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Blue Jacket, Anthony Wayne, and the
Psychological and Symbolic War
for Ohio, 1790–95
J o s h ua C a s m i r C ata l a n o

The conclusion of the American Revolution ended hostilities on the eastern
side of the Appalachian Mountains, but a volatile and violent situation persisted in the Ohio Country. Unlike the sporadic traders, who for over a century wandered their way through the region, a new stream of settlers poured
over the Ohio River, intent on becoming permanent residents. The numerous
indigenous nations of the region resolved that they would not give up their
homelands without a fight. As white settlers traveled down the Ohio River in
1788, Indian raiding parties destroyed white settlements with disturbing effectiveness, frequently dispatching their floating targets.1 Peace negotiations
stalled as the United States failed to control its settlers, and the Indian nations failed to restrain their warriors. The ratification of the Constitution and
the election of George Washington brought a new phase to the struggle for
the Northwest Territory. Afraid of losing the region to Great Britain or even
Spain, the new commander in chief ordered an official government campaign to subdue the hostile Indians and pacify the Ohio Country for white
settlement. This would prove to be a difficult task as two different American
military campaigns ended in humiliating defeats.
In the autumn of 1790, Gen. Josiah Harmar led an unsuccessful attack
against the Indian town of Kekionga (Fort Wayne, Indiana), where a coalition
1. For a description of these events, see Wiley Sword, President Washington’s Indian War: The
Struggle for the Old Northwest, 1790–1795 (Norman: Univ. of Oklahoma Press, 1985), chapter 9.
Ohio History, Vol. 126 No. 1 © 019 by The Kent State University Press
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of Indians led by Shawnee Chief Weyapiersenwah (Blue Jacket) and Miami
Chief Mihšihkinaahkwa (Little Turtle) sent his soldiers fleeing southward in
retreat.2 While the Americans viewed the campaign as a disappointment, the
destruction of several villages and their surrounding fields of crops had a
significant impact upon the indigenous peoples living in the region. Suffering from a lack of food, many individuals moved eastward toward a new
indigenous political center at the Grand Glaize. The homes and crops could
eventually be replaced, but fire also consumed several boxes of important
spiritual artifacts. These artifacts served as mnemonic devices that helped
preserve the community’s history, and their loss was still lamented decades
after the battle.3 Unaware of the psychological and symbolic blow that this
campaign dealt to the Indian coalition, the Americans deemed it a failure.
The following spring, Weyapiersenwah and his fellow warriors went on
the offensive in an attempt to stop American encroachment. Although minor
victories militarily, the torturing of a captive in sight of the soldiers at Dunlap’s Station and the raid of Big Bottom successfully frightened the white settlers and slowed the flow of settler invasion. The Indian offensive also placed
pressure on the American government to protect its settlers.4 Following Harmar’s defeat and the Indian coalition’s subsequent attacks, Washington approved the largest offensive action to date.
In the fall of 1791, Gen. Arthur St. Clair led a force of approximately one
thousand soldiers and militia toward the Wabash River. The Indian coalition
led by Weyapiersenwah, Mihšihkinaahkwa, and Lenape Chief Buckongahelas
did not back down and delivered what was “proportionately the biggest military disaster the United States ever suffered.”5 St. Clair led a hasty retreat, leaving wounded and dying soldiers to the mercy of the Indian coalition. After the
battle, members of the coalition sent a clear message to their American counterpart by filling the mouths of the dead bodies with dirt and leaving them to
rot.6 Animals and microbes eventually ate away the flesh of the corpses and the
2. For a detailed account of Harmar’s defeat, see George Ironstrack, “The Mihši-Maalhsa
Wars—Part II,” Aacimotaatiiyankwi: A Myaamia Community Blog, Mar. 31, 2014, https://myaamia
history.wordpress.com/2014/03/31/the-mihsi-maalhsa-wars-part-ii/; Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, chapters 11–12.
3. Ironstrack, “The Mihši-Maalhsa Wars—Part II”; C. C. Trowbridge, Meearmeear Traditions, ed. Vernon Kinietz (Ann Arbor: Univ. of Michigan Press, 1938), 9.
4. Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 127–30.
5. Colin G. Calloway, The Victory with No Name: The Native American Defeat of the First
American Army (Oxford: Oxford Univ. Press, 2014), 5.
6. George Ironstrack, “The Mihši-Maalhsa Wars—Part III,” Aacimotaatiiyankwi: A Myaamia Community Blog, May 19, 2014, https://myaamiahistory.wordpress.com/2014/05/19/the
-mihsi-maalhsa-wars-part-iii/.
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sun bleached the remaining skeletons, leaving behind a macabre memorial to
the battle. For three years, this Indian victory haunted Americans as it grew in
symbolic importance and provided confidence to the defiant Indian coalition.
In the fall of 1794, Gen. “Mad” Anthony Wayne finally accomplished what
his predecessors could not and led a successful campaign to expand the territorial control of the United States. Following a victory at the Battle of Fallen
Timbers, Wayne negotiated the Treaty of Greenville the subsequent year with
a coalition of Indian nations who ceded most of modern-day Ohio to the
United States. While numerous scholars have detailed Wayne’s military campaign at length and examined the impact that this settler colonial campaign
had on the development of the United States and its military, missing from
their analysis is an equally important component of the War for Ohio: the
psychological and symbolic warfare techniques that Native American leaders
and Wayne employed in battle preparation, strategic planning, and combat.
As Jill Lepore has stated, “war is perhaps best understood as a violent contest
for territory, resources, and political allegiances, and, no less fiercely, a contest
for meaning.” But, meaning in and of itself is inherently personal and difficult
to recover for it must account for different epistemologies. While Lepore’s observation that “war is a contest of words as much as it is a contest of wounds”
is true, war is also a struggle over other forms of symbolism for it is fought by
people with feelings and emotions.7 There are psychological and symbolic dimensions to war that can have a profound impact on the success of a campaign.
While Wayne’s contemporaries and future historians would point to the
battles of Fallen Timbers and Fort Recovery as the keys to his success, Wayne
knew better. Wayne recognized that while his battlefield accomplishments
“wou’d probably be crowned with briliant success,” it was probable that they
“shou’d have no other Effect” but to “distract the Savage councils & create a
jealousy for the safety of their women & Children.”8 Wayne knew that victory would require more than traditional battlefield successes. In addition to
waging a military campaign of conquest that took prisoners, killed people,
and acquired land, Wayne also participated in an ongoing psychological and
symbolic conflict between frontier settlers and their Native American neighbors. For decades this psychological and symbolic form of warfare had been
key to securing political and military power in the Ohio Country.
7. Jill Lepore, The Name of War: King Philip’s War and the Origins of American Identity (New
York: Knopf, 1998), x, 47.
8. Anthony Wayne to Henry Knox, Aug. 24, 1792, in Papers of the War Department, 1784–
1800 (hereafter cited as PWD), digital archive, ed. Christopher Hamner et al. (Fairfax, VA: Roy
Rosenzweig Center for History and New Media), http://wardepartmentpapers.org/index.php.
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Symbolism played an important, often spiritual role for members of the
Ohio Indian coalition in their preparation for war. Many of the young men
coming of age and the war chiefs assuming power had lived their entire lives
in a state of war. Still, they took battle preparation seriously. Before leaving
for battle, many warriors adhered to a practice of fasting. Miami warriors
were said to be “guided in their fasts by the character of their several manitoos.”9 Additional preparations also included war dances. It was Shawnee
practice to conduct war dances in which warriors “threw off all their clothing
but their britchclouts, painted their faces and naked bodies in a fantastical
manner” and “commenced dancing, yelling and frightfully distorting their
countenances” in a “scene [that] was truly terrific.”10 As John Sugden has
explained, this served the purpose of inducing the “appropriate psychological mood.”11 The Shawnee concern for war preparation was also shared with
several other members of the Indian coalition, including the Miami, who
performed war dances and took part in other prebattle rituals.12
The Shawnee and other nations of the coalition also felt strongly that the
outcome of battle often depended upon the disposition of the Great Spirit or
Waashaa Monetoo. In hopes of securing divine favor, the various members of
the Indian coalition often drew protection from a sacred bundle that they occasionally carried with them into battle.13 White observers likened this object
to the “ark of the covenant” and reported that it contained a “large gourd”
with the “bones of a deer’s leg tied to its neck.”14 The contents of these bundles
varied by purpose and nation based on their own beliefs. It was also common
for medicine men to accompany war parties and care for the injured with the
aid of their sacred medicine bundles.15 Weyapiersenwah’s party carried one
of these sacred bundles at the Battle of Point Pleasant in 1774 to “preserve
themselves from stabs and shots.”16 Years later, on the eve of defeating Arthur
9. Trowbridge, Meearmeear Traditions, 25.
10. Account from Indian Agent David Robb in Henry Howe, ed., Historical Collections of
Ohio (Cincinnati: Derby, Bradley & Co., 1848), 32. See also C. C. Trowbridge, Shawnese Traditions, ed. Vernon Kinietz and Erminie W. Voegelin (Ann Arbor: Univ. of Michigan Press, 1939),
17–22; James H. Howard, Shawnee! The Ceremonialism of a Native American Tribe and Its Cultural Background (Athens: Ohio Univ. Press, 1981), 116, 273–85, 337, 339.
11. John Sugden, Blue Jacket: Warrior of the Shawnees (Lincoln: Univ. of Nebraska Press, 2000),
20.
12. Trowbridge, Meearmeear Traditions, 19–26.
13. J. H. Howard, Shawnee!, 212–22.
14. Howe, Historical Collections of Ohio, 32.
15. Trowbridge, Meearmeear Traditions, 19–20.
16. George Henry Loskiel, History of the Mission of the United Brethren Among the Indians
in North America (London: Brethren’s Society for the Furtherance of the Gospel, 1794), 145.
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St. Clair’s forces, Weyapiersenwah once again implored the assistance of the
Great Spirit. Recognizing that his enemies held the advantage in terms of firepower, he explained that “we can do nothing unless assisted by our Great Father above.” He then “raised his eyes to heaven” and proclaimed that the Great
Spirit “will be with us tonight” and that the snowy weather would stop and
“tomorrow he will cause the sun to shine out clear upon us, and we will take it
as a token of good, and we shall conquer.”17 When the snow stopped the following morning, the coalition’s warriors went into battle, believing they were
under the protection of the Great Spirit and soundly defeated St. Clair. Both
the practice of ritual fasting and the coalition’s strong reliance upon the Great
Spirit would later play a significant role at the Battle of Fallen Timbers. The
Native American leaders were not alone in psychologically preparing their
men for battle. Wayne did likewise.
As an eighteenth-century practitioner of semiotics and a keen observer of
human nature, Wayne understood the power of symbols and the debilitating
effect of fear. He astutely recognized this fact and purposefully chose drilling strategies, military targets, and even the names of forts to address this
form of psychological and symbolic warfare. Wayne strongly believed that
confidence, pride, and emotion directly affected battlefield performance, and
he went to great lengths to ensure that he was in command of a proud and
confident military force.
As biographer Paul David Nelson noted, Wayne used symbols to “build
strong loyalties among troopers to their regiments and companies by emphasizing unit colors, flags, and other paraphernalia.”18 During the Revolutionary War, Wayne even pontificated to Washington about how seriously he took
the appearance of his troops. Wayne made the bold proclamation that he was
“prejudice[d] in favor of an Elegant Uniform & Soldierly appearance—so much
so that [he] would much rather risque [his] life and Reputation at the Head of
the same men in an attack Clothed & Appointed as [he] could wish, with a
Single Charge of Ammunition—than to take them as they appear in Common
with Sixty Rounds of Cartridges.” While Wayne acknowledged that “it may be
a false Idea,” he could not help “Cherishing it.”19 During that same war, Wayne
also issued orders to secure a “barber for each company . . . for the purpose of
17. “Story of George Ash,” Cincinnati Chronicle and Literary Gazette, Nov. 7, 1829.
18. Paul David Nelson, “Anthony Wayne’s Indian War in the Old Northwest, 1792–1795,”
Northwest Ohio Quarterly 56 (1984): 120.
19. Wayne to Washington, July 4, 1779, Anthony Wayne Papers (hereafter cited as Wayne
Papers), Historical Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia.
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shaving the soldiers and dressing their hair” and threatened to “punish every
man who comes on parade with a long beard, slovenly dressed, or dirty, in the
severest manner.”20
Wayne took these details seriously for he believed that proper dress could
“Infuse a Laudable pride and Emulation into the Whole—which in a Soldier
is a Substitute for almost every Other Virtue.”21 Recent studies have confirmed
what Wayne suspected, demonstrating that the “mere presence of a symbol
can reify a group, making a collection of individuals seem more like a unified
and coherent collective,” which “can lead groups to seem more threatening
and effective.”22 As Wayne recognized, there was more to war than superior
weaponry, numbers, or tactics. Thus, when Washington charged Wayne with
conquering the Ohio Country, Wayne opened up a two-front war: one fought
with guns and artillery and another fought with symbolism and sentiments.
Although often unrecognized, the psychological and symbolic elements of the
War for Ohio would prove to be as important as any military engagement.
Tasked with acquiring the lands of Ohio by whatever means necessary,
Wayne planned to put pressure on an Indian coalition of Shawnee, Delaware,
Odawa, Miami, and other nations by marching into their homeland and constructing permanent outposts. This would be no easy task for Wayne’s opponents possessed a great deal of confidence following their allied victory over
Gen. Arthur St. Clair. Aware of the difficulties St. Clair encountered regarding
supplies, the quality of his soldiers, and the Indian force’s ability to conduct surprise attacks, Wayne was determined to create a well-supplied, disciplined, and
ever vigilant army. Wayne had no intention of repeating St. Clair’s mistakes,
for he had already learned his lesson during the Revolution when his forces
were taken by surprise and nearly destroyed at Paoli.23 Wayne’s cautious strategy would include the methodical construction of numerous outposts, which
would protect his soldiers from ambush. While these forts were not accompanied by traditional military engagements, they helped further the United
States’ settler colonial goal of land acquisition by securing territory. Another

