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Introduction Identification OF "Culture"

For INanYy MOStT historians and anthropologists conceptualized
all of the aboriginal peoples of eastfern Pennsylvania, New Jersey,and even southeastern New York and Long Island 25 belonging to

and lin
single culture called "Delaware".(1) Recent archaeological, historical,

ulstic studies of natıve populations in the "Eastern Wood-
lands"'( have nabled usS to INOVC beyond such superficial generaliza-ions(3 and nto INOLC refined studies of the specific peoples inhab-
ıting vVeELY ocalized terrıtorles. We 110 recognIıze that these SLOUDS(cultures OL ethnic units) which lived along the Delaware River GE
distinct and Tate aggregates alcready during the early historic
Deriod In addition, archaeological studies MaYy be able DrovideDy which these Samne cultural unıts Can be recognized in the
prehistoric period.(4)

The difficulties of identifying discrete subsystems CVeCNn in "tribal'
social networks have been discussed Dy, for example, Braun and Plog(5)who SCEe each "tribal" social system 45 useful ın the internal rans-
MmM1ission of materials and information through rules of reciprocIity,shared mM individuals and SLIOUDS, OLr hat would be considered a5
the basis for delineating membership in "culture". The MAaCro-VIeWw
Ca iın this PaperT, that members of the Samme«e system share lan-

and acknowledge their kin relationships, aSSumees that the 1INn-
ternal dynamics of each system also operate fo keep intact the DOr-
ders of the System. This requIrES "boundary formation 0)8 maınte-
nance”"” which permits the members of the kin-related o
spond to certaıin kinds of environmental unpredictability.
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Braun and Plog urther nOteEe that J  style  N of decoration in material
culture Drovides form of social Communıcatıon. Therefore,
should be able CO define the orders of each such r  rOoup" through
their production of iıtems which share elements of form and surface
decoration (e.g pottery). would suggest that ritual also furthers

cohesion of creating identity social bounda-
ries), and that such rituals Can be SCCeN in etails of Uuary be-

aVIOT.
ıle historic ocuments MaYy help Drovide the information NECC-

CSSaLYy the identification of interactıon patterns marria Cy CO-LCS-
idence, and transfers, etc.) of specific (culture), liıttle of
this Can be identified archaeologically in the afca of OUuL study. Since
the people of OQUL study CIC non-literate, the archaeological record
forms the only source of direct information about them In theory,their cultural unıts MaYy be recognized Dy their specific MOFCtUaLCYy
Datterns 45 well 45 Dy cCeramıics Droduced, OL perhaps CvVven lithic
technology.(6) Questions regarding the possibility of recognizıng CT
distinguishing M each of Varlous cultures, 245 correlated ith
specific archaeological unıts, have been answered affirmatively byShennan,(7) and elieve that this will be the Casec fOor the afea of
the Delaware River valley This presentation intends set the gfor such archaeological studies DY. offering extensive SULVCY of
hat know from Ocuments. FeviIew of the INOLC imited aL-
chaeological findings concerning these questions 15 appended at the
end

The problem of understanding the nature of the relationships of
kinship M the ManYy historically named units, bands, OL ZrOupSof Native AÄmericans, ma Jor difficulty.(8) This has been the
Case ith the cultures originally OCCupying the Delaware Valleywho after 1740 often afe referred CO in the documents 2A5 "Delaware".
Gradually have COMC fO be able CO distinguish clearly between
these Varilous SLOUDS of "Delawarean" peoples, often DYy tracking SDC-citfic genealogies and Tamily kin networks.(9) recent study of one
Dart of eastern Pennsylvania(10) demonstrates the arate cultural
identities of the Lenape and the Munsee, CWO of the "groups” often
conjoined Dy historians under the title "Delaware'". In distinguishingbetween the Lenape and Munsee 2Ss LWO discrete socio-political enti-
ties, something recognized by everal DCOVIOUS observers,(11) | also
noted the existence of "buffer Zzone  M which had separated these
people: The Forks of Delaware., The OCCupation, only after 1’700, of
this unclaimed and tormely uninhabited region by natıves from south-
ern New Jersey, but NOt Dy Lenape from adjacent S of south-
eastfern Pennsylvania, Sug ests that these PDCO le from the Jerseys
eIcC culturally distinct LO the Lenape, also that both WEICdistinct £;om the Munsee of the Delaware River. This pDoint
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had been made lready DYy unknown observer nearly 1OÖ!  ®

ago(12) but previously considered 245 1SsSue worthy of study.

X

Research OVECL everal fronts in the Dast three 1S beginning o
ring Out the exıstence of ide of cultural differences be-

the Lenape and the people otf southern New Jersey hom
will call the "Jerseys".(13) These distinctive characteristics probably
correlate ith differences within the Delaware anguage family, 25

suggested DYy Goddard(14) who recognized(15) that the supposed 12 -
lects" of "Delaware" GFE mutually unintelligible and had been
SInCe 'long before" these Varlous people had eift their homelands,
about 1’7740 In 19’/4 Goddard pDosed the Dasic question which
aiCc attempting answer NeLeE, '  what GE their aboriginal loca-
tions'"? Not only do need know this in order CO understand the
linguistic data, but also tfOo ring order CO the pattern of movement,
affiliation, and interaction of the several ZLOUDS whose separate cul-
tural traditions have for long been erroneously lumped togethet
2A5 "Delaware".

Recent research has shown that the ditferences in language USeC

noted, also He reflected in other mutually independent activities
of the Lenape of Pennsylvania and their neighbors in southern New
Jersey. ese CWO cultures, mM those grouped under the term
"River ndian  N by the colonists, eFe believed DYy Wallace(16) be

single unıt. Until recently i assumed this CO be true.(17) But FCeC-

ognition f their separateness enables us understand how the buff-
CT ZzZONe Ar the Forks Came fo be marginally utilized after 1730 Dy
specific of people from New Jersey 4S part of general pat-
tern of migration AWaYy from traditional homelands. It 15 10 clear
that despite extensive movemen the part of Natıiıve
AÄAmerican ZLEFOUDS their respective cultural identities and integrity
remained intact. The existence of cultural distinctions, discerned
M the descendants of the Lenape and their neighbors throughout
the 18th and ı9th centuries,(18) apDPCarL fo have continued nto the
>0th CeNtUurYy. Therefore, the geographic boundaries which previously
separated these people do NOt SCCIN foO have been requiırement
their maıintenance of cultural boundaries after migration from their
homelands.

*

The "Borks of Delaware", the afca central CO QOUL CONCEIN, denotes
the afrca between the Lehigh and Delaware Rivers above Laston,
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Pennsylvania. The "Forks of Delaware in Pennsylvania..." Was Op-nızed and distinguished 4S specific geographic aALcCca by Brainerd in
1744(19) during the Derio0d of M1SS1ONaTLYy actıvity In that region. He
clearly wished CO distinguish this Forks ALCa from another identified
ın OCcuments from New York and Man Y from New Jersey, also 25
the "ftorks of the Delaware" but actually referring tfOo ALCa above
ort Jervis ocated between the Delaware Kıver (often called
the Fishkill) and the Neversink River.(20) Our interest here
only the Forks ALCa of Pennsylvania and the use of this region bythe cultures of the lower Delaware River valley. Brainerd's mission-
aLY Ork in the Forks, ike that of the Moravians, Was directed CO-
ard population NO known CO have been recent ımmigrants (post1730) from the Jerseys nto ALCAa of Pennsylvania which ın the
Dast had served 4a5 butffer ZoNe between the populations.(21)hat actors led the Jerseys to OCCUDY this area”? preface notfe
regarding the nature of "buffer zones“” MaYy help OUuL understandingDYy providing clarification 4a5 O the cultural meanıng of this regionfor the people who originally used iIts LESOULCECS but did NOTt 1ve
there. An aCceca where two cultures meet 15 often called frontier".
Many definitions exıist for this term. Generally it 1S NOTt lllinell 2A5
in modern politica states but rather "transitional aLCcCa, zone of
mıixture and interaction, where societies meet...'"'(22) Like Shennan,(23)Waselkov and Paul(24) also elieve that the cultural unıts relating toO

frontier Ü  are recognizable In the archaeological record", eature
which would be valuable for this study NOtTt yet convinced of
this, but the orderly (non-archaeological) methodology which led to
this assertion certainly calls for ethnographic OL historical research
tOo verify hat the archaeological evidence u  TS. PFrODOSC here
toO CVEISC the approac used by the scholars Just cited and CXam-
ine the documentary evidence before considering archaeological data.

Waselkov and Paul(25) cautıon that studies of frontiers need CO be
ditferentiated from those dealing with acculturation OL colonization
PDLFrOCCSSCS, The material culture of foraging peoples MaYy NOLT providesufficient evidence make possible differentiation of adjacentsides in boundary AL CR But the zone of the interface MaYy be
identitfied by the of sıtes ocated within It. Lavin,(26) in
personal comment o n expressed the belief that lithic information
from archaeological sıtes Can be used CO CecogNIıZE cultural spheres,thus enabling us CO inter the locations of boundaries which had
isted between foraging peoples.

The archaeological aSpeCTts of determining boundaries between fOor-
agıng peoples need NO ConNncern US ar this tıme. We DOSSCSS sufficient
historical information toO be able tO identify and distinguish between
individual members of the Lenape and Jersey bands We Can also
race the ovemen atterns of these individuals within and beyondthe Delaware Valley and ALIC therefore able o test Lavin's theories
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in application the Dre-Contact Lenape where ethnographic data
ALC available, and the problem of defining buffer 15 made
simple.

For example, Arthur Ray(27) Drovides outstanding description of
the "parklands" ecological zone Iying between CWO cultures and SC

ing 25 "buffer Zzone". He demonstrates(28) that ın 1765 the terrıto-
rIes utilized by the ree and Ojibwa overlapped slightly, but that
the Assiniboine Was oreatly overlapped DYy that of the ree.,:
Other data(29) show that the Assiniboine also used aur far CO the
south, and that the ALCa of '  oV  ap  IL served only for their wıinter
residences. The "buffer zone”,  L in ffect, aDDCaLS have been
afeca utilized for di rent LESOUTLCCS Dy LWO different ZEFOUDS A Cifs
ferent tımes of theSear. Ihis represents Dattern of and UuUSc which
15 also ComMmMOon among, ManYy anımal specles and nables EWO OL INOLC

ZEFOUDS benefit fro the Samnec ÖL from different LESOULCCS ın
single afca without ing nto conflict.(30)
er examples of such "buffer zones" Can be documented from

the historic peri Some show ALCa which Was r  not only CONMN-
tested SECTOTL, but for Samc of certaın kinds".(31) er
ZONCS, such 2A5 the "large FtraCcts of unoccupied OL sparsely occupied
COUNtL.Y... 1C separated ippewa villages from the Santee and
the Yankton "constituted kind of Ino man!'s land', butter between
them and the Dakota ith who SIC they carried almost endless
warfare.'"(32) Thus military, eECONOMIC, social, and other functions,
alone OL in combination, MaYy be served DYy such butffer Cas:

The of overlapping terrıtories (or wholly unoccupied but
intermittently utilized) buftffer 15 characteristic of foraging
peoples. Sharer(33) SUggESTS that it 15 only ith the development of
the state that SCC the EMEISCNCC of fixed boundary Wines" OL

actual orders Boundary lllinell tOo have useful application
m foragers. This 15 implied in Bishop's discussion(34) of the WaYy>S
in which foraging SLOUDS organıze their territories in po..
itical actors rather than subsistence ONCECLNS, Dossibly as result
of European CONTACTS, Conversely, Arnauld (Ms.), Dy pointing fOo the
Tactic Valley ın Guatemala, suggests that r  no man!'s land" existed
onliy during the ate Classic pDeriod (600-600 A.D.), tiıme hen the
Maya sStates of Central AÄAmerica GE al their zenith. ecognizing
and understanding hat interactıion existed between territorial uUusSs«ec
and OC10-eCONOMIC in gıven butfter ZONC provides clues

how culture Was organized, how ıts members interacted ith
their neighbors, and how OL why changes In their relationships took
place.
The Forks Buffer oNe? FG Fconom  E Basıis

Recent studies have pinpointed for in detail the locations of Jas-
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DCL deposits throughout the Lehigh hills south of the Lehigh Riıver,
along the northern margın of Lenape terrıtory. These famous geolog-
cal LESOULCCS, variety of chert, eIic important fo the tool kits
of the natıve Americans who occupied this ion.(35) At the DrOtO-
Lenape verpec Site in nearby Bucks County 26) the material from
one (which { data CO about 1550 shows that black flint Was
the preferred one, ith Jasper the second MOST COMMON used
for tools.(37) Material from one 39 which | elieve dates from about
1600 Ä suggests that the referred ithics GFIe Jasper, followed
by argillite and Q flint"G8) Hatch and Miller(39) describe the
COULSC of the Jasper bearing "Reading Prong  LU 4A5 it 15 alled, through
nothern New Jersey and CO the est along the Lehigh Valley and
continuing CO the southwest alon the Hardyston Formation the
CLown of Macunglie In Pennsylvania 40) The tLTOown of Durham lies along
the southern margın of this dLCd, nNnear_t the Center of this line of B
ologica deposits. This strıp 1es adjacent CO the northern edge of
Lenape terrıtory, which know tOo have extended UD £u Tohiccon
reek,; the Nnext stream feeding the Delaware River fo the south of
the confluence of the Delaware with the Lehigh, Lenape terriıtory
does NOt aDDCaL CO have extended north of Tohiccon reeck, IC
Was the MOST northerly boundary noted hen they sold an to Wil-
1am enn.

Geologically WC find that the ManYy OUutCLCODS of chert (jasper)
along this strip aDDCaL fO be distinguishable Dy Varlous analytical
techniques. Of potential cultural significance 15 the demonstration of
SOINC geographic and temporal diftferences in chert acquisıtion Dat-

Dy Native ÄAmerican ZroupS.(41) Lavın has distinguished ar least
wenty-seven chert formations In this region, and others
MaYy ex1ist,. ote also should be made of the of crhyolite
Procurement ALCa the east of the town of Macungile., This hard
Stone Was important in making the tools which eIc NECCCSSaALY fOor
the manutfacture of other artifacts, 2A5 in the quarrying and shaping
of sSOapstone bowls

This important zone(42) Was COO valuable CO allow this
aLrcCa CO be incorporated nto the terrıtory of anYy single culture. This
ALCa Was NOT within terrıtory of anYy OoNe ZTFOUD, but included places
where people of OL MOLC cultures had free AaCCECSS fOo al] of the
valuable iıtems available within that ZONGC,. Dy allowing the Jasper rich
strıp of and Just south of the Lehigh River CO remaın free aCCESS
ZONC, the peoples of this regıon educed poential OULCCS of condflict
M themselves.

Another important function of this kind of ALCa 1S 1ts role In
forming social boundary through the mutual avoidance of terrı-
COLCY where the boundaries afc delineated Dy naturally OCCuring
OUCCES. Barnard(43) has describes such: for the Kalahari Bush-
mRan Bishop(44) 5Say5S that this WadYy of maintainiıng boundaries Was
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typical of foraging people because "perimeter efense existed
mM pristine egalitarian Loragers". yman 45) offers usSs example
of both shared LESOUTICES and ack of Derimeter defense, and how
these CIC altered after Contact. The Minnesota catlinite (pipestone)
quarrIies, DC10T CO 1800, "had been sacred aALCa CO which all tribes
had peaceable access." This AL Was seized about 18

by the Dakota, who took exclusive control and then used the
pıpestone 1C they quarried CO egin direct ith al
other tribes iın the aLrcCa,. The Dakota had taken advantage of their

tO xclude their neighbors from A GE this ın
der CO become wealthy and urther increase their WEeL,

Cashdan(46) VIEWS "social boundary efens  M 2A5 form of err1to-
riality. The usSc>s5 which such 45 the Forks served DSaVC them
the function of spatial separatıng mechanism making DOSsi iden-
tification and preservatıon of social SLEOUDS They OCLrIC NnOt merely
"buffer" aALIcCca for defending terrıtorliles. { had tormerly held the
view(47) that the Forks had been used only 245 social boundary i
CVECEN searched for similar boundary the south of the Lenape
aCcCcCa,. | realize 110 that this northern buffer ALCS served primarily
eCoNOMIC urDOSCS., The social Lactors, if anYy eIc auıte secondary.
To bDe SUTIC, the Forks region helped the Lenape, Jerseys, Munsee,
Susquehannock, and perhaps others CO maıntaın SOcio-cultural IC-
gatıon, but probably 45 indrect result of the understanding that
al CSCIC CO have equal aCCESS foO Its vital LESOULCCS. The maın point
fo be made 15 probably that such boundaries CFE NnOt established Dy
random chance but reflect recognition of particular
vital CO IMOLC than ONC In OUF CasSCc, it made possible for the
people of this region the utilization of the Man Yy Jasper OuU
without "trespassıng" each other's hunting Cas.ı

ith the replacement of indigenous lithic tools DYy European metal
tools, around 1650 for the Forks reglon, its LTESOULCECS became decreas-
ingly important. DY 1’725, SOMINEC seventy-five later; tools
had become obsolete M the local natıve American peoples. The
or region became for all proctical terrıtory
nto which members of ONC specific culture could IMOVC following the
sale of their lands in the Jerseys without arousing opposition.

The Uuse of the or ALiCa involved 4t least four ditferent cultures
DCI0F toO e and probably reflects different periods of the YCar and
the schedules followed fo collect ditterent L[ESOULCECS (jasper, rhyolite,
meat, plants). That conflict aDDCAaLS fOo have been absent ın this ZOoNe

that the sharing of LESOULCCS precluded conflicts AT least
until after the Increasıng importance of the fur trade wrought Varı-
QOUS changes iın SOC10-ECONOMIC Da  m  °

This approac fo sharing LESOUTLCECS 15 paralleled by another lithic
ACCESS method described by Gramly(48) for New Hampshire., In appli-
cCatıon o the Or aLrCa, Its OCCupation atfter 1730 by Jerseys MaYy



eflect also CWO complementary native erceptions of the Forks
rFirst, those cultures (Lenape, Munsee, eifCc,. using this ZOoNEe intermıiıt-
tently Ma Yy have perceived the UuUSc DYy other SLIOUDS AD constituting
sufficient [Cason to 2VvOoid an Yy attempt toO OCCUDY the and DCL-
manent basıis. After 1’7700, and the end of tool] US«CcC DYy these
peoples, the Jerseys INaYy have perceived the region as unoccupied
and available tor settlement. The Lenape, the other hand, CIC
at that tıme moving directly est nto territory formerly held by
the Susquehannock. After the dispersal oft the Susquehannock (1674/
75), the Lenape moved nto their lands and also replace the NSuSs-
aquehannock as rokers in the fur trade. This lucrative opportunity
eft the relatively I.'CSOUI'CC-I)OOI' Forks ALCa entire!y available the
Jerseys

These data regarding butffer MaYy be significant ith regard
tOo present theories of culture change, 2a5 well 45 tO archaeological
interpretations of the DaSt. The ideas of several scholars interested
in how frontiers and boundaries relate fo social systems and social
change ALC of general nterest here.(49) The evidence which | DLCS-
ented iın 1983 established the of the Forks ALCa bound-
aLlY The data Just discussed identified the it served. hat
emaıns to be done NO 1S CO demonstrate how the Or region Was
used following Its decline A lithic WE An understanding
of the NC uUuses CO which this regıon Was ut will also help us toO
FeCONSTCUCT and understand the cultural boundaries and the history
which marked both the Delaware Valley and the ommonwealth of
Pennsylvania.

In 1981 Program Was aunched specifically designed fo locate
11IC Oocuments and reanalyze those already known about the
Lenape in preparation for enewed archaeological research. The 1n-
formation which as result Was gleaned from the historical records
suggests that the linguistic and cultural distances between the Jer-
SCYS and Lenape CLe greater than their spatial separation by the
Delaware Rıver. That the rver served such important boundary
carrles profound implications for anthropological theory and the 1N-
terpretation of evidence recovered from excavatıons 4S well as for
the archaeological research strateglies CO be pursued in the future.
ven the historic claims which the Jerseys made fo an the
est side of the Delaware River Can NO  s be judged with greater
validity.

That SOMC cultural "merging” through intermarrıage MaYy have tak-
place between Lenape and Jerseys during and after the late (‚O-

lonial pDeriod MaYy be assumed but does NOt hnegate hat the evidence
suggests, namely, that these £tWO populations remained distinct ın the
maıintenance of their cultural traditions. Both cultures OE matrı-
lineal at that tiıme. child born of marrlage between members
from each belonged by definition, fo the kin and culture
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of the mother. er 1740 the "“core" members of the Lenape bands
the Jerseys found their WaYy Can-moved west,(so) the maJority of

ada ose who remained behind turned tOo agricultural DUrCSults and
often accepted Christianıty OL affiliated with Kuropean„derived SOC1-

have gradually merged ith theetYy in other WaYyS. They appCal the multi-ethnic Ameriıcan SOC1I-colonial population, ecoming Dart
ety without ties to their "native" identity.
The Lenape an of Pennsylvanla
In examınıng the Varı0ous histories of bands MUSTt note
that nOot all behaved in the Same«e WaYy NOL did they change at the

NOL did all individuals ın ONC in CONCETrT in all
Same rate,
events.(s1) The term "core 9 4S used above, reters those members
of the culture who maintained the old tradition and attempted
sustaın WaYy of ife which Was hard-pressed fO SUCVIVE in the
along the westward MOVIN colonial frontier. oSse people acdhering

the traditional ife used their natıve languages transmıt the
ceremonials, the MOrCtUar rituals and other cultura elements which
DE NECESSALY to maintaın integrity and personal identificat
t1on.

Since the Lenape peop! maintained single cohesive resi-
ential unıt, their cultural integrity Can be understood only DYy EX-

their everal bands (of kin-related individu-amınıng the dynamıcs each band ith the and TESOUCCES availa-als) and the interaction
ble their collective USC. The raditional Lenape lived in serlı1es
of small oragıng bands, each of which utilized the 07 of onec

ÖL MOLC of the rıiıver eys leading nto the Delaware Rıiver. Al-
though Cafll identify ManYy of these bands at Ver10USs points in

tiıme, the actual number of them the S1ZE€ of their specfic terr1i-
tories (extended family oragıng zones) varied oreatly though tıme.

In the earliest Contact Period, individual Lenape bands, represent-
deed, sections of their landsed DYy the adult male members, sold, DYy

to Varıous European traders and colonists. Ultimately, William Penn,
OVCL period of 6eaIs (1681-1701), SYyStematically purchased all

er the sales enn Man Yy Lenape ndi-Lenape owned land(s2 eft the aCrca, but MOSt ofviduals, and perhaps SOMEC entıire ands,
the COILC members continued Co live within th limits of their tormer
territories. ere BG considerable variations in the WaYyS in which

members within anYy band, acted aftereach band, and even specific
ho eft the Delaware Valley generallythese sales.(53) Those Lenape

settled the est in the afca controlled by the Susquehannock DC101
fo their dispersal. We know, for example, that AT least SOMNNC oft the

£  DD few families) IC living along the Susque-Lenape (perhaps only
hanna River already the end of the seventeenth century,(s4) and
that their numbers continued CO ZLOW rapidly.
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Evidence fot this Lenape there from several SO!
D: The Markham repOrL of 1696 refers CO r  OUur  LL ndians (Lenape)
10 the Susauehanna Lenape named Sasoonan Was settled at
Peshtang above Conestago DY 1709.(55) Where he lived thereafter 15
ess certaın, possibly Tulpehocken Creek OL perhaps the est
of the Susquehanna where other Lenape . W a settling 245 part of
their westward OV By A&} Lenape 5i noted 245 being a-

MONS the ManYy cultures which had relocated fo the Susquehanna.(56)
DBYy 1725,y hen Sasoonan Was resident a amokin, SOMNC 1S

tellow Lenape Iready had moved eCeven urther est foO “Kittanning”
ın the Ohio River rainage. By the tıme Sassoonan died L7a SOMNC
tormer members of nis cr e living the est branch of the
Susquehanna River ıle others had relocated fO the Ohio COUNTCY.
Sasoonan Was but ONC individual belonging fo "associated" sma
ZLOUD, whose members Dy always acted ın CONCEeETrt. How
Man Yy such Lenape an lived in Pennsylvania at anYy ONncec tıme
still do NOTt Know, and the everal Jersey an had completely 1IN-
dependent and VeLY diftferent history of interaction with the colo-
nısts.

Recent made ın ethnohistory and I1C trend toward aLl-
chival research as "above ground’ archaeology has produced evidence
that nables usSs CO diftferentiate between the Lenape and the Jerseys
On the northern periphery of the Lenape terrıtory Was ALCa of
considerable S1Ize which provide lithic LESOUTLCES and foraging ALCa
45 well as buffer zZone between members of pDroximal cultures.(57)
The boundaries between cultures need NOLT have been well defined.(s8)
But between the Jerseys and the Lenape clear demarcation Was DLO-
V1I by the Delaware River. Intermittent and overlapping utilization
of interterritorial Dy proximal populations 15 COMMON, in
the Casc of this C1ver border mutual uUusSsec of its LESOULCCS would be
expected.

