town America. Stainton’s extensively researched
examination begins with the Fulton’s role in such
early events as the Paxton Rebellion and the
murder of fourteen Conestoga Indians in the town
jail, now the theater’s foundation, and ends with
the author’s final departure from Lancaster and
the beginning of a new life. This is a fascinating,
candid, often entertaining journey, with frequent
reflections on crucial issues in our history.
Stainton’s book makes an important addition to
the literature on American theater and culture.”
—Don B. Wilmeth,
editor of Cambridge Studies in American
Theatre and Drama

264 pages | 27 illustrations | $21.95 paper
A Keystone Book®

BN Stale press

820 N. University Drive, USB 1, Suite C | University Park, PA 16802 | info@psupress.org
WWW.PSUPRESS.ORG | 1-800-326-9180
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