20. Wayne, July 7, 1776, in Pennsylvania Archives, Series 2, ed. John B. Linn et al. (Harrisburg: Clarence M. Busch, 1896) 10: 119.
21. Wayne to Washington, July 4, 1779, in The Papers of George Washington digital ed., ed.
Theodore J. Crackel et al. (Charlottesville: Univ. of Virginia Press, Rotunda, 2007–), n.p.
22. Shannon P. Callahan and Alison Ledgerwood, “On the Psychological Function of Flags
and Logos: Group Identity Symbols Increase Perceived Entitativity,” Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology 110, no. 4 (2016): 529.
23. Nelson, “Anthony Wayne’s Indian War,” 53–56.
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often overlooked function of these forts was the role they played in providing a
sense of security to fearful soldiers.
Fear played an important and often unrecognized role in the fight for Ohio.
Indigenous nations had been harnessing and employing its use in war long
before any European set foot on the North American continent. As Peter Silver
explains, “Indian forms of war depended on the multiplication of panic,” and
they frequently staged “scenes” that displayed mutilated corpses in an attempt
to instill fear.24 As Patrick Malone notes, even the dress and appearance of Indian warriors was often part of a psychological strategy for “when Indians went
to war, they took great pains to look as fierce and impressive as possible.”25 This
technique was not limited to Indian-European conflict as the Iroquois had for
at least two centuries employed shock tactics against their enemies.26
As their Iroquois counterparts had once done to them, the indigenous nations of Ohio and Pennsylvania successfully frightened both Euro-American
colonizers and indigenous enemies. Perhaps the most significant example of
this strategy occurred in 1752 at the town of Pinkwi Mihtohseeniaki (Pickawillany). Under the leadership of Chief Memeskia, a coalition of Miami, Huron,
and other nations threatened Odawa hegemony in the Great Lakes region by
openly inviting British trade and discussing potential alliances with the Iroquois. In response, the Odawa attacked Pinkwi Mihtohseeniaki and captured
Memeskia. They then proceeded to kill, boil, and ritually consume him in front
of his frightened family and friends. In addition to the obvious psychological
implications of watching the Odawa eat Memeskia, the practice also held symbolic significance as the Odawa warriors acquired Memeskia’s powers through
ceremonial cannibalism and thus reasserted their hegemony. Because of the
psychological and symbolic dimension to this type of warfare, a military engagement that resulted in less than thirty deaths could prove decisive.27
24. Peter Silver, Our Savage Neighbors: How Indian War Transformed Early America (New
York: W. W. Norton & Company, 2008), 42.
25. Patrick M. Malone, The Skulking Way of War: Technology and Tactics Among the New
England Indians (1991; repr., New York: Madison Books, 2000), 20.
26. For works concerning Native American warfare, see Malone, The Skulking Way of War;
Wayne E. Lee, “Peace Chiefs and Blood Revenge: Patterns of Restraint in Native American Warfare, 1500–1800,” The Journal of Military History 71, no. 3 (2007): 701–41; Wayne E. Lee, “Fortify,
Fight, or Flee: Tuscarora and Cherokee Defensive Warfare and Military Culture Adaptation,” The
Journal of Military History 68, no. 3 (2004): 713–70; Armstrong Starkey, European and Native
American Warfare, 1675–1815 (Norman: Univ. of Oklahoma Press, 1998). For examples of warfare
between indigenous nations, see Richard White, The Middle Ground: Indians, Empires, and Republics in the Great Lakes Region, 1650–1815 (New York: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1991).
27. Michael McDonnell, Masters of Empire: Great Lakes Indians and the Making of America
(New York: Hill and Wang, 2015), 154–55.
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During Gen. Edward Braddock’s 1755 campaign, the French took notice of
the effectiveness of their ally’s use of fear and partially attributed their victory
to the “whoop of the Indians, which echoed through the forest” and “struck
terror into the hearts of the entire enemy.”28 The subsequent Seven Years War,
or French and Indian War, included numerous violent actions committed by
individuals on all sides of the conflict who often went to great lengths to mutilate bodies and frighten their opponents.29
When Washington placed Wayne in charge of the newly christened Legion
of the United States, his Indian opponents were already fighting a psychological war against Euro-American colonizers. In January 1791, an Indian expeditionary force led an attack on an outpost in Ohio called Dunlap’s Station.
After failed negotiations, the attackers brought forth a prisoner named Abner
Hunt and tortured him “within two hundred yards of the garrison” so the men
inside could both see and hear his suffering.30 While the Americans did not
immediately surrender, the episode distressed them enough to abandon the
station soon afterward. Whether caused by witnessing a traumatic event or by
the human imagination running wild in the night, fear can cause soldiers to
act in contradiction to their military training. In the War for Ohio, there was
plenty of fear to go around.
While scalping, torture, and the consumption of human body parts had
an immediate effect on witnesses to such scenes of violence, these acts also
cultivated a pervasive and general anxiety among nonwitnesses who heard of
the events secondhand. As recent psychobiological research has shown, in-

28. “Account of the Battle of the Monogahela, July 9, 1755,” in Documents Relative to the
Colonial History of the State of New York: Procured in Holland, England and France, ed. John
Romeyn Brodhead, Edmund B. O’Callaghan, and Berthold Fernow (Albany, NY: Weed, Parsons and Co., 1858), 10: 303–4.
29. For accounts detailing the use of violence as a fear tactic and its impact on AngloAmerican society in Virginia, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, see Peter Silver, Our Savage Neighbors:
How Indian War Transformed Early America (New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 2009); Matthew
C. Ward, Breaking The Backcountry: Seven Years War in Virginia and Pennsylvania 1754–1765
(Pittsburgh: Univ. of Pittsburgh Press, 2003); B. Scott Crawford, “A Frontier of Fear: Terrorism
and Social Tension along Virginia’s Western Waters, 1742–1775,” West Virginia History: A Journal of Regional Studies 2, no. 2 (2008): 1–29; John Grenier, The First Way of War: American War
Making on the Frontier, 1607–1814 (New York: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2005); Patrick Griffin,
American Leviathan: Empire, Nation, and Revolutionary Frontier (New York: Hill and Wang,
2007); Darren R. Reid, “Soldiers of Settlement: Violence and Psychological Warfare on the
Kentucky Frontier, 1775–1783,” Eras 10 (2008): n.p.
30. Jacob Kingsburry to Josiah Harmar, Jan. 12, 1791, in Simon Girty, Turncoat Hero: The
Most Hated Man on the Early American Frontier, by Phillip W. Hoffman (Franklin, TN: Flying
Camp Press, 2009), 225.
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dividuals can acquire fear via “vicarious acquisition” by observing frightened
individuals or encountering “fear-inducing information.”31 Given the prevalence of actual violence and the stories about Indian atrocities circulating
along the frontier, both the military and civilian populations shared a sense
of paranoia and isolation.
Wayne observed the effects of fear firsthand while training his troops near
Pittsburgh in the fall of 1792. Upon arriving at the frontier outpost, Wayne
reported to Knox that desertions had become “frequent & alarming.” Particularly troubling for Wayne was an incident that occurred in response to a possible Indian attack. During this event, Wayne witnessed the “defect of the human heart” when his sentries “deserted from their stations, so as to leave the
most accessible places unguarded.” He attributed these actions to an “excess of
cowardice” among his soldiers. Despite riding “along the line to inspire them
with confidence,” Wayne could not quell his men’s fear for there was “a report
that a large body of indians were close in front.”32
Wayne recognized that fear played a dual role in maintaining an effective
fighting force. On the one hand, his soldiers needed to have a healthy fear
of potential repercussions for disorderly conduct and desertion, and on the
other hand, he acknowledged the need to placate his soldiers’ fear of their
Native American counterparts. To address the former, Wayne employed the
traditional psychological tactic of having deserters publicly punished. This
punishment frequently took the form of public lashings, but he was not opposed to more creative solutions. Frustrated by continuous desertions, Wayne
decided that he would use an iron to brand the letter “D” for deserter upon
the foreheads of perpetrators. He employed the practice at least twice before
Washington urged discontinuing the punishment.33
On occasion, Wayne would turn these punishments into an even more theatrical and instructive public spectacle. Shortly after he took command of the
Legion, a soldier named Henry Hamilton stabbed his superior with a bayonet. A court found Hamilton guilty of mutiny and sentenced him to death.
Wayne saw this as an opportunity to simultaneously send a message to his soldiers that he would take disobedience seriously, but he was not without mercy.
Wayne ordered a military parade to be held at ten o’clock on a Saturday morning after which Hamilton was to be hanged “as an Awfull example of the fatal
31. Stanley Rachman, Fear and Courage, 2nd ed. (New York: W. H. Freeman & Co, 1990), 4.
32. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 10, 1792, PWD.
33. Alan D. Gaff, Bayonets in the Wilderness: Anthony Wayne’s Legion in the Old Northwest
(Norman: Univ. of Oklahoma Press, 2008), 61–62.
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consequences attending a crime of so deep a die, a Soldier who lifts his arm
against his Officer ought not to be permitted to live.”34 As Hamilton waited
to “be launched into eternity” with a noose around his neck, Wayne, in dramatic fashion, pardoned him at the last minute after “mature deliberation and
much difficulty in his own mind.”35 Just as Wayne had intended, “Pleasure was
pictured in the countenance of every one” following the reprieve.36 When the
effects of this display wore off and desertions resumed, Wayne began following
through on his promise by executing convicted individuals.
In response to the cowardice and desertions, Wayne not only utilized the
traditional psychological tactic of having deserters publicly punished or executed, he also employed a clever technique to ensure that in the future his
men would have more poise in the face of the enemy. To quell fear and build
confidence in his men, Wayne staged a large-scale “sham engagement” in
which his rifle corps painted themselves and “acted well the part of Savages”
both in appearance and technique.37 This was not Wayne’s first mock battle
against a simulated Indian opponent. Years before, Wayne’s uncle and schoolteacher criticized the young student for “distract[ing] the brains” of his fellow
classmates with “rehearsals of battles, sieges, &c.” and causing them to “exhibit
more the appearance of Indians and harlequins than students.”38 Whether
Wayne consciously recalled the wanderings of his childhood imagination
is unknown, but the methods of that same creative mind proved effective.
Wayne relayed to Knox that his simulation “has had a good effect, by inspiring
the respective corps with a Spirit of Emulation.” Pleased with the outcome of
this theatrical training, Wayne commented that he “had no idea that the mind
could be so diffusively inflamed by imagination only.”39
Wayne may have been ahead of his time for modern military tacticians
34. “Wayne’s Orderly Book,” in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections (Lansing: Wynkoop Hallenbeck Crawford Co., 1905), 34: 355–56.
35. Maryland Gazette, Aug. 30, 1792; Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, 34: 355–56.
36. Maryland Gazette, Aug. 30, 1792.
37. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 17, 1792, PWD.
38. Isaac Wayne, “Biographical Memoir of Major General Anthony Wayne,” The Casket:
Flowers of Literature, Wit and Sentiment 4 (1829): 193. For more information on Wayne’s early
life see Mary Stockwell, Unlikely General: “Mad” Anthony Wayne and the Battle for America
(New Haven: Yale Univ. Press, 2018); Nelson, Anthony Wayne.
39. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 17, 1792, PWD. Wayne had a fondness for the dramatic and frequently issued harsh public punishments, including execution for disorderly conduct. On one
occasion Wayne even had condemned men dig their own graves before pardoning them at the
last minute. See John H. Buell, “A Fragment from the Diary of Major John Hutchinson Buell,
U.S.A.,” Journal of the Military Service Institution 40 (1907): 105.
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have advocated for his exact approach to combat fear. Studies conducted after World War I and World War II found that “if soldiers are given no preparation for dealing with dangerous situations and if special techniques for
controlling fear reactions are not utilized, men are likely to react to combat
in a way which would be catastrophic to themselves and to their military organization.”40 Military training programs have since adapted to address this
issue. As historian and retired United States Army Col. Gregory A. Daddis
explains, “if leaders are to understand how fear affects their units’ effectiveness, they cannot lead and fight relying solely on rigid precepts from manuals
and procedures. They need to take measures to integrate fear’s effects into
the unit’s preparation for combat . . . Incorporating battlefield stimuli—the
sights, sounds, and smells of a firefight—into training makes training real.”41
While Wayne was by no means the first commander to attempt to prepare his
men for battle by simulating an actual engagement, he went out of his way to
provide his troops with a realistic simulation of Indian warfare.
Wayne did not make the decision to conduct his mock engagement lightly,
for even an eighteenth-century combat simulation could be a resource-intensive and dangerous proposition. Despite the positive effect the mock battle
had upon his troops, Wayne recognized the risks that came with such an
endeavor. Wayne was fortunate that “no material accident” occurred apart
from a few men who “had their faces a little burnt with powder—and two or
three slightly wounded with wadding—but in a manner that caused more anger than hurt.” Although Wayne wrote that he would not repeat the drill for
“at least for some time,” the method proved too effective to discontinue and
his fellow commanders soon adopted the technique.42 Lt. Col. Jean François
Hamtramck conducted mock battles so frequently that his men considered it
his “usual practice” to hold a “sham fight.”43
In addition to the staged engagements, Wayne also intended on ameliorating the fears of his troops by establishing “strong & permanent” posts to protect
his men from surprise attacks for he learned “from experience” that the Indians