Beifore 170 the combined total population of the Lenape and Jer-
SCYS probably exceeded 1,000., Their numbers actually MayYy
have increased after European contact.(59) The interdependence
which developed between the natıves and Colonial armers provide
these foragers ith NC OULCCS of food as well K with aCCESS CO

during wıinter amines. Colonial and clearing also opened
large CO brush, which provide better forage tor deer. If the
deer population increased, the native population also MaYy have 1N-
creased. Regardless of these early (1630-1680) FESPONSCS CONTtAaCT,

Can also demonstrate the later (post 1700) aggregatıon of Lenape
an This "coalescence”, however, aDDCaLS O be indicated only
through the Colonial records reflecting interaction ith the larger
bands operatıng well CO the est of their original terriıtory. Those
bands still functioning In the Delaware Valley after 1’7700, such as
the Okehocking(60) and the neighboring and better documented ran-
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dywine band, afc rarely mentioned in official records. Beyond few
ocuments referring fO the unusua|l of and (by title) made
the Okehocking, they aDDCaL 2A5 unıt in the known docu-
MEeNTS. How Man Yy such small an existed IMaYy know, Dbut

do Know that their numbers CcCannot have been VeLY Zreat.

Distinguishing between Lenape an Jerseys
In order fOo demonstrate the cultural distinctions between the Lenape
and the Jerseys in the early historic period MUStTt demonstrate
that they maintained spatial separatıon, negligible rate of inter-
marrliage, and independent Dattern of migration AaWaYy from their
homeland Different of acculturation of the Lenape as distinct
from the Jerseys, C ın adopting European names,(61) have been
noted, but these could be result of differing eCOoNOMIC CIrCum-
tances (ecological) OL simply reflection of independent CeESPONSEC
modes CoOomMmMoOon throughout this region.(62)

The 0Ca pDoint of this will be natıve migration nto the
butffer Zone which Was known 2a5 the Forks of Delaware. We Can
demonstrate that the "settlers" Came«ec from New Jersey and NnOt from
the adjacent aALCa which Was Lenape terrıtory. hat ollows these
DagCS, therefore, 1S historic reconstruction utilizing all of the
appropriate evidence NO available for the r ALCa and adjacent
terrıtory. The analysis of these data also shed light problems —

garding shifting colonial [rontiers, the system ın Pennsylvania;,
and other matters relating CO local natıve populations and why each
of these small ZEFOUDS responded CO European cContact 45 they did

If the Forks of Delaware Was largely uninhabited buffer afrca

during the period 1500-1’7730, then should expect find eV1-
dence for consistent natıve OCcupation and few colonial references
CO natıve UuScC of the aALCa of Lehigh (Lechay) DCI1OT 1’7730 Con-
versely, when the earliest known Oocuments mentioning this 1 C 2r@e
studied we would CEXDECT that al natıve DECLSONS cited 245 being resi-
dent OL actıve In this terrıtory would be individuals hom can
demonstrate a nOot having been born NOL raised ın the arfca of the
Forks

The Forks J5 (Jninhabited Buffer one

During the first European CONTACTS in the early sixteenth cCenturYy the
development of the fur trade mMust have intensitied utilization of all
buffer in eastern North America., This increased interest ın fur
FEeSOUTCCES IMNaYy have created true and specific family hunting err1ito-
CEes from the larger and unıts collectively shared DYy band.(63) The
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fur trade led the rapid increase in Susquehannock between
1525 and 1550.(64) this nabled these people of the lower SuSsque-
hanna drainage CO expand their influence nto the lower Delaware
Rıver Valley, terrıtory OCcupied by the Dre-Contact Lenape. The SuSs-
quehannock probably had forced the Lenape OUut of Dart of their

Dy 1600, and certainly OUuUt of the ALCAa of the Christina and
Schuylkill drainage by 1620 fOo 1630

The Ör ALCa buffer zone Was COMmMmMOonNn afrca 45 well
245 region separatıng the proto-Susquehannock from the proto-Lena-
DC before 1600. Growing Susauehannock after L600, ase on
trade-wealth, led their domination of the entire southeastern Dart
of Pennsylvania. During this tıme both the Lenape and the Jersey,
ike other Native Americans, worked CO maximize their galns from
hat L[ESOULCES they had available and maneuvered to keep both their
neighbors and Varı0us Europeans 4l bay

Only OoNe reference from this early COnNtaACtT Deriod SCLVCS fo indi-
Cate the extent of Lenape terrıtory. Yong's report of 1634(65) 1n-
cludes interview ith old llkingll living In the afca of the
(near present Trenton). This elder (Lenape?) reported that he Was
familiar ith the ALCa r  at the head of the River" (Delaware). long
tıme before he and his people had hunted there, but Since the War
ith the Susquehannock his people did NnOTt beyond the mountaıns.
The hunting aLcCca described ıIn this narratıve MaYy have been in the
Forks, and the mountaıns noted May refer fO the Blue Mountains
which lie CO the south of the Junction of the Lehigh ith the Dela-
aic River. eEse mountains GE at the northern margın of Lenape
terrıtory.This report ugg that the Forks hunting afca lay beyond the
lands held by the Lenape In the pDeriod DC10T CO 1600, and 15 consisttent ith and sale data from the ı7th century.(66)

The omplex events of the from 1600 tO 1’7700 have yeL CO
be documented fully The evidence available which relates fOo the
Forks of Delaware has been interpreted CO indicate that the afca
had early claimants, but this MaYy be artifact of other CIIrCUmM-
standes. brief LeVIEW of hat 1S known will help Dut OUL subse-
quen elaborations in perspective.

DYy 1670 colonial expansıon in New England and Virginia, and
tive maneuvering in the fur trade had led fo alis of exterminatıon
between natıve SEFOUDS as well 245 between colonists, ith their
tive allies, and still other aboriginal peoples The foraging Jerseys,
ike the Lenape, kept low profiles during this Der10d, probably due
fo low population densities and considerable territorial flexibility.
Their homeland also happened CO be ocated iın aALCa marginal fo
the interests of both the British and the Dutch Clever political
neuvering also allowed the Munsee to urvive despite their involve-
ment in everal contflicts ith the Dutch.(67) On 23 April 1660
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repOrt reachied New Amsterdam of Lighting up the Hudson Rıver al

Esopus:(68) "Eleven Minissingh unsee SaVagCS had been killed
m those of the Esopus This indicates that the Munsee GE at
that tıme allied ith the ESODUS, OC of the ZLFOUDS living along the
Hudson River. ese Hudson Riıiver ZEFOUDS, ike their Delaware Rıver
counterparts, CI known collectively a the "Rıver ndians  „

The term "Minisink", ith Its locative ending, refers ALCa OL

location pertaimnıng tO the Munsee.(69) The term "Munsee meanıng
'person from Minisink'",(70) often Was used interchangeably ith
Minisink ın European documents. Quite possible the ALCAa called “Ml_
nisink" had changed through time(71) reflecting changes in the loca-
tıon of the Drımary village oft the Munsee. Like each of the 1ve
Natıons of central New York, the Munsee IMaYy have had arge vil-
lage and possible small satellite settlements. Neither the Lenape NnOL
the Jerseys EVeLr had village-centered settlement.

The ESODUS and Munsee alliance did NOL CONCEOELI the Susquehannock
(Minquas) and certainly did not intertere ith their trade Although
DC10F fo 1655 SOMEC Susquehannock TUurs eIC brought overland be
traded in New Amsterdam (because the Dutch offered better princes
for these g00ds than the impoverished Swedes), after this date the
Susquehannock carried their g00dS to Altena (formerly ort Christina,
and NO  s Wilmington). The Susquehannock also carried bet-
ecen the colonial cıtles and otherwise enjoyed g00d relations ith
the Dutch This successtul interactıon of the 1L650'S, however, Was

CO COmM«ec fOo abrupt end as the English Conques of the Dutch col-
ON Yy altered the political structure and military alliances of the Ce-

Oon.
English control of this entire region hifted political antagoniısms

from national fo religious basıis. The Catholic Marylanders NO

Sa opportunity incorporate the former Dutch terriıtory along
their nothern border Dy the traditional "right of conquest”. The
Maryland colony, which formerly had been ally of the Susquehan-
nock natıon, turned them iın 1674 and joined forces ith the 1ve
Nations.(72) This NC  . coalition rapidly achieved successful dismem-
berment of Susaquehannoc DOWCTL, giving the 1ve Nations as well
the Marylanders claims, Dy right of CONquEST, the lands held DYy
the Susquehannock along the Susquehanna River, as well as o
the est which had been under Susquehannock suzeraınty. Neither
SLOUD, however, had the W OCCUDY these an Soon after,
the English Crown ettled religiously neutral colony in the CON-

tested ar The Religious Society of Friends (Quakers)
FOor the allied ESOpUS and Munsee,(73) as well 45 the Lenape, the

demise of the Susquehannock made available terrıtory
and all of Its LESOUTLCCS. The ability to MOVC nto these lands,
longer opposed DYy the Susquehannock, enabled the Lenape and others
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develop e territorial and political strateglies which C6rec CO
them well OVEL the next seventy-five aLS,.

The Lenape eIiC killed at manipulating invading natıve peoples
and also the Europeans who Came tOo their and In 1638 Peter
Minuyt, leading wedish expedition, built ort Christina, where
Wilmington, Delaware 110 stands. Minuyt wished CO profit from trade
ith the Susquehannock, who had recently taken control of this afeca
from the Lenape. ormerly the Susquehannock had taken MOST of
their furs nto the Chesapeake aLCa, but disruptions in 1622, and
possible other Casons ar earlier date, led them O UuUSe the Elk
River and ortage CO Minquas Creek o take their furs CO the low-
GF Delaware River.(74) The Dutch have been known fo have begun
trading along the Delaware Rıver 4S early as 1623, beifore ort Nas-
Sau Was established. This IIC trade obviated the need tO a
furs long overland CO Oort Amsterdam.,

The locations along the Delaware River of the wedish ort Chri-
stina and the Dutch torts Nassau and later Beversreede clearly ndi-
Cate that furs, DYy 1638, eCre comıng primarily from the WESst and
NOTt from the Lehigh OL pper Delaware River, beyond the Forks of
Delaware. Either the or acfeca Was DOOL producer of furs, DOSSI-
biy having been hunted OUT, OL furs from the Forks ALCa OTE Car-
ried Out toward the east and not .downstream. This pomint regarding
OUTICECS of furs 15 made clear in document of 28 January 1656 in
1C the Dutch notfe that they built ort Nassau ın 1626 ar dis-
nce 16 leagues UD the Delaware ’river, this ‚being their southern
frontier...", and that .. DBevers reede, down the [1ver the est
bank, 2bout the lands of the Schuylkill; place wonderfully CONVeEeN-
ent and called 2CCOUNET of the Beaver trade which Was Drose-
cuted there fo considerable amount ith the natıves and ndi=-
ans.'"(75) The locations of these forts, both eing NCAaLl the mouth of
the Schuylkill Rıver, clearly indicate that {furs eIc then comingfrom the Wwest, and probably NOt from the Forks afca the north.
Our understanding of why the Forks of Delaware Was NO aCfca
often mentioned ın the fur trade of that time 1S NOTt increased,.
Hunters in the or MOST easily could have brought their furs down
Civer for sale, as they did al later date after the settlement at
the of Delaware (now Trenton) had been developed.

The end of Susquehannock DOWCTK DYy 1675 also correlates ith the
ecline ın the importance of the fur trade, for Casons which remaın
unclear. Certainly the postulated hear-extinction of beaver and other
valuable fur-bearing animals throughout this region would have —o
duced the local supply, but this assumption has NnOt been documented.
The complex and lengthy trading network the west, controlled
previously by the Susquehannock, MaYy have been severely discrupted
DYy their dispersion and this MaYy have aiiecte: the supply of availa-
ble furs. Reestablishing this network MaYy have taken SOMMC time:;
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However, furs continued CO be valuable commodity and [NanYy Le-
NaDC (by NO consistently called "Delaware" DYy the Europeans) 1iN-
creasingly became involved 45 middlemen in fur trading from the
WESt. The and sales DYy the Lenape CO William enn after 1681
probabily CIC based on everal distinctively ditferent assumptions,
foremost M 1C MUST have been the availability of the lands
formerly held DYy the Susquehannock decond, I[NanYy Lenape INaYy have
assumed that English population expansıiıon after 1681 would NOt be
A rate greater than that f the wedish OL Dutch in DC10T CaLls,
This alse dea Was contradicted by natıves visiting from their homes
in English dominated in New England, but these warnings CO
NOTt of nterest CO, STE gnored Dy, the Lenape.

English expansıon after 1681 certainly stimulated the general with-
drawal of the Lenape bands to the WEeST, nto arn formerly Con-
trolled Dy the NO scattered Susquehannock. As early as 1683 enn
attempted purchase title these lands along the Susquehannah
River 245 part of securing clear title fo all lands for which he had
claim through the Crown. He Was thwarted(76) until FA January 1696,
hen he negotiated purchase of this terrıtory from Governor Dongan
of New York,(77) who had recently purchased the rights from the
“CONquering” Seneca. enn later(78) reconfirmed this 1696 purchase
from Dongan through SeDarCate agreement ith the "Susquehanna
Indians'', which by that tıme described collection of displaced
tıve ZSLOUDS led Dy of the Susquehannock Nation who had
returned CO location NCarl their former principal village along the
r1ver. By the 1L690's this regıon had become haven for Varıo0us
gLOUDS displaced from their OW natıve territories, including few
Lenape who longer wished CO tolerate the CrowIing European 1N-
fluences the daily ife of Natıve Americans then resident in the
Delaware Valley.

The MO distantly situated terrıtory of the Munsee(79) Was above
the Water Gap and extended south and westward toward the Forks
of Delaware, but did NnOt reach it. Only after the 1730's do find

few Munsee actually resident in the Forks, along ith the recently
relocating Jerseys. The first European colonists settling In the Mun-
SCC realm the pper Delaware River Came nto that aALica V1a
New York the aboriginal inhabitants of this ALCa had maintained
focus and cultural interaction pattern ith the people of the lower
Hudson River drainage both ın the Dre-contact period and nto
the colonial era.(80) Munsee cultural connections clearly 6Ie with
the Mahican, ESODUS, and other of the Hudson (or North) "River In-
dians". These Varıo0ous ZSLOUDS also later affiliated in the face of colo-
nial expansion.(8 ı

es importance fOo OUFL subject 15 the nearly total absence
of references the Forks in an Yy of the aCCOUNTS of Na-
tive Ämerican actıvities OL colonial interactions during these yea
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of complex social and political history. As well shall SCC in the fol-
lowing section, the few references CO this region which 110 are
Kknown, al indicate Just how peripheral it Was developments In
this period
The or of elaware: Farly Occupants
Lechauwitank(82) Was the Lenape locative term 1C reterred tfo
ONe Dart of the ALCa in the "Borks of Delaware" bounded by the Le-
high River. The English abbreviated the word, and the [1ver and the
afca above It (to the north) Came fo be known 25 “Lechay” (Lehigh)
That portion which 1€es CO the south and est of the Water Gap,
down tO the Junction of the Lehigh and the Delaware River, 15 NO
Northampton County, Pennsylvania. Surprisingly, this regiıon played

prominent Dart in the early of Pennsylvania's colonial his-
tory.(83) The Colonial settlement along the lower Delaware, CONCEN-
tratıng ar Philadelphia after 1680, generally expanded toward the
est rather than moving north up the [lver. hat imited MOVE
upstream there WaS, Was interrupted at the Trenton). In CON-
9 the rich lands of modern Bucks County C ettled quite
Car

Of equal hote 15 the observation that the afca of the Forks of
Delaware Was NnOt important fo the Munsee at an Yy tıme In colonial
history despite ıts DroxXimiıty tO their traditional territory. The
ensive document search in the Philadelphia records noted earlier
produced almost nothing that would shed light concerning the natıve
American population OCCUPYINg the afca of the Forks of the Dela-
aifc DCI10T CO 1700.(84 This absence of information characterized
also the searches made through the records pertainiıng fO the
of New York and northern New Jersey.(85) The ack of colonial 1N-
terest,; because of the area's negligible value. early Pennsylvanians
and New Yorkers, MaYy explain the scarcıty of pertinent documentaition.

Grumet's extensive search for Oocuments relating fo the Munsee,
hom he ar first believed foO OCCUDY the ALCa of the orks, produce
only the CWO relevant discussions of European actıvıties around 1700,
regarding John ans Steelman and James Letoftft; analyzed below
Such absence of documentation, MaYy, of COULSC, also eflect the OSS
of records simply inability to locate them. However, INYy
ensive FeVIEW of the references fo the Forks which do exist, eag

fo conclude that Oocuments RC SCAaAIrCce because there Was
little natıve OL colonial interest in the aLrCa,. To make a clear Casec
fOr MY assertion that the Forks afca Was peripheral ın nature, ndi-
rect evidence must be reviewed, which IS to SaY, MUStTt establish
'Just hat it Was that Was important then CO the VarlOous ZFOUDS SUL -
rounding the Forks ın the ı7th and early i18Sth centuries.
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During the late 1600's Governor Thomas Dongan of New York had
been concerned ith the actıviıitlies of Varlıous French traders then
working the Schuylkill River.(86) As noted earlier, the Schuylkill
Cver FOoutfe from the Delaware Yıver fOo the Susquehanna AaDDCAaLS
have developed 2A5 ma Jor trade artery in the early seventeenth
century and continued in uUScC tor OVeCL 10 years.(87) Thus traders
tended locate along this WaYy OL at pDositions along the Sus-
quehanna River which led this ute, Dongan’'s CONCELCN with the
Schuylkill ALCAa rather than for Wwaterways closer fo New York, such
45 the huge Lehigh River, reflects the importance of the Schuylkill
OoUu in natıve trade from the West. Obviously, these French (Cana-
dian) traders CLE funneling furs along FOute which, in bypassing
New York, Was depriving Dongan's natıve and colonial subjects of
the economıc advantages CO be gained from these actıvıtles. ongan’s

also indicate for us the routes used ın that trade.
Foremost M those French traders, who often lived ith their

clients, married M them, and otherwise achieved considerable
UCCCS5 2a5 agents in the fur trade, Was the family Letort.(88) The
elder Letorts did considerable business In Pennsylvania but eIc NOT
operatıng 2a5 agents for William enn, They had routed their Drıvate
g00dS the north of Philadelphia and then through Burlington, New
Jersey(89g) foO 2void y of OL duty their trade. They
continued en]Joy moderate MC BENS in the last quarter of the en-
teenth Century CVECN though this Was STEAC period in the Tur trade.
Toward the end of this pDeriod hawnee and other emnant SLOUDS,
including SOMINC Lenape, Grr settling along the Susquehanna frontier
and CeCIC Darticipating ın the fur trade Despite Dongan's interest in
controlling this trade and routing iIt through New York, records of
these mercantile actıvıtles Aafc AF Similarly, records for the DLOC-
CcSsS5 of Colonial expansion nto the ALCa of the Forks, central CO
al of these events being discussed clearly eflect absence of anYy
Native American Dopulation in the Forks Aft the date.

The peripheral nature of the Forks also 1S suggested DYy the brevity
of the few early references it 25 well a the specific content of
these nOTES, The VeLY interesting and well-known interpreter CO the
Lenape, Lasse Cock,(90) provides OoN«c such tem. er Cock's death,
which to have been about 1L699, his estatfe billed William
Penn's estate (?) for ser1es of Lenape elated actıvıtlies, including
IITO Journey by Order of OVT Markham to Lahhai „  Q1) The
ture of this uspecified mi1ss1ion the "Indians" has NOtTt been deter-
mined, NOL has it been explained through the reading of anYy other
known documents. Quite probably Markham wanted know the
tent of Lenape terrıtory OLr OCCupation, since he Was negotiating and
Durchases for Penn, OLr if anYy other natıve people living ın that ALiCa
GFE potential claimants. Markham also MaYy have been interested in
the fur trade. Elsewhere ın this document natıves A noted as being
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at three other locations: Schuylkill, Fall <Trenton> and Christiana
<Wilmington area?>, Certainly the goals of M Yy investigatıon would
be MOLC easily reached, if had record of arkham!'s Orders of
Cock's report the 682(?) trıp CO Lehigh and could date these
events ith DreCISION. ven the date r which aDDCaLS the
reference cited MaYy NOTt be the COrrTeCt date of his Journey, although
it consiıstent with Penn's immediate CONMNCETIN for information
about natıve and OWNECIS iın relation his planned and Durchases. |
assume that Cock found the Forks ALCa to be uninhabited Dy anYy
permanent OCCupants, and therefore unowned. enn and his agents,
therefore, had need DULSUC and OWNETIS beyond the Tohiccon
OL Durham ree arca, which Was the farthest nothern ALCa which
Was claimed as DYy anYy Lenape band Between the yCal 1681
and 1’7701 ennn OL his agents ecured ee fOo al Lenape err1ı1to-
ry.(92) The absence of native-owned and beyond Tohiccon Creek
mean that claimants would COM«EC Oorward CO contest title. But
later events CLE Create SOMIMC interesting siıtuatıions concerning
this odd Dlece of territory.

In 1’7701 the Droprietors moved prohibi all trade with the natıve
inhabitants of the Commonwealth EXCEDPTt Dy icense. In pDarticular
they wished restraın the Maryland trader, John ans Steelman,(93)
from doing business ith the natıve people r  at Lechay OL yC or
of Delaware'"'(94). enn imseltf WTIOLE CO no. ans." April
1701 CO remind Steelman that he had promised O visıt ith enn CO
discuss this trade, but had failed do NOW, SInNnCEe Steelman Was

actıng “contrary fo OUrL Laws, 1 have YC fore op thy Goods intend-
ed for Lechay, till  M such time a Steelman should present imsel{£f
and g1ve satisfaction.(9$) Since Steelman Was signatory the
LLeALYy of 23 April 17O1, made ith the Varlous Native American
SLIOUDS then resident along the Susauehanna, MaYy infer that at
least SOTTIC resolution of his trading problems had been achieved.

Although the ALCa of Lechay 15 mentioned, the retference 15 NOT
Oown OLr CO inhabitants of the reg10n. The ethnic identity of the

natıves trading A "Lechay  N 15 not stated; but they must have, at
that tıme, respresented everal ditterent cultures.

Also concerned ith trade in that region during the early of
the eighteenth Century Was James Letort of Pennsylvania.(96)
Letort; ike Steelman, spoke Lenape and possibly other natiıve lan-
ZUaASCS and often acted as interpreter OL translator iın treaties
ith the Lenape people. Both Letort and Steelman DE signatories
fo the confirmation treaty of 23 April 1701 ith the everal LEeM-
nant SLIOUDS of "Indians  ' the Susauehannah.(97) Penn's attempt
restraıin Steelman's ecCcoNOMIC activities suggest that iın 1701 Letort
MaYy have had gained official sanctıion foO trade ith natıve peoples
ar Lechay and possibly elsewhere?) and that Steelman Was

croaching upDOonNn im.(98) Since further mention has been found of
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trade in the Forks afrca one MaYy inter that the value of such actiıvı-
CYy rapidly declined after 1701, becoming low 45 fOo make it
profitable. Particiıpation In the thriving trade ith wesftfern fur CCap-
DCILS V1a Outposts the Allegheny rıver MUST have become the goal
of all aspırıng traders during the first of the 18Sth Century.

The few other early references fo Lechay reflect the peripheral
nature of the afca 45 well 2A5 indicating that the Proprietor's prima-
y CONCETIN ith the Forks Was Its position the frontier of the
colony and for maintainıng securıty agalnst the 1ve natıons. At
Council at Philadelphia 21 May 1701, Dursuan "Resolution made
DYy this Oar the I7th nstant“ regarding FeDOCTS concerning the
Indians, "the OVTC inftormed the council that after the Sessions
Certaıin oung we arrıving from Lechay brought advice That
sth Day last some oung men of that place go1ng QOut hunting,
eing little while GONE... thought they heard Senecas shooting.
The C later Was Droved groundless,(99) but the anxıety about
such mMatfiers reflects continual problems along the frontier.(100) For
OUL study it 15 otable that Lechay Was then "place ith which

inen could be associated, but do NnOt know it they eIc
residents OL transıent hunters. The latter Casc 15 MOLE probable.
month later, ar the meeting of 26 July 1701, CONCELTN ith the sale
of [[U to the Lenape led the Council fo SUMMON}N CO Philadelphia for
consultation five Lenape elders.(101) ese includes three elders from
Christina, Indian arry of Conestoga, and "Oppemenyhook at Lechay“”.
ote that this last named Lenape Was cited 245 eing lat|l Lechay,
rather than llfromll Lechay, possibly suggesting temMporary residence
there. Heckewelder(102) Dresents slightly garbled isting of these
five individuals. The reference fo Oppemenyhook, 45 It aDDCAaLS In
the Colonial Records, 15 ditferent ın form from those references
which spea of the "Schuylkill ndian  ' the "Indians Brandywine"
as collective ZFoup>S Oppemenyhook IMaYy have been isolate, PCL-
haps along ith his nuclear family, temporarily living at Lechay. No
record 15 known of the actual gathering of Oppemenyhook and the
other four elders summoned fo Philadelphia. These CWO references
the alse alarm about the Senecas and the call for consultation
of elders) suggest that some Lenape MaYy have been resident ın the
or Ar the beginning of the ı8th CenturYy, but SUSPECT that at
best these CIC only few trappers usıng this buffer regıon ın
vVeLY traditional and intermiıttent ashion and maıintainıng MOLC PCL-
manent SUMMEL residences elsewhere.

In 1704. Oppemenyhook, noted earlier 4S having thought have
been at Lechay ın July of 1701, together with eight other l|kingsll
(none of hom ALC named) visited William Penn, Jr ar Penns-
bury.(103) This MuUSt have represented SOMINC of the Varı0u$s
Lenape an then operatıng in their homeland, but this 17704
oun makes reference Gc  a Heckewelder(104) completely
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garbles this 2CCOUNT Dut correctly that Oppemenyhook Was
M the VIisSıtors. Where Oppemenyhook Was resident (summering)
iın 1’7704 remaıns unknown.

