
Foreword

This 1SSUue of nNitas Fratrum 15 dedicated in iIts entirety CO the de-
liberations of the AÄAmerican Indian ymposium held ın Bethlehem,
Pennsylvania USA September 27y 1986 The articles printed here
Cr =e originally presented 2a5 ectures and their publication, iın this
enlarged edition, Was made possible by contribution from the Sun
Inn Preservation Association of Bethlehem. The editors of (Jnitas
Fratrum gratefully acknowledge the SuppoOrt received and welcome
this opportunity fo collaborate In the effort bring subject of
grea mutual interest foO the attention of wider readership.

The Sun Inn Preservation Association sponsored the ymposium. Its
realization, however, Was accomplished primarily by volunteers who
dedicated their persona|l tıme and skills without demanding public
recognition and who took satisfaction In ‚simply knowing that this
conference Was the fruit of their labors All who helped deserve
thanks Cven though NnOTt mentioned here Dy Namec.

The Bethlehem Ämerican Indian Symposium Was the dea of Grethe
Goodwin who also parked the notion that the Symposium should be
both gathering of scholars and cejlJeDration of the cultural rich-
NECSS of American Indian ite hen it turned Out that her departure
from Bethlehem for retirement in the of Maine would
before all preparations GEC complete, her g00d friend Camilla Smith
assumed conference responsibilities as chairman of the Sun Inn SSO-
ciation's Indian Committee and, ın keeping ith the plans of Grethe
Goodwin, implemented the 5y mposium ın collaboration ith the As-
sociation's then executıve director Rachel Osborn

* X

Bethlehem 15 home for the Sun Inn and for the Moravian Church Ar-
chives which contaın the eighteenth and nineteenth century mission
records NO  s indispensable for A deeper understanding of American
Indian ife The legacies which Moravian missionarlies and church of-
icials have eit attest foO the astuteness of their observations and
CO the CaIie with which they recorded hat they SaW. As Herrnhut's
emissaries, they cre inveterate, prolific letter wrıters and compilersof detailed repOTIS. They felt moral ommıtment o give persona|l
accounting fo the Lord and fO keep informed the brethren and S15-
ters-in-faith ar home who sponsored them. eIr writings reflect
the values they brought to their commitment. Missionaries shared
ManYy of the preconceptions of their time; and Western Europe,
mMust remember, balance, considered itself Ssuper 10r to those it



sought intfluence. To acknowledge this does NnOt negate the CLI-
tiıon which 15 finding widening SUppOTT, that Moravian m1ss1ionarlies,
generally, had better understanding of Indian CUStOmMS and traditions
than has for long been recognized. Indeed, Moravian missionarles
T € contironted with tasks and challenges beyond the of their
primary assıgnments, and their un A significant OULCCS
of information beyond the of M1SS1ONALY goals Grethe Goodwin
stressed it in planning the y mposium. It 15 the [Cason why, today,
historians, ethnographers, musicologists, and linguists, CO mentıon but

few, all COome fo Moravian archives CO study and fOo learn.
The Sun Inn's legacy, C 15 rich. Its golden AdDC overlapped ith

ManYy of the crucial during which the American Colonies
tured toward nationhood. Bethlehem!'s public inn, Gasthof (guest
house), Was hospitality Centfer for ıts communıty and for its VIS1-
COTS, including ManYy distinguished American and European, and al-

several American Indian eaders who had COMC for ultimately fu-
tile negotlations. The inn still stands ar ıts original sıte nNnear_t the
VCLY heart of downtown Bethlehem Entrusted O the Caic and Man-

agement of the Sun Inn Preservation Association, it has been Dains-
takingly restored. It 15 NO A conference center, uUSCUM, restaurant,
and nformal gathering place In short, it continues CO en]JOYy un1que
Dosition in its region's ife

X X

The ymposium's keynote ddress Was delivered by Professor Bowden
and deserves special attention a both important orıentatıion and

superb 2SSESSMeENT of the STtate of Current research nto American
Indian history The revisionist thrust of IC Professor Bowden
speaks, apparen in much modern historical: scholarship and present
In this ymposium's deliberations, and interest iın the study of ethnic
ZSTOUDS as demonstrated by this Symposium's UCCCSS5 and Its desire

celebrate their heritage, have become increasingly popular trends.
Is there ink between the two”? The answer suggested here 15 yYyCS5y
because the mood for celebration and the ULSC CO re-interpret histo-
C[Yy become MOST meaningtul hen recognized as manitestations of
deepening maınstream yearnıng. In much the Same WdYy ın 1C the
nineteenth centurYy Camec to be propelled orward by the dea of DIO-
SICSS, the twentieth CenturYy, ın Its wanıng yCaLS, 15 increasingly
preoccupied with the notion of world aCC. Inter-cultural under-
standing and the search for international stability Dy of FeV1I-
sionist history and the celebration of ethnic diversity share it 4A5 A
ComMmmon psychological affinity. hat DaVC such pecial force tfo it in
OUTL time? Most simply DUuC, ON answer 15 fear.