40. Samuel A. Stouffer et al., Studies in Social Psychology in World War II, vol. 2, The American Soldier: Combat and Its Aftermath (Princeton, NJ: Princeton Univ. Press, 1949), 192.
41. Gregory A. Daddis, “Understanding Fear’s Effect on Unit Effectiveness,” Military Review
84, no. 4 (2004): 22–27.
42. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 17, 1792, PWD.
43. Letter from John Scott, Oct. 22, 1793, reprinted in The Cincinnati Miscellany, Or, Antiquities of the West, and Pioneer History and General and Local Statistics, ed. Charles Cist (Cincinnati: Robinson & Jones, 1846), 2: 55. See also Buell, “A Fragment,” 104.
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were a “contemptable enemy in the night.”44 One officer likened Fort Jefferson
to “some Fairy Tale” with a “cruel giant’s castle . . . in the midst of an almost
impenetrable forest—surrounded by moats, swamps, &c. secluded from all the
rest of mankind.” He proclaimed that “for music, we have at night the most
enchanting concert of wolves, bears, panthers, &c. imaginable” and “at this instant there is one of the latter (or some devil of an Indian who can imitate them
all) howling round the garrison, a note sufficient to strike terror to the heart of
a man.” As he explained, “there are very few nights that we are not under arms,
being alarmed by our sentinels firing on the enemy, who, we know, have two
or three spies constantly about us.”45 This fear weighed heavily upon the minds
of Wayne’s men as the “howlin of wolves induced [them] to believe Indians
were about.”46 For Capt. John Smith the psychological stress proved too great
and he lost his sanity. Smith began anxiously wandering around Fort Jefferson
awaiting an imagined attack and conversing with the Indian hallucinations in
his mind. Out of concern, his fellow officers disarmed him and sent him back
to Fort Washington.47
Wayne’s forts did their part in providing a small sense of security, but the
Indians continued to instill enough fear in his men that they “dare not go beyond the gates.”48 Even Gen. James Wilkinson admitted that “we are vulnerable to the Enemy at every point, the moment we step beyond the walls of our
little fortresses.”49 The gates of a fort brought some peace of mind to soldiers,
for in a world of uncertainty, fear was real. Even after the eventual American
victory at Fallen Timbers, William Clark recalled the fear of camping outside
the security of a fort. He noted in his journal that “the Savage was round my
redoubt, late at night, making most Dreadfull yells Howling like wolves, &
crying like owls, which Kept me up all night & my Men under arms, expecting hourly a charge from the Enemey.”50 Without the chain of forts stretching
northward, the minds of Wayne’s soldiers would have been even more uneasy
as they attempted to sleep among the sounds of night and forget the Indian
presence haunting their imagination. Although the sounds of the wilderness
44. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 24, 1792, PWD.
45. “Extract of a Letter from an Officer at Fort-Jefferson, to His Friend at New-York, Dated
September 11, 1792,” Carlisle Gazette, and the Western Repository of Knowledge, Nov. 28, 1792.
46. Journal of a Kentucky Volunteer, July 24, 1794, in “Two Journals of the Kentucky Volunteers 1793 and 1794,” by Richard C. Knopf, The Filson Club Historical Quarterly 27 (1953): 259.
47. Stockwell, 223.
48. “Extract of a Letter,” Carlisle Gazette, and the Western Repository of Knowledge, Nov. 28, 1792.
49. Requoted in Gaff, Bayonets, 89.
50. Journal entry of William Clark, Aug. 25, 1794, The Mississippi Valley Historical Review 1,
no. 3 (1914): 433.
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and sleep deprivation may seem like trivial concerns for an army, they in fact
can have a significant impact on fear and an individual’s ability to perform.51
While the forts helped allay some of the Legion’s fears, Wayne also intended
them to serve his psychological war on a more symbolic level.
Recognizing the sentimental importance that both his soldiers and enemies placed upon the locations of previous engagements, Wayne decided
to retake and construct forts upon these battlefields to reverse their symbolism. After descending the Ohio River from his encampment outside of
Pittsburgh, Wayne arrived at Fort Washington (Cincinnati), where he would
launch his offensive. Wayne purposefully retraced the path of the defeated St.
Clair and constructed a series of roughly equidistant forts on a northerly path
from Fort Washington (see Fig. 1).52 As the winter of 1793 approached, General Wayne constructed Fort Greeneville, located roughly halfway between
Fort Washington and the eventual site of Fort Defiance. While encamped at
Greeneville, Wayne made a conscious decision to simultaneously score a military and psychological victory by retaking the locations of Indian victories.
This was not a decision based upon geostrategic benefit but one calculated
to have the largest symbolic impact for both his men and his enemies.53 Well
aware of the symbolic dimension to war, Wayne decided to construct forts on
the locations of Josiah Harmar’s (1790) and St. Clair’s (1791) defeats despite
the existence of more strategic alternatives.54
The location of St. Clair’s defeat was symbolic for individuals on both sides
of the conflict. Long after the fighting ended in 1791, the horrors of St. Clair’s
defeat persisted in the collective frontier consciousness as artistic poems and
verses depicting the defeat circulated through the young republic, reminding
Americans of the “horrid yells of Savages” that “refounded thro’ the skies”
as “the scalping-knives and tomahawks soon robb’d [American soldiers] of
their breath.”55 As if that were not enough of a reminder for Wayne’s soldiers,
51. Sander L. Koole and Agnes E. Van den Berg, “Lost in the Wilderness: Terror Management, Action Orientation, and Nature Evaluation,” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 88, no. 6 (2005): 1014–28; Nita Lewis Miller, Panagiotis Matsangas, and Aileen Kenney,
“The Role of Sleep in the Military: Implications for Training and Operational Effectiveness,” in
The Oxford Handbook of Military Psychology, ed. Janice H. Laurence and Michael D. Matthews
(New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 2012), 262–81.
52. For an overview of the different forts, see Robert B. Roberts, Encyclopedia of Historic
Forts: The Military, Pioneer, and Trading Posts of the United States (New York: Macmillan, 1988).
53. Nelson, “Anthony Wayne’s Indian War,” 120.
54. Gaff, Bayonets, xix.
55. “St. Clair’s Defeat: A New Song,” (1791?), copy located in the American Antiquarian Society, Worchester, MA. See also Eli Lewis, St Clair’s Defeat, a Poem (Harrisburg: Allen and Wyeth,
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Fig. 1: Anthony Wayne’s 1794 Campaign. To reduce fear among his troops and to
protect them from ambush, Anthony Wayne methodically constructed a line of forts
stretching north. (© Joshua Catalano)

as they “passed through the upper part of Virginia the people would offen say
what a pitty such a likely parcel of young men were Going to be slaughtered
by the Indians as Gen’l St. Clairs army was.”56 The memory of St. Clair’s defeat was a symbolic roadblock that Wayne needed to remove.
Even when presented with the opportunity of reoccupying the former