Although locational OL regional river) designations for Lenape
bands, such as Schuylkill OL Brandywine, continued be used, the
actual settlement of the Varlous Lenape ZLOUDS continued fO
shift.(105) As noted earlier; DYy 1’7704 SOINC Lenape also 1 ocated
ın Lormerly unoccupied regions along the Susquehanna and Cvecn fur-
ther west, often close DYy other displaced Deoples DY 1’7704 SLOUDS of
hawnee had COMEC from the est tOo settle at both Conestoga "town"”
along the Susquehanna Rıver K well a5S5 AL Pechoquealing the uD-
DCL Delaware, where they became important negotiators ın hat Was
eft of the OCa Tur trade. The OCCUDaAaNTS of these LWO widely SCD-
arated locations aAIfc known because they ALC mM ManYy mentioned
In October of 1704 hen James Letort 1704 submitted petition
tor compensatıon for "Indian Debts" incurred in his trading ith the
Shawnee at "Canishtoga" and "Pachoaualmah".(106) The hawnee aAr
believed CO have OCcupie that latter "town"” from 1694 1728,(107)
and also have had equally long, Deriod of residence In their
ar enclave at "Canishtoga".

Letort's petition, coverıng SIX sheets of manuscrıpt, Drovide refer-
Lifty-eight ditferent natıves (fifty-six directly hnamed, CWO

indirectly noted), but indication 45 fOo which of S1IX OL MOLC DOSS1-
ble cultures each of these individuals might have belonged (Lenape,
Munsee, Jersey, Shawnee, Susquehannock 9 OL an y of the
Five Nations). Nor do know where specific individuals OFTFE trad-
ing with Letort. D N DLICSUMC that the maJorıty of these Lifty-eight
people, SOMMC of hom ALC WOMCN, OF hawnee However, the
Name Lappeweinsoe (a Jersey) 15 the first listed the fourth sheet
of this document. Since Lappeweinsoe Was Jersey who sold his
OW and rights there 18 August 1713,(108) Can inter that he
probably traded ith Letort at Pechoquealing OL at SOMEC other Doint
along the Delaware. Since Letort Was 4se: at Burlington, and Lap-
DEWweEINSOE lived nearby In West Jersey, their interaction could have
been anywhere ın that region.

One of the few other DCO le the Letort 1st who O Can be
identitfied 15 Ohpimnomhook Oppemenyhook), whose Name IS the last
fo aDDCaLr sheet five.(109) MIicst that Same«e Dagc 15 indirect-
ly identitied DECLSON noted A Oppimemook's (Opimemock's?) SON-1n-
law William Hunter(110) suggests that this INaYy be the Lenape
named Opemanachum who Was ith Sasoonan In 1738.(111)

Why 15 it that know little of the remalinıng Lifty-three indi-
viduals noted? Different spellings of these do NnOt N OUL
task, but MOst likely MOST of these people OC Shawnee, who 25
individuals afc NnOt well known from that period, Since the hawnee
did NOT have and rights ar these settlements they OFr nOt involved
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in making and sales, which would have resulted in the wrıiting of
ocuments ith natıve signatorIies. Although SOTINC hawnee
MaYy aDDCalL 2A5 wıtnesses Varıous Pennsylvania and transfers, at
present do NOTt have clear records tor them and MOST of these

Letort's list remaın unknown from other documents. Some
of the people mentioned DYy Letort ALC Lenape, and others ALC prob-
ably Munsee, and would speculate that the latter culture 15 better
represented. If IManYy of these pDeople trading ith Letort CI Mun-
SCC from the north of the Forks ONC Can easily understand why 4at
Dresent have records for them after this period, On the whole
the Munsee moved north in the i18th CenturYy, nto New York and
Canada Since these ALC NOTt ın OUTL research ZONC, individuals
g01ng in that direction ALC ost from OUTL VIEW and will be ocated
only by studies ın other which Daralle] the ork done by the
ate William Hunter.(112)

We do know that least ONC Munsee ZSLOUD, resident in ew York
in 1728, lived relatively NCaLtl SOMMC Lenape then also living along the

Susauehanna. At Council held in Philadelphia June 1728,
MOLC than three months before the Confirmation Treaty of that
year,(113) notfe Was made that Englishman had been killed in
ng OWN,. The demanded that the guilty DECLSONS from
'*hat Natıon which they belonged..." be punished, and wanted
know who Was their chief The attending Lenape said that illers
GTE the r  enysineks 1ve at the Forks of Sasquehannah above
Meehayomy, and their KINgS Name 15 Kindassowa". This 15 clear
reference fo Munsee MOVEMEeNTS in the direction of the ALCa of the
1ve Nations, but only reflects Dattern of relocation nto ALCa
245 yet nOt clearly known.(114) This leaves incomplete OUL knowledge
of these important people, 45 well A5S OUL understanding of the actiıv-
iıties of those Lenape who CLE living ın that ALICa at that tıme.

Shawnee IN the rea: Further Fvents IN the OT: Region
To this day the Or1g1ns of the hawnee have NOt been determined.(115)
They MaYy be the displaced Monongahela people, archaeologically
known from sourthwestern Pennsylvania(116) who "vanished" around
1600, and who MaYy have become the "RBlack Minqua  H often noted in
the 1600's. In 1694 of Shawnee, whose OrCgIns ALC unknown,
ettled at the town of Pechoqauealing (now hawnee On Delaware) ın
Berks County, Pennsylvania SOMINC distance above the Delaware Water
Gap and the eastern margın of the Forks They MaYy have SOoNC
there AX the invıtatıon of the Munsee as suggested Dy Witthoft and
Hunter,(117) OL as result of MOvements brought about Dy the dis-
personal of the Susauehannock ın 1674-75 ese Shawnee, ike those
who ettled ä Conestoga, ere the periphery of traditional
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Lenape lands 2A5 well 245 the periphery of the Forks buffer ZOoNe,
At Pechoquealing they also OC al the fringe of the ALCa of direct
interest fOo the Munsee. Geographical CONCELINS, such as desire fOor
00 plain and which tO SLIOW COLTI, IMaYy have been factor in
their decision regarding settlement location. Why they did NOt
settle within the Forks of Delaware, which had formerly been used
DYy Varilous bands for hunting and MaYy still have been ODCN
SOUICE ZOoNe for everal ZLFOUDS, 1S NOT known. NO ndividuals Can be
identitied in the genera|l ALCAa of the Forks OL Its periphery ar that
tiıme 2A5 Dermanent OCCUPaNTS and such unoccupied buffer zone
would have been the ideal place locate these displaced hawnee
elr anywhere ın this afca SeCUrity,. Or ar least the
potential for warniıngs agalinst raiders
this reg10n. going ın either direction ACLOSS5

The VELY sudden departure of the hawnee from Pechoquealing in
the SUMMEL of 1728(118) MaYy relate the political events which
ALC associated ith the 1728 confirmation LLEALY. Witthoft and Hun-
ter(119) believe that about 1’72'7 the 1ve Nations claimed that the
Shawnee had become "women" (landless people who had become their
dependents) and ordered the relocation of these hawnee from ||Pea_
hohquelloman  N fOo "Meheahoaming" (Wioming 110 Wilkes-Barre the
Susquehanna River.(129) Their actual and sudden departure fo W yo-
mıng In 1728, when their malze Was stil] ın thr ground, remaiıns un-
explained. The relocation fOo the Susquehanna to have been
achieved under the direction of the hawnee leader Kakow-watchy

hawnee own town called Malson 1S(also Kakowatcheky).
noted,(121) and MaYy be the NMame given fOo the specific Shawnee
campment within the disrict series of settlements) generally called
"Wioming". Chapman(ı22) believed that these hawnee ettled
the est bank of the Susauehanna at the lower end of the valley, in

ALCa still known as hawnee Flats Chapman also suggests that
this Was the first natıve settlement at Wyoming,. of Shaw-
NCC, still under Kakowatcheky, eft W yoming in 1’74.4. and ent CO
Chiningue OL Logstown (Ambridge), Pennsylvania the Ohio Rıver;
but INanYy remained at Wyoming under Paxinosa until 1’7755y hen the

broke UD during the beginnings of the French and Indian War
The hawnee al ogstown ( Joined DYy Shingas and his "Delaware"
followers in 1’754, hen this settlement became known as ort Du-
QUECSNEC,

Än explanation of this Shawnee relocation In 1728 might Drovide
insights nto the events involved In other relocations throughout this
region, particularly those which followed the 1728 confirmation
LLCALY. The locations of hawnee encampments GL always outside
the aLrca of the Forks, ut that MaYy have been as much for ecologi-cal 2A5 political CasSso1NS5, In anYy CasSc, during the peTriod from 1704 CO
1’7733 Cannot locate single direct mention of the Forks afeca in
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the documents. The contfirmation deed of 1718, which Varlous
Lenape reaffirmed the validity of their earlier and sales CO Penn,
reinforces the dea that the Forks had been Vvacant ALCa well be-
yond the traditional Lenape home NZC, Before Z01ng the rFeVIEW
this iımportant document, SUMMaLY should be made of the earlier
actıvıtles ın the regions adjacent fOo the or

Munsee: The People North of the Forks

As noted earlier, the Munsee S another Dopulation whose tradi-
tional lands ST NCAaLr the orks, but who did NOt relocate ın that
direction. They OCccupied the an north ot Kittatinnunk the Blue
Mountain), according to Chapman,(123) and probably controlled the
entire reaches of the Delaware Rıver UD the southern
reaches of Five Nations territory.(124) Despite status reduction and
colonial DICSSULCS after 1670, and despite distant actıvıtlies such as
their partıcıpation ith the Mahican in raids nto irginia after
1680,(125) Munsee rarely appeare In the Forks Wallace(126) believes
that Teedyuscung's wife and her mother Or«e Munsee, and that al
three lived at Meniolagomeka. Most of the Munsee later affiliated
with the Mahican, but SOMEC lived NCal Lenape in settlements the

reaches of the Susquehanna, 2A5 well N ın the MOLEC westerly
during later years.(127

Many the Munsee probably remained In their homeland and
merged ith Europeans. In hat the Conservative bands eft
the ALca 15 NOT known, Dut SOTTNC Munsee the eghen \iV"
CL DYy 1724.(128) At least ONC Was living above (upstream Irom
Meehayomy x the Forks of Susquehanna In 1728, hen reference
Was made CO them the yCalL after the murder of Englishman är
Snake OWN. Both the "Delaware" (Lenape?)and Conestoga people
claimed that the "Menysinek" had committed the crime, and that the
guilty people lived at the or of Susquehanna under the Ilkingll
named Kindassowa.(129) Munsee village Ar Hazirok the SUusque-
hanna Was noted in 1733.(139) DY the 1750's several clusters of these
peopie Can be identitied A resident fOo the W  9 and other ZEFOUDS
IMaYy have moved urther north nto 1ve Nations' territory.

Minutes of the Pennsylvania Council meetıing of 27 March 1756
Drovide lists of natıve OoOWNS along the Susqauehanna, MOST of 1C

inhabited by "Delawares". The afca of Chinkanning 15 noted, AaS
well as the mile (80 km) strıp along the river from Wyomin(Wyomin —— CO Diahoga which Was dotted ith Native Ämerican ham-
lets.(131 The "Delaware" always ALC noted 2a5 living In separate
settlements. There{fore, the last Dasc of these minutes, which NnOTtTES
that "Four Strings <of Wampum came> ith the ÄAnswer of the Del-

MaYy be interpretedaW3arCes and Munses that liveed ar Diahoga,the documents. The confirmation deed of 1718, on which various  Lenape reaffirmed the validity of their earlier land sales to Penn,  reinforces the idea that the Forks had been a vacant area well be-  yond the traditional Lenape home range. Before going on the review  this important document, a summary should be made of the earlier  activities in the regions adjacent to the Forks.  Munsee: The People North of the Forks  As noted earlier, the Munsee were another population whose tradi-  tional lands were near the Forks, but who did not relocate in that  direction. They occupied the lands north of Kittatinnunk (the Blue  Mountain), according to Chapman,(123) and probably controlled the  entire upper reaches of the Delaware River up to the southern  reaches of Five Nations territory.(124) Despite‘ status reduction and  colonial pressures after 1670, and despite distant activities such as  their participation with the Mahican in raids into Virginia after  1680,(125) Munsee rarely appeared in the Forks. Wallace(126) believes  that Teedyuscung's wife and her mother were Munsee, and that all  three lived at Meniolagomeka. Most of the Munsee later affiliated  with the Mahican, but some lived near Lenape in settlements on the  upper reaches of the Susquehanna, as well as in the more westerly  areas during later years.(127  Many ©  the Munsee probably remained in their homeland and  merged with Europeans. In what years the conservative bands left  the area is not known, but some Munsee were on the Alleghen  Riv-  er by 1724.(128) At least one group was living above (upstream) from  Meehayomy at the Forks of Susquehanna in 1728, when a reference  was made to them the year after the murder of an Englishman at  Snake Town. Both the "Delaware" (Lenape?)and Conestoga people  claimed that the "Menysinek" had committed the crime, and that the  guilty people lived at the Forks of Susquehanna under the "king"  named Kindassowa.(129) A Munsee village at Hazirok on the Susque-  hanna was noted in 1733.(139) By the 1750's several clusters of these  people can be identified as resident to the west, and other groups  may have moved further north into Five Nations' territory.  Minutes of the Pennsylvania Council meeting of 27 March 1756  provide lists of native towns along the Susquehanna, most of which  were inhabited by "Delawares". The area of Chinkanning is noted, as  well as the so mile (80 km) strip along the river from Wyomink  (Wyomin  ) to Diahoga which was dotted with Native American ham-  Jets.(131  y  The "Delaware" always are noted as living in separate  settlements. Therefore, the last page of these minutes, which notes  that "Four Strings <of wampum came> with the Answer of the Del-  may be interpreted  awares and Munses that liveed at Diahoga, ...  107107



fOo indicate that the only Munsee encampmen Was at Diahoga, with
al the others in the afrca eing "Delaware".(132) Although the [1UMM-
bers of Munsee movıng west, N opposed north, MaYy have been
small, their Was always significant.

Like the Lenape migration, the Munsee movemen est had begun
before 17730 That SomM«C Munsee held in their homeland until
much later 15 suggested by letter from the "Inhabitants of the
Menesincks" received in Philadelphia May 1740(133) and Ce[r-

tainly ManYy of these people eft the ALCAa,

The Fxtent of Lenape Territory
William enn assiduously bought ll Lenape and holdings In SyS-
ematıc Dattern. Working his WaYy uD the CVver, enn purchased Le-
NaDc an claimed Dy anYy Lenape. ese lands extended urther
than the afrca around Durham (or Tohiccon) Creek Subsequent deal-

fo establish northern border for the Commonwealth . were madeings ith the Governor of New York and the 1vVve Natıons In order

without mention CO anYy other natıve population between Durham
Creek and the EW VYork border Similarly, the early traders in the
Or afca around 1700) dealing with members of several DOD-
ulations, primarily immigrant Shawnee, all of hom 1vVe ın well de-
fined beyond and NOt including the Forks

The Lenape confirmation deed of 1’7 September 1718 (later reaf-
firmed June 1728) verifies the earlier release enn of all
Lenape and between the "Rıvers of Delaware and Susquehanna, from
Duck Creek the Mountains this side Lechay".(134) Hunter(135)
and believe these "Mountains“" fo be the low Lehigh hills along the
present northwestern boundary of Bucks COUNTY, and NOLT the higher

bounding present Allentown and Bethlehem Since the Lehigh
valley and the or aLrca eIC NOt included in this release of 1718

MaYy infer that they eIc NOLTt believed Dy the Lenape fo be Dart
of their territorial NSC,. There{fore, these lands could NnOot have been
sold fo enn OL aNhyOoNc by those Lenape involved in this confirmation
CLEALY. Since Lenape band has been identified the north
of Durham Tee mMust infer that the Varı0ous "grantors” who
gathere ın 1718 included the northernmost residents ot the Lenape
people. Various Lenape an eI«CcC still resident their traditional
waterways (e.g Brandywine band and the Okehocking), but perhaps
the largest Was then actıve the Schuylkill Valley

One of these relocated Lenape Was Sasoonan who had lived In the
Peshtang ALCa SINCE 1709.(136) In 1728 Sasoonan (also known as

Allumapees) showed CONCETrN for the Forks ALCa in his petition
alleging recent and infringements, leading fOo urther reconfirma-
tion treaty ın that YCaL,. When Sasoonan(ı37) claimed that Lenape
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lands beyond the ALCa covered DYy the 1718 contirmation LreAaLYy had
NnOt been paid fOr, he Was referring fOo the afrca of the Shuyl-Kill rainage and westerly between the Lehigh hills and the Blue
Mountains. asoonan's mentıon of the "Lechay hills" concerned onlythe extension of this mountaın CO the southwest and NOt their
COULSC the southern margın of the Forks In the ensuing discussion
of these particular boundaries,(138) James ogan incorrectly stated
that the Lechay hills Iun from below Lechay (Forks of Delaware) CO
the Hills Susquehanna that lie about miles (16 km) above Dex-
tan, observation which clearly Was ın FOF: Mr rarmer, Dar-
ticipant ın these discussions, corrected ogan Dy noting that these
hills DasSs from Lechay few miles (ca km) above Oley DBe-
yond the Lechay hills lay the lands of the Tulephocken, where ın
1728 Sasoonan and his kin maintained their SUmMMEeEeTLC residences. This
geographical roblem obviously Was resolved ın favor of the Lenape
4L this meeting. The or of Delaware Was consideration in
anVYy of the and claims of the Lenape; but, 245 shall SCC below,DYy 1728 few Jersey already had ocated nto the Or How much
the Jersey used of this ALicCca Was result of Lenape westerly migra-tıon and how much Was function of mounting colonial DrESSUTCCS ın
ast and West Jersey, do NOt know. We do KNOW, however, that
as the Lenape in their homeland became less, the Jerseyin the or (although great) increased.

In 1732, few after the 1728 Frecontirmation f the 1718
agreement, Sasoonan and SIX other Lenape elders sold anYy remaınıngrights they had fo the "Lands Iying OL NCALrL the River Schuylkilllands beyond the area covered by the 1718 confirmation treaty had  not been paid for, he was referring to the area of the upper Shuyl-  kill drainage and westerly between the Lehigh hills and the Blue  Mountains. Sasoonan's mention of the "Lechay hills" concerned only  the extension of this mountain range to the southwest and not their  course on the southern margin of the Forks. In the ensuing discussion  of these particular boundaries,(138) James Logan incorrectly stated  that the Lechay hills run from below Lechay (Forks of Delaware) to  the Hills on Susquehanna that lie about ı0 miles (16 km) above Pex-  tan, an observation which clearly was in error. Mr. Farmer, a par-  ticipant in these discussions, corrected Logan by noting that these  hills pass from Lechay to a few miles (ca. 5 km) above Oley. Be-  yond the Lechay hills lay the lands of the Tulephocken, where in  1728 Sasoonan and his kin maintained their summer residences. This  geographical problem obviously was resolved in favor of the Lenape  at this meeting. The Forks of Delaware was never a consideration in  any of the land claims of the Lenape; but, as we shall see below,  by 1728 a few Jersey already had located into the Forks. How much  the Jersey used of this area was a result of Lenape westerly migra-  tion and how much was a function of mounting colonial pressures in  East and West Jersey, we do not know. We do know, however, that  as the Lenape presence in their homeland became less, the Jersey  presence in the Forks (although never great) increased.  In 1ı732, a few years after the 1728 reconfirmation of the 1718  agreement, Sasoonan and six other Lenape elders sold any remaining  rights they had to the "Lands Ilying on or near the River Schuylkill ...  being between those Hills called Lechaig Hills and those called Kee-  kachtanemin Hills, which cross the said River Schuylkill about Thirty  Miles <8 km> above the said Lechaig Hills,  "  and all lands east  and west between the Delaware and Susquehanna.(139) The Lenape in  this sale:of 7 September ı732 considered their land to include only  the Schuylkill drainage out to the Keekachtanemin Hills (Kittochtinny  Hills, also called the Endless or Blue Mountains),(149) and northeast  to the Lehigh River, which obviously excludes the Forks. However,  this territorial delineation was not intended to reserve out the Forks  area for these Lenape, because none of the Lenape bands considered  the Forks as their land and subject to their use or sale. The vague  wording of the 1732 deed(141) leaves the Proprietor's point of view  regarding the northern boundaries in doubt, perhaps because they de-  liberately wanted to leave the borders uncertain. However, a more  likely explanation is that these documents often failed to provide  specific borders since the Native American concepts of borders were  general and also because cartographic details of the frontier often  were unclearly defined. This purchase of 1732 provedes the basis for  the map of 25 May 1738(142) which shows this "part" of Pennsylvania  extending up to the Kittochtinny Hills (Endless or Blue Mountains).  109being between those called Lechaig and those called Kee-
kachtanemin Hills, which the said River Schuylkill about ThirtyMiles <8 km> above the said Lechaig S, and all lands east
and est between the Delaware and Susquehanna.(139) The Lenape in
this sale : of September 1732 considered their and include onlythe Schuylkill drainage OUt the Keekachtanemin Hills (KittochtinnyHills, also called the Endless OL Blue Mountains),(149) and northeast
fo the Lehigh River, which obviously excludes the Forks Mowever,this territorial delineation W3as NOt ntende fo CSCIVC Out the Forks
afea for these ena C, because 1NONEC of the Lenape bands considered
the Forks 4as their and and subject CO their USCcC sale. The
wording of the 1732 deed(141) leaves the Proprietor's pomt of VIEW
regarding the northern boundaries in doubt, perhaps because they de-
liberately wanted tfo leave the Orders uncertaiın. Mowever, mMore
likely explanation 15 that these documents often failed fo providespecific borders SInNCE the Native American S of borders CeICc
eneral and also because cartographic details of the frontier often
ecIre unclearly defined This purchase of 1732 provedes the basis for
the Map of 25 May 1738(142) which shows this A  part” of Pennsylvaniaextending u the Kittochtinny Hills Endless 0)8 Blue Mountains).
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The principal Lenape encampmen ALCa in the Schuylkill
drainage aDDCaLS CO have been at Tulpehocken. Quite probably this 1S
where Sasoonan and his kin their UuUmMmeLIs in the before
1732 At SOIMINC tiıme after this sale Sasoonan and ManYy other Lenape
eift for amokin, but SOTTIC Lenape (as usual) simply stayed behind
everal later they aDDCaL CO have been joined nl Tulpehocken
Dy members of the Okehocking.(143

hen later Sasoonan and others eit Shamokin they moved
O the West Branch of the Susquehanna. In those of the 1740's
the Jersey "Borks Indians" ent mostly Wyoming, and thereafiter
CO the DOINtS along the or Branch of the Susquehanna.(144) Now

Can furn OUL attention fo this P} who Came fOo be called the
"Borks ndian  H and from where they‘had COMINC,

The Jerseys Move nto the Oor. Ihe Morav.  1aN Records

The early migration of SOM«EC Jerseys westward nto the Forks had
been noted ag0,(145) but MOST recent authors elieve that
SOMEC indigenous population MusSst have Ooccupied the afrca before these
arrivals Came from the East. As OQUuL FeVIEeW has already indicated,
this does NOTt aDDCaL to have been the CS

robably the first Jersey o relocate CO the Forks ALCa Was Keposh,
who Was born about 1672 NCaLl the Cranburys in New Jersey.(146) He
[NaYy have become permanent settler iın Penn's colony as early as
1’7700, atfter which he received the Namec "Tammekapi". His Namd,
spelled Tameckapa, 18 the list of twelve "natives" who witnessed
the Walking Purchase confirmation deed of 25 August 1737.(147) His
listing 4S "witness" clearly demonstrates his at this CLEALYy
plus the fact that he Was NOTt then claimant tOo and iın Pennsylva-
nıa, despite possibly long period of residence ın the Forks As
"To-wegh-kapy'"', he 1S the third of the four named "DELAWARES,
from the Forks" noted as attending the Treaty at Philadelphia of
July 1742, In which all natıve and claims In Pennsylvania GE
tinguished. Despite the considerable evidence which have for the
ife and actıvıties of Keposh (Tammekapi), derived from Varıo0ous
ee: and treaties, much of hat know about him and all of the
Natıve American inhabitants of the Forks derives from the records
kept Dy the Moravians,. e1ir etaıle: and reliable records NOLT only
allow uS fO FrecOoNsStruct the lives of these true Americans, but CO
reconstruct the culture history of this entire region and all the
in which the "Moravıan Brotherhood" Was actıve.