Trends which g1ve eXpression psychological MmO0Od, of COUTISC,



Farely, if CVCLy derive from rational calculations OL from single
CS6 (Unless, perhaps, aAfc speaking of the ashion industry?)
And identify fear 245 COmMMON denominator iImpartıng cohesion

the facts and forces molding human behavior 15 NOLT CO lay claim
fo its representing the single which 10 shapes history. To
SEress its Drımary importance, however, elps place this American
Indian 5Symposium in the wider CONTLEXT within which it Can be VIEW-
ed ith greater profit.

X

Western technology, through wartfare and modern communıiıcations,
played important role ın effecting the o  u of the world Dy
Europeans. It also helped and strengthen interest within and
outside Europe Iın cultural and political self-assertion. The hope for
self-determination became maJor 1SSUEe in the nineteenth CenturYy.
In the twentieth, It has become uncompromisiıng demand As ONC

CO  UuCNCC, the so-called orward march of technology produced
the accelerated trend toward racial integration and the inclusion of
peripheral elements in the maın 1€e5$5 of their socletlies, while at
the S\Aainec Ltame Droviding tor those who controlled it the CO
wield DOWCTE others unable CO resist intrusıions ın their realm.

Another COl  CC Was that it intensitfied Daranola, 1 15
5SaY, discrimination and fforts ruthlessly advantages held
without regard CONSCHUCNCCS, Technology Was also placed ın the
ervice of genocide. But CVON such horrid manifestations 245 the
Holocaust, In net £fect, ended UD promoting rather than weakening
the trend toward integration! They oriented public opinion toward
the StCESS where it [10 stands: the need for eepene and broadened
sensitivity CO the validity of traditons and heritages NnOt conforming
CO ne!'s OWN:

What 1S happening 15 generally IMOLC intuitively than consciously
perceived. er it 15 also clear that it 15 Lunctioning as cCounter-
balancing CO the global alarm which the impact of West-
GLIn technology has gıiven Fı nce dominant and hailed as the tool
which ecured for Europe Its victories iın almost all Its confironta-
tions ith non-European socletlies, technology has become force
feared also DYy ıts originators. The VEeLY Same technology which NCC
Drovide much of the fuel sustainıng Western aLrLOSaANCC has be-
COME LCAasSson for the CSse within Western Civilization of much anX-
Iety: The application of technology fo non-European SOC1IE-
ties has en ıts uUus«ec as instrument of force enjoyed Dy LUurope-
aNns alone OL primarily. Technology NO threatens Western civilization
A much 25 it ONCEC threatened others. It 15 this realization which 15
dawning uDON CVOLI widening sSegments of humanity and IC links



the Symposium's invitation celebrate another culture with the CTr1-
t1que of Western conduct filling the publications of revisionIst histo-
r1ans, Technologica In iIts destructive capabilities has
eached that readed pDoint in evolution at which the potential dan-
gCIS Dosed by abuse afc immense that they have created general
2aWaifenCSsSs and become driving and molding force In public 245
well a scholarly deliberations This 1S ON why this 5y mpo-
sium's conclusions, humiliating for Western Civilization's selfimage,
do NOt ATOUSEC intense defensive toward denial and rejection
but actually have become fashionable and foster tendency tind
fault also ith Western Civilization's nO| intentions as unwarranted
arrogant eXpressions of the assumption that European-: values ALC DeET

Super10r and hence fo be embraced. We NO incline toward judging
ourselves guilty ın principle because compounded OUrL destructive
impact Dy duping innocent, indigenous victims nto accepting OUTL
notiıons ar face value.

The cCrlies of IMa Culpa, often heard these days, useful
DUCDOSC They Dromote sensitivity toward others. But they must NOLTt
be lowed O subvert the study of history nto eXercıIise ın po_
lemics. The encounters between European and non-European cultures
have, indeed produce ManYy lamentable results. But fo Judge these
historically 245 distinct from morally) In valid WaY, Oone question
O be included m those posed must ask hat really shapes his-
orical development. Man!'s Capacıty for moral judgment has always
existed and 15 at the COIC of hat Sets Man a from animals.
Yet,; In historical analysis, understanding Must precede moral evalua-
tıon. Only clearer understanding of the llwhyll ın history Can truly
place In focus OUTL CONCeETrnN for CONSCQUCNCCS. Whether fo OUTL liking
OL NOC, OUT aSsessment of hat forces shape events and Ins of
development becomes distored hen value judgments predetermine
the enda. To insıst UDO separatıon of the CWO 15 NnOot fOo 2dvo-
Cate istorical relativism. As human beings arC, indeed, ndowed
with the cCapacıty for morTal judgment; and by virtue of OUL know-
ledge of hat 1S moral, must apply moral standards toO the Just1-
fication of OUL actıons and Op1In10NS. But how question 15 DOSEand why) influences the ansWeTr. We MUSt take EATS to guard agalnst
sel£f-deception. In short, must admit that ın the historical arcna,
QOUTL capacıty for moral judgmen has rarely pDroved sutfficient CO
ftorce moral behavior. The [Cason 15 simple: the absence of super1-
OL torce compelling compliance ecven where self-interests AICc Ar
stake. Such 15 the human inclination that it does NnOot respond only CO
moral instincts. ntil OUrL twentieth Century, challenges, other
than those DOSse Dy philosophy and religion, CVEeLr existed FrOmMoOotfe
universal and mutually binding codes of conduct, despite IMUC diplo-
matıc language to the nNtrCary, and QOUr profession of religious OL
secular humanist faiths notwithstanding. Before the twentieth Centu-