1792); “Monody to the Memory of the Young Heroes, Who Fell at the Miami, under General St.
Clair,” American Museum, or Universal Magazine, Dec. 2, 1792, 10–12.
56. Thomas Underwood, Aug. 18, 1792, in Journal, Thomas Taylor Underwood, March 26,
1792 to March 18, 1800: An Old Soldier in Wayne’s Army (Cincinnati: Society of Colonial Wars
in the State of Ohio, 1945), 2.
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battleground, Wayne gave more weight to symbolic rather than military considerations. A glimpse into Wayne and his generals’ thinking can be seen in
their decision to delay the construction of a fort on the site. Explaining why
he did not yet recommend advancing to the former battlefield, Gen. Thomas
Posey explained that “should the Legion take a Position at or near the Field of
Action of the 4th of Novr 1791, and be afterwards reduced to the necessity of
relinquishing it and retreating, it may be considered as little better than a Defeat and will consequently reflect great Discredit on the Arms of the United
States” and instead “a Stand should be made at this place.”57 The geostrategic
possession of the fort mattered less than its symbolic importance. Having to
cede the location to an Indian coalition for a second time was too great a risk
in terms of its impact on troop morale. The reclamation of the battlefield had
to be a permanent recovery as the Indian victory over St. Clair loomed large
on the minds of not only Wayne’s soldiers but the nation.
In addition to selecting symbolically important locations to construct
forts, Wayne also carefully considered the names of each structure to amplify
their psychological impact. In 1793, when the construction of a fort upon
the battleground of St. Clair’s defeat seemed imminent, Wayne sat down to
contemplate the proper name for such a symbolic structure. He first considered the name “Defiance” and then “Restitution” before eventually settling on
“Recovery.”58 Thus, when Maj. Henry Burbeck began his forward march to
reclaim the battlefield, the future fort already had a name.
Wayne strategically chose the names of forts as he recognized the power
of words to elicit certain emotions from people. Even his decision to name
forts after John Adams and Nathaniel Greene (in addition to the previously
christened forts named after George Washington, Henry Knox, Alexander
Hamilton, and Thomas Jefferson) was part of a larger strategy to use symbolism to promote nationalism and ensure the loyalty of the local populations to
the newly formed United States. Although choosing to name the fort built on
the battleground of St. Clair’s defeat “Recovery,” Wayne did not forget about
the name “Defiance.” But Americans were not the only people concerned
with the site of St. Clair’s defeat. Wayne himself acknowledged the symbolic
importance of the location for his enemies as well.
Wisdom may not have sat in places for the Shawnee and the other displaced
Indian nations, but the land was still sacred for it was “given to [them] by the
57. Posey to Wayne, Nov. 2, 1793, requoted in Gaff, Bayonets, 171–72; emphasis in the original.
58. Wayne to Burbeck, Dec. 22, 1793, Wayne Papers.
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Great Spirit.”59 As Weyapiersenwah’s biographer, John Sugden, explains, the
Shawnee had to contest the theft of their lands for “to surrender the land bequeathed to them by the Creator, was to risk massive spiritual disapproval.”60
Thus, locations and battles still carried symbolic and sometimes spiritual
weight for the Indian coalition.61 Following their victory over St. Clair, the Indians depicted their success upon “small saplings,” which “were stripped and
painted with hieroglyphicks quite to their top branches.” Col. Winthrop Sargent observed that this ritual painting was “their general custom after signal
victories and commonly performed.”62 The victory over St. Clair was a point
of pride and a reminder of what could be achieved with a strong coalition of
nations. Both the Americans and the members of the Indian coalition regarded
the battlefield of St. Clair’s defeat as symbolically important.
Wayne recognized the symbolic importance that indigenous nations
placed on the battlefield. In a letter to Secretary of War Henry Knox, Wayne
explained that “the Savages were a second time collected or collecting in force
at AuGlaize [future site of Fort Defiance] and would more than probably dispute the occupancy of a favorite ground [the location of St. Clair’s defeat].”63
Wayne had little reason to suspect such a reaction apart from an old report
that the Indian coalition would “immediately attack the army after passing
the Battle Ground.” He reasoned that the Indians would retaliate against the
American occupation of the former battlefield for purely symbolic reasons.
Wayne was so convinced of a probable attack that he thought it “proper to advance” with a small detachment to reinforce the recently constructed fort.64
His analysis of his enemy’s thought process proved accurate as his enemies
did attempt to take back the “favorite ground.”
In late June 1794, a fracturing coalition of Shawnee, Delaware, Miami, Wyandot, Ojibwe, Odawa, and other Indian warriors under the leadership of
Weyapiersenwah led an offensive campaign against Wayne’s newly constructed
59. Reports from a council meeting held at Wakitunikee, May 18, 1785, in Michigan Pioneer
and Historical Collections (Lansing: Robert Smith & Co., 1896), 25: 692.
60. Sugden, Blue Jacket, 86.
61. Stephen Warren, The Worlds the Shawnees Made: Migration and Violence in Early America (Chapel Hill: Univ. of North Carolina Press, 2014), 23. For the spiritual importance of location, see Keith H. Basso, Wisdom Sits in Places: Landscape and Language Among the Western
Apache (Albuquerque: Univ. of New Mexico Press, 1996).
62. Sargent to St. Clair, Feb. 8, 1792, in Winthrop Sargent Papers (Boston: Massachusetts
Historical Society, 1965), microfilm, reel 3, no. 335.
63. Wayne to Knox, Jan. 8, 1794, PWD; emphasis in the original.
64. William Wells, Sept. 16, 1793, in “William Wells and the Indian Council of 1793,” ed.
Dwight L. Smith and Mrs. Frank Roberts, Indiana Magazine of History 56, no. 3 (1960): 225.
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outposts. Despite Weyapiersenwah’s argument for attacking more strategically weak locations, which would have significantly delayed or even stopped
Wayne’s northward march, he could not convince the coalition to leave Fort
Recovery alone. After a successful ambush of a nearby supply train, a significant portion of Weyapiersenwah’s forces decided to charge the walls of Fort
Recovery. As a British officer explained, the “Northern Indians” had taken the
lead and the rest of the coalition was “forced to comply” and head for Fort
Recovery, “where nothing effectual can be done.” Unable to understand the
decision to attack the fort, the British officer noted that “the Indians were so
animated” that they “foolishly kept up a continual fire for a whole day upon the
Fort.”65 Without artillery or enough supplies to lay siege to the fort, this was an
obviously futile endeavor, but reason did not rule the day as over a dozen warriors died attempting to take back the “favorite ground.”66
The construction of these forts did not reverse the Indian victories by
bringing fallen comrades back from the grave, but it changed the battles’ symbolism. For the Indians, these locations were transformed from sites of victory to places of symbolic defeat. For the Americans, the reverse was true.
Upon arriving at the scene of St. Clair’s defeat, Wayne’s men found it to have a
“very melancholly appearance” with an estimated “500 skulls” and five miles
of “roads through the woods . . . strewed with skeletons, muskets, &c.”67 The
men quickly collected and buried “most of the bones of the heroes who fell”
within several mass graves to prevent further desecration by wolves and other
scavenging animals.68 Collecting bones proved to be a never-ending task. A
year after the fort’s construction, Maj. John Buell still found bones “lying thick
on the ground” and “scattered through the woods for 15 miles” on the road to
the fort.69
65. “Diary of an Officer in the Indian Country,” in The Correspondence of Lieutenant Governor John Graves Simcoe, With Allied Documents Relating to His Administration of the Government of Upper Canada, ed. Ernest Alexander Cruikshank (Toronto: Ontario Historical Society,
1923), 5: 93.
66. For the Battle of Fort Recovery, see William Hogeland, Autumn of the Black Snake: The
Creation of the U.S. Army and the Invasion That Opened the West (New York: Farrar, Straus and
Giroux, 2017), 318–23; Larry L. Nelson, “‘Never Have They Done So Little’: The Battle of Fort
Recovery and the Collapse of the Miami Confederacy,” Northwest Ohio Quarterly 64, no. 2
(1992): 43–55; Wiley Sword, President Washington’s Indian War: The Struggle for the Old Northwest, 1790–1795 (Norman: Univ. of Oklahoma Press, 1985), 272–79; Gaff, Bayonets, 243–53.
67. An extract from a letter, Jan. 14, 1794, Columbian Centinel, Mar. 26, 1794. While the extract is not signed, the letter appears to have been written by Maj. Henry Burbeck.
68. Buell, Dec. 23, 1793, “A Fragment,” 106.
69. Buell, Dec. 9, 1794, “A Fragment,” 264.
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Following the initial burial, attention shifted to locating the lost cannons
from St. Clair’s forces, which it was rumored Weyapiersenwah and Mihšihkin
aahkwa’s forces buried following the victory. While recovering these corroded pieces of equipment might serve a small tactical role, their reclamation
was also part of the larger symbolic “recovery” of the battlefield. After some
searching, the men located “two brass cannon” in a nearby stream. These cannons then became part of a ceremonial cannonade in celebration of reclaiming the battlefield.
Following the successful reclamation of the battleground of St. Clair’s defeat and the construction of Fort Recovery, Wayne turned his attention northward. Part of his strategy was to attack the Indian headquarters located at the
confluence of the Maumee and Auglaize rivers known as the Grand Glaize.
After the defensive burning of Kekionga in 1790, the Grand Glaize served
as a de facto capital for the Indian coalition where leaders and traders conducted important meetings and business. Nestled within a boggy region that
would be known as the Great Black Swamp, the difficult terrain protected the
Grand Glaize from fast-moving expeditionary forces. Overlooking the Maumee River, the Grand Glaize controlled part of the crucial Maumee/Wabash
portage, and its proximity to the British garrison at Detroit helped guarantee
access to guns, powder, and shot. The fertile soil adjacent to the river also
provided enough food to sustain a significant population. In addition to the
Grand Glaize’s commercial and military importance, it also became an important political center.
By 1792 the cluster of villages located at the Grand Glaize had a population
of approximately two thousand people. Many influential Indian leaders—including Weyapiersenwah, Mihšihkinaahkwa, The Snake, Buckongahelas, Big
Cat, and Coocoochee, a Mohawk woman and spiritual leader—lived at the
Grand Glaize. Several important British Indian agents and traders, including
Alexander McKee, Matthew Elliot, and James Girty, also maintained homes
there. Although this culturally plural community consisted mostly of Shawnee, Delaware, and Miami families, members of numerous other nations
participated in the pan-tribal council meetings held at the Grand Glaize.70
70. Helen Hornbeck Tanner, “The Glaize in 1792: A Composite Indian Community,” Ethnohistory 25, no. 1 (1978): 16–17, 33; Hendrick Aupaumut, “A Narrative of an Embassy to the Western Indians from the Original Manuscript of Hendrick Aupaumut, with Prefactory Remarks
by Dr. B. H. Coates,” in Historical Society of Pennsylvania Memoirs (Philadelphia: Carey, Lea &
Carey, 1827), 2: 61–131; Christine Keller et al., Archeology of the Battles of Fort Recovery (Mercer
County, OH: Education and Protection, 2011), 24.
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Wayne recognized the significance of the council meetings taking place at
the Grand Glaize and made the location his new focus.
In January 1794, Wayne believed that the Grand Glaize was one of only two
locations where meaningful negotiations with the “Hostile Indians” could take
place. While Picque town (present-day Piqua, Ohio) was conveniently located
and would “have the preference from the price of the ration, were monetary,
pecuniary considerations alone to determine,” it lacked the symbolic and political credentials. Wayne reasoned that “in a political point of view, Grand
Glaize presents more honorable & prominent features.”71 Recognizing both the
geostrategic and symbolic importance of the Grand Glaize, Wayne vowed that
“a post will be established at that place at an early period.”72 The destruction
of the de facto capital, in combination with the construction of a permanent
American military outpost, would deal blows to the Indian coalition on multiple levels.
As Wayne finally made his way through the Great Black Swamp in the late
summer of 1794, he reached the location of the Indian headquarters only to
find it recently abandoned with “several houses burnt.”73 Upon arrival at the
“villages just forsakin,” William Clark noted that some of the houses were still
burning as the Indians “left every appearance of having gorne off with precipation and the greatest consternation.”74 While it is not shocking that the Indian
coalition did not chose to defend the Grand Glaize and thereby engage in a European-style military engagement, it is both surprising and unclear why the Indian coalition was caught so off guard by Wayne’s advancement. There is some
evidence that the Black Swamp may have provided a false sense of security. An
early Ohio settler named Dresden W. H. Howard concluded, after speaking
with Odawa Chief Kin-jo-i-no, that the Indian chiefs felt confident leading
warriors into battle “on their own ground and at a place of their own choosing in the densely timbered forests, much of which was impassible swamp.”
Howard reasoned that because of the Black Swamp, it was “not at all surprising that they felt secure against an invading army.”75 Perhaps the coalition
71. Supplement from a letter from Wayne to Knox, Jan. 18, 1794, PWD.
72. Anthony Wayne to Henry Knox, Nov. 15, 1793, in Anthony Wayne: A Name in Arms, ed.
Richard C. Knopf (Pittsburgh: Univ. of Pittsburgh Press, 1960), 281–84; emphasis in the original.
73. Journal of a Kentucky volunteer, Aug. 8, 1794, in Knopf, “Two Journals,” 263.
74. Clark, Aug. 8, 1794, “General Wayne’s Campaign in 1794 & 1795: Captain John Cook
Journal,” in American Historical Record, ed. Benson J. Lossing (Philadelphia: Samuel P. Town,
1873), 2: 424 (hereafter cited as “Cook Journal”).
75. Dresden W. H. Howard, ed., “The Battle of Fallen Timbers, as told by Chief Kin-Jo-INo,” Northwest Ohio Quarterly 20 (1948): 38.
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let their guard down feeling secure within the heart of the Black Swamp or
perhaps they did not hear Wayne’s men advancing in the soggy soil. Regardless, Wayne’s Legion marched into the Grand Glaize unopposed.
Upon gaining possession of “the grand emporium of the hostile Indians of
the west without loss of blood,” Wayne ordered a celebratory cannonade and
distributed his typical reward to the Legion for a job well done, “One Gill of
Whiskey.” Wayne quickly gave orders to construct a garrison and soon reported
to Knox that his men were “now employed in completing a strong stockade fort
with four good blockhouses by way of bastions at the confluence of AuGlaize &
the Miamis of the Lake, which I have called Defiance.”76
Understanding the strategic importance of the fort in achieving his original objective, Wayne ordered further fortifications so that the fort was “surrounded by a good parapet sufficient to resist a twenty four pounder.”77
Wayne’s men labored to “fortify and strengthen the fort and make it of sufficient strength to be proof against heavy metal.”78 As Wayne acknowledged,
the only way that the fort could be “carried” was “by regular approaches,
aided by a train of heavy artillery.”79 Wayne knew the capabilities and limitations of forts having been both the defender of Fort Ticonderoga and the
attacker of Stony Point.80 He confidently proclaimed that “America should
no longer be insulted with impunity.”81 Construction continued as Wayne
instructed his men “to surround the whole to the water edge on each river
with a thick abbatis . . . so that Fort Defiance will support that name, even
should the British & the Indian allies eventually attack it.”82
Just as Wayne had done at the site of St. Clair’s defeat, he purposely chose
the name of the fortification to be built upon the Indian coalition’s capital.
Wayne deliberately chose a confrontational name that would leave no doubt
76. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 14, 1794, PWD; General Orders, Aug. 8, 1794, Wayne Papers; emphasis in the original.
77. Wayne to Knox, Sept. 20, 1794, PWD. It is likely that Wayne also expected a possible
counterattack. Just as the site of St. Clair’s defeat held symbolic importance to the Indian coalition, the former capital did as well.
78. John Boyer, Sept. 1, 1794, in A Journal of Wayne’s Campaign: Being an Authentic Daily Record of the Most Important Occurrences During the Campaign of Major General Anthony Wayne,
Against the Northwestern Indians, by John Boyer (Cincinnati: John Uhlhorn, 1866), 14 (hereafter cited as “Boyer Journal”).
79. Wayne to Knox, Sept. 20, 1794, PWD.
80. Edward Pierce Hamilton, Fort Ticonderoga: Key to a Continent (Boston: Little, Brown
and Co., 1964), 165–69; Nelson, “Anthony Wayne’s Indian War,” 21–41, 94–102.
81. Wayne to Knox, Aug. 14, 1794, PWD.
82. Wayne to Knox, Sept. 20, 1794, PWD; emphasis in the original.
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to both his Indian, and possibly future British opponents, who now controlled the region. As the story goes, General Scott and Wayne were examining the yet-unnamed fort when Scott remarked to Wayne, “I defy the English, Indians & all the devils in hell to take it.” Wayne then supposedly named
it “Defiance.”83 There are no primary sources documenting the exchange
between Wayne and Scott. Knowing that Wayne had previously considered
using the name “Defiance” for an earlier fort, it is unlikely that this spontaneous exchange ever occurred. Nonetheless, the story captures the sentiment
that he intended his men to feel regarding the fort. Adding to the symbolic
importance of Fort Defiance for the Americans was the fact that it was built
upon the Grand Glaize, where one of the “several fine houses” was “Blue
Jacket[’]s the Famous warrior at the Defeat of G. St. Clair.”84 Wayne’s men
recognized Weyapiersenwah to be “the greatest warrior among all the tribes”
and taking his home held symbolic weight.85
The same qualities of the fort that elicited arrogance within the Legion also
elicited fear and despair among the local Indians. As John Sugden explains,
Wayne had “erected Fort Defiance at the Glaize” and it, along with Fort Wayne,
“stood proudly on the sites of the two great headquarters of the Indian coalition, impregnable to native arms and symbols of Wayne’s victory.”86 The construction of Fort Defiance on their former headquarters significantly bothered
many Indians who just days before the Battle of Fallen Timbers asked Wayne
to “sit down where you are [Fort Defiance], and not build forts in our village.”87
Almost a year after the fort’s construction, Mihšihkinaahkwa visited the fort
and “assumed a melancholy air” after inspecting the new American gardens
that were “once his own property.”88 Unlike many military outposts in the Ohio
83. Gaff, Bayonets, 290. In other places, Wayne is quoted instead of Scott. See Nevin O. Winter, A History of Northwest Ohio (Chicago: Lewis Publishing Company, 1917), 76. In Anthony
Wayne Soldier of the Early Republic, Paul David Nelson attributes the quote to John Boyer (262),
citing the “Journal of Lieutenant Boyer,” in John Jeremiah Jacob, A Biographical Sketch of the
Life of the Late Capt. Michael Cresap (Cincinnati: J. F. Uhlhorn, 1866). Nelson cites pp. 315–22,
but these pages do not match up with page numbers of the corresponding text (numerous copies consulted). He also uses the same citation in “Anthony Wayne’s Indian War,” 129.
84. Journal of a Kentucky volunteer, Aug. 8, 1794, in Knopf, “Two Journals,” 263.
85. Buell, Feb. 8, 1795, “A Fragment,” 268.
86. Sugden, Blue Jacket, 180.
87. Requoted in Sword, President Washington’s Indian War, 291. Sources indicate that the letter
may have been written by Koguetagechton (White Eyes). While the letter indicated a willingness
to discuss a diplomatic resolution to the impending conflict, it may have also been a purposeful
delay tactic on the part of Koguetagechton. See John Cook, Oct. 13, 1794, “Cook Journal,” 243.
88. Journal of Joseph Gardner Andrews, June 2, 1795, in Randall L. Buchman, The Confluence: The Site of Fort Defiance (Defiance, OH: Defiance College Press, 1994), 217.
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Country, this fort was not a hastily constructed ephemeral structure designed
solely for temporary security. The fort was a heavily fortified and imposing edifice that served as an impregnable defensive structure far into hostile territory
and as a symbolic reminder that a new military power controlled the region.
The taking of the Grand Glaize and the construction of Fort Defiance was
part of Wayne’s larger strategy of making the indigenous nations of the region
perpetually fearful. As he explained, he favored “advancing and striking with
effect, so as to produce a conviction to those haughty savages that neither
the inclemency of the season or Distance of place were any security against
the effect . . . [of] the bayonet, Espontoon & fire of the American Legion.”89
Wayne’s strategy would use the threat of violence against family members to
“compel the Enemy” to fight or negotiate peace. For Wayne, taking the Grand
Glaize was important because it would prevent the “depredations & insults of
the Savages as they dare not venture any very considerable detachments at a
great distance from that place least their towns Women & Children shou’d be
destroyed or Captured by a detachment from this Camp.”90
His confidence that merely threatening the Grand Glaize would force a
final confrontation or effect peace was predicated on a long tradition of unlimited war on the part of Anglo-Americans dating back to their first settlements at Jamestown. As John Grenier explains, “early Americans created a
military tradition that accepted, legitimized, and encouraged attacks upon
and the destruction of noncombatants, villages, and agricultural resources.