The yYyCalL 1742 18 critical in the history of natıves who had be-
COMeEe residents in the or NOTt only because of relevant and trea-
ties but because that Was the yCalLl of the beginning of Moravian
activity in the afca, The Casons for the Moravians iniıtiating M1S-
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S1O0NaCYy ork in the Forks MaYy relate o the fur trade and the 1InNn-
teresting, if limited, econOoMIC niche which it Drovide these busi-
ness-minded missionaries,. Like their equalliy actıve brethren ın the
Caribbean and Labrador, these hardy Vants of the Lord who GEO
working in the Forks tound the stimulation of hatıve eCONOMICS 2A5
important as the production of Verts O their religion. eIr desire

Star these projects also MaYy have correlated ith the SOVCIN-ment's for security in this ZONC, and the government’'s will-
ingness tfo allow trade In marginally profitable afeca, The StOLCYy of
the Moravian Mission and its ork 15 interesting DYy itself, but for
the etfaıle records which they kept provide the principal SOUICE of
inftormation regarding the actıivities of the natıve DCO le in the or
after the YCaL 1742, as well as giving biographica and historical
data relating CO their Their historical records extend the
record of natıve ife back ıIn tıme nto the ı7th CEeNtUTCY.

sing the detailed OUNTS eft Dy the Moravians Can develop
OUTL understanding of the lives and goals of Man Y of the residents of
the Or Beginning ith Keposh, find that during Deriod of
Ilness around January 1749 he W as nursed by the Moravians är
Nazareth.(148) During this Deriod of infirmity he Was baptized, and
the brethren then recorded his aSC at 7 YCAaLS, noting that he had
lived MOST of his ife at the Forks.(149) This ug  S that he had
COMC from the Jerseys early in the CENTUTCY. The Moravian Ar-
chives(150) also nOtfe that at ON«cC time he lived the Raritan Riv-
CFEG The Moravians usually referred CO ammekapıi, hom they bap-tized 25 "Salomo'', 25 "der DELAWAR Koenig In den ORKS"

Among the IMaNnYy things recorded Dy the Moravians about Tamme-
Kapi Was mention of severa|l of his kin mong these kin OFe
wife, Ogehemochque, and her but NOTt his) grandson, Nolematwenat
(also called Henrich OL Jacob) born in 1727 Since Nolematwenat
have been living along the Delaware River in 1’774.9, in native ——
settlement the Jersey side, continued interaction between the
Forks people and their kin in southern New Jersey 15 suggested, and
certainly would be expected.

An indirect, and possibly CLIONCOUS reference CO OCCUpants ın the
Forks around 1716 derives from Moravian aCcCcount recorded in
1777 This information from Welapachtschicken, who Was born

1716 in the aAfrca of the Forks which became Nazareth (later
Gnadenthal). We do NnOt know his cultural affiliation, but he does NnOot
appCar to have been related to Keposh Welapachtschicken's mother
must have been Lenape and MaYy only have been visıting (hunting)In the Forks hen she SaVC birth We do NOTt know where Welapacht-schicken SICW uD, but he ent west, probably from Lenape Territoryin 1735 ar the agC of nıneteen, to e fo the Ohio River. The few

around 1735 eIc those otf the pDeriod of maJor ena emigra-
aV beentıon from their homeland, and Welapachtschicken MaYy
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mM those emigrants. He Was still living the Ohio River hen
he visited the Moravians in EF and they recorded this informa-
tion.(151) Welapachtschicken had succeeded ' Beaver in 1769
and Was important DECTISON mM the Deople the Ohio ‘Kın
Beaver Was rother CO both Shingas and Pisquitomen, and all G
ephews fo the Schuylkill Lenape named Sasoonan.(1s52

Welapachtschicken's place of birth 15 the principal Doint of interest
here siınce the events relating it and CO his Lamily would help UuSs
tOo understand better the UuUS«CcC of the Forks during those early
of the ı18th CenturYy.

The earliest known document actually noting Dermanent natıve
settler in the Forks dates from 1’7733 and it does NOtTt refer CO Ke-
posh In that YCalL, hen MOst of the traditional Lenape bands eIec
beginning leave the Delaware River afca CO settle ıIn the west,
the DCLSON noted 4A5 "Tattemy Indian  N applied fOo the Proprietors
of Pennsylvania for g  n of r  on Forks of Delaware".(153)
Minute Book '  » DaScC 266 of the Records of the Provincial Counecil
of Pennsylvania,(154) indicates that ar the signıng of 28
December 1736, Drovision Was provide Warr's and
Patent for the Land where undy Tetamy dwells iın the Forks of
Delaware". On 11 1 1MO 1736 (11 Jan. 1737?) warrant Was signed
llto Tetamy undy 300 Acres Ditto" in old Bucks County.(155) Hun-
ter(156) believes that the actual Datent Was received iın 1738 and
that the and Was regranted CO Tatamy in 1742 in fee simple.

Moses Tunda) Tatamy Was born 1695, but the place of his
IC remaıns unknown. His claims (1758) CO and rights, discussed
below, offer us clue., Wallace(157) believes that Tatamy brought
his Lamily the Forks from Minisink, OL the Munsee area,‚(158) but
] elieve that Tatamy Was Jersey. His ife MaYy have been Munsee,
245 remotely suggested Dy Tatamy's Dartıcıpation in the Crosswicks
Treaty of 1758 Tatamy Must have lived iın cabin OL wigwam
this homestead in the Forks since 4i least 1733 and the warrant fo
his and clearly notfes that he Was resident there by 1736 Tatamy
Was actively involved in dealings with Varlıo0us Jerseys,(159)
but clear kin relationship has yet been established In February
1758, Tatamy 15 listed 245 ON«C of the tWO natıves representing the
band of "Mountain ndians  L at the Crosswicks Treaty In this treaty
note 1S made of S1X "bands" of Native Ämericans in the Jersey affca.
ese MUST retfer CO extended Lamily ZFOUDS, and Tatamy MaYy been
representing his OW OL his wite's band's claims. Since there AICc
"mountains" In southern New Jersey, this delegation from the "Moun-
taın ndians  N probably represented northerly OL Munsee band Hun-
ter(160) SayS that in 1758 Tatamy claimed rights lands Just east
of Allentown, N.J.(161) and that this 1S the Same DIeECE of and which
Was claimed DYy Teedyuscung. This shared claim also ugg! that
these CWO people eIic related, 25 would be expected Dy their exten-
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S1VE interactıons ın the Forks However, know from and sale
in 1734 that Teedyuscung held and rights NCAaL oms Kıver, New
Jersey, tfar from atamy's claim; and have direct evidence
that the CLWO IMeN CIC elated in anYy way.(162) SUuSpeCt that
Teedyuscung Was alsely claiming rights CO lands NCal Tatamy's, DOS-
sibly in Support of atamy's legitimate claims. In 1758 Tatamy also
made OUINCY to Minisinks in the Munsee afca together ith Isaac
Still,(163 —A but this MaYy etflect atamy's skill 4S guide and inter-
preter rather than familiarity with the reg1o0n.

The highly acculturated Tatamy, whose Widow and SON later ALC
listed A ‘White" in United States CENSUS documents (1790), "settled"
and farmed this ALCAa in the Forks which he; at least in 1733, CONMN-
sidered be and available directly from the Proprietors and NnOt
subject CO claims by anYy natıve population. Ths 15 important because
this petition of Tatamy precedes the Walking Purchase Confirmation
Ireaty Dy four CalLlS,.

Tatamy WAas the first Natıve American become private and-
in Pennsylvania usıng the English system of and purchase and

tenure. atamy's house in the or MUSt have been built DYy much
MOLE than ONC yCar before the construction in 1739 of the first Eu-
FODCaN descent colonist's house in the ALrCAa of Faston. Although Eu-
LODCaNS MaYy have "owned" and in the or DLC10T fO 1’7339 NnOoONEeE .aC-

tually lived there until 1739.(164)
Lopresti(165) FeDPOTS the following intormation from his archival

research nto the history of the Forks ALCa, He believes that ın
682(?) William enn granted ' Just proportion” of 5000 of
land, about kilometers (5 miles) above present Ekaston, Pennsylvania
fOo Adrian Vroesen, merchant from Rotterdam.(166) oprest! Say5S
that Vroesen transferred this and Benjamın Furley in 1704.(167
In 1735 warrant for SUCLVCY for Furley's heirs Was issued in the
aCeca of Lefevre Creek Some 15I of the 5000 WEeIC warranted
to Richard Peters, who in 1755 laimed the and around Meniolago-
mekah.(168) In 1’7455 this I5I1 ACIEC TAC ent Simon Heller (ac-
cording fo Lopresti).(169) aCO0o| Hubler, Charles Saudt(?), and Wil-
liam oyer also CIC involved ith this of and after 1745
However, the first European house at Easton 15 reputed have been
built by avı Martin in 1739,(170) and other colonists rapidly began
CO OCCUDY this entire arfca,.

Other erseys moved nto and through the Forks, including Teedy-
uscung,(171) and Meskikonant The general movemen followed
ute through the Lehigh Gap the North Branch of Susquehanna.
Except for the Lenape Welapachtschicken, not ON adult ın the
around 1’7740 1S known have been born ın the Forks In those YCaLS,
all of the natıves resident in the Forks Came«c from the Jerseys, Bl
ther suggesting that aside from Keposh and possibly his family
other people permanently inhabited the regiıon Dr10r 1730
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An Immigrant ame Feedyuscung and the 1 Pr Confirmation Ireaty

Teedyuscung (1707?-1763), who Was o become S representative of
the Jerseys resident in the or as well 245 everal other natıve
SLIOUDS, Was called their Ilkingfl by the English. He Wäas culturally
marginal DErSoN who Camc from IM the IMOLC acculturated Jersey
natives.(172) hen he first actually arrived In the Forks 15 unknown,
but he and his kin had sold their and rights NCal Ooms Rıver, New
Jersey in 1734,(173) perhaps in conJjunction ith their departure fOor
the Or Certainly Teedyuscung and his relatives, Captain Harrıs
and Captaın John, arrived in the Or after 1730.(174) Most subse-
ue arrivals Can be identitied 45 their kin, and the remainder also
A presumed fOo have been related.(175) Capt John settled f ela-
gameka, NCaLl present Nazareth, where he remained until 1742 (see
below), and others C e scattered throughout the region.

The natıve and claims which led the Walking Purchase Conftfir-
matıon Treaty 1737) aDDCaL have originated with these Squatters
who Came from the Jerseys. The actual tLeAaLYy settlement of KTAY
granted compensation all of the OCCUpPaNnNts of the arCcCa, but only
four of the natıves actually afe named in the document and tWwoOo of
these Can be identitied with COa 45 Jerseys The clarification of
the history and settlement of the Forks of Delaware 1S important ın
understanding the "validity" of the claims made Dy these Jerseys
lands ın Pennsylvania in they recently had ettled That MOLC
of the Jersey Squatters did NOtTt participate In this SPECIOUS, if Nnot
fraudulent claim agalinst the Proprietors 15 tribute to the basic
honesty of these people

There AL everal earlier examples of individual Jerseys making
claims to and the westfern side of the Delaware River, but all
aDDCaLr tO have been made. to uninhabited OL to buffer
where natıve inhabitant would have contested the allegations of
ownership. For example, in the early 1600's the Jersey named Wap-panghzewan(176) alleged that he owned and the est bank of the
Delaware River and then he "presented" these lands o Peter Stuy-
vesant. Wappanghzewan's claim apparently involved an which
cently had been vacated Dy Lenape,(177) which temporarily LO
Out of use due fo Susquehannock INCUrCS1IONS along the Delaware Riv-
0r Either the Lenape OWNEGIS had been killed and their relatives had
not been able utilize the arca, OL the right£ful OWNECGIS had simply
been displaced Dy the Susahehannock intrusion. Quite possibly Wap-
panghzewan Was married of the owning lineage, but this
would conter rights of ownership only his wife's children. These
specific questions remaın be resolved, but this IS another exampleof Jersey making claim of ownership fo an which eIc not
bought NOL had been inherited as birthright. hat 1S also of inter-
est 1S that these SpeCI0US and claims take place during eriods of
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uncertainty: the CLa of the Susquehannock invasıon (ca 1600-1630)
and the period after the Lenape had entirely abandoned their home-
and (1733-1737

In the 1’7 3"/ transaction mentıon 1S made of three "Kings of the
Northern Indians", 4as sıgnatories O enn purchase SOTINC fifty

before (28 August 686).(178) The Doint eing made 15 that
these three Lenape, Mayhkeerickkishosho, ayhoppDY, and Taughhaugh-
SCYy KLG £LrCrue OWTNICLS and that only their descendants could have
an Yy claims fo the disputed A This reference ın 1’7737 suggests
that these three Lenape had lived at the northernmost edge Len-
aDC terrıtory, which Was still SOTTIC distance south of the Forks
However, after their sale of and William enn have ev1li-
dence that they moved nto the Forks, and MaYy AaSSUNNeC that they
moved est ith the true Lenape. The mentıon of these three Len-
aDC and their legitimate sale of and aDPCaLS fOo eflect the colo-
nist's aWaiene”sSs that the Jerseys living ın the Or ın 1737 had
claim the lands which they lived other than their rights 4S

squatters. Years later, ONC of these Ssquatters, Nutimus, astutely ob-
served that his claimants Came merely from 2ACLOS5S5 the Delaware
River while the English claimants had COMC from ACLOSS the Canı
In their u  S for benetits these Jerseys chose ignore anYy greater
politica realities, and their UCCES5S5 1S clear demonstration ot
frontier "realpolitik".

hat do know of actual early Jersey settlement In the Forks?
Despite all of their claims, the transıent nature of their resi-
dence(179) and the aucıty of early references tOo anyOonc actually
living in the Forks retflects the peripheral natfure of this ALiCa before
17 Marginal as this ALCa MaYy have become by 1700, the Jasper
LESOUTICES which it contained mMust have been COO important ın the
Deriod PC10T tO 1650 CO allow anYy OoN«Cc claim them. How-
CVCL, by 1’7734 ın addition tO Tatamy fair number of Jerseys had
taken UD residence ın this vacant AL C the est side of the Del-

have beenRiver above the Lehigh.(180) mong them
Killbuck, Sr His SON, Gelelemend (Killbuck J£;) Was ın RT
NCAaLr Pochapuchkug, small Jersey "settlement" at the Lehigh Water
Gap 181 This Was ONC of the earliest dates at which Jersey Was
actually born in the Forks

in the yCal 1734 delegation from this of Jerseys resident
ın the Forks Was summoned O Durham for LCEALY, and the
Jersey named Teedyuscung attended as ONC of their representa-
tives.(182) The construction of Durham Furnace by James ogan and
the subsequent settlement of the region Dy workers, and then farm-
CIS, accelerated the cColonı1ıa OCcupatıon of the entire afca,. This, plus
the rapi and recent arrival of Jersey ın the Forks, set the g
for the subsequent confirmation tLeAaLty of 1'737) the "Walkin Purch-
e by which the squatters in the Forks exacted payment LO the
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Proprietors for lands which the Jerseys only recently had Ooccupied.
The natıves who CIC then resident in the Forks included large
number of Teedyuscung!'s relatives, including Captain Harrıs, who
Was Teedyuscung's mother's sister's husband.(183) Captain Harrıs be-
Came important DCLSON al Pohopoko,(184) littlie hamlet the
Lehigh Just below present Weissport.(185) Liebert(186) SayS that old
Captain Harris 1ve At Wechquetank DrC10T CO 1742, and that he had
SIX Ilsonsll (among hom Was included Teedyuscung). Wechquetank and
Pohopoco both MaYy refer CO the Samnec hamlet Pohopoco, the tar
wesftfern periphery of the Forks,(187) aDPCaLS o have been typical of
these NC "settlements'', each 1C included number of SCat-
tered amlets ÖL perhaps only household clusters. Except for the
hawnee village that W3aS efunct DYy 1730 other natıve hamlet
Can be identified in this ALCa before 1730 This indicates that the
Jersey amlets developed apidly after that date, 2A5 result of CONMN-
siderable MOvemen which Daralleled the cCcontemporary mMmovemen of
Lenape tO the west.(188)

Prior tO 1700 the Proprietors of Pennsylvania had been extremely
interested in the shifting gLOUDS of natıves and in attracting these
emnant pDopulations nto the Colonial sphere because the fur trade
depended upon the fforts of these hunters.(189) The hawnee vil-
lages aDDC3aTr fOo reflect this policy By 1’710, however, the frontier
and the fur trade eIe shifting foO the Susquehanna Valley and CVONN

further est along the Allegheny(190) and the emnant populations
of natıves, particularly those who had become the MOStTt acculturated
ike the Conestoga (formerly the Susquehannock), WEIC of less inter-
est the Proprietors. Perhaps this Was because the Conestoga 3
DOOL hunters OL because they CIC becoming sedentary and OCCupying
farm and which Was of interest O their non-natıve neighbors. In
fact, the of natıve armers the and created certaıin
problems because previously enn had lowed the lenape bands de
aCLO rights wherever they SCIC "settled".(191) This Was fine in the
Casc of foraging ZLOUDS long 2A5 they actually occupied only small
arcas, and generally moved aWaY from the spreading colonial pDopula-
tion. OSse Lenape who had taken up residence in western Pennsyl-
vanıa B beyond the aCceca in which they could claim de aCcCLo
rights CO the and Like the Europeans, these Lenape purchased title
to natıve lands wherever they settled, reversing the DCrOCESS Dy which
they had sold their original an LO William enn,:

The Jerseys who had taken u farming in the Forks presented
different problem: Were these Jersey, natıve speakers of their OW
language but ManYy of hom had become agriculturalists and nominal
Christians 2A5 well, be reated in the Same WaYy>S as the oraging
Lenape?

Hunter(192) believes that in Lehigh Township MaYy have
been established tO Drotect the people at ockendauqua, which he
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calls "che chief Indian settlement in the Forks" Indian TIract Manor,
established for the Proprietors(193) occupied the ALCa between the

DelawareWest Branch of the the Lehigh) and Hocqueondocy
Creek.(194) The earlier SULVCY (7 June) for proximal tract(195)
no ndıan Cabbins" scattered throu hout the aACrcCca between the
Lehigh Rıver and Hockendauqua Creek, 196) but such indications
of natıve habitation aDDCaL in the area.(197) Furthermore, all
of the and at the Junction OT the Lehigh and the Hocqueondocy 15
believed have become the of William en, and the
lationship between his rights and the an 15 NnOt clear.

Hunter believes that the establishment of this proprietory
Indian Tract) in the Forks (1735) and the confirmation treaty OL

purchase of 1’7737/ MaYy be related, but in WaYy distinct from the
WaYy interpret the of events. If the anoTIS C intended
toO as PDrESCLVCS, then the natıves relocating after Varıo0us sales
could UsSc the ManOTLS, OL at least untill such tiıme 245 the
OWNEGTIS chose sell their holdings 1f the Proprietors in 1735 had
chosen CO protect natıve holdings they could have ocated the
around existing natıve hamlets(198) nNtfO which natıves would have
MOVC. The "manors N preserves” thesis also fails take nto
COU the desire of the 1ve Natıons exer egemony OVeEeLr natıve
ZLOUDS, and CO resettle such people within their sphere. The 1ve
Nations wished CO sustaın their CVECL decreasing numbers due to
warfare ith other natıve ZLOUDS that had become ritualized rather
than utilitarian) and provide protective outflankers to absorb SOMINEC

of the losses of these intertribal raids. The movemen of colonists
nto the Forks and the and sales and schemes of the Proprietors
quired that claims this unusual piece of terrıtory be settled, and
the treaty of 1’7737 Was N simple solution 2A5 could be found

Lenape IN the Or

One of the clearest indications of the cultural distinctions between
the Lenape and the Jersey Cafll be SCCNM ın their differential usSsec of
the Forks of Delaware. This arca, separated from the Lenape home-
and by the Lehigh River valley and the Reading rong afca to 1ts
south, and from the Jersey terrıtory DYy the Delaware River,
aDDC3aTS equally accessible to members of both cultures. However,
the true Lenape tended foO relocate the est and northwest of
their homeland and not due north nto the Forks The Jerseys,
the other hand, moved CO the north and northwest of their home.
Many took advantage of the uninhabited but hospitable aCfeca available
ın the Forks establish residences after selling titles CO their home
territories within the New Jersey colony Both the Dattern and the
timıng of these 6CIC remarkably similar, but the destination
of the members of these CWO cultures eIC quite ditferent
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Perhaps these Same actors of and availability led the Moravian
missionarliles CO establish their mi1iss1ion In the Forks While have
SsSCCNMN that whole families of Jerseys established themselves in the
orks, and subsequently grea numbers of them became affiliated
ith the Moravlans, only four Lenape CVeETL chose CO 5a nto this -
g10N after 1730 At least three of these Lenape aDDCaL tOo have SONC
fOo Jo1in the Moravians rather than fo establish independent residences
Furthermore, research indicates that £WO 6L either elderly OL 1IN-
firm when they moved fOo the Forks, and neither lived IMOLC than
yCal after being aptize Dy the Moravlans. This possible
Dattern. few examples(199) should suffice fo provide evidence for
this theory.q) Theodora Was born the Schuylkill and Came nto the Forks
at unknown date. She Was baptized 12/23 October 1749 and died

November 1’749y only month later.
b) Meskikonant(200) Was born Neshaminy ree (?) 1713,and Was living In the or about 1740 In 1748 he eft the Forks

for the Juniata River, and afterwards relocated along the Potomac.
Meskikonant had returned CO the Ör Dy August 1’7749 On January
1751 he died, aDC 38

Louisa, sıster of Meskikonant, Was married fo the Moravian
ConNnvert known 25 02aS. She 15 assumed CO have been born ın the
afca where her brother had been born, possibly between 1710 and
1720

Lenape such 245 Theodora who chose to relocate in the Forks and
their brief lives thereafter suggest that SOMEC of these people er
consciously olning the mission 245 by which they could
CeIvVvEe Caiec Pnfood and shelter) ıle infirm; Caic which their foragingkın could NOt possibly provide. This US«cC of religious affiliation ith
the colonists as of survival for individuals Was analogous tO
other hatıve found throughout the eastern seaboard. For CXam-
DIE; the first CoOoNvert made by the dominie(201) Godtfridius Delius in
Albany after he had arrived from the Netherlands in 1683 Was 'Blind
Payulus".(202) Certainly this pattern of "conversion" Must be as CONMN-
sistent theme in colonial-native relations. In the Case of the VeLrYyindependent Lenape it aDPPCaLS tfo be infrequent actıvıity, generallyparked Dy exXxtreme need. The vastly higher ratfe of Conversion from
mM the Jerseys, hom the Moravians called "Delaware", clearlyreflects entirely ditferent cultural interaction pattern, but OÖNC
might infer that ProxXimity Was significant factor. However, the
Jerseys apparently acculturated INOLC rapidly as compared with the
Lenape This 15 based the rate of adoption of European NameS,which provide good indication that the Jerseys as whole GLI
INOLC rapidly mergıing nto colonial society during the seventeenth
and eighteenth centurlies than OF the Lenape ACLOSS the rlver.
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Jerseys IN the or er 1435

In the period 1700 CO 1720 trade from Philadelphia ocused toward
the WESst. Land speculation in those reg1ons also Was of importance
to the Government 2A5 well 245 CO specific individuals. The grea 1n-
terval of tıme between the establishment of anoTS along the Sus-
quehanna the western frontier) and their establishment a later
date the north AT echay appCaLS fo eflect the lesser quality
of the and and lower level of trading activity in the Forks If
could SECULC IMOLC data the licensing of traders after 1712,(202)

might be able determine the pattern of these acitivities
if they eIic largely concentrated in the western aCrcCcas, 25 | elieve

The Land Records and other ocuments noted above demonstrate
and possibly other displacedthat Dy 1’7355 the population of Jerseys, Thenatıve peoples, in the Forks Ma Yy have numbered only people.

gre influx of Jerseys about this tıme Ma y have raised their MUTmN-

ber only fo about 10O0. Despite the CONCOEFIN of ogan and others tor
the S1zZe of the natıve population and the possibility that they would
intertfere ith sale of and in this arca, the actual natıve NUumM-

bers SCECEIN small To date, only CWO possible of occupatıon AF
that tıme afec identifiable. In 4RT the "walkers", who eEIC engaged
in establishing the boundary of lands claimed by the Proprietary
government, met r  ne called Captain Harrıson, noted Man M
the Indians", at PoOPOCO the Lehigh This undoubtedly Was the
Captain Harrıs noted above. Later depositions concerning the 'Walk-
ing Purchase mention the natıve villages of Hockendauqua and Po-
OpOCO the Lehigh River.(204) We know lesS about anYy white
Squatters in the ACrCcCa. ese no suggest that the aCfca of the
"Cabbins" ocated along Hockendauqua creek Was settled by Jerseys
and that the region took its Namec from the creek. In 1742, 25 the
"Walking Purchase arrangements eIc eing ettled, Count Zinzen-
dorti noted tWO "villages in the afca of the Forks, but both Ma Yy
have been formed after 1737 and both MaYy have been little MOLC

than hamlets.(205) Aifter 1742 Man Yy of these people eit the afca

(see below), but SOMNC population growth in the Forks appCaLS to
have resulted from post 1742 M1SSIONALCY activity,(206) which attract-
ed natıves from New En and as well. N New Jersey. Nevertheless,
even twenty later 1763) the tWO maın villages included fewer
than 150 people. 2077

Iwo cComparatıve no should be offered. Lenape the wesfern
frontier SCCH to have been much MOLC than GEC Jerseys
Ar Lehigh the Forks) at anYy time.(208) Partiy this MaYy eflect the
always low population of Jerseys, and also that MOST of them relo-
cated to the north rather than to the northwest. Yy Ar this time
the Lenape who (AX- moving est appCal have been using tradi-
tional foraging plus fur rappiıng as economic base, rather than

119



shifting CO agriculture, 25 WAds the Casc ith IManYy Jerseys These
Lenape STOUDS became ma Jor DULVEYVYOTS of furs the Pennsylvaniacolony and formed VEr important Dart of colonial soclety. Also,
IManYy ZSLOUDS OL clusters "towns'') of "Delaware" (actually Lenape) ın
the est after the 1740's eIec named for specific eader, DLaC-
tıce which became increasingly COMmMmMon nto the Ohio and Indiana
Deriods of Lenape history. This supersedes the uUsSs«ec of the place Name
and INaYy eflect developing US«ec of formalized Meader" In natıve
affairs.