LYy, technology Was merely tool and SUpeT10 technology merely
super10r tool A the record learly demonstrates. The conclusion fo
be drawn 15 that the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries G1 CLas
of imperialism and European aLLOSANCC NnOt because humanity Was

handicapped DYy ess developed of morality. The twentieth
centurYy has become the aQC of self-recognition, ın the of seltf-
doubt, 21 least for Western Civilization, NnOt because have reach-
ed A higher mora|l plateau from which judge ourselves. The incli-
natıon, in certaın quarters, CO deny Western values ın Tavor of 4A1ı
MOST anything orıginatıng outside OUL cultural sphere has nothing
do with the discovery of inherent weakness iın OUTL civilization's
moral fiber The real ditference between the twentieth cCentury and
pDreceding A9QCS 15 that OUTL Century 15 the Tirst tO USC tools In the
historical which aLC, OL Can be, subsequential In their 1M-
DaCt that choice remaıns but CO and reconsider. The JuUCS-
tıon longer only the effectiveness of the tools used but
the survival of the USCL, tO0O,.

In this ContexXt, moral questions become gulding principles Decause
the fate of the USCLI of technology as much 245 the fate of its object
AT ar stake and NOTt because of abstract principles. Neither pOolıCc1eSs
of genocide and discrimination designed CO ASSULC the Derpetrator LO-
tal control and, somehow, elimination of the dangers DOSse by modern
technology, NOTL the ommitment the search for by DCrOMOCt-
ing pluralism and self-critique Can CVCL ring lasting aCC. Both, ın
totally divergent WaYyS, a2CCcent the fear of annihilation. And this DL O-
MOTES the chances for UCCECSS. It makes universal categor1i-
cal imperatıve. The explosion of the first atomiıc bomb, and the dis-
COVCLY that the DOWCTI CO uUusSsec the aftom as ‚ K078) of force cannot be
monopolized helped make this clear.

The transıtlon, still in OgLCSS, from the self-assertive and insen-
sıtıve attitude of the former "imperialist" mentality fOo the notion of
tolerance has far been any  ing but smooth. Because human gree
has played and, May aSSumd, will always play crucial role ın
human conduct, Can only continue Dlod orward Dy tryıng tfOo
eflect the actıons of those whose policies and aspirations afc really
nothing MOLEC than collective eXpressions of the fear of loss of DCL-
sona|l advantage. Human nature, iın Its ques for paradise, will always
nclude the capacıty for both g00d and evil. "T.one ear  N Revey, the
Symposium's only American Indian contributor, underlined that gree
Was monopoly of the "White People" (to UuUsScC "Lone HBear”
Revey's terminology). But technology, for all practical IDOSCS, ONCEC
was! Hence '‘White man's" seliLIshANEeSsSs prevailed because It possessed
the technological advantage.

C
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Technology, of COULSC, also served and SCLEVCECS constructive ends.
This understanding, LOO, 1S evident in the 5Symposium's Dresentations.
No atter how overwhelming the evidence of the harm it helped 1Nn-
flict upon American Indian culture and CO the Indians!' heritage,
technology also brought help, at the least in the hands of SOINEC DaL-
ticiıpants in this conirontation of EWO cultures. The Same generations
which collectively shoulder blame for tolerating contributing CO
abuse, provided from within their ranks those who helped and assured
the indispensable preconditions needed for reconstruction and tor the
redemptive efforts of OUFL present aQC, including, Must NOt forget,the technological CO Create and the Moravian M1SS10-
naries' records valuable NO toO QOUL understanding of indigenouscultures and traditions. hat restoratıon effort could hope fo SUC -
ceed oday without the tools which Western technology placed In the
ervice of this quest”?