Most often, early Americans used the tactics and techniques of petite guerre
in shockingly violent campaigns to achieve their goals of conquest.”91 Congress itself even advocated Gen. George Rogers Clark’s destructive campaign
during the Revolution by providing instructions to “destroy such towns of
the hostile tribes” in order to “chastise and terrify the savages.”92
The Shawnee and Weyapiersenwah in particular experienced this “first way
of war” firsthand during Dunmore’s War, when the conflict’s namesake gave
orders to “destroy their Towns & magazines and distress them in every other
way that is possible.”93 The Shawnee received numerous reminders over the
89. Wayne to Knox, Jan. 18, 1794, PWD.
90. Wayne to Knox, Nov. 15, 1793, PWD.
91. Grenier, The First Way of War, 10; emphasis in the original.
92. Resolution of the Continental Congress, July 25, 1778, in Frontier Advance on the Upper
Ohio, 1778–1779, ed. Louise Phelps Kellogg (Madison: Wisconsin Historical Society, 1916), 121.
93. Lord Dunmore to Col. Andrew Lewis, July 12, 1774, in Documentary History of Dunmore’s War 1774, ed. Reuben Gold Thwaites and Louise Phelps Kellogg (Madison: Wisconsin
Historical Society, 1905), 86.
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years, including the murder of two of their chiefs who most favored peace. After detaining Cornstalk’s peace delegation at Fort Randolph in 1777, the Americans murdered him. Nine years later, the Americans buried a hatchet into the
skull of the peaceful Mekoche Shawnee leader, Moluntha, despite his neutrality and flying of the American flag above his town.94 Likewise, the Delaware
witnessed the brutality and total disregard for noncombatants during the infamous “Squaw Campaign” in 1778 and the subsequent slaughter at the Moravian mission town of Gnadenhütten, when American militia systematically
smashed in the skulls of ninety-six men, women, and children with a mallet.95
By the late eighteenth century, the Shawnee, Delaware, Miami, other Indian
nations of the Ohio region were all too aware of the lengths to which American
forces would go to secure victory. Why should they have thought otherwise?
After all, the great-grandson of Conotocarious, who himself was a “devourer
of villages,” was now commander in chief of the newly formed United States.96
Thus, Wayne implicitly used the merciless reputation of Anglo-Americans to
his advantage.
After building Fort Defiance, Wayne continued his psychological campaign.
Using the reputation of the United States as a weapon, He implored Weyapiersenwah and Mihšihkinaahkwa to end hostilities on American terms. Wayne
reminded them that capitulation was in their best interest if they wished to
save their “distressed & helpless women & Children from danger & famines
during the present fall and ensuing winter.” He then threatened that if his “invitation be disregarded,” he would immediately order the prisoners held under
his command to be “put to death without distinction.” Wayne concluded with
a final plea to take “pity to your innocent women & Children come and prevent
the further effusion of your blood.”97 The coalition responded by expressing
their relief that Wayne “had still some pity for our Women & Children,” but
they still harbored serious doubts about his sincerity and did not capitulate.98
94. Sugden, Blue Jacket, 74.
95. For a brief description of the “Squaw Campaign,” see Grenier, The First Way of War, 153–
54. For a succinct description of the Gnadenhütten Massacre compiled from primary sources,
see Thomas P. Slaughter, The Whiskey Rebellion: Frontier Epilogue to the American Revolution
(New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1986), 75–78.
96. “Conotocarious,” The Digital Encyclopedia of George Washington, July 4, 2017, http://
www.mountvernon.org/digital-encyclopedia/article/conotocarious/. For the destructive campaign George Washington and the American forces waged against Indians during the Revolution, see Colin G. Calloway, The American Revolution in Indian Country: Crisis and Diversity in
Native American Communities (New York: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1995).
97. Wayne to the Indian coalition, Aug. 13, 1794, PWD.
98. Indian coalition’s response to Wayne, Aug. 15, 1794, PWD.
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Only days before receiving Wayne’s message, the rainy weather of the previous week briefly gave way to reveal a lunar eclipse, a Shawnee omen for impending war.99 But as Weyapiersenwah learned years before when his Odawa
allies abruptly ceased fighting and returned home, lunar eclipses could also
threaten the unity of the coalition.100 The coalition requested more time to
“do all our business with every Nation of the Confederacy which takes up a
great deal of time,” but Wayne did not wait for their reply.101 Still believing
that his soldiers’ appearance would directly influence their performance, he
ordered his men to “dress in their proper Uniforms” and prepare for battle.102
While his threat to the coalition did not yield an immediate surrender, a faction of warriors led by Mihšihkinaahkwa now favored negotiation.
Unbeknownst to Wayne as he planned what many historians view as the
most significant engagement in the War for Ohio, Mihšihkinaahkwa made a
prophetic warning to the Indian coalition council that “the Manitou does not
want to see the bloody tomahawk among his children.” As Mihšihkinaahkwa
explained, “he [the Great Spirit] will hide his face in a cloud if they refuse
to talk to their white chief [Wayne].”103 Despite Mihšihkinaahkwa’s plea for
peace, the advocates for war prevailed. In preparation for the upcoming battle,
many of the warriors took part in their ritual fasting ceremony. This traditional prebattle fasting ritual turned out to be a tactical advantage for Wayne.
When he delayed the engagement several days, he disrupted the fasting cycle
and many of the warriors “suffered much from thirst and hunger, some of
them having taken their stations fasting.”104 It is possible that Wayne purposefully delayed his advance to take advantage of this ritual as he was likely aware
of the practice.105 Regardless of intention, he took the field of battle facing an
enemy suffering for want of sustenance and possibly fighting without the support of the Great Spirit.
When the clouds hid the face of the Great Spirit and a “sower of Rain” fell
99. Trowbridge, Shawnese Traditions, 37; “Total Eclipse of the Moon: 1794 August 11,” The Astronomical Data Portal @ UK Hydrographic Office, 2016, http://astro.ukho.gov.uk/eclipse/1511794/.
100. For the Odawa’s interpretation of a lunar eclipse, see reports from Godfrey and Blue
Jacket in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections (Lansing: Robert Smith & Co., 1895), 24:
132, 134.
101. Indian coalition’s response to Wayne, Aug. 15, 1794, PWD.
102. General Orders, Aug. 19, 1794, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, 1905, 34: 545.
103. D. W. H. Howard, “The Battle of Fallen Timbers,” 41.
104. John Norton, The Journal of Major John Norton, 1816, ed. Carl F. Klinck and James J.
Talman (Toronto: Champlain Society, 1970), 184.
105. William Heath, William Wells and the Struggle for the Old Northwest (Norman: Univ. of
Oklahoma Press, 2015), 209.
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on the morning of August 20, 1794, Wayne claimed victory at the Battle of
Fallen Timbers. Chief Kin-jo-i-no understood the meteorological event as a
bad omen for “the Great Spirit was in the clouds, and weeping over the folly
of his red children” that “refused to smoke in the lodge of the great chief,
Chenoten [Wayne].”106 When a “smart Shower of Rain [fell] after the action,”
Kin-jo-i-no reasoned that the “Great Spirit was angry and had turned his face
away from his Red Children.”107 Kin-jo-i-no explained the defeat, stating that
“it rained and was dark through the battle and many of our young men knew
the Great Spirit was angry, and would not help them, and they could not fight
the pale face with courage and bravery.”108 The prophecy continued to haunt
the Indians as rain fell throughout the rest of August (24, 25, 26, and 27).
If there was any doubt, September confirmed that the Great Spirit was angry as storms brought “heavy rains” and the “clouds [had] the appearance of
emptying large quantities on this western world.”109 September saw at least
thirteen days of rain (1, 5, 6, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 27, and 29) and concluded with an “exceedingly heavy shower of hail, lasting 10 minutes” that
brought “hail-stones very large.”110 This was likely part of the same system
that two days later brought “a very heavy rain . . . with loud and sharp claps of
thunder accompanied with a whirlwind, which blew down the top of a very
large tree.”111 How the Shawnee and Delaware reacted to the appearance of
this cyclone deity is not known. While the Shawnee and Delaware continued
to receive their traditional protection from the damages caused by the Great
Spirit, the entity also left Wayne and the Legion unscathed.112 Only four years
prior, Weyapiersenwah had warned the British that if they failed to provide
for the coalition, the nations would “divide like a cloud separated by a Whirlwind and scatter away to the long running and never tired waters of the Great
Mississippi, and be no more seen among you.”113 As Mother Nature fulfilled
106. Clark, Aug. 20, 1794, “Clark Journal,” 428; D. W. H. Howard, “The Battle of Fallen Timbers,” 46.
107. Journal of a Kentucky volunteer, Aug. 20, 1794, in Knopf, “Two Journals,” 266; D. W. H.
Howard, “The Battle of Fallen Timbers,” 47.
108. D. W. H. Howard, “The Battle of Fallen Timbers,” 47.
109. Boyer, Sept. 19, 1794, “Boyer Journal,” 17.
110. Cook, Sept. 27, 1794, “Cook Journal,” 342.
111. Cook, Sept. 29, 1794, “Cook Journal,” 342.
112. M. R. Harrington, Religion and Ceremonies of the Lenape (New York: Museum of the
American Indian, 1921), 47–48; J. H. Howard, Shawnee!, 173–74; Lee Irwin, Coming Down from
Above: Prophecy, Resistance, and Renewal in Native American Religions (Norman: Univ. of
Oklahoma Press, 2008), 109, 180.
113. Blue Jacket’s speech, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, 1895, 24: 136.
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Mihšihkinaahkwa’s prophecy and confirmed that the Great Spirit was upset
with its children, it appeared that the Indian coalition would indeed scatter in
the face of this whirlwind.
For those still holding out hope for a reunification of the coalition, they
would have to address their own arguments from years before. At a council
meeting at the Grand Glaize in 1792, the Indian coalition tried to sway the wavering Seneca to join their resistance. As proof that the divine forces favored
confrontation, the coalition argued that “had the Great Spirit been favorable
to them [Americans] instead of us, you would have found here, their strong
forts, and only a small remnant or perhaps none of your Western Brethren.”114
Just as the coalition predicted would happen if they lost the favor of the Great
Spirit, Wayne and his men now took up residence within the walls of Fort
Defiance. To make matters worse, the loss of the Great Spirit was not the only
abandonment the Indian coalition had to address.
In addition to the potential abandonment of the Great Spirit, the Indian
coalition also had to contend with the loss of support from their supposed allies, the British. When the coalition’s warriors retreated from the field of battle following Fallen Timbers to the safety of Fort Miamis, they received another symbolic blow. With Wayne’s army in pursuit, the British forces closed
the gates of the fort and refused to shelter the tired, hungry, and exhausted
warriors. The message was clear: Britain would not support the coalition if it
risked war with the United States. Wayne wanted to make the coalition painfully aware of this fact.
While the storm clouds blotted out the sun, Wayne put on a bold display
that mocked the powerlessness of the British forces stationed at Fort Miamis
and reaffirmed to the Indian coalition that their allies were all bark and no
bite. He laid waste to the area surrounding the British fort. Alexander McKee
reported that several storehouses, including his own, were “burnt by a Party
of General Wayne’s army within sight of the garrison.”115 After taunting the
British by nonchalantly setting up camp within range of their cannon, Wayne
arrogantly rode “within pistol shot” of the fort to inspect it. After ignoring
Maj. William Campbell’s request to “not approach so near again,” Wayne held
a ceremony for his fallen men.116
114. “Proceedings of a General Council of Indians,” in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections, 1895, 24: 493.
115. Alexander McKee to Joseph Chew, Aug. 27, 1794, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical
Collections (Lansing: Robert Smith & Co., 1892), 20: 370.
116. Edward Miller, Aug. 22, 1794; Aug. 23, 1794, in With Captain Edward Miller in the Wayne
Campaign of 1794, ed. Dwight L. Smith (Ann Arbor: William L. Clements Library, 1965), 8–9.
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His general order provides some insight into the logic behind his bold and
potentially reckless display. He reasoned that the destruction of “their villages and Cornfields . . . even under the Influence of the guns of Fort Miamis
. . . must produce a conviction to the minds of the Savages that the British
have neither the power or Inclination to afford them that protection which
they had been taught to expect.” Instead, the coalition had to recognize the
“facts” that despite being “well supplied with artillery,” the British garrison
was “compelled to remain tacit spectators of the general conflagration round
them” and have their flag “insulted with impunity, to the disgrace of the British and to the honor of the American arms.”117
After antagonizing the British at Fort Miamis, Wayne adhered to his threat
of starving out the women and children. On the return march, the Legion
burned “all the houses and corn” for miles along both sides of the river.118 It
appears that this had been part of Wayne’s strategy all along. In June, a deserter
from Wayne’s Legion had reported to the British that “as soon as the corn was
thought sufficiently high, the General was to send a Body of light Horse toward
the Indian villages, to cut it down with their swords and destroy it.”119
Upon arriving back at Fort Defiance, Wayne conducted another twofold
symbolic gesture. In what must have been a disheartening scene for the Indians, he issued a general order to distribute “one gill of whiskey to every man
belonging to the federal army” despite being very low on rations.120 Wayne
and his men proceeded to hold a celebration upon the ground of the former
Indian headquarters. He even gave his men the following day off to recover
from their drunken stupor. While showing some leniency, Wayne, in his usual
concern for appearance, reminded his men that their “Arms must be cleaned
& burnished” and their clothes must be “repaired and washed so as to appear
in the most Military Condition possible” because they were to “be reviewed
the day after to-morrow at 10 o’clock.”121
From Fort Defiance, Wayne issued another not-so-veiled threat to the Indian coalition while he simultaneously courted peace. He reminded his opponents that he had warned them of the potential consequences of continuing to
117. General Orders, Aug. 23, 1794, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections (N.p.:
Wynkoop, Hallenbeck, Crawford, and Co., 1905), 34: 547.
118. Boyer, Aug. 26, 1794, “Boyer Journal,” 10.
119. Letter from Alexander McKee, June 2, 1794, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections (N.p.: Robert Smith and Co., 1892), 20: 356.
120. Boyer, Aug. 28, 1794, “Boyer Journal,” 11.
121. General Orders, Aug. 28, 1794, in Michigan Pioneer and Historical Collections (N.p.:
Wynkoop, Hallenbeck, Crawford, and Co., 1905), 34: 548–49.
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fight, but they had “prefer’d war” and took up the “Scalping knife & tomahawk.”
Wayne then explained that “in return for the few drops of blood we lost upon
that Occasion we caused Rivers of yours to flow.” He then cautioned the coalition that when it came to the power of the United States, they had “only felt the
weight of its little finger.”122 As winter arrived, the cold, hungry, and disheartened members of the coalition finally advocated for peace.
Battlefield heroics and tragedy make for interesting storytelling, but they
are not always the most significant elements of a war. In the contest for Ohio,
the psychological and symbolic struggle was as important as any military
engagement. Both sides employed psychological and symbolic warfare techniques in battle preparation, strategic planning, and combat. Members of the
Indian coalition engaged in spiritual rituals and ceremonies that prepared
them for the upcoming battles. These ceremonies often invoked the assistance
of the Great Spirit to protect the warriors in battle. On occasion, shamans
even prepared and carried sacred medicine bundles into combat.
Wayne likewise went to great lengths to prepare his men for combat. Recognizing the important dual role fear played in the success of a campaign, he
skillfully used fear to his advantage in disciplining troops while simultaneously
trying to mitigate its paralyzing effect in combat. To increase pride and group
solidarity, Wayne embraced the use of colors, flags, and other unity-building
symbols and emphasized the importance of personal appearance. To reduce
desertion, he used a variety of prevention tactics, including lashings, brandings, dramatic pardons, and even executions. To quell the fears of his men who
often fled at the sight or sound of approaching Indians, Wayne staged largescale mock engagements that involved his men dressing up and playing the
part of the enemy.
Symbolism also played an important role in strategic planning in the War
for Ohio. The location of St. Clair’s defeat became an important emotional
battleground. For the Indian coalition, this location marked the site of their
greatest military victory, an achievement that they commemorated orally
and visually. The symbolic significance of the battlefield even undermined
the battle plans of Weyapiersenwah as he was unable to prevent his forces
from engaging in a futile attack upon Fort Recovery. The Americans also
gave great symbolic importance to the battleground as stories of the humiliating and bloody defeat permeated throughout the Ohio River Valley. While
the location of St. Clair’s defeat held little geostrategic advantage, its sym122. Wayne to the Indian coalition, Sept. 12, 1794, PWD.
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bolism was so important that Wayne made its reclamation a priority. After
erecting a fort upon the former field of battle and purposefully naming it Fort
Recovery, Wayne’s men spent countless hours collecting the scattered bones
of St. Clair’s men and burying them in a new grave.
The construction of Fort Defiance upon the coalition’s de facto capital also
played a significant role in the symbolic War for Ohio. Wayne turned a location that had once been a proud home for many Indians and a symbol of
their union and strength into an enemy military stronghold whose forces
were being fed with the bountiful fields of Indian-sown crops. For the Indian
coalition, the fort was a sad reminder that the erosion of the Middle Ground
was quickening and a new military power now controlled the Grand Glaize.
Wayne reinforced the shifting power dynamics when he openly mocked the
powerlessness of the British garrison at Fort Miamis.
Fear played an important role for both sides in the War for Ohio. After
taking the field, the Indian coalition skillfully used fear as a war tactic to unnerve and paralyze American soldiers who dreaded leaving the safety of their
fortifications. Raids, public torture, scalping, and the continuous harassment
of American positions took a psychological toll on Wayne’s men. The Indian
coalition was so effective that his men continuously mistook the sounds of
animals as an Indian howling in the night. This fear caused a troublesome
number of Wayne’s men to flee in the face of battle, a fact that he went to
great lengths to rectify. The perpetual fear that the Indian coalition induced
had a profound psychological impact on American forces even led Wayne
to construct an abnormally large number of frontier forts in the hopes of
providing physical safety and psychological relief. Even with the existence
of these fortifications, his men still feared going beyond their gates and the
protection afforded by their walls and cannon.
Wayne also employed fear as a weapon of war against the Indian coalition.
For centuries, European colonizers engaged in a form of warfare that did not
distinguish between combatants and noncombatants when it came to fighting
the indigenous peoples of North America. Colonizers frequently destroyed
crops and villages in an attempt to starve out their Indian counterparts or
force them to succumb to the elements. The Americans also had a reputation
of killing women, children, and even allies. Wayne used the violent reputation
of Anglo-American military forces to coerce negotiation as he too threatened
the safety of women and children.
While he deserves credit for his ability to mitigate the Indian coalition’s
use of fear tactics, he was also lucky. At the Battle of Fallen Timbers, his
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forces faced an opponent physically weakened by ritual fasting and spiritually troubled by recent celestial and meteorological events. The final and arguably most decisive victory in the psychological and symbolic War for Ohio
came at the hands of Mother Nature. When the Great Spirit hid its face in the
clouds and fulfilled Mihšihkinaahkwa’s prophecy, it amplified Wayne’s small
military victory at Fallen Timbers. Starving and concerned about the possible abandonment of the Great Spirit, the coalition splintered, and its leaders
reluctantly commenced peace discussions with Wayne in January 1795.
In one final symbolic gesture, Weyapiersenwah pulled out a plain piece of
paper that he had been carrying around with him for over a decade and handed
it to Wayne. The paper, signed by John Johnson, indicated that Weyapiersenwah
was to be considered a “War Chief ” of the British Crown. Recognizing that the
“famous Blue Jacket appeared to set an inestimable value” upon the piece of
paper, Wayne agreed to exchange the worn document with an elaborately decorated American commission on parchment. With this gesture, Weyapiersenwah made a pragmatic decision to form a new partnership and work alongside
Wayne in procuring peace.123 In the end, Wayne and his newly christened fort
did “defy the English, Indians & all the devils in hell to take it.”124