The populations at the Forks of Delaware after 1735 G "clus-
tered" in few small and included VELY few people. The CS-
tablishment of forge to the south, at Durham, and continuinglonia]l population growth made and In the entire ALIcCcCa of the Forks
INOLC valuable Any and cleared by the Jerseys, and their aths
through the forest, became L[ESOUTCCES of Cven greater importance. 209)

The omplex of events surrounding the "Walking Purchase"
of 1737(210) 15 extremel well described by Wallace,(211) ith etails
clarified by Hunter.(212 This Lreaty, OL and sale, ecured the Forks
ATICa 2A5 well as other lands which had been unoccupied by anYy natıve
population äT the time hen enn Was making his ma Jor purchases,from 1681 CO about 1’7701. As Hunter 213) ointed Out, the natıve
“grantors” in 1737 actually WEIC Jersey sSquatters who NnOt only CF
NOTt living in Pennsylvania DC101 CO 1’7730, but MOST had NOLTt CvVen been
born hen enn made his purchases. Nor eIc they related anYyof the Lenape Zrantors of these lands In Faet. MOST of these Jerseys
SCCM to have had dea of the boundaries of this terrıtory which
they OFE claiming 45 their OWN. The gran of 1’7737 called for the
transfer of all and 245 far 2A5 men could u  go  ! inland from the Del-

rver In one-and-a-half days This distance Was erived from
those DrevIOUS grants from the Lenape, all of which had noted the
"distance" inland of the tracts eing sold DYy such notations d5y 'r  as
far 2a5 Nan Can ride horse for CWO day  ! (or walk iın one-and-a-half
days, etc.). This form of reckoning Oorders Was only denote
the approximate distance CO the furthermost boundaries inland of the
Tac ın question, and Was NOEt mean to limit OL restrict the afeca
being sold.(214)

The and sale of 1’7737 between hatıve OCCupants in the Or and
the Proprietary government Was Daralleled smaller scale De-
ween individual members of both societies. For example, 2 May
1737 Nicholas epue Was involved In claim for SsSma LaCcC in
the Forks,(215) which reads as ollows:

U epue having sometime SINCE prevailed ith apowingo
ONC of the Delaware Indian ings O preferr A} Petition in his
OW Name and everal other Indians to the Prop'r settingforth that Broachead had obtained Warrant for TIract
of Land which they deired mig be recall'd because the said
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Daniel had done them much and Cheated them VeLY
Grosiy &C vide the Petition.”"

epue claimed the apowingo (also Lappeweınsoe, SCC above, OL

Lappawinza) had gıven him LaC of and fOor favors rendered and
TOr protection agalinst Daniel Broachead Lapowingo and five others
(not identified) C© said fo have signed the petition. epue Came

CO Philadelphia ith Lapowingo, and also ith "Corse Urum"(216) tO
aCt N interpreter. In Philadelphia Lapowingo testitiied that

"De had sent for him awkcomy and Show'd him the aper
J8 Petition told him that he must sıgn it, which he did, but
the other ndians whose ALC also to the Petition CLE
NOLT there eXCcEept ONec which he called his (Cousin

This testimonYy suggests that epue had ied The Proprietor, always
wishing be fair, wanted CO walk Out DropCcrk boundaries tor these
claims.

IITO which Lapowingo answered that it Was his desire it should
be done but that SOINC other ndians GTr agaıinst oing of it
meanıng Nudimus and the Jersey ndians lately Come Ver and
ettled NCAaL_t Durham ron Works."

How long Lapowingo imsel{f had been in the Forks 15 NnOt clear, but
he had sold his and rights ın New Jersey I8 August 1713, and
MaYy have, at that tiıme, been in Pennsylvania for ManYy aIS,. The
Governor of Pennsylvania, however, Was glad SCC him and gaın

ally in dealing ith the recent Jersey Squatters. The Governor
DgaVC Lapowingo lots of g00dS, clearly listed,(217) develop this
friendship. The "cousin“” of Lapowıiıngo MaYy have been Tishcohan, and
this visıt in BF MaYy have benn the OCCcasiıon 4f which these tWO

Jerseys had their portraits painted, 2A5 urther compliment fo them.
ese CWO portraits, NO in the collections of the Historical dociety
of Pennsylvania, afc important documents of natıve culture in the
early eighteenth cCenturYy. The evidence presented herein clearly iden-
tified these CWO people Aa Jerseys, and MaYy enable UusSs to determine
hat diftferent modes of dress, tatooıng, and ornamentatıon Gr
used Dy the Jerseys and their neighbors.

The general Proprietary contirmation treaty ("purchase") of 177 37
ncluded al of the Forks area.(218) Subsequent events led MOST of
the "Borks ndians  M fOo IMOVC to Wyoming (now Wilkes-Barre), where
ManYy Shawnee had been ettled SiInCe at least 1728.(219) The contıin-
ued UuSCcC of the Or after 1737 by Jerseys, and the increasıng sales
of an in the or by the Proprietary Government created SOMEC
stresstful sıtuatıions. Some Jerseys ın the Forks DL relatively accul-
urated and AaDDCaL fOo have adopted agriculture, as had Moses ata-
MY They had earned uUuSe the and In much the Sarnc WaYy as the
colonials. Although these Jerseys made ManYy ccommodations the
colonial government, the Proprietors wanted the and and the
it would ring and eIC NnOt as knowledgeable NOL 25 accommodating
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2A5 William enn had been. Besides, these migrants nto the Forks
GE NOT the Lenape, and Old ÖOnas, as the Lenape called William
Penn, had been dead for twenty-four aLS,

The Ireaty of TE Expulsion Ffrom the Forks

The treaty (council meeting) in Philadelphia of July 1742 primarily
reviewed the rms f the 1736 agreement in which the NSiX Nations
released lands both sides of the Susquehanna River. In 1722 the
Five Nations had been Joined Dy the Tuscarora, and thereafter tended

be termed the 1X Nations". These SIX "Nations" CI M the
ten Native American cultures represented at this council meeting of
1742 er present included the "Delawares of Shamokin  M (Lenape)and the "Delawares from the Forks" (Jerseys). All 1 n D o witness
the extermination of all Jersey and claims ın Pennsylvana.(220) The
SiX Nations in 1736 had sold fo Pennsylvania all the lands along the
Susquehanna River from the southern border of Pennsylvania north fo
the Endless Mountains (Kittochtenny Hills); lands which they held by
right of SinCce 1675. In 1736 the Six Nations took ayment
only for lands the east side, but had deferred acCceptance of
equal ayment for the westfern portion.(221) The specific g00ds
cepted in this earlier exchange Ar listed(222) but the principalspeaker for the Six Nations, the Onondaga named Canassatego, told
the British CO hold these iıtems 2A5 the Six Nations wanted even IMOLIC
before they would "release" the and Canassetogo stated:

"We know QOUL an ALC NO become IMOLC Valuable:; the
white People think don!'t know their Value, but aAaIfec
sensible that the Land 18 Everlasting, and the few 0OI
receive for it afc SOON Worn Out and ON ...  N

They also wanted the English fo get the white settlers QOUt of these
western lands 45 the whites CLE spoiling the hunting and "damage
QOUTL Cousins the Delawares".

In the Listing of those present at the Treaty of 1742(223) the
representatiıves of the SiX Nations 2ALC listed first, followed by the
Shawnee, then people from Conestoga, then the Delaware of Shamo-
kin (Lenape), and lastly -DELAWARES, from the Forks'" The or
people who ALic noted, presumably In order of seniority, ALC ÖOnutpe,Lawye-Quohwon alias Nudimus, To-Wegh-Kapy, Cornelius Spring, and
everal others.

The Lenape named Pisquetoman, here reterred fo 2A5 "Shamokin
Delaware", Cornelius Spring Jersey), and Nicholas Scull specifical-ly AICc cited 245 “Interpreters to the ffork ndian  „ Clearly the Prop-retors recognized the cultural and linguistic ditferences between
these Jerseys in the or and the Lenape who then GE living at
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Shamokin and other places,(224) and the of three "Inter-
preters the tfork Indians"(225) indicates that their language Was
NnOt intelligible to Lenape speaker.

During the treaty, mention WasSs made of Man Yy recent etters from
the Jersey Squatters petitioning Governor Thomas for the rig CO
continue fo OCCUDY the and in the or However, the Governor
told the '*tork ndians  N (g July 1742) LO get off this land, and he
said it In the MOst insulting fashion.(226) To indicate the
ture of the natıve claims Governor Thomas used ONC MCageCL "String
of Wampum call for Six Nations' enforcement of the gOVCLN-
ment's order directed AT those Jerseys still living in the Forks hen
the Six Nations sold the lands north of the "Walking Purchase" Fa
CO Pennsylvania in 1742 they also considered the Jerseys OCCUupy1Ing
this terrıtory to be nothing MOLEC than squatters.(227) At this tıme
the SiX Nations CTr viewed Aa separate, "international" W
ith control of all lands in this region NnOt purchased OL held DYy the
colonists, and control OVECL the people 4S wel

The extent of SiX Nations' 15 reflected DYy MINOTL matter
which W d>$ brought UD during this conterence. The Proprietors wished
CO determine who had assaulted William ebb in the Forks of Dela-
SE SOmM«e tıme DC10F this gathering in 1742 Canassatego had the
matter investigated and determined that the assailant Was natıve
living NCaLl r  Sop (Esopus?). Hıs findings ın the matter, and his
COUISC of action, eIc accepted by the Proprietors as conclusive.

On the next day of the treaty (10 July 1742) lavish gifits GIe

spectfully given fOo the representatiıves of the NiX Nations.(228) Was
this ON of the best recorded and MOST latant political pDayof{{s In
Pennsylvania history merely appropriate CONTICAaS CO the single
string of Wampum used the DCreVIOUS day fo dismiss the claims of the
Jerseys”? By July 1742, the principal oratıon from Canassatego
Was ready be delivered. Canassatego accepted the “String of
Wampum” offered toO the SiX Nations by Governor Thomas order
the Jerseys from the or and returned string verify his

of the validity of the and purchases Dy the Proprietors(229).
In his speech Canassatego lumped the Jerseys ith the Lenape 4S

eoples without their OW ands, but at least he had the o
g1ve his "Cousins the Delaware" belt of Wampum when he deliv-
ered the famous speech claiming that the "Delaware" had been CON-

aquered Dy the SixX Nations and made nto with right tfo
sel] and and thereby indirectly ordering them do his bidding In
ONC Canassatego diplomatically upgraded the erseys petition
by presenting them ith belt of WamMpumnm rather than single
strın However, Canassatego's claim that the Or and other
hic the SiX Nations held had been taken Dy right of COoNques DL O-
vides clear indication that he Was making alse statements. Also 1M-
plied Dy this speech Was negatıon of the validity of all of the CaLtr-
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lier Proprietary purchases from the Lenape. That ega detail Was
lost within the rhetoric of the CrEeALY, but could have created bar-
aımnıng wedge for the NiX Nations to claim the land, if their DOWCTI
then had NnOt been iın ecline. The important point, however, 1S that

recognized the nature ot the claim of the recent immı1-
grants from the Jersey colony fo the Forks, and al k united in
dismissing LE

Canassatego used the right of oNque 2A5 basis tOor ordering the
'"tork Indians" in 1742 fOo relocate either CO "wyomin OLr Shamo-
kin".(230) In addition, strıng of WamMpum then Was gıven CO these
Jerseys ith the warning that they eCIC agaın CO meddle In
and affairs. In Tae6t: Hunter DOoINtS Out that ManYy of the Lenape
pDresent at this treaty had been living at Shamokin for SOINC Ca[lS,
Sasoonan had been there at least S$InNnCEe 1731.(231) Back in 1732 Sa-

and his people had confirmed their still earlier and sales to
enn (noted above), and ike MOST of the Lenape they had moved
est SOoN after. Clearly Canassatego an his directive fo apply
only fOo those Jerseys still resident ın the orks, but the use of the
term "Delaware" by the scribe has led fOo SOMINMNC confusion: 245 tO hat
WasSs DYy this speech.

Nutimus and his of Jerseys in 1737 had sold 0)8 ettled
claims for al of the and in the Forks which they 4 and prob-
ably ManYy had moved est S after Chapman(232) believes that
the Jerseys sent fo W yoming in 1742 MaYy have joined other SEFOUDS
there in the "town  i of Maughwauwame, which Was the east bank
of Susquehanna the lower flat below the mouth of Toby's rTee
(just below present Wilkes-Barre). Thus Nutimus MaYy have been AT
Wyoming for everal hen directed fOo B there ın 1742 Dy
Canassatego. As Jennings(233) pointed OuT, the myth of Lenape and
Jersey) subordination O the SiX Nations Dy rg of CONques Was
formulated DYy Canassatego, whose directive in 1742 reflected earlier
and sales. and mMOovements of these people and NnOt NiX Nation domi-
natıon. hat Cannot be denied 1$ that Man Y Lenape and Jerseys (now
called "Delaware'') had become "guests” lands along the Susque-
hanna claimed Dy the NiX Nations by rg of CONQqUEST; but these
had been taken from the Susquehannock

BYy 1742 MNONC of the intact Lenape bands occupied anYy of the aAfca
of southeastern Pennsylvania, which had been their homeland for
hundreds of aL5S, They had sold al] their traditional an and NO
O educed the STCAatus otf dependents (in "residential" sense)
of the SixX Nations. hat should be remembered, however, 15 that
these Lenape and Jersey SLOUDS ( only minor clusters of much
larger populations. The maJorıty of the members of both of these
cultures had moved far beyond this colonial frontier and eIic living
MOLC traditional and perhaps INOLC successful lives.

The LreALTYy of July 1742 guaranteed the Six Nations'! claims CO all
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lands est of the Kittochtinny Mountaiıins. On October 1742
proclamation Was issued directing al Squatters CO LEMOVC from those
lands(234). Although the Jerseys OE recent immigrants nto the
Forks, expulsion obviously Was traumatic, On November 1742
(GJovernor Thomas presented fO the Board petition which he "had
lately received from Titamı, Cptn John, and sundry other Delaware
ndians  »” These Jersey petitioners still resident in the Forks claimed

and wished CO have al-have "embraced the Christian eligion...
lotted CO them place fo live under the Sam«c aws as the Eng-
lish.(235) The political problems of eaving an Yy "Delaware" in this
afca GE evident, and the Proprietors wanted all of them removed
despite atamy's legitimate and rights dating back CO 1733 ese
petitioners, having sold their and rights 2A5 "Indians"', WeItc making
ma Jor effort CO play the Samc according CO thr rules of the Colonial
government,.

In fo the requests of these Jerseys and fOo Letters
of the tork ndians CO the Governor Mr Langhorne, the Gov-

sent statement reflecting CONCErN only for colonial expansion
and and sales in that ALCa and the SiX Nations' desires fOo have Ne

dependents ocated within their immediate terrıtory. The reciplent of
this MECSSASC 15 NOLT specified but the orders afc quite clear. "We
NO EXpECL from yOU that y OU will these ndians fOo LTEMOVC
from the an of the tforks of Delaware, and NOTt g1ve anYy urther
Disturbance fo the Persons who ALC 110 in Possession.'"'(236)

This directive did not take nto aCCOUNET the fact that Moses ata-
[T Y held valid 1738 Datent for in the eastern part of
the Forks arca, ecured Dy all the DIODCL laws of the colony.(237)
Another etitioner, Captain John,(238) lived AT ela amika (present
Nazareth only short distance from atamy's and olding. Neither
Captain John NOL anYy of the remainıng petitioners held formal title
CO lands ın the Forks, but they had long been resident there and had
wrested farms from the wilderness. In recognition of these facts the
council decreed that Tatamy and Captain John, with their immediate
families, could remaın in the Forks if they could SECUTLEG perm1ssion
CO Stay there from the SiX Nations. We do NOt know if this permis-
S10n Was requested, but Tatamy remained the lands which he
had been living and which he had ecured clear title. Tatamy
later traveled extensively as guide and interpreter,(239) but his
family remained at home their homestead. They eFe there long
after his ea and their Man Yy descendants still nhabit the afCfeca,

Although Captaın John stayed in the Forks he Was ordered to
leave Welagamika(240) because it Was in afca purchased from the
Pro rietors the YCar before by the Moravians. Captain John efused
fo CaVC, and late in 1742 the Moravians "bought" his claim tO the
lands which he occupied. He then retired lands along nearby
Bushkill Creek where he died ın 1747.(241
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Missions IN the or The 17/740's5

The and claims of Tatamy and other Jerseys, oupled ith their af-
Ttirmations that they had become Christians, eIic quıte legitimate.
eır claim CO eing Christian MaYy have reterred IMOLC their alL-
lan 00 production system and housing style than fo their ritual be-
jefs, but outside observer would have noticed al y. diftference be-

their churchly behaviors and those of their neighbors. As if
their petition had brought divine intervention, the Forks SOO| became

mi1issıon Lield, cultivated DYy oth : the Moravians and the Presbyteri-
David Brainerd.

Brainerd had spent yYyCal preaching at Kaunaumeek, about LWenNtYy
miles (thirty-four km) east of Albany, New York, but Was instructed
by his church CO relocate the fous of his actıvitlies fOo the Forks of
Delaware. On his WdYy south he stopped (6 April 1744) ar "Miunis-
sinks", which he estimated be 140 miles (235 km) from Kaunau-
meek r  and directly ın MY WaYy fo Delaware river". er being —
buffed in his M1SS1IONALCY actiıvitlies at Minisink, Brainerd continued
south his "Journey toward Delaware. And May ı3th, arrived ar

place called Dy the ndians Sakhauwotung, within the Forks of Del-
in Pennsylvania.'"(242) Hi1s congregation here Was larger

than orty people, suggesting small regiona|l settlement but also
demonstrating that Jerseys and possibly others) continued nhabit
the Forks In July, Brainerd noted In his journal place which he
called "Kauksesauchung, IMOLC than thirty miles (sO km) westward
from the place where sually preach.'"(243) Kauksesauchunks proba-
bly lay the fringe of, OLr Just outside the afrca of the For ere
Brainerd found about thirty people who OI originally from the
Susquehanna : region, and who S after this visıt of 1’7/44 returned
there. On subsequent visıt fOo the people along the Susahehanna
Brainerd visited OÖpeholhauping (now Wapwallopin), community of
twelve houses and seventy people who MaYy have been Lenape, but
possibly they CIC Jerseys who had COMC from the or The house
Coun suggests that the  buildings eICcC clustered, pattern NOTt at
al CoOMmMmon mM the Lenape, but possibly Dattern 1C existed

[NON}N the Jerseys The €  ery of this settlement has been 6X
vated 244) and the analysis of those results MaYy provide evidence
which allows usSs to infer cultural identity for these people.(245)

Writing CO the Rev. Ebenezer Pemberton November 59 1744,)
raıner described his “congregation at Sakhauwotung" Aa5 follows:(246)

number of ndians in this place 1S but small; MOSLT of
those that formerly elonge here, ALC dispersed, and emoved
to places arther back in the COUNETLCY. There ALCc NOt MO
than ten houses hereabouts, that continue fo be inhabited;: and
SOINC of these are everal miles distant from others, which
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makes it ditfficult for the Indians CO mMmeet together fre-
quently 2A5 could be esired."

This description CO eflect traditional dispersed settlement
pattern and does not reflect departure from the aALrCca of the
squatters in accordance iıth the Governor's 1742 ruling. Quite Drob-
ably the Counecil's order had little effect those Jerseys living in
the Forks In 1750-1751 SOINC thirty OL orty "Indians”, baptized and
unbaptized Came from Meniolagomekah tOo Gnadenhuetten for Sundays
and festivals, and during the Samec pDeriod MOST of the aptize only)
people moved from Wechquatnack (Wechquatank?) CO Gnadenhuet-
ten.(247) These populations in the Forks SLCW VeLY large NOL
did these people cluster ın OWNS. The ATLCa LEajned "frontier'"(248)
until after the American Revolution.

Moses Tunda) Tatamy continued C OCCUDY and ıIn the Vs.(249)
His ife has been well documented by Hunter,(250) and Lamily
became both Christian and Ü  white  N during the next haltf z)entury.
Hunter's clear presentation of this DLIOCCS55S SCIVECS 245 odel for fu-
tLure studies concerning the INCLILSCL of Native AÄAmericans ntfou
"American mainstream“”. Whether OL NOt atamy's of
Was used by others than his single Lamily emaıns uncertaın. We
know that Welagamika supported small community of Jerseys, as
indicated DYy later Moravian records which identify SOMNEC of the resi-
dents who eIic resident there hen the Moravians arrived. mong
these OCCUupants around 1740 G the people known white settlers
245 the Evans family, all of hom eIc elated tfo Teedyuscung.(251)

The Moravian Lown of Nazareth Was later established the sıte
of Jersey settlement, others aDDCal CO have been. Although
MOST of the adults In these "towns” aDDCaL to have been born in
New Jersey, as have noted, the Moravian missions also attracted
Mahican and Long Island Indians. One of these immigrants Was Awi-
ulschashuak (Always ın Joy), who Was baptized 2A5 "Elisabeth".(252)

The People of Meniolagomeka an er "towns" IN the or

One cluster of Jerseys who aDDCaL have stayed in this regıon affe
Gr 1742 lived at Meniolagomeka, north of Aquanshicola Creek.(253)
The people of this hamlet BFE oriented toward the larger settle-
ment at Gnadenhuetten. Their leader Was oung George Rex (bap-
tised in 1749 by the Moravians 2a5 Augustus), whose followers Must
have ncluded his extended kin and their WI1Ves, including twoOo
of his OWN,:, Hark(254) believes that ex'’s 100-year-old grandfiather
also lived ith them. Few if anYy of these people eIe NnNOt kin By
the spring of 1755 this town had been abandone

Various members of this BL M the people removed CO

Philadelphia during the French and Indian War and who afterwards
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ent tO Wyalusing and then Friedenshuetten. ese indicate
that they C oriented fOo the Moravıan mM1ss10oNns and longer
acted 25 independent agents in traditional Jersey oraging Datterns,.
Quite possibly fewW, if anYy, of the Jerseys who moved nto the Forks
CIC wholly foragers, but ManYy SCECIN have become increasingly
sedentary despite the frequent disruptions ın their lives. Few CeIC
4a5 clearly agrarıan 245 Moses Tatamy. Most of them probably had
used economiIic system largely based oraging and CO SOINC
tent involved in food production and storage. Those associated ith
the Moravians certainly became rather sedentary. Unlike the Lenape,
whose fo the est SCCM have been in search of tradi-
tional foraging lifestyle, the Jerseys aDDCaL tO have begun the accul-
turatıon DLOCCSS quite early, and continud it CVeCn while moving west-_erly ith the frontier.

The Moravıan settlement at Gnadenhuetten Was ocated above the
ZSaD at the confluence of the Mahoning and Lehigh River (op-

posite ort Allen). This community egan ın 1746 245 refugee COWN,
and remained the central Moravıan Outpost for nearly ten CaLlS, In
the fall of 1’7559 at the beginning of the French and Indian War,
ndians  N attacked the COWnN, massacred ManYy of the colonials, and
burned all the buildings.(255)

Moses Tatamy stated that November 1755 Isaac Still(256)
and others had told him that ' ..Indian Lad named emmy, Came
down from Queycake fo the Forks of Delaware, where his Mother
and ONCcC Joe eepYy and wife, and SOMC other ndians then esided
the Gap of the Mountain Was then Open..." to arn them that there
Was danger and that all could return "Eriends at Neskopecka, but
that if they refused this Invitation, they would meet ith the Samcd,
NaYy sage than the white People.' The INCSSaSC a1lso alleged
that al of the Native American people of the Allegheny (Shawnee,
Mohawk, Tuscarora, and "Delaware") CeIC threatening, and that all
of these tribes eIc then gathering at Nescopeka. emmy, according
CO Tatamy,(257) returned o Nescopeka taking ith him his mother
and father-in-law MOS (mother's husband), 2A5 well A Joe eepYy
TITwo other Native Americans then resident at the Forks ent CO the
thickly ettled of Pennsylvania CSCADC, while Moses Tatamy,
along ith MOst of the other native-descent people, efift the ALCa,

Tatamy ent tOo Trenton, where he tiled afftidavit in 1C he 15
described 245 r  A Indian Convert fOo the Christian religion sober,
honest and conscientious Person, sworn> before Mr Justice Anderson
of New Jersey...