European Civilization In its interactions ith other cultures and
heritages aDPDCaLS in polgnant light hen one hears "Lone Car  L
evey spea His underline how much the value DEICECD-
tiıons of Europe-originated civilization have become de aCcLo un1ı-
versal standard. As he Drovides fascinating insights nto Indian ife
and history from the vantage point of Indian sel£f-perception, his dpalling and humiliating damage por concerning his people's
COUNLTETS ith Western man does NOt contaın rejection of Western
Civilization. Implicitly and explicitly it demonstrates how vitally de-
pendent American Indian culture has become upDON its “CONquerOrs”for the LESOUTICES and skills needed CO nurture CO UCCECSS the Indians'
OW reawakening interest in their history and heritage. And preciselybecause this Ämerican Indian determination CO recapture lost heri-
tage 15 resurgıing ar this Juncture In OUuUL CenNturYy, it invıtes inclusion
M the evidence SCC today that AIC moving toward fuller
integration global scale. ıll iIt ultimately also IMOVEC AÄAmerican
ndians aWaY from their reservation-conditioned legally lives
and their status as distinct from other ethnic minorıties COM-
rCIsıng Ämerican society? This possibility 1S mentioned here NOt for
the sake of speculation but CO StCress that, 2A5 historical experliencelearly demonstrates, the evolution toward integration begins ith
CONSCIOUS re-assertion of one's OW heritage and the rFecapture of
lost cultural pride

X

To understand history '  wWwWIie eigentlich gewesen," to borrow Leo old
Von Ranke!'s phrase, xr  as it really appened," without accepting q] its



implications, demands willingness aCCept valid conclusions CVCOI]
if they sober and hurt pride Are there P[CasSsOoNS, then, reject the
contention formulated here, that the Drımary, overriding impulse CO-
day conditioning much historical reflection and g1ving direction
the changes OCCUrring SpCINgs from fear and NnOot from noble impulse”?
If NOCT, this recognıtion, rather than weaken, will] strengthen fforts
undertaken in behalf of tolerance and understanding. General public
wareness that modern technology ith Its devastating potential fOor
destruction has become world will help Dromote rather
than handicap acceptance of the notion that it MuUuSst be neutralized,
ndeed, transformed nto instrument of reparatıion. The damage it
could OMNCEC inflict while iın the hands of Western civilization alone 15
eing inflicted NO also uDoN Western Civilization itself Sel£-interest,
ın short, emands sensitized worldwide perception of this fact.
The shift in scholarly pDerspectives evidenced in the 5Symposium's
presentations and the VCLY stagıng of Ämerican Indian ymposium
4A5 celebration ALC promoting of this recognıtion. The ish fOo "cel-
ebrate" the American Indians' eritage becomes desire fo atone,
that 1S O SaY, advocate healing. It pleads for future be
2Ce together. Either all succeed OL NONC, ere longer afic al-
ternatıves.

Public interest In historical preservation and restoration, the effort
CO help nurture back toO health nearly Oost traditions and heritages,
Symposı1a held fOo Dromote MOLC alance understanding, al AL C in
their OW CUTC10US WaYyS manifestations Ot the fundamental change In
COUILSC mandated for mankind 45 whole by the changed role of
technology. Rather than eXpressionNs of antıquarıan interest, they S
future-directed efforts which 16 Droceeding agalinst background
troubled by the destructive iImpact of technology. The evidence Sug-
gestes that the study of history 15 regainıng popularity. This 1S
VCLY Dositive sıgn As the rejection of history as overburdened ith
the useless, armtful dust of centuries 15 Z1Vving WaYy Derception
of humanity 4S CO-DaSSCHNSCLS liner which al PasSsSch-
SCLS, all cultures represented, ALC embarke upon the Same Journey,
self-interests IMaYy CVCN regaın legitimacy, provided have earned
fo look first A the ake OUL ship has eft that the Dattern
created ın the past MaYy guide OUuL direction nto the future.

In SUuMMAaTY, OUFLC Age of Nuclear Fission 15 bequeathing CO us
aversion toward the emotional and rational appeal WE carried DYy
such slogans 25 "survival of the fittest,“ OL "t0 the victors 5 the
spoils  N Self-rejection and uncritical inclinations discard ne's OW
values as "bankrupt" MaY have become one COl  COQUCNCC, But another
15 certainly hat this American Indian 5Symposium made its heart
COnNCEe fo learn from the Dast that MaYy constructively help
shape the future. Sel£f-understanding and the understanding Jı cultures
other than OUFL OW ALC inseparably intertwined.
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(Jnitas Fratrum, presen the selections rinted here 4A5 invıta-
tion its readers particıpate. May the study of history intorm
and entertaın. But MaYy it also meet the MOLCEe crucial assıgnment
outlined here. May it inspire reflection, elicit challenge, and demand
re-thinking

Winired Kohls
Professor of History
ÄAmerican Editor,
(Jnitas Fra Erum

Zeisberger-Heckewelder Medal ace and tail)
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