123. Wayne to Pickering, Mar. 8, 1795, in Knopf, Anthony Wayne, 386–90; emphasis in the
original.
124. See note 83.
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Luke Swetland’s Narratives Revisited

Elaine Verdill

This article is based on Revolutionary War veteran Luke Swetland’s (1729–
1823) narrative1 printed in the 1780s regarding his experiences as an Indian
captive, plus the 1875 publication from Amos O. Osborn of two manuscripts
ascribed to Swetland; and Edward Merrifield’s 1915 version, which combines
Osborn’s information to sequentially depict events. Due to the damaged document then available to them, Osborn and Merrifield start Swetland’s narrative with his second night as a captive. This article uses Swetland’s full narrative, the events in chronological order, with dates, entries, and notes added
for clarification. After the war, Luke Swetland applied for the Revolutionary
War veteran pension, which was partially paid by bounty land in the “New
Connecticut” area, now in the state of Ohio.
Luke Swetland enlisted in September 1776, in the 1st Independent Company of Westmoreland County, in Connecticut’s 4th Regiment. This company
1. Luke Swetland, A Very Remarkable Narrative of Luke Swetland, Who Was Taken Captive
Four Times in the Space of Fifteen Months, in the Time of the Late Contest between Great Britain
and America; Show How and When Taken, Whether Carried and How Treated Until His Return
to His Family; with a Concise Account of the Exercise of His Mind During His Trials; a Short
Account of the Manners of the Indians; and a Short Sketch of the Rarities of the Indian Country
(Hartford, CT: Printed for the author, [178?]), http://name.umdl.umich.edu/N33375.0001.001;
Luke Swetland and Amos O. Osborn, A Narrative of the Captivity of Luke Swetland, in 1778 and
1779, among the Seneca Indians (Waterville, NY: James J. Guernsey, 1875); Edward Merrifield,
The Story of the Captivity and Rescue from the Indians of Luke Swetland: An Early Settler of the
Wyoming Valley and a Soldier of the American Revolution (Scranton, PA: N.p., 1915. Reprint,
Lewisburg, PA: Wennawoods Publishing, 2000).
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was led by Capt. Robert Durkee, a cousin of John Durkee, who was the colonel
of Connecticut’s 4th Regiment. Prior to the war, John Durkee had been an
active Sons of Liberty member, a colonial group against unfair taxes levied
by Great Britain. In 1769, John Durkee led a group of some forty Connecticut
families to the Wyoming Valley, an area by the Susquehannah River, where
they founded Wilkes-Barre and Forty Fort. The new colonists interacted with
individuals of several Native American tribes, such as the Nanticokes, Shawanese, and Delawares, already in residence. There were ongoing conflicts over
the valley boundaries between the Haudenosaunee (Iroquois), the Connecticut (Yankees) settlers, and the Pennsylvania (Pennamites) residents, which
were not resolved until 1799 in Pennsylvania’s favor.
The Wyoming Valley Yankees, among them Luke Swetland and his family,
saw themselves primarily as farmers in search of land for crops and livestock,
and sustained themselves within the Congregational church community, a
fortress of religion, hard work, education, and local elections of government.
Living on the frontier, these families had to be as self-reliant as possible, especially in troubled times.
Tensions continued to escalate in the valley and elsewhere in the colonies.
In late December 1777, Lt. Col. John Butler formed Butler’s Rangers to support the British government, working in close alliance with the Iroquois, led
by English-educated Joseph Brant. Among this band of Loyalist Rangers were
several valley settlers whom Luke knew well, including Parshall Terry Jr. and
Thomas Hill, both 1776 enlistees in Captain Durkee’s company. On July 3, 1778,
Butler’s Rangers and allied Indians attacked the Wyoming Valley Yankees. After the battle, Butler counted 227 Connecticut scalps, while only three of his
own men were killed and eight wounded.2 Butler’s men and allies devastated
the area, burning about a thousand homes as residents fled into the wilderness
to seek safety. The local Yankee forts were surrendered to the Loyalists.
Patriot Col. Zebulon Butler returned a month after the massacre with volunteer militia men, including Luke Swetland, where Camp Westmoreland
was established with military discipline.
Among the court martial trials held at Camp Westmoreland was one recorded for October 9, 1778, a case against long-serving soldier Benjamin Clark
for disobedience as he had refused to march when ordered. Benjamin Clark,
2. Letter from Maj. John Butler, July 8, 1778, transcribed by Judy Longley from microfilm
of the Frederick Haldimand Papers, British Library Additional Manuscripts no. 21, 760, folios
31–34, Public Archives of Canada, http://www.revwar75.com/battles/primarydocs/wiom1778
.htm.
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like Luke Swetland, had enlisted in September 1776 in Captain Durkee’s company. Per orders of General Washington, the company had marched to Valley
Forge in December 1776. Even after Captain Durkee and many others were
discharged in early 1778 to return home, Clark had continued to serve in the
newly formed company led by Simon Spalding. Spalding’s company returned
to the Wyoming Valley soon after the massacre, and were under the command
of Colonel Butler. During the October 1778 trial, Clark pled guilty, stating
he disobeyed as he had no shoes to march in. The sentence was seventy-five
lashes “well-laid on his bare back,” which Colonel Butler approved, noting
that “As Benjamin Clark has the character of a good soldier, the commanding
officer thinks proper to forgive him for this time, and hopes this will be sufficient warning to him and his brother soldiers not to refuse doing their duty
for the future.”3
Later that same October, Colonel Butler ordered an armed guard of thirty
soldiers to protect the group who would bury “the Remains of the men killed
at the Late Battle [July 1778]. . . . and it is Expected that the main Inhabitance
of this place Universally turn Out and Assist in burying their Late friends
that Lost their Lives in Sd Battle.”4
In the summer of 1779, General Sullivan’s expedition was launched from
the Wyoming Valley, organized in part as retaliation for the 1778 massacre.
The military supplies included weaponry, flour, meat, bread, salt, rum, whiskey, horses, and hundreds of cattle, plus boxes of soap for cleaning.5
The military provided a daily ration of one pound of flour and a pound of
meat.6 Food could be more varied if the army was living off the land. However, gathering food was dangerous, as noted in Lieutenant Beatty’s journal,
June 27, 1779, Wyoming Valley: “to day about 2 oClock one of the Rifle Officers sent his waiter about one Mile from Camp to get Sallad, but the waiter
was unhappily made prisoner by a few Indians after having fired three Shot
which we heard in Camp Imediately went out Scouts but could see Nothing.”7
3. Proceedings and Collections of the Wyoming Historical and Geological Society for the Year
1901, 7:123, ed. Rev. Horace Edwin Hayden, MA (Wilkes-Barre, PA: E. B. Yordy Co., 1901).
4. Hayden, Proceedings and Collections, 7:123.
5. New York history, Gustavus Risberg to Charles Stewart, July 26, 1779, in Supplies for General Sullivan: The Correspondence of Colonel Charles Stewart, May–September, 1779, ed. Marion
Brophy and Wendell Tripp, New York History 60, no. 3 (1979): 245–81 52.
6. “The above return shows that women were allowed the same ration as common soldiers
(i.e., one full ration per day) and that the food issued during this period [May 9–27, 1779] was
typical for the war.” John U. Rees, The Brigade Dispatch 28, no. 1 (Spring 1998): 6.
7. Frederick Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition of Major General John Sullivan Against
the Six Nations of Indians in 1779 (Auburn, NY: Knapp, Peck & Thomson, Printers, 1887), 19.
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Map of General Sullivan’s expedition in 1779, which includes the Wyoming Valley.

Luke Swetland’s narrative begins with the surrender of the Wyoming Valley forts.
Narrative:
I lived at Wyoming8 on the Susquehannah River at the time when it was cut
off by the Indians.9 My family was captivated10 with many others, on condition
of being subject to the king. We had liberty to live on our farms, as [stated in]
the articles of capitulation made and signed July 5, 1778. None of our effects
were to be destroyed, but they soon broke the agreement by burning build-

8. Wyoming Valley, about 110 miles north of Philadelphia.
9. Wyoming Valley massacre, July 3–4, 1778.
10. Surrendered.
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ings, killing and driving off our cattle, sheep, horses and hogs, and plundering
everything they could find. I had hid some of our household stuff so that they
could not find it. Out of ten head of cattle from when we went from the fort to
our house (as it was not burnt) we found some of our cattle, viz. one ox, one
milch cow, and four young cattle.11 We concluded we would try to live there
and not leave the country, and so picked up the small matter the Indians had
left us. We went to keeping house although very nearly naked, yet naked as we
were we took courage and went to work at harvesting and haying.12 About ten
days after, as we were about our business, two or three Indians came and told
us that the Indians were returning with some wild Indians that had not been
with them in the battle nor plundering. If we were not all gone in the space
of two hours, we should all be scalped. We having no horse left us, I and my
wife and four sons,13 the oldest of them about fourteen years old, set out on
foot. We took as much victuals as we could well carry, a few trifles out of the
house, and went to the Delaware River14 to Colonel Strouds, where we were
supported some days on the public Continental stores. A party of Continental
soldiers, together with a number of Susquehannah inhabitants, was going back
to retake the place, and also to harvest the grain. I went with them to harvest
my English grain,15 and having harvested and thrashed some, went to mill
with it with one Joseph Blanchard.16
We went down the Susquehannah River in a canoe about eight miles below
Wilkesbury fort,17 and pushed our canoes up the Mill-Creek, within about half
a mile of the mill. Having carried our wheat to the mill and got it floured, I borrowed the miller’s horse to carry my flour to the canoe. Blanchard had his flour
on his back. We had gotten within a few rods of the canoe when six Indians,
11. Donna Bingham Munger, Connecticut’s Pennsylvania “Colony” 1754–1810: Susquehannah
Company Proprietors, Settlers and Claimants, vol. 2, The Settlers (Westminster, MD: Heritage
Books, Inc., 2007), 2–131. On October 2, 1781, Luke received £200 from the Town of Westmoreland for property loss sustained from July 1778 through May 1780.
12. “Naked” could mean defenseless or without proper clothes.
13. The four sons were Belding (born 1763), Daniel (born 1764), Joseph (born 1767), and
Artemus (born 1769).
14. The Delaware River was about fifty miles from the settlement. Colonel Strouds was the
founder of Stroudsburg, also known as Fort Penn.
15. Wheat, oats, and such.
16. Harvey and Smith, A History of Wilkes-Barre, 1096. Joseph Blanchard was a member of
the local militia.
17. Oscar Jewell Harvey and Ernest Gray Smith, A History of Wilkes-Barré, Luzerne County,
Pennsylvania: From Its First Beginnings to the Present Time, Including Chapters of Newly-Discovered Early Wyoming Valley History, Together with Many Biographical Sketches and Much
Genealogical Material, vol. 2 (Wilkes-Barré, PA: Raeder Press, 1909).
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naked and dismally painted red and black, rose up within reach of me. They
had been hidden in the weeds and bushes close by the path, and when we were
near, they rose up only two or three steps from us, and said, bow de. My first
thought was to run, but I thought if I did run, they would certainly kill me, and
if I stood they could but kill me, and death appeared near then. I prayed to God
and I think I retained my best judgment and did as well as and as right for my
own safety as I have thought of since.
Blanchard and I were near together and the Indians took hold of us in an
instant, we not having opportunity to run or scarce to think, surrendered without making any resistance.
They took horse, flour and all. They asked us if there was any house near.
We told them no one but at the mill. They asked us many other questions
concerning the number of men at the mill, and in that country, and where our
guns were &c. Now there was a boat with chests of clothes and much other
household goods belonging to the people at the mill, which things the Indians
destroyed and plundered.
While the Indians were examining us, they made many signs like scalping,
which I soon expected would soon be put into execution. The reader may well
think this was shocking to any one in his senses. With many prayers, I had earnestly desired that I might have wisdom to direct me in this moment of trial, and
grant me all the needed graces of His spirit, and grant me deliverance from the
fear of men and particularly from these Indians which could only kill the body. I
had some sense that I was in the hand of the same God that made me and them,
and he could dispose them to show me favour. I prayed to almighty God that I
might constantly feel my dependence upon Him and to put my trust in Him.
It was now dusk and they began to pinion us. When they had us fast in
ropes, two of them went to the house by the mill. They came to us again and
had a mighty jabber. At last they spoke roughly to us in English for telling lies
in saying there were but two men at the mill. They told us there were many and
horses, too. We told them we supposed the night guard was come from the fort
to guard the mill, which they seemed to accept as truth. And with precipitation
they led us off with ropes as we were tied together. We went about ten miles
that night, made a halt, and struck up a fire.
They laid us on our backs, pinioned our arms behind us, tied round the
neck and middle with ropes and tied together, while one of the Indians lay on
the rope between us.
This I remember was on Monday, August 24, 1778.
[Tuesday, August 25, 1778]
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Next morning we set out before sunrise, one or two Indians went forward
as pilots. The Indian who first took hold of me said he was my master, and
drove me before him after the pilots.
He would often strike me with his tomahawk on my hips and sides, sometimes on one side and then on the other side, and say, “God damn Tullaway.”
And then he would laugh. He did this until my sides and hips were sore from the
bruises. My feet were also bruised and sore, for they had made me throw away
my shoes and given me deerskin mockisons to wear instead. Being forced to run
where the ground was stony made stone bruises on the bottom of my feet, but
my Indian master paid no regard to my laments but kept on his cruelty.
Sometime in the afternoon they made a stop and ate some roasted horse
flesh. They gave some to me and my fellow prisoner.
It was now about thirty hours since we had eaten anything except whittleberries.
We went on until night, when we were pinioned and secured as we were the
night before.
[Wednesday, August 26, 1778]
We rose early the next morning and went on before, my master still continuing his cruelty to me. When we were set down to rest, he would often call
to me and say, “Come in my dog,” as to say, “Come here my dog.” When I was
come to him, he would cock his firelock and put it to my breast and grin and
put his finger to the trigger with an air of much fury. At first I thought it the last
moment of my life, but I said nothing and did nothing. Seeing I paid no regard
to these motions, he would then open the pan and throw out the priming and
after priming it anew, he would put the gun to my forehead with the same furious motions as before. And so went on all that day doing everything he could
invent to torment me.
When the Indian my master made the daily and hourly attempts to fire me
through, sometimes his gun at my head and sometimes at my breast; I often
said in myself, “You can’t kill me without a commission from the God in whose
hand my breath is, and if this is the way God had appointed for me to die, it
was my duty to submit to His will, and blessed by God that I had any degree of
submission as I thought sometimes I really had.”
Sometime in the evening we came to Moshopping,18 where the Tories had
an encampment. I was well acquainted with some of them.