This general relocation of people along the frontier in the
1755-17063, mostly of the natıve population, Creates difficulties in
following their histories. The "Delaware", allied tfo the En lish,
who ent CO OÖtseningo (near present Binghampton, New Yor ) in
1756 appCaL CO have been Jerseys, but they MaYy have included Len-
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aDC and even Munsee.(258) By this tıme those ZFOUDS of Lenape and
presumably Jerseys who wished CO follow the old WaYyS had moved
far beyond the frontier. ese people about hom know the MOS
afrec also the MOS acculturated. Their lives, 2A5 well 2A5 their storlıles
and cultures, eIic becoming increasingly merged ith those of the
record keeping colonials.(259) Tracing the lives of the tradition-
alists(260) 15 another kind of problem for which will be MOre
dependent the archaeological CFecord. For the Jerseys, movemen
nto the Forks provided them ith afca relatively free from cul-
tural threats, although the expansion of Pennsylvania and the WAar of
1755 rapidly created CVEOIl IMOLC complex problems. However, the
westward movemen of the Moravıan communities, the rowing Num-
bers of colonial farms in the Forks, and the entire DIrOCCSS of accul-
turatıon led those Jerseys who remained CO become Darts of the
ettled communıitıies which rapidly developed around the of the
American Revolution. By the first Federal CENSUS in 17 grea
Man Yy of the ‘White" people identitied iın the ALCAa of the Forks MuUSt
have been descended, AF least in Dart, from the Jerseys who had AL-

rived MOLC than before.
Some mutually satisiying interactıiıons between Munsee and Jerseys

also Call be documented clearly in the Moravian records, within the
cContext of their religious communıty. However, 4a5 independent cul-
tural uniıts these SgLOUDS rarely operated in CONCET£. In tact: even
within these gL.OUDS unitied actıon Was Laiec,. We do NnOt know the
overall ffects of this M1SS1ONATY actıvıty iın the Forks, but sSOoN
after 1742 there developed the additional problems generated Dy mM1-
litary conflicts, which led individuals CO make nNne decisions regard-
ing their affiliations. Thus the letter written I October D by
Gov James elancey of New York Governor William Denney
noted that number of Seneca CFE Joiniıng ith "Delawares OL Rıv-
CL ndians and fall the Southern Provinces <of New Yor 1N1-
sink and Esopus".(261) Apparently Seneca raiders DE being SUppOTr£t-
ed, probably Dy Jerseys moving nto the Delaware Valley, ın
raids agaınst the Munsee and ESOpuSs 4L tıme hen the English
colonies OE ın the middle of ma Jor conflict ith the French and
their Indian allies.

Seneca raiding of the Munsee have had long history,
and easily Can be documented back 1663.(262) The tact that this
hostility continued even during the French and Indian War reflects
the complexity of natıve behaviors, ith OUL confiusion resulting from
the unexpectedly high degree of autono Dossessed by individuals in
each of these cultures. As Hunter(263) has shown, natıve interaction
continued CO follow traditional patterns. They did NnOt Caic which
Europeans eI«c their trading OL their enemiles long 245

they had lands which CO operate and markets for their furs.
These raids within the sphere of English influence led Joseph
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Spangenberg SUuggeStT, 31 July 17568, that the Moravians and
their Indian brethren should quit the Forks, Or Bethlehem WAS>S be-
COMEC Frontier Place, and In continual Danger of being set ife
and Cut off cruelly Dy their vVCLY Guests.'"(264) The LESDONSCS this
plea CIC NOL uniform DYy anYy ans: The French and Indian War ul-
timately led manYy of the Jerseys MOVE Out of the orks, and
Man Y of these pDeople OI ocated the orders of the Proprietary
government,. The ast "native community” ın the Forks Was ocated
af aın (1757-1763),; situated about LWO miles (three km) north of
Bethlehem This Moravıan mM1ission colony Was made u almost entire-
ly of converted Munsee and Mahican,(265) but SOTNC must have been
Jerseys.(266)

After the Or

The maıintenance of cultural integrity social boundaries), ONCe these
people eft their traditional homelands, 15 of considerable interest.
everal historians and archaeologists, perhaps applying the "melting
p0t" theory of recent Ämerican immigrant history, elieve that these
cultures \  erge physically and socially SOoN after they relocated
from their homelands. This 1S DYy true. Although SOM
ZgFOUDPS aDDCaL CO have been merging, iın MOSt the members of
each culture maintained distinct traditions for considerable eriodsof tiıme; in SOM for hundreds of and ın other
down CO the Dresent day The historical data presented here will
notfe only the MmMOst COMMON technique which Was used fto identifycultural integrity the maıintenance of spacial separation. Social
boundaries also afc sustained through the uUusS«c of distinctive material
culture,(267) and these ditferences ultimately MaYy be of importance
in the interpretation otf the archaeological: record. For the Lenapeand the Jersey the distinctions aAIc ess easily demonstrated throughthe usec of documentary studies since both of these cultures have
been called "Delaware" by the colonials. Their cultural ditferences
IMaYy be evident in the archaeological record through the study of
MOCTUALCY ritual,‚(268) but these studies have yet fo be developed due
CO the ack of archaeological material.

Through the study of the lives of specific individuals identified ın
these documents, and by reconstructing their genealogies, Can USCcC
the data in the manuscripts which NO ATrC available as WaYy fo
demonstrate that Lenape and Jersey relocations during the 18th CeN-
CUrCYy followed ditferent paths each representing the D  ® iden-
tity of the specific OUD. clear indication of the continued exist-
CNCE of different social ZLFOUDS Can be found iın the 1ıst of ifteen
natıve gFroups attending the discussions for the Treaty at Easton,Pennsylvania which began October 1756.(269) 1ve of the SiX
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Natıons K represented DYy delegates. ese Nations ALC listed first,
followed Dy eight other cultures (or teB; depending how the list
1S read) ese SIOUDS reflected relocated peoples who In 1756 PEr
within the NiX Nations' sphere of influence. These SLOUDS, In order of
their appearance,(270) ALC summarized as ollows

Tuteloes
"Nanticokes and Conys, 110 ONC Nation..."'

Chugnuts
"Chehohoches, alias Delawares and Unamies. Teedyuscungith Sundry Men, Women and Children."
"Munsies OL Minisinks"
Mohickons
"Wapings OL Pumptons‘"'

Beneath this list aDDCaL the of three Jerseys Stephen Calvin,
Isaac Still, and Moses Tetamy, all called "Delaware Indians. Inter-
preter in the Delaware language.' This long and well-documented
ession ended 26 October 1756 One of the results deliber-
atıons Was that New Jersey paid 1,000 Spanish ollars CO end all
hatıve and claims in their colony.

This list 15 important in that it reflects SOMNMNC apparen cultural
[usion, but only 25 seen from the English Doint of ViIeW. The Nanti-
coke and Conoys (Piscataway?) ATIC identitied 25 r  one Nation" and af
that time they INaYy have been living in single communıiıty,. The
designation "“Chehohoches" 1S perhaps the MOST interesting SiInCe iIt 1S
unknown from an Yy other CONTtfEXT. ere the term includes Teedyus-
CUNg and members of his Zroup (?), but it 15 said CO be "nlias"
for both the "Delawares and Unamies". In this Context the term
"Unami" always refers fo the Lenape, who would have been ocated
downriver from the or ALCa while they eIC resident in their
traditional afCca,

The Wal also influenced those remaıinıng Jersey and Lenape who
still ©C living tar from the western frontier.(271) In New Jerseythe legal ability which Europeans had buy and irectly from the
English Proprietors, after 1C they eIic supposed CO clear their
titles with the natıve residents, led fo complex sıtuations distinct
from those involving and sales in Pennsylvania.(272) These New Jer-
SCY Durchases created disputes which WELC Drought fOo
climax after the outbreak of hostilities the frontier. In 1758 (21=
24 February) natıve and claims in New Jersey eICc settled at the
Treaty at Crosswicks, which included the establishment of natıve
eserve the Brotherton tract) 25 miles (forty km southeast of Phil-
adelphia, for the UuUsS«ec of emnant members of the everal Jersesybands.(27

Hunter3274) nOtES that DYy 1763 "The Delaware population the
Susquehanna Was NO ESSCNTIANY Jersey OL Forks Indian  N Certainly
nOot all of the Jerseys had migrate the northwest. Some had SOoNC
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north, while others resident In the or had become acculturated
and GCie gradually eing absorbed nto the European descent popula-
tion.

ese acculturated residents, ike Man Yy of their Lenape kin, 1g-
nored Newcomer's attempt 1765 o attract Lenape and related DCO-
ple fo the "Delaware Nation“” on the Muskingum River In Ohio To
SOMEC extent their resistance tO going CO Ohio must have erived
from desire maıntaın intact the evolving Jersey traditions and
to 2void the of relocation and the revitalizing fforts of
Newcomer and others.

Over the MOost of these ZLOUDS maintained their OW cultural
identities 2A5 well 2A5 their traditional hostilities fo the SLOUDS 1C
T ÖON«C tiıme had been their r  neighbors  u For example, hostilities be-
we the Munsee and other ZLFOUDS, including the Lenape, increased
as Darties from all of these cultures moved WESt. On arc 1776
the Moravians reported, from Lichtenau the Muskingum (Ohio C1V-
er), that delegation of chiefs from the Munsee had SONC tOo VISE
the Wyandot hen the Munsee eached the Wyandot ncampmen
the Munsee laimed that the "Indians In Goschachging” eIec walting
for aLMY Trom Virginia and then they would 1l Jom forces CO
FOOTt Out the yandots. The Wyandots vitC told that they could Join
forces ith the Munsee to SAaVC themselves. The Moravlans also noted
that the Munsee had made the Samnec kind of threat at the Mission
al Lichtenau yCal before (1777) in effort CO incıte Varıous
tions agaınst the "Delawares" and the neighboring Mission ndians In
that earlier attempt the Munsee laimed that they had COMC CO
Lichtenau CO take AdWdAY al those natıves who eFe their friends,
that these allies would NOt be killed hen the alleged hostilities
broke QOut No ONC aDDCAaLS to have paid anYy attention fo these Mun-
SCC either OCCAasıon. 275

Cultural distinctions between the Lenape and the Munsee continued
fO be quıte clear throughout the nineteenth CenturYy. In the
1823-1824, while resident along the White Rıver in Indiana, Lenape
u interacted ith Munsee, 0aponoos (Wapings?), and Nanticokes
Oanaahteekoa), but CT O NOTt COo-resident with them.(276) The cultur-

4] differences and distinct ocations in the form of ara settle-
ments of "Delaware" and Munsee, CI observed by Morgan(277) hen
he visited Kansas In 1855 Munsee interaction iıth Lenape OL ith
the Jerseys needs O be tudied In detail.(278) At this tıme Can
only speculate 21bout those Munsee who iın the twentieth century be-
Came conjoined ıth the Lenape Apparently they eIc only then
losing SOMEC of their cultural identity, but their separateness Was still
recognized by the Lenape of ewey, Oklahoma nto the 1900's.(279)
ı1le MOS of the Munsee MaYy have moved from their homeland up
toward the SiX Nations arca, and then nto Canada‚,(280) quite
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obviously Many moved est in pattern which fo SONMNC degree Dar-
allels the movemen of ManYy of the Jerseys

The Myths of "C’ulturai Merging" an the "IDelaware Natı  '

Although MOST colonials and ManYy historians have erroneously lumped
the Lenape, Munsee, and other gLOUDS nto ONCcC unıt alled, at first
the "Rıver Indians" and later the "Delaware", have evidence
that these ZEFOUDS CVECL perceived themselves as single culture
even 45 related peoples. Some indication of the PDCrOCCSS which SCN-
erated this artificial "merger” and SOMNEC of the C4asSos for 1t, can
be SCECI in the Varlous meetings and agreements between the colo-
nısts and natıves during the period of the French and Indian War (ca
1755-1763). The listing of natıve "Nations" the documents from
these gatherings provides valuable clues foO their distinct identities
245 well 2A5 tO where each had been resident. For example, 2a5
noted earlier the Treaty at Crosswicks (1756) led New Jersey to Dass

Act of Legislation ın which 16' pounds sterling Cr issued to
resolve natıve and claims. Halt ent purchase of and
(Reservation) for natıves still living in the colony SOuth of the arl-
tan River the people who In this have been called "Jerseys"').
The other half Was designated for settling and claims of the 'back"
Indians, who in 1756 eCIC longer resident ın the Drovince. These
'back" ndians also eIc involved in the treaties of June 1758 and
7-8 August 1758, where they GFE represented Dy member of the
Cayuga Nation, ÖONC of the NS1iX Nations. This l|proxyll reflects the fact
that these relocated Jerseys weIe politically subordinated CO the SiX
Natlions, whose and they had become resident DYy that tıme. The
fact that they CGEO represented Dy Cayuga MaYy indicate MOLC

precisely where in New York they had taken u residence.
To SOMMNEC extent the myth of "Delaware nation“ had Its Or1gins

in the claims made at the Treaty of Easton Nov 1756) During
earlier meeting at BFaston in this serl1es of "treaties” (25-30 July
1756) the Jersey named Teedyuscung had begun fo aSSUMC self 1M-
Oortance in making negotlations ith the English.(281) Havıng DeI=
ceived that the English needed intermediary fo aCTt In the negot1-
at1ıons iıth the egalitarian natıve people during this period of iı
Cary SCrCESS, Treedyuscung stepped orward to AT A5 "culture Dro-
ker  „ He SOO atfter egan fO complain about owed DYy the
English him and '‘his" people (8 November 1756) By the tiıme
of the Council Meeting of January 1758, Teedyuscung, who Was
OoNe of the Jersey squatters signıng the "Walking Purchase" SOMIMEC 21

efore, NO  s claimed that all lands between Tohiccon ree
and Wioming (what had been vacant mutual zone) Was
"his and and inheritance" and had been taken DYy fraud ese alle-
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gatıons aDDCal have become the basis for the yth that the
"Walking Purchase" Was and fraud perpetrated DYy the colonials,
hen the ECVEILISC 15 MOLC nearly the G N

Teedyuscung!'s and claims and his preten being the represent-
atıve of ManYy natıons had basis In reality and had effect
the ay-to-day cultural interactions of these natıve eoples As these
Man Yy ZLOUDS withdrew from these contlicts and moved est north,
MOST managed fOo maıntaın their cultural integrity A well K their
traditional rivalries. ese difficulties emphasize the.observation that
cultural dittferences MaNnasc persist through tıme.

In making his Varlous claims, Teedyuscung, the self-appointed
ı simply ignored the 1’7377 Confifirmation Ireaty and the 686
deed CO lands along Tohiccon Creek After this early example of
au Mauing" (achieving ends by combined threat and implying guilt

the pDart of the alledged aggressors) Teedyuscung laimed that he
Was the representative of M natıons, a noted earlier. He later
merged the four non-Iroquois ZEFOUDS nto the "Delaware" hen he
laimed that ne of the Delaware Nations, meanıng the Minisink
Indians UuNSEEC), 110 about ort Allen, <in the Forks> DSaVC
this Belt...'"(282) Teedyuscung displayed large belt, OL ten [OWS of
eads, which he claimed gaVC him authority the speak tor Munsee
then (1756) living In the Forks No record of such GXIStS;
but INanYy Munsee OGr«e ith the Moravians and others Ma Y AVC
been scattered throughout the Or We do know that 15 De-
cember 1756 report Came«e CO Sa Yy that after this treaty Man Yy of
the natıve particıpants AT Minsink Munsee) town the Susque-
hanna ent Frampagc, presumably as DOSt-LCEALY elebra-
tion.(283) However, this "kingdom" which Teedyuscung claimd K well
as Its Componen natıons existed largely iın the mind of the ‘Kın
and In its image mirrored ın the ancies of colonial negotlators.

Due the frontier disturbances created DYy the French and Indian
War, the colonial English needed to negotlate ith the natıve DCO-
ples, and Teesyuscung took advantage of that need CO advance his
OW position.(284) un Tatamy told the English(285) that he doubt-
ed that Teedyuscung had authority from aNyOoNC fOo represent OL

as their speaker. But the English needed and wished have
OomeconNe tOo represent the natıves and Teedyuscung created for them
both speaker as well as "nation“” fo represent.

Perhaps the MOST clear definition of the peoples natıve CO New
Jersey 15 provided by letter from Governor Bernard fOo the Lords
of rade, atfe at er Amboy 31 October 1758.(286) This MCSSASC,

that
referring CO the conference held at Easton the DCreEVIOUS August,

hen Came nto the Province, arn  arn found it ubject tO LWO
general Indian claims: the OoNe being from the Delawares <Jer-
SEyS everal other Indians the Southern Darts of the
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Province; the other of the Minissinks ÖOpings OL Pumptons
the Northern Darts.

This statement reflects learly the ditferent cultural ZSLOUDSy and
their boundaries A CVECN better defined in the settlement of these
claims. The "Southern" ndians provide five attorneys fo DE for
them They accepted FA of 23000 in 1eU of cash for their
release of all claims of the and SOuth of the Karıtan. AIl of the
natıve claimants who wished fo continue tO reside in New JEISEY,
about 270 individuals, WEIC supposed CO take u residence this
PACt: The northern natıves, "Minissinks" Munsee) and Opings (also
known 45 awpings, Wapings, Pumptons) appeared be less easi-
ly satisfied. Perhaps this 15 because MOSET of these people had eft
the colony and GTE therefore dependents of other natıons. The Se-
NECCa and ayuga sent Bernard who ultimately paid
$1,000.00 tO SCCULC the release of all Munsee claims.(287)

At the treaty of August 1758 the Munsee (see above) e termed
"women”, reflecting their l0oss of lands and therefore their inability
fOo make and settlements for themselves. The Munsee, ike the Len-
AaDC and Jerseys, ' had been moving north and est sınce early in the
centurYy, but cultural independence Was maintained by speacial LC-
gatıon. This Was evident In May of 1733 hen David Zeisberger and
enry Frey eI«c tOo Onondaga along the Susquehanna [1ver
LOU As they passed W yomıng (Wajomik) Fall, below where the
Susquehanna CULVES the est and northwest, they reached Nan-
ticoke village The nNnext day (Tuesday) they continued u and

Wednesday evenıing they reached Hazirok, where Minissing Mun-
see) Lfown Was located.(288) loga and the principal SiX Nation vil-
lages CGEO still urther UD the Cver. In each Casc the members of
single culture ere MMOIC OL less coresident, but separated by SOMEC
distance from the residential ZONC of other culture. This also
15 reflected ın the settlement pattern AL UOtsiningo (near present
Binghamton, 2A45 described Dy Elliott(289) (1977) for the period
atter 1750 Residents there were refugees from several natıons, plus
representatives of the Oneida, Cayuga and others of the SiX Nations,
but each of these gLOUDS maintained distinct ArCAa of OCCUpa-
tion.(290)

By 1763(291) SOMC people believed that there GE "Delaware"
resident In the "northern" New York), although ZFOUDPS of
Naticoke, ONOYy (OI'ICC agaın listed 2A5 independent culture despite
the Treaty of Easton record of October 1756), "Tutecoes”, and Sa-
PONCYS OEFO present M the NSixX Nations. The Same account NnO
that In the aLrca from central Pennsylvania Out the Ohio, al under
Seneca influence, there eIc Shawanese and 600 "Delawares" liv-
ing 'n several villages and about the Susquehanna, Muskingham,
Ptte: and thence Lake ri1e“”.  ja!! these people 6FE the descendants
of the ZLOUDS reported CO have been in that region ın the 1730's.(292)
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Surely ManYy MOLC had eft the afca and continued est while others
had ettled down M the colonists.

ese cultural distinctions, maintained nto the twentieth CeNturYy,
had been lurred in the minds of ManYy historians until recent
search demonstrated the varied culture history of the people who
oday have COMC call themselves "Delaware". How these pDeople
themselves Came CO uUuSc this term 2A5 self-referent only 110 15 be-
ing earned Thurman,(293) usiıng evidence from the Deriod hen the
"Delaware" Ooccupied the Ohio Valley and Missourli, provides urther
evidence that the supposed three-fold division of the "Delawarean
peoples  M 15 SpECIOUS. His research Drovides evidence that during this
Deri10d the people called 'Wol{t Delawares" actually eI«c descendants
of the Munsee.

The DErOCCSS DYy which the cultural boundaries of these peoples eI«c
maintained, despite SOM«EeC "boundary exchanges'', from the seventeenth
Century up O 1867 15 reviewed Dy Roark-Calnek.(294) She SUggeStSs
that those NıC Delaware" who Came the Cooweescoowee IDIS-
trıct of the Cherokee Nation ın 1867 (now Washington County, Okla-
homa) and their ManYy descendants who live there; show traıts
which Can be traced directly back to the seventeenth cCentury. hat

aALCcC examiıning In this 15 the direct evidence for small
of Jerseys during period hen they P resident in eastern

Pennsylvania., ese data Drovide DYy which CM study ın
detail the changes in their lives as well 2A5 their individual genealo-
gles fo raCce with precision those DLILOCCS55C5S described Dy Roark-Cal-
NCK.

Actual Cultural Merging: "Nat  i1ves" IN the OL er TE

By the period of the American Revolution MOSET of the Pennsylvania
Lenape Gr living beyond the frontier,(295) with few if anYy MMEeCM-
bers of other cultures resident M them eXcept as SDOUSCS, The
importance fo the European colonists of the Lenape and other natıve
peoples In tiımes of condflict such 2A5 the Ämerican Revolution Can
always be SCCIMNM Dby treaties negotiated at these tiımes,. The Lenape
and Jersey who attended the LCeAaLYy (meeting at Easton ın VF} had
COMC from W yoming OL beyond, although SOINC individuals MaYy have
been resident closer tOo the meeting site.(296

The IMOLC traditional Jerseys in the orks, who 6I«e somewhat
acculturated before they arrived, also aDDCaL o have left by LE
No documents indicate that anYy traditional ZFOUDS of Jerseys CeIC
living ın OL NCAaLr the or in EF emnant individuals wh
identitfied themselves 4A5 "Indian  ! continued CO live M the coloni-
als, but in the ALCa of the Forks the remainıng Jerseys Must have
been farming OL following trades 1 masked their hatıve OC1g1nNs.

136



Most of the natıve people remainıng in eastfern Pennsylvania and
New Jerseys eCIC strongly acculturated Dy 1780 and their natıve
identities ALC rarely noted ın the records. oday, in MOST
infer Native American Or1g1ns M these people DYy their USC of

which ALC known from the early eighteenth centurYy. Names
such A Tatamy and Still, M the Jerseys, and Journeycake mM
the Lenape ALC quite clear indicators of origın. Where ComMmMOoN Eng-
ish CIC dopted (Evans, Bull) will have IMOLC difficul-
CYy ın recognizıng this phase of cultural merging

In New Jersey ManYy individuals from the emMmnNanNt bands had gath-
ered the Brotherton 5a after 1758, but other natıve (Jersey)
amlets continued fo function. All of these settlements eIC In de-
cline, leading to the sale In 1802 of the Brotherton er
1802 the few remaınıng residents of this moved north As ın
Pennsylvania, those natıves who remained eIC NOTt and
rapidly eIC ending nto the European OL African descent popula-
tions. er the Indian Wars of the 1L860's being !  4 became
anathema, and for MOLC than Century the natıve heritage of which

should be proud Was kept hidden from ManYy people whose C$S-
COTrCS C6 here before the Europeans.

Archaeology an C’ulture History
The archaeological section of MOST ethnographic reDOCTS generally
precedes the text SinCe the subject mMatter generally pertains CO
events which took place in prehistory. In this FEeVIEW have looked
At the historical evidence and COMEC tfo realize that ManYy facets of
these documents relate LO, and Can be demonstrated DYy, archaeologi-
cal research. Yet only the mMoOost elaborate theories and complex and
expensive) field studies could hope describe the ZONC
butffer ALCa 1C existed around the Forks of Delaware through
excavatıons alone. The SULVCY of these documents even helps CO
plain the orC1g1Ins of the u through this ATrCAa taken in 1’7455 Dy
Reverend Spangenberg.(297) Nearly 1OÖO after the local Jasper
had ceased fOo be ımportant to the CCONOMY of the natıve population,
the natıve trail from Bethlehem still followed FOCrTLUrCOUS COutfe right
along the Ma Jor OUu  O in this AdLCd, through Macungie, Maxetawny,
Heidelberg(?), and Tulpehocken (near Myerstown). This reflects the
W of cultural persistence and suggests that might be able fo
UuUScC this information CO verify hypotheses derived from archaeological
data.

The archaeology of this ALCa Drovides interesting insights nto the
uUSe of these resources.(298) However, the aucıty of archaeo-
logical data 110 available tor the proto-Lenape of the lower Dela-
aifc Valley prevents COmparısons Trom being made ith the more
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plentiful data available from excavatıons in New Jersey, 45 well as
Trom Munsee afca eXcavations along the pper Delaware.(299) The
geological data discussed earlier In this have impli-
catıons for the archaeology of this region. As noted earlier, Shenn=
an(300) that ethnic unıts might be differentiated through
study of their archaeological remaıns, and Lavin(301) claims fo
have achieved this in New England usiıng cCeramıc analysis.

The potential for differentiating M the Ceramıc styles of the
Delaware drainage Munsee area) and each side of the lower

Delaware Kiver (Lenape and Jersey areas) fo be quite g0o0d
Alan Mounier(302) believes that the boundary between the Munsee

and the Jerseys 15 reflected in Ceramıc differences, which also COL-
relate ith physiographic Drovinces. The differences In Ceramıcs PCL-ceived by John Witthoft(303) led him define the Munsee ALCa A
including that portion of the Delaware River drainage north and est
of the Lehigh River. Witthoft(304) describes the Ceramıcs from CWO
sıtes (Overpeck and Diehl) AT the northern edge of the Lenape LanNgC,both of which he SCC5S a5 distinct from Munsee OtterYy. The Verpee
sıte, al Kitnersville In Bucks County,(305) 1S quated ın time CO
Smith's(306) ast River Complex in New York Smith believes this fOo
be historic in date, relating Owasco In New York Wallace(307)
believes the Overpeck sıte date from before L660, and probablyfrom before 1623, and | SUSPECT that date of sS0o-16 15 proba-
ble The 1e€ Site aT Monroe in Bucks County has "mixed" ceramıcs
and considered it CO be ı7th Century "Delaware" (Lenape)
Cfown. Wallace(308) DoINtS QOut that the Diehl sıte 15 MNCAaLlt where the
"Indian OoWn  N of Nockamixon stood.(309) Wallace believes that the
Diehl sıte dates from before K (1 suggest 1625-1650), OL at
time long before the Jersey namad Nutimus moved nto the Forks

The results of recent fforts CO demonstrate cCeramıc varliation
within this region have NnOt DLIOVCN o be as clear 4a5 OonNe migt have
ope Griffith and Custer(310) addressed Just this roblem ın
study of the ate Woodland (ca 1100-1600 Ceramıcs made Dyaboriginal peoples in the regions 1C NO nclude the of
Delaware and surrounding ALrCcCa,. They determined that stylistic char-
acteristics (design) of ttery from the Chesapeake regions all the
WaYy UD to the lower Hudson Kiver drainage share elements which
ALC NOTt (at least 5T this time) capable Tf being subdivided. This —-
Z10N Corresponds, they point OUutT, CO the Central Coastal Algonkian
Culture rea delineated by Flannery.(311)

However, the study of cCeramıc such as Lavin suggests, rath-
GE than attempts CO evalute only surtace decoration, should roduce
INOLC useful results. Witthoft's(312) subjective division of the Dela-

Valley regiıon nto ten "ceramic areas" reaches conclusions SUp-posedly ase clay bodies, temper and surface decoration, but the
basic evidence 15 nowhere presented. All of these considerations mMust
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be examined ın detail fo determine if cCeramıc ZONCS, and perhaps
culture AaLCaAS, Can be recognized DYy independent observers.

Today Cannot Drovide by which CO subdivide the Dela-
afic Valley ALCa nto individual ethnic regions the basis of any
Lype of achaeologica evidence. Perhaps statistical FeVvVIEeW of the
basic information used by M1 and Custer(313) would pDoint QUuUtTt
SOMMC possible eg: Programs involving locating clay OULCCS usıng
neutfron actıvatıon analysis NAA) and cluster analysis such
45 those used DYy Lukesh and Howe(314) have been useful in

ht be applied CO this region A wellother par of the world and mMı
Certainly Griffith and Custer 315) have moditfied their original 1N-

erence that there existed similar forms of social organiızatıon ın
the pper and Lower Delaware River Valley Just 45 these regions
differ ecologically, do the Datterns of social organizatıon ın these

of the Delaware Valley.(316) The social organızation of the
Ciconicıins, to the south of the Lenape realm, ditfers from that of
the Lenape(317) and aDDCaLS CO be MOLC similar fo that of the chief-
doms in the lower Chesapeake Bay ALCAa, However, hat Can
document historically 15 NnOt necessarily reflected In OUuL bility fo
locate confirming evidence in the archaeological record.(318

The demonstration that cultural elements continue ın uUusSsec nto the
historic period II the conservatıve members of VarlOous cultures
MaYy NOLTt be reflected in DOtterYy styles, since natıve DOotterYy SOoN
ceased fOo be made, but should be scCcCHM in certaın aspects f archae-
ologically observed ritual behavior such as m:  u MS,. Al-
though elements of material culture (tools, clothing, ornaments) had
changed dramatically DYy 1L650, reflecting the introduction of Europe-

technology,(319) the basıc value Systems and the WaYyS In which
these Components CIC reated CC sSlow fo change. Thus should
be able CO identify the archaeological analogues CO this ethnographic
data Dy using the evidence for demonstrated differences between the
Jersey and the Lenape. By recognizing historic cultural boundaries
from the documents should be able "upstream” these cultural
traditions and predict that the archaeological record of the ate
Woodland period 15 likely fOo De 4S distinct A that for which
have evidence during the period after CONTLACT.

Woodall(320) has tested such theories concerning ancıent
cial boundaries using data from serl1es of late prehistoric Caddoan
sıtes along the Naches River of Texas. Woodall assumed that there
would have been lower social interaction between “"autonomous SOC10-
political ZrOUDS than within them, pattern NO demonstrated for
the relations between the Lenape and Jerseys In comparing geograph-
IC distance ith Ceramıc variability Woodall distinguished between
CLWO "tribes" of the Caddoan Hasınal conifederacy He documented
CLWO distinct social SLOUDS In his archaeological test aLrcCcCa and S”
gested that there existed CWO "tribes" which would be found be
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distinct In the diaries, journals and other documents relating the
test region during the early \Beriod of kuropean contact. We have
done the opposıte, in identifying LWO social unıts in the documents
and suggesting that the archaeological evidence will contfiirm these
findings.

The differences noted earlier plus the riıver separatıon between
the Lenape and Jersey ead us predict that there should be found
Varılıous indications, similar CO those SCCINM DYy Woodall,(321) ın the AL-

chaeological findings along the Delaware River. Furthermore, if the
Forks aLCd, north of the Lehigh River, Was bufiter ZONC, then the
archaeological evidence during the ate Woodland Period should be
imited fO Lindings of transıent OLr superficial sıtes. We would EXDECT
the ate Woodland pDeriod toO be represented primarily Dy intermittent
encampments of foragers (hunting statıons of the Lenape, Munsee,
and others) and perhaps SOMEC Susquehannock gathering sta-
t1ions. Such sıtes should be characterized Dy small scatterıngs of
ithics (temporary sites) and low incidence of cCeramıcs EXCEDT, DCE-
haps, m the Susquehannock-derive sites). Sites should be CON-
centrated NCaLl arcas, and possibly densities would decline
ith distance from their respective COILC CaS. er 1550, Susque-
annock hunting statıons geared toward rappıng should become the
dominant archaeological assemblage In the Forks, reflecting the basıis
oft their political and econNOoMIC ascendence during this Deriod.(322)
Mixed assemblages, reflecting the ebb and flow of everal cultures,
also might be expected. One MaYy consider 2A5 caution that as of
this date ethnoarchaeology has NOt demonstrated that anYy oraging
of encampments of any culture Can be distinguished from
those of another.

At this tıme have but OoNC CEest of these theories for the or
aLrCd, and that limited evidence 15 in agreement with this hypothesis.

single test strıp twenty-three [, (twenty-five yards) ide and
seventeen-and-a-half km (ten-and-a-hal{f miles) long Was surveyed
through portion of the Forks.(323) This tiny sample confirmed
pectations of low sıte and low artifact density in this reg1on. In
fact; MOST of hat Was discovered Was ate Archaic In date It and
hen do locate ate Woodland hunting statıons ın this ZONC,
hope CO be able fOo determine the cultural Orig1ıns of these lıthic _-

terials usıng discriminant analysis, technique successi{ully employed
In the Ohio Valley.(324

1f such archaeological es in the Forks aCfca aAIc successi{iul, then
similar procedures IMaYy be applied ıIn other border surrounding
the Lenape realm. The ocation of the southern margın of Lenape
terriıtory has been considered, although buffer ZONC NO  s 15 thought
to have existed there in the Terminal Oodlan Period as previously
| had expected.(325) As collect urther archaeological evidence
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from all of these arcCas, should be able fo test OUr everal hy-
potheses In each of them.

By LOSO non-perishable natıve technology throughout this region
had become nearly completely superceded by Colonial-made goods
Lenape, Jersey and other sıtes OTt the eighteenth century MaYy be
distinguishable from OoNe another only the basis of patterning of
MO:  u materials, and possibly household organızatıon and artı-
fact inventories. Detecting these ditferences in the archaeological
record emaıns omplex task which have hardly begun CO solve.
Since NO know that each culture ("ethnic unit") maintained 1ts
OW afca of residence (spatial segregation) dispite eaving their L
spective homelands, and that these distinct residences existed rg
nto the twentieth CenturYy, this spatial separation ofters u SOINC

potential for archaeologically identifying the cultural distinctions
which have elicited from the historical record.

Conclusions

Historic documents provide evidence indicating that the ailCa of the
"Borks of Delaware" Was shared ALCa and buffer ZONeC be-
ween the Lenape, Jerseys, and Munsee DCIOL CO the contact Derio0d.
Numerous Jerseys, from south of the Rarıtan River in New Jersey,
migrated nto the Forks during the first haltf ot the eighteenth GED-

CULCY, becoming entwined in the events critical CO the istOory of
lonial Pennsylvania. The nearby Lenape had traditions which NnOt only
differed from those of the Jersey, but kept members of these gFOUDS
apart. Both SLOUDS aDDCaL CO have maintained cultural integrity
throughout this period and nto the twentieth CenturY.

Despite early changes In material culture and later alterations in
subsistence CCONOMY, the Lenape appCar CO have held their basic
system intact. This ugg that much of the data from later Der1-
ods in Man Yy 15 adequate reflection of Lenape culture A it
Was . the time of contact,. The DIOCCSS of acculturation M the
Jersey aDDCAaLS CO have been MOLC rapid, possibly 45 result of their
cultural dynamics and possibly resulting from chance events of SCO:
raphy and history.

TOm the beginning of the seventeenth century until nearly 1’7740
the Lenape consistently and effectively defended themselves agaınst
their militarily powerful neighbors CO the north and est and agaınst
the inexorable march of kuropean colonists. For 140 the Len-
aDC deferred the inevitable changes in their culture while continuing
CO live in the ALrCa 1C they had called home DC10F CO the arrival
of Columbus. Only NO afec beginning Fo recognize the specific
boundaries of their Oomelan and CO know MOLC about style of ife
which 15 nearly gONC, Many of the people, who eit this afca OVeEL
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250 d9O, maintained important and successtul set of cultur-
4] values and traditions which OT NOT seriously Itered until well
nto the twentieth Centfur

The cultural history of the Jerseys ın ManYy WdYy5S pDarallels that OT
the Lenape. Conservative members of Jersey soclety aDDCaL CO have
moved north and northwest nto New York, and Man Yy continued
the Canada Those who moved nto the Forks of Delaware aDDCaL CO
respresent but OC small action who chose unusual Dy
which fo deal ith European Contact. eIr descendants maintained
cultural integrity for considerable length of tıme, but MOST ike
IManYy Lenape 245 well 45 members of other cultures slowly merged
ith other eoples along the frontier fo become AÄAmericans.
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the Susquehanna lands from Governor Dongan. During the fron-
tier difficulties of the 1720's Letort's SsServıices became extreme-

ly important.
In 1728 James Letort and John Scull CeLC sent CO Chenastry
(somewhere he pper Susquehanna) purportedly g1ive gifts
fO Alamachpee (Alumapees?), Montour, and Manawhyickon,
but probably his principal goal WAaS CO reconnoıter the reg10n.

151



On 18 pri 1726 the Proprietary Council then held at Philadel-
phia noted that

James Eetort; Indian Trader; Was lately COMINC CO Lown
from Chenastry OLr the arts of the River Susque-
hanna CO acquaınt this Government ith matter he had
been intormed OT Dy Mistress Montour, who had married
the Indian called Robert Hunter, Was here with her
said husband ast SUMMEL ın COMDaNY ith those of the
1vVve Nations who had visited usSs then... (Colonial Records
<binders itle>, here Vol Zg 295

Letort had then planned CO travel CO the est end of Lake
Erle, ostensibly CO trade ith the Miıamis (Twechtweys). Mistress
Montour, ife of Carondowana Robert Hunter), had sister
who had married Miamıi (Colonial Records, here Vol 29
274). On May 1728 Letort sent letter, ate af Catawasse
(Cattawissy ree enters the northeast branch of the Susque-
hanna, the south side, 29 km from the Or and about
km from Shamokon-Sunbury), CO Governor Patrick Gordon (Sa-
muel Hazard, editor, Pennsylvanılia Archives, First Series. Vols
1-12, Joseph Severns and Company Philadelphia, 1852-53 ere
Vol l, De. 216). Letort clearly Was involved in tryıng to settle
the Qrowıng condflicts ith Native AÄAmericans living along the
frontier. During these of urmoil arundowana and his
ife 41so C involved ith Shikellamy (Hazard, I0C, Cl
227-232), who Wäas known for his skilltfull military acıtivities
during this period
James Letort Was still actıng as translator for the Proprie-
CarYy Government in 1730 (Hazard, loc CIl 255) and later
he Was wıtness fo the Walking Purchase confirmation LCrCALYy(1737) detailed biography of Letort would Drovide insights 1INn-
o IManYy interesting aSpEeCTS of the early history of Pennsylvania(cf Charles Augustus Hanna, Wilderness rail; OI 9 the Ventures
an Adventures of the Pennsylvania I raders the Allegheny
Path, Volumes, Putnam!'s Sons: New York, 101L. ere
Vol 1, 66-168)

89 —— Francis Jennings. Indian ra of the Susquehanna Valley,
Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society, Vol 11O0,
1966, DD. 406-424. ere O9-I1I

Q—r The Name of Lasse Cock (a Swedish-American?) and his OW
mark aDDCar (as witness) the tirst deed transferring Lenape
and CO William Penn, z July 1682 The deed of August 1682
Was wrıtten, OL at least signed, "att y house of Capt. Lasse
Cock,” and he Was pDresent and set his mark CO nearly
succeeding deed in this serl1es, including that of July 1685
transferring ll of the and fo the northwest of Philaselphia fo
William enn (Hazard, loc CI Vol 1, 48-49, 62-4, 67,
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02-3, 95) Quite often his Namec Was wrıtten in anglicized
version such 2A5 "Laurence Cox" G+ Marshall Becker, "Pre-
enn Settlements of the Delaware Valley,  u Pennsylvanila (zenea-
logical Magazine, Vol 32(3), 1982, 22772234 ere 229

91) Becker. "Native Settlements Penna. Archaeologist 1987.
92) Marshall Becker. "Lenape Land ales, reatIies; and Wampum

Belts," Pennsylvanla Mag of History and Biography, Vol
108, 1984, 351-356

——03 Steelman's Namnec aDDCaLS ın ManYy varıations and transliterations
such 2A5 Tilghman and Jno. ans Stellman, as the treaty of
23 April 1701 ith the ndians of the Susquehanna., The nNnName
"John ans  ' aDDCAaTLS An the iıith of the "native” wıtnesses
fo the Walking Purchase confirmation 1737)s suggesting that
Steelman enjoyed either Lenape NCEeStLCY, non-colonial Status, OL

Oth.
— Colonial Records 1ınders title>, here Vol 2y 16-17, also

John Heckewelder, "Names Which the Lenni OL Delaware ndians
ave tO Rivers, Streams, and Localities,... Iransactions of the
Morav  1aN Historical Society, Series l, art 59 1872 (n 250).

905 —“ John ınn and William Egle editors). Pennsylvanla Ar-
chives,. Second serles (reprinted from 1878 edition), Vol 79 (Ya-

Bush and others): Harrisburg, 143-
96) James Letort. "Petition ith his Acc£ia; October 1704 Debts

mong Indians92-3, 95). Quite often his name was written in an anglicized  version such as "Laurence Cox" (Cf£. Marshall J. Becker, "Pre-  Penn Settlements of the Delaware Valley," Pennsylvania Genea-  logical Magazine, Vol 32(3), 1982, pp. 227-234. Here p. 229.  91) M.J. Becker. "Native Settlements ...". Penna. Archaeologist 1987.  92) Marshall J. Becker. "Lenape Land Sales, Treaties, and Wampum  Belts," Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biography, Vol.  108, 1984, pp. 351-356.  _  93  Steelman's name appears in many variations and transliterations  such as Tilghman and Jno. Hans Stellman, as on the treaty of  23 April 1701 with the Indians of the Susquehanna. The name  "John Hans" appears as the ırth of the ı2 "native" witnesses  to the Walking Purchase confirmation (1737), suggesting that  Steelman enjoyed either Lenape ancestry, non-colonial status, or  oth.  94  —  Colonial Records <Binders title>, here Vol. 2, pp. 16-17, also  John Heckewelder, "Names Which the Lenni or Delaware Indians  Gave to Rivers, Streams, and Localities,...  Transactions of the  Moravian Historical Society, Series I, Part s, 1872 (fn., p. 250).  95  —  John B. Linn and William H. Egle (editors). Pennsylvania Ar-  chives. Second series (reprinted from 1878 edition), Vol. 7, Cla-  rence M. Bush (and others): Harrisburg, pp. 143-4.  96) James Letort. "Petition with his Acct., October 1704. Debts  Among Indians ... at Pachoqualmah & Canishtoga," Logan Pa-  pers, Vol. XI: Indian Affairs. Historical. Society of Pennsylvania:  Philadelphia, p. 4.  97) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc. cit., 1852, Vol. 1, pp. 144-7.  98) At the Treaty of Conestoga in 1705, Logan went to welcome  members of the Conoy tribe and, according to Francis Jennings  ("The Indian Trade of the Susquehanna Valley," Proceedings of  the American Philosophical Society, Vol. 110, 1966, pp. 406-424.  Here pp. 411-412), to make efforts to keep Steelman out of the  local. Indian. trade.. Logan’s. report. (C£. Hazard; loc. clt.; 1852.  Here Vol. 2, pp. 244-6) of 6 June 1706 indicates that James  Letort was operating as an agent for the Proprietors, but also  reveals that Logan saw trade as only one aspect of his devel-  opment plans for this area along the Susquehanna. Jennings (loc.  cit., here p. 411) interprets the Letort report (1704) to indicate  that Philadelphia gained entry into the lucrative fur trade  through the efforts of two Shawnee, but who these people are  Jennings does not reveal and we have over fifty names on this  document from among which to select. The residence or base  of operations for any of these people is unknown, but might in-  dicate where furs were being traded. The Shawnee town on the  Delaware, Pechoqueling (1694-1728), lies just beyond the Forks  and obviously was one base for Shawnee fur traders. I believe  153at Pachoqualmah Canishtoga," Logan Pa-
DE Sy Vol XT Indian AFfaircs Historical dociety of Pennsylvania:
Philadelphia,

07) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc. Cits 1852, Vol 1, 144+-'7.
98) At the Treaty of Conestoga in 1705y ogan ent CO welcome

members of the oNOYy tribe and, according fO Francis Jennings("The Indian La of the Susquehanna Valley Proceedings of
the Am Philosophical S5Society, Vol 110, 1L966, 406-424
ere 411-412), fo make efforts keep Steelman Out of the
0Ca Indian trade. Logan's FepOrt (E* Hazard, loc CIit, 1552
Here Vol Zg 244-6) of June 1706 indicates that James
Letort Was operating as agent for the Proprietors, but also
reveals that ogan Sa trade a only ON aSDpeCTt of his devel-
opment plans for this ALCa along the Susquehanna Jennings (loc.
CI here A11) interprets the Letort CFeDOCT 1704 indicate
that Philadelphia gained entrYy nto the lucrative fur trade
through the efforts of CLWO Shawnee, but who these people aLic

Jennings does NnOt reveal and have Ver Lifty this
document from mM which fo select. The residence OL base
of operatiıons for anYy of these people 1S unknown, but might 1N-
dicate where furs CIC being traded The Shawnee town the
Delaware, Pechoqueling (1694-1728), 1€es Just beyond the Or
and obviously Was OoNec base tor hawnee fur traders. believe
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that these hawnee GCrIe ONC of the populations from the west,
such as the archaeologically known Monongahela, who moved
easlt after the dispersal of the Susquehannock CO take Dart in
the fur trade.,
On May L8, 1704 Peter Bezalion made reference the Shaw-
NC living Conestoga as well 45 at Pechoquealing (Colonial
Records, I0C, C+HE- ere Vol Zg 145), reflecting 1Ve Nations
interest iın controlling these people and the fur trade 2A5 well 2A5
In kKeeping their Oorders guarded DYy other Native Americans,.

99) Colonial Records <Binders title>, I0C, CI Vol Zg —21
100) John Heckewelder, loc, CIEt,
I101) Colonial Records <Binders title>, Vol Zg 26
102) John Heckewelder, I0C: CIE:
103) James ogan. "Letter tfo William Penn, LISt 1703/4," L' O=

gan Papers, letter book 1701-09, Historical Society of Pennsyl-
vanıla, 1704

104.) John Heckewelder, I0c CIE:
105) Marshall Becker "The OÖkehocking: Remnant Band of Del-

ndians in Chester County, Pennsylvania," Pennsylvania
Archaeologist, Vol 40, 1976, 25'635 cf also "The Okehock-
ing Band of Lenape: Cultural Continuities and Accommodations
tOo Colonial EXpansion in Southeastern Pennsylvania in the Early
18Sth Century,  N Centural 5urvivals  5  * Am ndians IN the Dn
ern nited States, ran Porter I, editor. Greenwood Press:
Westport, Connecticut, 1986, 43-83, and Brandywine
Band of Lenape: Cultural Change and Movements as Indicated
by Their Encampments During the Seventeenth and Early Eigh-
teenth Centuries." On tile ith the Anthropology NSection of
West Chester University of Pennsylvania.

106) Becker. "Native Settlementsthat these Shawnee were one of the populations from the west,  such as the archaeologically known Monongahela, who moved  east after the dispersal of the Susquehannock to take part in  the fur trade.  On May 18, 1704 Peter Bezalion made reference to the Shaw-  nee living at Conestoga as well as at Pechoquealing (Colonial  Records, loc. cit. Here Vol. 2, p. 145), reflecting Five Nations  interest in controlling these people and the fur trade as well as  in keeping their borders guarded by other Native Americans.  99) Colonial Records <Binders title>, loc. cit., Vol. 2, pp. 20-21.  100) John Heckewelder, loc. cit.  101) Colonial Records <Binders title>, Vol. 2, p. 26.  102) John Heckewelder, Iloc. cit.  103) James Logan. "Letter to William Penn, 14 ıst mo. 1703/4," Lo-  gan Papers, letter book 1701-09, Historical Society of Pennsyl-  vania, 1704.  104) John Heckewelder, loc. cit.  105) Marshall J. Becker. "The Okehocking: A Remnant Band of Del-  aware Indians in Chester County, Pennsylvania,'" Pennsylvania  Archaeologist, Vol. 46, 1976, pp. 25-63; cf. also "The Okehock-  ing Band of Lenape: Cultural Continuities and Accommodations  to Colonial Expansion in Southeastern Pennsylvania in the Early  18th Century," Centural Survivals: American Indians in the East-  ern United States, Frank Porter IIl, editor. Greenwood Press:  Westport, Connecticut, 1986, pp. 43-83, and "The Brandywine  Band of Lenape: Cultural Change and Movements as Indicated  by Their Encampments During the Seventeenth and Early Eigh-  teenth Centuries." On file with the Anthropology Section of  West Chester University of Pennsylvania.  106)  M.J. Becker. "Native Settlements ...  1987 loc. cit.  107  —  Barry Kent, Janet Rice and Kakuko Ota. "A Map of 1ı8th Cen-  tury Indian Towns in Pennsylvania,'" Pennsylvania Archaeologist,  Vol. s(4), No. 87, 1981, pp. 1-18; cf. also Stewart Pearce, An-  nals of‘ Luzerne Couüunty; ... From the First Settlement in _ Wyo-  ming Valley to 1866, Second Edition. J.B. Lippincott: Philadel-  phia, 1866, p. 24.  108  —  Marshall J. Becker. "An Onomasticon of Lenape of Pennsylvania  and Natives of Southern New Jersey in the ı7th and 1ı8th Cen-  turies." (Manuscript draft  109) Ibid.  110) Personal Communication.  111) Colonial Records <Binders title>, here Vol. 4, p. 307.  ı12) William A, Hunter. Cf£. also Marshall J. Becker, "An Onomasti-  con of Lenape of Pennsylvania and Natives of Southern New  Jersey in the ı7th and 1ı8th Centuries.'" (Manuscript draft)  113) Colonial Records <binders title>, here Vol. 3, pp. 318-326.  1541987 loc CIE,
107 —” arry Kent, Janet 1Cce€e and Kakuko Ota U Map of 18Sth Cen-

CULCYy Indian Towns ın Pennsylvania," Pennsylvanla Archaeologist,
Vol 5(4); No 87 1981, 1-18  a ct also Stewart Peatres; ANE
nals of | uzerne County;that these Shawnee were one of the populations from the west,  such as the archaeologically known Monongahela, who moved  east after the dispersal of the Susquehannock to take part in  the fur trade.  On May 18, 1704 Peter Bezalion made reference to the Shaw-  nee living at Conestoga as well as at Pechoquealing (Colonial  Records, loc. cit. Here Vol. 2, p. 145), reflecting Five Nations  interest in controlling these people and the fur trade as well as  in keeping their borders guarded by other Native Americans.  99) Colonial Records <Binders title>, loc. cit., Vol. 2, pp. 20-21.  100) John Heckewelder, loc. cit.  101) Colonial Records <Binders title>, Vol. 2, p. 26.  102) John Heckewelder, Iloc. cit.  103) James Logan. "Letter to William Penn, 14 ıst mo. 1703/4," Lo-  gan Papers, letter book 1701-09, Historical Society of Pennsyl-  vania, 1704.  104) John Heckewelder, loc. cit.  105) Marshall J. Becker. "The Okehocking: A Remnant Band of Del-  aware Indians in Chester County, Pennsylvania,'" Pennsylvania  Archaeologist, Vol. 46, 1976, pp. 25-63; cf. also "The Okehock-  ing Band of Lenape: Cultural Continuities and Accommodations  to Colonial Expansion in Southeastern Pennsylvania in the Early  18th Century," Centural Survivals: American Indians in the East-  ern United States, Frank Porter IIl, editor. Greenwood Press:  Westport, Connecticut, 1986, pp. 43-83, and "The Brandywine  Band of Lenape: Cultural Change and Movements as Indicated  by Their Encampments During the Seventeenth and Early Eigh-  teenth Centuries." On file with the Anthropology Section of  West Chester University of Pennsylvania.  106)  M.J. Becker. "Native Settlements ...  1987 loc. cit.  107  —  Barry Kent, Janet Rice and Kakuko Ota. "A Map of 1ı8th Cen-  tury Indian Towns in Pennsylvania,'" Pennsylvania Archaeologist,  Vol. s(4), No. 87, 1981, pp. 1-18; cf. also Stewart Pearce, An-  nals of‘ Luzerne Couüunty; ... From the First Settlement in _ Wyo-  ming Valley to 1866, Second Edition. J.B. Lippincott: Philadel-  phia, 1866, p. 24.  108  —  Marshall J. Becker. "An Onomasticon of Lenape of Pennsylvania  and Natives of Southern New Jersey in the ı7th and 1ı8th Cen-  turies." (Manuscript draft  109) Ibid.  110) Personal Communication.  111) Colonial Records <Binders title>, here Vol. 4, p. 307.  ı12) William A, Hunter. Cf£. also Marshall J. Becker, "An Onomasti-  con of Lenape of Pennsylvania and Natives of Southern New  Jersey in the ı7th and 1ı8th Centuries.'" (Manuscript draft)  113) Colonial Records <binders title>, here Vol. 3, pp. 318-326.  154rom the First Settlement IN Wyo-
MING Valley tO 1866, Second FEdition. Lippincott: Philadel-
phia, 1866, 24

108 —” Marshall Becker. IlAn Onomasticon of Lenape of Pennsylvania
and Natıives of Southern New Jersey in the ı7th and ı18th C°en-
turies." (Manuscript draft

109) Ibid.
10) Personal Communication.