18. Probably Meshoppen.
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They said they were glad we were taken, but sorry we were not killed. However, they gave us victuals. This night we were tied to a spar of their hut, and
two of the Tories stood sentry over us all night.
The Tories, both men and women, danced round us the most part of the night.
[Thursday, August 27, 1778]
The next morning, my old neighbours, the Tories, appeared friendly and
gave me a razor and soap to shave myself with, and gave us more victuals to
me. They told the Indians that I was an honest man, so the Indian Captain took
me to himself and was very tender of me. He found that I was very lame, so he
opened the stone bruises on my feet and showed all the favour he could to me.
We went on slowly that day up the river. We found several Tory families
where we had good usage.
[Friday, August 28, 1778]
The next day we came to Teoga19 where there was another camp of my
neighbour Tories and some Indians. The Tories spoke roughly to me, but gave
us buttermilk to drink.
When we set off from there, my Indian master went along a little before me.
I being lame went very slowly until all of a sudden I felt a blow on my head
which sallied me out of the path. I recovered a little and was struck on the
other side of my head, which nearly brought me to ground. I looked and saw it
was an Indian who had followed me from the Tory camp. I did my best to get
out of his way, but he followed me, sometimes with kicks and blows, until at
last he went back to his camp.
My master stopped until I came up and then made me go before him, and
so we went on.
We came to Shemongo20 quite late in the evening, when it was very dark.
My master gave the prisoner whoop which rallied the whole town: numbers of
them met us yelling and screaming, jumping and running. The Indian Captain
took hold of my hand to run with me, but they took Blanchard and very much
abused him.
Later, Blanchard came where I was. He was wounded on the head and face,
and was very bloody. The Captain appeared pitiful,21 and gave Blanchard water
to wash his bloody face and head.
When we came to Shemongo, the Indians were so wild and fierce, I thought
that I and my fellow prisoners should certainly be slain; now death was a terror
19. Tioga.
20. Chemung, Newtown.
21. Sympathetic.
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to me, but I think I did in some measure take sanctuary in God; sometimes it
troubled me to think of being killed or dying in a heathen land, but one time I
remember in particular, it seemed to me I were as willing to die now and in this
place as I ever should be at any future time or any other place; it was my earnest
desire to know my duty in all respects, and to be rightly disposed to all beings.
Here we lay that night not bound at all.
[Saturday, August 29, 1778]
The next day my companion took his leave of me.
He said to me, “I shall never see you again. Pray for me, it is all we can do
for each other.”
And so I went on.
Two Indians went with me to conduct me. We had not gone far before we
came to some Indians. One was exceedingly fierce in warlike appearance.
He came up to me, and with great fury began to strip off my clothes, even
my shirt. I went on naked about twenty rods. Another Indian briskly came up
to me and said, “Yankee, Yankee.”
He had a drawn sword in his hand, and fetched it up as if he was going to
cut me in two, but struck it flat on my back.
We went a little further and came to a town22 of them. They came out and
placed themselves in two ranks, one on each side of the path, as near as I can
guess, about fifteen in each rank, each having a stick in his hand. My conductors went on before me between the two ranks. I followed after slowly. They all
made some attempt to strike me, but did not hurt me much.
We went on and came to the French Catherine, a squaw so called. This old
squaw23 could speak good English, and told me what they were going to do with
me.
[Sunday, August 30, 1778]
The next day [she] sent two Indians to carry me on horseback towards Appletown, to a town called in Indian, Condawhaw.24 There the two Indians left
me at a house called the Longhouse, where I stayed for three days.
[Monday–Wednesday, August 31–September 1–2, 1778]

22. Either Queen Esther’s Town or Catherinestown. Each town was named for a Montour
sister, Queen Esther and Catherine. At that time, it was rumored that Queen Esther had been
present at the Wyoming Valley massacre and was particularly cruel to prisoners.
23. French Catherine Montour was likely in her late sixties while Luke was in his late forties
when they met.
24. “An Indian town occupied in 1779 on the east side of Seneca Lake on the present site of
North Hector . . .” Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 129.
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When I came to the log-house, my first business was to find a place of convenient retirement, and by the side of the lake under a high cliff of rocks, spent
much of the three days.
[Thursday, September 3, 1778]
Then came an old Indian who carried me home with him to Appletown, to
the old squaw to whom I was given as a grandson.25
She made great lamentations over me, showing me many signs of respect to
me, as did three little squaws the same.
[Saturday, September 5, 1778]
A few days after an Indian scout came to this town, with two captives that
they took on the Susquehannah River. I went to speak with the captives, but the
Indians would not let the captives speak much with me.
[Sunday, September 6, 1778]
The next morning, the Captain of the scouts came to me, and asked if I
knew his prisoners. I told him no.
Then he told me how I was disposed of, and how they called their relations
in their way. He told me, this old squaw is your grandmother, and pointing to
the biggest of the little ones, she is your sister, and the two little ones are your
cousins; and so went through the town telling me who were my relations.
He said I should soon be an Indian, and then I should know all about it. I
was glad of this opportunity, for I had not heard any English words for many
days before.
Here I lived twelve months and two days, except some intervals, when I
went a visiting my relations and some prisoners.26
The Indians were remarkably kind to me. They made me many fine presents.
I had from one and another three hats, five blankets, near twenty pipes, six razors, six knives, several spoons, gun and ammunition, fireworks,27 several Indian
pockets, one Indian razor, awls, needles, goose quills, paper, and many other
things of small value.
In many other ways they showed their respect to me.
[Thursday, September 10, 1778]
25. In the eighteenth century, the Iroquois frequently adopted captives to replace lost relations. See Daniel K. Richter, “War and Culture: The Iroquois Experience,” The William and
Mary Quarterly, Third Series, 40, no. 4 (Oct. 1983): 528–59.
26. For comparison, Daniel Boone (1734–1820) was captured in Kentucky by the Shawnees
on Feb. 7, 1778, and adopted by Blackfish. Boone escaped on June 16, 1778, and ran 160 miles
in five days to safely return to Boonesborough. John Mack Faragher, Daniel Boone: Life and
Legend of an American Pioneer (New York: Holt, 1992), 156–78.
27. Flint and steel to make fire.
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About the tenth of September I was taken with the fever and augue,28 which
held me some time, in which time the whole town was attentive to me. They gave
me butter and some milk and buttermilk. My sister went daily for more than half
a mile to get spring water for me, though other water was but a few rods off.
I thought these favours were worthy of my grateful notice.
In the time of my sickness, the French Catherine came to see me. She spoke
to me in English and said, “How do you do, my child.” I could hardly forbear
weeping, it was so agreeable to hear English words again, having heard none
for some weeks.
She wept, and so did my other grandmother and sister. She told them to be
kind to me.
She went to Niagary,29 and when she came back, she gave sweet flag root to steep
in water to drink. It helped me of my illness.
Afterward, I had my liberty to do what I had a mind for.
I spent much of my time along the woods. As I had no book of any kind,
I endeavored to spend the first Wednesday in every month in private fasting,
prayer and meditation when my health and weather would admit.
I often saw prisoners brought along, some from Minnisink30 on the Delaware
River, some from Cherry Valley,31 and some from the West Branch.32 I also saw
the Widow Lister,33 with two of her children, and old Mr. Hagramon,34 all from
28. Ague.
29. Niagara.
30. A New York settlement attacked by Loyalist Joseph Brant and his men in July 1778, and
by Brant in July 1779.
31. A New York settlement attacked by the British and allies on November 11, 1778.
32. The West Branch of the Susquehannah River. The Wyoming Valley is on the East Branch
of the Susquehannah.
33. Betsey Stone (Edward) Lester. From Lt. John Jenkins journal: “Sept. 15th (1779) . . . This forenoon Mrs. Lester, who was taken last November, by the Indians, came to our camp and brought
with her one of her children.” Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 175. This was at Little
Beard’s Town. Another white resident was Mary Jemison, who had left with the tribe for Niagara.
34. Mr. Hageman or Hagaman. “The Indians continued to raid the Wyoming Valley after
the summer of 1778. On November 2nd, young Frances Slocum was kidnapped and carried
away into the far Ohio Territory. A few days later, on the 5th, again near the grist-mill near the
Nanticoke Falls, old man Hageman, his wife and their daughter, Leonora, along with William
Jackson, plus Edward Lester, with his wife Betsy (Elizabeth), and their four children were all
captured and marched up the river towards Wilkes-Barre for about three miles. When they
were near Christman’s Tavern in Hanover, the band halted and the Indians proceeded to kill
and scalp William, Edward, and Edward’s oldest son. Old man Hageman made his escape. The
two Hagaman women, along with Mrs. Lester and her remaining children continued towards
Canada, where the survivors were adopted into various families.” See Charles Miner and Adam
Hubley, The History of Wyoming in a Series of Letters from Charles Miner to His Son William
Penn Miner (Philadelphia: J. Crissy, 1845), 43, 246, 486, http://books.google.com/books?id=Ikw
OAAAAIAAJ&dq=charles+miner+history&source=gbs_navlinks_s. In December 1778, old Mr.
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Wyoming. I spoke with them both a little, but it displeased the Indians. They
stayed in town but one night and went off early in the morning.
As for a brief account of the manners of the Indians:
Those which I lived with did not appear to have any principles of religion at
all, though they seemed to have some idea of an invisible Being. I could not find
what kind of Being they thought it was. They would come together often, and
have one to speak to the auditory. Some minutes one time after a long speech to
the auditory, they hung a dog on a high pole, and burnt another under it. One
Indian told me that was to have good luck against the Yankees. They had many
frolics, singing and dancing, wonderfully different from white people.
They seem to have some legislative order, I cannot fully tell in what method.
I saw a jail in one of their towns.
They are good-humored. The squaws patiently do all the work in the field
whilst the Indians play and hunt. They live in some respects as one family. They
live on corn, beans, squashes, and potatoes for as long as that lasts. Some meat,
sugar, milk and butter, but in the summer chiefly on ground-nuts and some
other weeds and roots, till green corn and beans come, then they will have many
feast days. The squaws do all the courting and also all the cooking.
When the Indians caught deer, they ate guts and blood, and as incredible as
you will think but it is, they never empty the contents of the small intestines,
boiled and ate the whole. If a hog died with cold or hunger, as they often did,
the Indians burnt the hair off and ate the guts and all, only squeezing out the
contents and throwing them into the kettle to boil. As disagreeable as it seems,
it tasted sweet and agreeable to me.
Each family cooked at home, and carried the food all to one house and
divided to everyone each a mess. What was left they carried home again to eat
there. Sometimes I had nearly ten sorts to eat at once.
I went visiting often, attended some to learn their sports; some were pleased
with it and tried to learn me.
[November 1778]
I had frequent opportunities to visit with Tories of my acquaintance. They
were civil and kind to me.
Hagaman was again captured by the Indians, and although he was wounded six times, including
by a spear in his side, through which his food oozed out, he escaped. Dr. William Hooker Smith
is credited with saving the wounded man’s life when Mr. Hageman was in the settlement. See
Frederick C. Johnson, MD, Pioneer Physicians of Wyoming Valley (1771–1825): An Address Before
the Wyoming Historical and Geological Society (Wilkes-Barre, PA: Wilkes-Barre, PA, 1906), 18,
http://www.archive.org/stream/pioneerphysician00john/pioneerphysician00john_djvu.text.
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Sometime in November I begged one quart of wheat which I sowed in my
grain field, thinking to raise wheat if I continued with them many years.
Cold weather now began to come on. I had made me a bed of very good
English grass that I had pulled up and dried, and lay well, but the house being
open and cold, I suffered much. Being entirely in Indian dress, having worn out
my trowsers I had on when taken, and not being used to wearing Indian breech
clouts, a cold fashioned dress to me, I suffered with the cold by going with my
thighs naked. Yet I got through the winter better than I expected.
Sometime in November, one Michael Showers35 gave me a bible, which was
a great comfort to me. I hope I had a disposition of thankfulness, for that as
I thought then, as it really is the most blessed book in this world, I took great
satisfaction in reading David’s psalms. When wintry days and snow and cold
came on, I feared I should have no convenient place to retire on account of
the weather, but as I was looking one day, I found a cave in the side of the hill
where I could be hid from mortal eyes, and also from the inclemency of the
weather, where I retired twice at least every day, and spent the most part of the
Sabbaths there, meditating and reading the bible.
[February 1779]
Towards spring, our corn being almost gone, we began to dig ground nuts and
we made some sugar. I began to eat basswood buds, and I had some sugar. When
spring came on wood bitterny36 early sprang up, which I ate with sugar. This and
some other weeds and roots was our main support till some time in July37 when
we had some dead horses, which I thought was the best meat in the world.
[April 1779]
Some time in April we heard the Yankees had taken an Indian town called
Onodauger.38