I11) Colonial Records <Binders itle>, here Vol 4y 3077
112) William Hunter. ( also Marshall Becker, "Al'l Onomasti-

CcCon of Lenape of Pennsylvania and Natives of Southern New
Jersey in the ı7th and ı18th Centuries." (Manuscript draft)

113) Colonial Records iınders title>, here Vol 39 318-326.
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114) Dolores Elliott "Otsiningo, Example of Eighteenth Centu-
LY Settlement Pattern,” Current Perspectives IN Northeastern
Archaeology, Vol 17(1 New York State Archaeological Associ7
atıon, Researches and Transactions: 1977’79 03-10

115) John Witthoift and William Hunter. "The Seventeenth-Century
Origins of the Shawnee,” Fthnohistory, Vol 24 195 59 D7a

116) SOource: Personal communication ith Herbstritt, Field Arch-
aeologist, University of Pittsburgh, Office of Cultural Resource
Management and Consultant In Archaeology, Pennsylvania State
Museum.

117) John Witthoft and William Hunter, loc CHS here 48
118) Colonial Records <Binders itle>, Vol 39 23290-330 and Vol 8s

126-127, 749
119) John Witthoft and William Hunter, loc. CLE here
120) William Hunter. VOLES the Pennsylvanla Frontier, 7535

1758 Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission: Harris-
burg, 1960

121) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc Cits Vol 39 1853, DD. 2009 2320-331
122) Isaac Chapman Sketch of the Hiıstory of Wyoming.

LEew1s: Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania, 18230,
123) Ibid.,
124) arry ent. Susqguehanna’s Indiıans, C} especially chapter 75

also ves Goddard, loc. CIl 1978, 219
E25) Ted Brasser. "Mahican,  H Handbook of or American Indıans,

edited by Bruce Trigger, Vol 15y Northeast. Smithsonian In-
stiıtution: Washington, D 1978, 198-212. ere 20  -

126) Anthony Wallace King or the elawares Teedyuscung,
S University of Pennsylvania Press: Philadelphia, Pa

127) 194 Deardortff£. "Zeisberger's Allegheny River Indian Towns:
1767-1770  M Pennsylvania Archaeologist, Vol 6(1), 1946, 2_

I ere 5'61 + also Dolores Elliott, I0C, CIEt,
128) George Heye and George Pepper. "Exploration of Mun-

SCC Cemetery ear Montague, New ersey,; Contributions From
the Museum of the American Indıan, Vol Heye Foundation,
New York Museum of the American Indian: 1915-1916. ere

129) Samue]l  1915 Hazard (editor), OC CI Vol 39 1853, 3206.
130) William Beauchamp, editor. Moravlian Journals elating FO

Central New York, 5-1766, Dehler Press: Syracuse, 1916,

131) Colonial  57° Records <Binders title>, Vol 79 64-69
132) William Hunter. "Documented Subdivisions of the Delaware

Indians,  N Bulletin of the Archaeological 5Societ y OF New Jersey,;
No 359 1978, @ ere 3U.

133) Samuel Hazar editor Vol 1, 1852, 413 and 420
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134) Colonial Records inders title>, Vol 29 317-326.
135) William Hunter. "Indian Occupation of the Forks of the Del-

ın the Historic Perio: Manuscript CODY tile, Anthro-
polo Section, West Chester University of Pennsylvania (April
10

136) Colonial Records 1ınders title>, Vol Zg 469
137) Colonial Records <Binders title>, Vol 39 2321
138) Colonial Records <Binders title>, Vol A9 222
139 Samuel Hazard (editor), loc, GIE, Vol L, 1852, 344-7.140) Ibid., here De 629
141) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc. CI6:; Vol L 1852, 345142) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc CLE Vol 1y 1852, facing 594143) arsha Becker "The Okehocking Band of Lenape Cultural

Continuities and Accommodations CO Colonial EXpansion in
Southeastern Pennsylvania in the Early ı8Sth Century," Cultural
Survivals: American ndians IN the Fastern United States, edited
by ran Porter I1l Greenwood Press: Westport, Connecticut,
1956, 43-83

144) William Hunter. "Documented Subdivisions of the Delaware
ndians, Bulletin of the Archaeological Society of New Jersey,
No. 3959 1978, -40. ere 27145) Julian Boyd edITtOLr Indian Treaties Printed DYy Benjamin
Franklin, Historical dociety of Pennsylvania: Phila-
delphia, 1938

146) William Hunter, loc CIE,
147) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc. CI Vol 1y 1852, 543148) DBoravian Archives Indian Mission RKecords Bethlehem, PA)

Tauff-Register der Erwachsenen (11/22 Feb 1’7742 12/23 July1752) (Baptismal egister of Adults, BOX 31%, Folder tem 3.)
149an Moravian Archives MSS in loc. CIE:  C} Folder 1, Item (1749)

These Moravian data notfe that ın 1749 Tammekapi's er
brother, who then would have been OVeEL sSeventy-seven of
ASC, still lived ar Cranbury, ith Varıous other relatives SCat-
tered ACLOSS the entire aCca,. Tammekapi's original Name, llKe_
posh,  L 15 Nnot tO be confused ith that of chebosh (John JosephBull), who 21so lived In this region ("Meniolagomeka. Annals of

Moravian Indian Va ransactions of the Moravian His-
orical Society, 1874, 130)

150) Moravian Archives, here 24 Jan 1’7749
151} Moravian Archives. [Diarlum VOT? ichtenau Muskingum, Box

147y Folder and Folder 6, tem ; 5 Cf FF152) William Hunter, loc,. CH 1978, 20-34153) William Hunter. "Moses (Tunda) Tatemy, Delaware Indian DIip-
omat,” Delaware Indian S5ymposium, edited DYy Herbert
ra Anthropological Series No 4.. Pennsylvania Historical and
Museum Commission: Harrisburg, 19’7/4, 71-88
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1 54) William enry Egle editor). "Draughts of the Proprietary Man-
OLS in the Provınce f Pennsylvania,” Pennsylvanla Arch  ives,
Third Series, Vol Clarence Busch Harrisburg, 1894, D. 82.

155 —— r The location of atamy's La 15 known precisely, being
Bushkill Creek NCal present Stockertown, Pennsylvania. Bushkill
Creek Was also called atamy's Creek 45 well as Lehicton
Creek (Uzal Condit, The History of Faston, Pennsylvania,
79-18 George West Ekaston, 1885, 14) Condit no
that Tatamy lived ON mile (1.6 km.) from the early colonial
settler in this arca, John Lefebre
Anthony Wallace (King of the elawares Teedyuscung,
O University of Pennsylvania Press: Philadelphia, P
1949 20) thought that the Tatamy family had CoOmMe«e fo the
Forks from the Munsee COUNETTY, perhaps mistaking the or
for afca claimed DYy the Lenape. More likely Tatamy Was

part of the Jersey migration nto this region, but his ife MaYy
have been Munsee. However, clear evidence that Tatamy could
nOt speak Munsee comes iIrom 2CCOUNT of 1758 hen Moses
Tatamy and Isaac Still il journeyd u fo Minisinks, the
southwestern border of Munsee COUNTTLY. ere they found both
"Delaware" (Jerseys?) and Munsees, and in pDarticular met 00N-
gakuness, ı Delaware, who speaks the Munsey language well;
in behalf of the Munseys spoke 2A5 ollows  u (Hazard, loc. GE
here Vol 39 1852, s04-8). The linguistic ditferences between
the languages of the Lenape and Jerseys, and between those
LWO and that of the Munsee have been reviewed earlier (C£
Becker, "The Boundary Between the Lenape and the Munsee:
The Forks of the Delaware as Buftfter Zone,” Man IN the
Northeast, Vol 26 (Fall 1983), 1-20); also Weslager,
the Delaware Indian Westward Migration. Middle Atlantic Press:
Wallingord, 1978, 85
The Indian Path noted DYy Uzal Condit (The History of ast-

Pennsylvanila, George W. West Easton, 1885,
16) 4S being ın this aAfrca probably dated from before the pDeriod
of Its intensive uUusSsc in the fur trade. This region mMust have
been hunted VerLr for Turs long before 16 50.

156) William Hunter, loc CI 19’774) DD 7273
157) Anthony Wallace, loc Cit,, 1949, D. 23
158) C endnote 67.
159) Samuel Smith, loc, CIt., DD-. 443
160) William Hunter, loc CI 19’/4y) 71
161) Samuel Hazard (editor), 10C, eite; Vol 2y 1852, 344
162) E“ MY MS "Teedyuscung's Land Rights e4r oms River, New

Jersey The Cultural Boundaries of the Jersey Lenape and eIr
Movement nto Pennsylvania 4S Related to Land Sale in 1734  M
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Presented af the Annual Meeting of the Ämerican NSO-
clety Tor Ethnohistory October 1981 %©

163) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc CIts Vol 39 1852, s04-8.164) John Lopresti (personal cCommunication). John Lopresti 15 110
the '"Forks of Delaware'"retired. He Was Dast presid

chapter of the Society for PennsyC  ISV Archaeology.165) John Lopresti (personal cCommMmMmuUntIıcCatıon
166) Philadelphia City Archives. MS 334y Deed Book G-s. PhiladelphiaCity Hall, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.167) [bid., MS 341
168) Penna, Archives, serles 39 Vol (1894)169) John opresti (personal communıcatıon
170) Uzal Condit The History of Faston, PennsyIvania, 779-1 585,George West Laston, 1885, 13171) C+ MN Y MS "Teedyuscung and His Kin Reconstruction of th

Relationships of Family of Jersey ndians Known from Coloni-
4] Documents."

172) Anthony Wallace, I0C, CHa 1949,173) C INYy MS "Teedyuscung!'s Land Rights B3r oms River, New
Jersey The Cultural Boundaries of the Jersey Lenape and Their
Movement nto Pennsylvania as Related Land Sale in 1734  '

presented at the Annual Meeting of the American SO-
ciety for Ethnohistory October 1981).174) Anthony Wallace, I0C, C 1949, 90-23,175) (CP MY MS "Teedyuscung and His Kın Reconstruction of the
Relationships of Family of Jersey Indians Known from Coloni-
4] Documents."

176) E+ IMNY MS IIAn OÖnomasticon of Lenape of Pennsylvania and Na-
t1ves of Southern New Jersey ın the I7th and L8Sth Centuries."
(Manuscript dra{ft)

177) O'Callaghan editor). Documents Relative the Colonial
History of the State of New York, Vol e Weed, Parsons and
Company Albany, S96.

178) Gr INY MS Northern Boundar of Lenape Territory 2A5 In-
ferred from Land TIransaction Deed) of 28 August(Manuscript dra{ft)

179) Robert Steven Grumet, loc. &c 1093-180) William Hunter, Io0Cc, e 1974181) arsha Becker. "Native Settlements in the Forks of Dela-
Ware, Pennsylvania in the 18Sth Century: Archaeological Implica-tions.”" Pennsylvania Archaeologist <in Press>’ 1987182) Anthony Wallace (op CI De 20) nNtSs the data involved
iın this meeting in detail, ciıting as his reference the Historical
5Society of Pennsylvania Board or Irade Papers: ProprietiesAXI-1, 179, CODY of the Treaty of 1734 less ura
Source noted by Wallace 15 In the Historical 5Society of enn-
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syIvanla, Johnson Papers, UL, De 779 It contaıns the comewhat
colored testimony gıven by Teedyuscung in 1760
183) E MY MSS Teedyuscung and His Kin Reconstruction of the
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noting SOM of the SLOUDS who CTE relocating along the SUuS-
quehanna. The hawnee who eft Pechoquealin ın 1728 under
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1742 This "Mrs. Mack" spoke hawnee (Stewart Pearce, Annals
of HUHZETIHNe OUnN CY5 rom the 41E5 Settlement IN Wyoming
Valley LO 1866, Second Edition., Lippincott: Philadelphia,P 1866, DD 24-25). In 1719 John Reading noted number
distinct hawnee "towns" which had been established in the
Munsee aCfca (John Reading, "JTournal of John Reading contin-
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the other stoppıng IICaLl the hawnee who erfe Nnear_r present
Plymout

220) Samuel Hazard (editor), loc CI 1852, Vol 44 58 3-6221) Colonial Records, <Binder's title> Vol 49 559-571222) Ibid., s66-567
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG

Die Herrnhuter Mission ın den or of Delaware:
kine Rekonstruktion der Wanderbewegung und Siedlungsstrukturen

der Jersey Lenape während des 18 Jahrhunderts anhand
VonNn Dokumenten in den Moravıan Archives

Die Unterscheidung zwischen den einzelnen eingesessenen nordameri-
kanischen Kulturen, einheimischer amerikanischer Gruppen, ist
eiıne Voraussetzung Tür besseres : Verständnis ihrer traditionellen
Beziehungen zueinander VOL der Ankunft der Europäer WIE auch ihrer
Beziehungen den Europäern. Ein Haupthindernis, die vielfältigen
Fähigkeiten un Fertigkeiten dieser einheimischen Amerikaner, die
sich beim Handel miıt den Europäern zeigten, bemerken, lag ın
der fehlenden Unterscheidung zwischen ihren unterschiedlichen Kultu-
[CNMN und die mangelnden Kenntnis ihner getrennten und unabhängigen
sozio-politischen Systeme. Die früheren rrtümer beim Erkennen die-
SCL Differenzen en viele Forscher dem Schluß geführt, daß die
einheimischen amerikanischen Völker angesichts der europäischen
Technologie und politischen Organisation in Auflösung und Zerrüttung
gerleten. Einige Forscher betrachteten diese einheimischen Kın-
wohner der elt als schlechthin biologisch und ntellektuell
minderwertig.

Neuere Forschungen ıIn verschiedenen Gebieten im Osten und Nord-
Osten der Vereinigten Staaten en uns larere Erkenntnisse über
die Unterschiede bei der ursprünglichen Bevölkerung gebracht, die in
diesen Gebieten ange VOL der Ankunift der Europäer lebte DIie
Forschungsergebnisse verdanken WITL verschiedenen methodischen An-
satzen. Einer davon ist die Erforschung besonderer Landstriche, die
offenbar die Grenzgebiete WaLCN, welche die verschiedenen Kulturen
rfennten.: Die Vorstellung Von einer Grenze als eıner festgelegten,
markierten ILL.inıe ist eıne HEWHGES Entwicklung, die mıt dem Aufkom-
INnNCenN moderner un komplizierter politischer Staatsgebilde CH”

hängt Bei Gruppen und Stämmen, die auf Nahrungssuche umherzie-
hen, sind die Gebiete, die sich im Besitz der Angehörigen einer Kul-
tur der eiıner Gruppe VON Stammesverwandten mıt gleichartigen
Verhaltensweisen befinden, häufig Von einem "Grenzgebiet" umgeben,
das von den Angehörigen der Kulturen, die die umliegenden Landstri-
che bewohnen, nicht als igentum beansprucht wird. Diese Zonen,
auf die niemand Anspruch erhebt, oft "Dufferzonen  M genannt, dienten
dazu, unmittelbar benachbarte Gruppen getrenn halten, und WUL-
den oft VOIl en Gruppen AUS der Nachbarschaft genutzt. So konn-
ten die Angehörigen VO| ZzWel oder mehr angrenzenden Kulturen
verschiedenen Zeiten des Jahres die Putferzone betreten un sich
hier 7.5 mıt Nahrung oder Steinmaterial VELSOLSCN. Andere Gruppen,
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die dieses Gebiet gleichfalls In Nspruc nahmen, brauchten dort
nicht dieselben Güter gewinnen noch sich In ihrem Gebrauch von
Teilen des Putfers überschneiden, den jede Gruppe Ja NUur zeıtwel-

beanspruchte.
Die Beschreibung der Grenzgebiete, welche die verschiedenen ein-

heimischen amerikanischen Kulturen trennte, uns in die Lage,die Angehörigen dieser besonderen Gruppen deutlicher bestimmen.
Die Beziehungsgeflechte der Angehörigen verschiedener Kulturen
(Eheschließungen, Landkäufe und -verkäufe, Jagdzüge USW.) bestäti-
SCN, daß die Angehörigen jeder einzelnen Gruppe sich ihrer eigenenkulturellen Identität bewußt und sich von anderen Kulturen —
terschieden. Diese beiden Forschungsansätze der Aufweis Von Grenz-
gebieten und die Besonderheiten Von kulturellen Verbindungen) sind
kombiniert worden, verschiedene TroDleme erforschen, die aus
der früheren taälschlichen Zusammenfassung Von drei unterschiedenen
Kulturen 1im Delaware-Valley unter dem Einheitsbegri{ff "Delawaren"
herrührte. Dieser Begriff£, der keine ursprüngliche Selbstbezeichnungirgendeines dieser Völker Wal, leitet sich davon her, daß die Uuro-
paer drei ursprüngliche Gruppen Delaware-River unter der ate-
gorie Fluß-Indianer usammenwartfen. SO wurden alle Fluß leben-
den Indianer mıt einem einzigen Begriff bezeichnet, und als der Fluß
dann Delaware genannt wurde, wurde der ame auf alle dort leben-
den Indianer angewendet. Dieses Problem wurde noch komplizierterUurcCc die politischen Ereignisse nach 1730, als der Häuptling eedy-
USCUNg und andere Jerseys den nspruc erhoben, die Angehörigen
von allen drei Kulturen vertreten. (Teedyuscung WAar eın 17geborener Jersey-Indianerhäuptling, der manchmal als Häuptling oder
r  önig" der Delawaren bezeichnet wird Um 1730 kam CL in das Ge-
biet, spater Bethlehem, Fa:; gegründet werden sollte. Er entwik-
kelte Kontakte miıt Herrnhuter Siedlern in der eit des "WalkingPurchase"'.) Dabei übertrieben S1e den Grad der sozio-politischen Ver-
wandtschaft zwischen den Angehörigen der drei Kulturen. rst jetztkönnen WIL die Einzelheiten der Landnutzung und die sozialen ech-
selbeziehungen (oder deren Fehlen) untersuchen, deutlich aufzu-
zeigen, wIıe verschieden diese Gruppen in der ersten Periode des
Kontaktes WarcCcnh, aber auch WIE S1e ihre kulturellen Verschiedenhei-
ten und hre kulturelle igenar noch hunderte VO Jahren nach Be-
gınn der Kontakte mıiıt den Europäern bewahrten.

Das Gebiet, das die verschiedenen einheimischen Gruppen als Le-
chay Lehigh kennen und die Europäer dann als die Forks of Dela-
aiCcC bezeichneten, ist eın vorzügliches eispie einer Pufferzone. Es
äßt sich zeigen, daß diese Region eine Putferzone SgCWESCN ist, die
vier Sanz verschiedene einheimische Kulturen trennte, jedoch auch
von ihnen zugleich geNUutZTt wurde: Lenape, Jerseys, Munsee und Sus-
quehannock. Diese zerklüftete one scheint von Angehörigen dieser
vier einheimischen amerikanischen Gruppen Zu agen geNutZt WOTL-
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den se1ın, und während der ersten Periode des Kontaktes den
Europäern holte mMan hier die elze, die Man für den Handel benö-
tigte. Vor allem aber gab CS hier rößere Jaspis-Vorkommen entlang
des südlichen ers des Lehigh-River und das scheint der aupt-
grund ur SCWESCH se1ın, daß dieses Gebiet für die verschiede-
nen Gruppen zugänglich Wal, aber Von keiner besessen wurde. Die
geologische Formatıon des Reading Prong, die reich Jaspıs ist und
für diese Menschen ın der eıit VOL der Einführung der Metalltechno-
logie wichtig Wal, bildete den Hauptgrund für die gemeinsame Nut-
ZUNg dieses Gebietes. eil diese Region abwechselnd ZUrLC Verfügung
stand, War dieses wichtige Steinmaterial den verschiedenen Gruppen
gleichermaßen zugänglich, hne daß S1Ee die Ursache für Konflikte
oder Spannungen bilden brauchte, die leicht entstanden waren,
ennn eıne einzelne Kultur Besitzansprüche gestellt und versucht hät-
e den Handel mıt diesem Material kontrollieren.

Nach der Zeit 1650 MEF als die meisten einheimischen
Steinwerkzeuge durch Geräte verdrängt wurden, die aQus europäischen
Metall hergestellt wurden, verlor das Steinvorkommen im Gebiet der
Forks seiıne Bedeutung für die einheimischen Bewohner der Region.
Die Putferzone der Forks blieb aber weıter nützlich für die Jagd
(Nahrungsquelle für den Winter; Pelze) und blieb eın wechselseitig
genutztes Gebiet un Von dem Land unterschieden, aut das die De-
nachbarten Völkerschaften als Teil ihrer traditionellen Lebensräume
Anspruch rhoben

1674-167 wurden die Susquehannock im Westen Von ihren Feinden,
den Secheca,; versprengt und wieder Von den Kolonisten VOl arylan
unterstutzt. Ab 1700 scheinen die Munsee nach Norden und Westen
ın Gebiete unter der Oberherrschaft der Fünft Nationen gewandert
se1in. Zu dieser eit einige Lenape in das früher VOTN den NSus-
quehannock bewohnte Land gewandert, wahrscheinlich deren frei-
gewordene Rolle 1im Pelzhandel übernehmen und auch hre
traditionellen Lebensgewohnheiten fern VOIN den sich ausbreitenden
Farmen der Kolonisten bewahren. Die einheimische Bevölkerung
des südlichen New Jersey, die ich jetzt als die "Jerseys” bezeichne,

Von Landbesitz der Kolonisten umgeben. Die einzige ihnen ZULC

Verfügung stehende Route führte nordwestlich In das Gebiet der
orks, eiıne Region, die früher ohne eıne ständige Bevölkerung SCWC-
SC WAar:

Um 1720 siedelte sich eıne kleine Anzahl VON Jerseys im Gebiet
der Forks a in der offenkundigen Absicht, hier dauerhaft woh-
NCN Durch das tudium der Landverkaufsurkunden im südlichen New
Jersey und mehr noch der ausgiebigen und wertvollen Herrnhuter
Quellen sind WITL in der Lage, den Zug VoN Einzelpersonen VoOoN ihren
angestammten Gebieten In New Jersey in das Gebiet der Forks auf-
zuspüren. Wir können Jetzt erkennen, daß dies eine spate Bevölke-
rungsbewegung Ist, die den Bedeutungsverfall des Gebietes der Forks
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sowohl als aum für die ahrungs- und Werkzeugbeschaffung Wwie
auch als eıner kulturellen Pufferzone widerspiegelt. Noch bedeutender
ist, daß WITL beweisen können, daß die ursprüngliche Bevölkerung, die
das Gebiet des südlichen New Jersey, siüdlich des Raritan River, be-
wohnte, einer Kultur gehörte, die VON der der Lenape des südöst-
lichen Pennsylvanien verschieden ar. Noch wichtiger ist UuNSCEIC Er-
kenntnis, daß diese beiden Kulturen, die sich in vielen ügen ähn-
ich und sprachlich CNS verwandt sind, völlig verschiedene
Wanderungs-Muster aufweisen, die ihnen räumliche TIrennung und kul-
urelle Integrität erhielten. Die Angehörigen dieser beiden Gruppen
scheinen untereinander nicht In SÖöherem aße geheiratet haben
als irgend Z7WEeI andere Gruppen unterschiedlicher einheimischer Stäm-

Diese Erkenntnis äßt uns besser verstehen, w1ıe die Kontakte
miıt den kuropäern auf diese unterschiedenen einheimischen Amerika-
nischen Völkerschaften während der frühen historischen Periode wirk-
ten. Viele der ursprünglichen Kulturen bewahrten angesichts der sich
ausbreitenden Zahl VOTNN Kolonisten ihre Integrität durch strategischen
Rückzug VON der unmittelbaren Konfrontation mıt möglicherweise
zersetzend wirkenden Gruppen Dadurch konnten Gruppen WIE die
Lenape und die Jerseys hre Sprache und Kultur völlig intakt bis In
das Jahrhundert bewahren. rst die VeL  cn Jahrzehnte Zzel-
gCnh die schrittweise Absorbierung dieser Menschen durch die eUCO-
amerikanische Kultur.
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