35. A Wyoming Valley settler, member of Loyalist Butler’s Rangers. See Harvey and Smith,
A History of Wilkes-Barre, 944, 945, 947, http://books.google.com/books?id=rEYVAAAAYAA
J&dq=edward+lester+wyoming+valley&source=gbs_navlinks_s. Michael Showers resided in
Canadasago. Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 111.
36. Possibly an herb.
37. In July 1779, Loyalist Maj. Walter Butler of Butler’s Rangers wrote from Canadasago
to General Haldimand: “The rangers have been obliged to leave from want of provisions and
to encamp near the Genesee Falls. The cattle in the Indian country consumed and the usual
crops of corn, &c., not raised by the Indians, on account of their constant expeditions. Many of
them had to live on roots through the winter.” See Public Archives of Canada, Douglas Brymmer, George F. O’Halloran, Report on Canadian Archives (Ottawa: Maclean, Roger & Company,
1887), 72, http://books.google.com/books?id=ezITAAAAYAAJ&dq=canadasago+1779&source
=gbs_navlinks_s.
38. Possibly Onondaga, taken by the Patriots, located about sixty miles from Appletown.
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We all set off and went towards Niagara. We went about twenty miles to a town
called Canadasager,39 and lived there in a sugar house some days, as near as I
can remember, six.
[Spring/early summer 1779]
One morning I heard the prisoner war whoop and went to see who and what
they brought in. It was one Butler,40 a continental soldier, taken near Wyoming,
and Nathan Bullock41 as he was coming to join General Sullivan while he was
collecting any army to destroy the Indians.42 This gave me new hope of deliverance. He told me that the Indians took him about twenty rods out into the
thickest briar bushes they could find, stripped him naked, and then set a large
number of young Indians to whip him through the bushes to the house. He was
some bloody when I saw him.
He lived with me some days, until an Indian came and conducted him to
his Indian father and mother, beyond Queanga Lake.43 He was a very agreeable
young man. I showed him that head bitterny was good to eat, to support and
preserve life, and also basswood leaves, ground nuts and many other weeds
and roots, which had been the greatest part of my support from that time, and
sometime before, until July.
[Summer/June 1779]
In the summer of 1779 Partial Terry44 sent me a book called Mr. Edward’s
Life.45
Sometime in June my black relations46 all went back to Appletown to hoe
their corn, leaving me to live alone.47 They left a cow which gave me near a pint
39. Possibly Canadasago/Kanadaseago.
40. No further information located.
41. Possibly a son of Nathan Bullock Sr. of the Wyoming Valley area.
42. Regarding Sullivan’s expedition, see Joseph R. Fischer, A Well-Executed Failure: The Sullivan Campaign against the Iroquois, July–September 1779 (Columbia: Univ. of South Carolina
Press, 1997).
43. Cayuga Lake.
44. Parshall Terry Jr. The Terry family members of Wyoming Valley were staunch patriots.
Parshall Jr., however, became a Loyalist, joined Butler’s Rangers, and is said to have been at
Wyoming Valley on July 3, 1778.
45. Possibly Samuel Hopkins’s The Life and Character of the Late Reverend Mr. Jonathan Edwards, President of the College at New-Jersey: Together with a Number of His Sermons on Various
Important Subjects, published in 1765, the only biography of Edwards written at the time.
46. Possibly refers to Captain Sunfish and his family, “encamped at Kanaghsaws. This place
it is said was commanded by a negro, who was titled Capt. Sunfish, a very bold enterprising
fellow.” Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 112. (Also mentioned in several journals, Big
Tree, a noted Indian warrior, made his home at Kanaghsaws, aka Adjutoa.)
47. Based on another account, a child who was too weak to travel and/or near death was left
behind with a milk cow to provide nourishment. Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 97.

luke swetland’s narratives revisited 49
of milk a day. Sometimes the Indians would steal it from the cow, milking it
themselves, which occasioned me to go to bed supperless, I depending on the
milk, and having prepared no ground nuts nor weeds. But that made me watchful. This cow, having been so long farrow, gave so little milk that I went to milking another cow, which was entirely dry. In a few days she gave a gill48 of milk. I
lived here ten days entirely alone, near an Indian town called Cashaem.49
One night somebody came into the house where I lived. I, being asleep, did
not hear till I was roused by their squeezing my hand and calling me which
woke me. It being dark I could not see who or what color the person was. The
words were, “Canche quando.” I said, “Este quato.” The English of the former is
“Come out,” and of the latter, “Go away.”
After several times the same words or to the same purpose, were tossed backward and forward, the creature left and went off. I never knew who it was—
whether black or white, male or female.
Some days after I took a horse designing to run away, and rode up to the
lake about eleven miles south of Canadayager50 to a creek where some Indians
and squaws lived.
I tied the horse and went to fishing as I had done before. One squaw came to
me and told me if I would hoe so much corn for her, she would give me so much
dried venison, which I gladly complied with, for I had nothing to support me on
my intended journey except fish. I went to work and did as I agreed. She paid
me according to her bargain, and said if I would do so much more I should have
some more venison. I hoed and she gave me the meat. Now I thought I could do
very well with the venison and a fish or two that I had got. It now being near night
I mounted my horse and set out and rode some ways over the creek. I considered
the difficulties that attended my safe escape, being a stranger to some part of the
road, together with a number of Indian towns in the way and my small degree
of strength of body. As I expected that I could not ride but little way, by reason
of creeks and marshy grounds, I returned back again. When I came to the house
I lived in alone, I found out from Indians that my Indian uncle, who owned the
two aforementioned cows, had driven them away. He left word for me to come
over the lake to Appletown. But I, having an opportunity to go to the Salt Spring
with an Indian who could speak good English, who was going there to make salt
and return, I set off with him. As I remember, this was the latter end of June.
48. About one-half cup, or less than eighty calories for whole milk. For a healthy diet, Luke
would need closer to two thousand calories a day.
49. No further information has been located.
50. Possibly the lake Canandaigua.
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I had a small brass kettle that held about one pail full. I filled it with the water
of the spring and boiled it down to salt. As near as I could judge, it made one
quart. I made about half a bushel of as good salt as any kettle salt that I ever saw.
I saw by the way an old Indian who said he was my grandfather. He stole a
bull, by the way, at Canadayager, killed it, and in six days six of us—and two of
the six small persons—ate it all. Then he killed a horse and having more help
we soon devoured that. We caught some eels, killed some hawks, some shitepokes,51 and some muskrats. I thought we lived exceedingly well. Yet I remained
very weak, having been so long without proper food. It was very hard for me to
travel four miles in one day. When I had done making salt, I made an attempt
to run away, but found myself not able, as I had tried it once before and found
myself unable.
[July 1779]
It now being about the last of July, green corn began to be fit to roast. I
thought I would make one more trial to get home to Wyoming. I agreed with
my Indian grandfather to carry me about ten miles in a canoe, partly toward
Appletown.
I took my salt that I had made, and my kettle and my other things, and set
out. He brought me the ten miles and set me on foot. I found on the shore a
horse’s head that was killed the same day.
I took the meat off to carry with me and set out alone. I left part of my salt
at an Indian house and went on with the rest of my things, and traveled some
miles. I found myself growing weak and feeble. I caught a horse and rode some
miles, but fearing I should meet with Indians I left the horse and went on foot
again. I found my strength failed, so changed my mind and went home to my
grandmother, to Appletown. Having been gone five or six weeks she received
me with much joy, and gave me, as it were, Benjamin’s mess,52 so did many of
the neighbors. They brought me victuals to express their joy.
I told them I had left some salt at a house by Queauga Lake, and they gave
me a horse to fetch the salt. It was about eight miles from Appletown.
They were much pleased with the salt. Now I perceived some stir among the
Indians, and I asked what was the matter.
They told me the Yankees were coming, a great many of them, and they had
got to Teoga.

51. “Shit bags,” herons, as they tend to release feces at the start of their flights.
52. Biblical allusion to the banquet Joseph gave to his brethren. “Benjamin’s mess was five
times so much as any of theirs” (Gen. 43:34).
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I partly rejoiced and yet feared, intending if possible, to get to them. I made
it much of my business to find out their motion and strength. Sometimes I
thought I would try and get to them, but the Tories and Indians were in constant tumult, passing and repassing the distance from me to them.
The Yankees were seventy odd miles. I thought it not safe for me to go. I
waited, as it were, with some impatience, and hoped they would soon drive the
country. I studied what way or how I could get safe to them, but all my plans
failed. It now being about the last of August—on the evening of August 31st,
177953—came in Indian express, yoho five times over.
They said, “Great deal bad news.” Said to me, shaking the fingers, “Great deal
Yankees. Come, we all go Yawgaw,” meaning Niagara.
[Thursday, September 2, 1779]
On Thursday, September 2d, they brought me a horse, and all now being
ready, we set out for Niagara, and traveled nearly fifteen miles and lodged in
the woods. I suppose two hundred Tories and three hundred Indians encamped
there that night. I had for sometime thought to take this opportunity to make
my escape. The last time being now come that ever I expected to have. The
Tories in the rear, as we had passed by them, the Indians all scattered around, it
appeared very dangerous for me to get away undiscovered. When I applied the
thing close it struck me, as it were, with a chill.
I had laid my things that I had proposed to carry me separate from the Indians and laid down with a view to sleep, but the matter lay so close in my mind,
sleep was all gone from me. I lay musing what I had designed to do, with some
ejaculatory prayer to Almighty God for his direction and preservation.
However, after a while I fell into a sleep and slept until wakened by a squaw,
who brought me some victuals. I rose up and ate it, and then waited till I thought
they were all asleep. I carefully moved to my pack, it being some small distance
from where I lay, took it up and made for the horses as they were stamping and
feeding. I crawled from one to another till I passed them all.
Thinking myself well nigh escaped from them all, I went as fast as I could
till I judged I had got three miles near east, then turned south, which was my
course to the Continental army, and traveled all night. Some of the way was
through very thick, small brush.
[Friday, September 3, 1779]
Being very weary about the break of day, I lay down and slept till I came
53. The Battle of Newtown (Chemung) was fought on August 29, 1779. British forces, led by
John Butler and Joseph Brant, lost to General Sullivan’s army.

52

ohio history
near Appletown. Hearing bells in the town, my purpose was not to go into the
town. But not knowing but that it might be our army, I turned and drew near.
Hearing human voices in the town, I resolved to know who they were, and
laid down my pack in a swamp. I crooked and crept till I came near, and then
rose up straight to see who they were.
An Indian partly behind me spoke in the Indian language and said, “Come
here.” It being unexpected I almost scringed, and for a moment stood mute;
then I answered him in Indian and told him that I must go and get some corn.
I moved from him, but he insisted that I should come to him. I, considering
the matter, turned and asked him who was in the town. He told me, “Some that
could talk English.”
I asked him if they were Yankees. He said, “No.”
Then briskly and as cheerfully as I could, I went with him. When I came to
them, I shook hands with several of them and asked if they were going to Niagara. I said, “We are all going to Niagara.”
They said, “You have run away.”
I said, “How can that be for I am here now. That is my granny’s house.”
They said, “What made you walk bushes then?”
I said, “The corn field is that way. My granny has left a great deal of corn and
I was going to get some of it.”
They asked me where my granny was.
I told them gone to Niagara.
They said, “Go get corn.”
I said, “If you will stay here till I come back I will go and bring you corn.”
There were about one hundred Indians. I went off alone, and when I had got
out of sight I ran my best near a mile, and hid myself in a thicket of bushes till
near sunset.
Then I crept up toward the road and there hid to see if anybody passed by. I
lay some time, and then went into the path. Just as I stepped into it, a dog came
trotting along. I thought now I was gone, but I soon got into the weeds and hid
till dark.
I crept along to find my pack, but found it not.
When I came near the town I heard human voices, talking and laughing. I
supposed they had got my pack, so went away and lay all night in an open field
amongst the corn.
It was some cool, being the third day of September. It rained some. However, I slept well, considering my situation.
[Saturday, September 4, 1779]
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Got up in the morning, at a loss what was safe for me to do, but resolved to
go to an old house about a mile from Appletown, there to stay till the army came
up, and went to said house.
I had, as I supposed, lost my pack. I had no fire works54 with me. I had eaten
raw corn, having nothing else except three small pieces of dried horse beef,
about the bigness of a common chestnut, and wild mandrakes. I strove hard
to make fire by rubbing sticks together, all to no purpose. Being some pinched
with hunger, I resolved to go into town, thinking, peradventure, the Indians’
fire was not yet out. So I went.
The Indians were gone. They had left two or three images with blankets on,
which looked like Indians at a distance, and at first sight startled me some.
However, I looked for the fire, but found none. I found an old iron pot with
a small hole in the bottom, which I stopped with a leaden bullet, and went
again to look for my pack.
Luckily I found it. I took it and my pot and returned to the out-house again.
I thought myself rich. Could both roast and boil, and so I cooked enough to
last me over the Sabbath, being now Saturday.
Fearing lest some Indians while spying the motions of our army might come
here, I had pulled away two palisades opposite the door in order to escape if they
should come.
When I thought of running away from the Indians, as I [had] made several
trials, I was very solicitous to know my duty, that I might not, through self
love, throw away my life foolishly. On the whole I concluded it was my duty,
if I could with safety, and when I had clean escaped the guards, to fall on my
knees and return thanks and to ask for future preservation.
Here I lay this night and slept well.
[Sunday, September 5, 1779]
It being the Lord’s Day, I concluded the army would be up this day, and was
contriving how to introduce myself unhurt. As I sat reading I saw through cracks
three men, but whether black or white I could not tell. Two went to the hole that
I had prepared to get out at, if invaded, and one to the door. Seeing myself surrounded, and hoping they were General Sullivan’s army, I went quick to the door.
To my great surprise I saw no uniform dress, as I expected they all had, but they
were entirely in Indian dress. I thought they were Tories. The one at the door was
a Sergeant of the Riflemen, and the other two were privates.
The Sergeant said, “Here is a prisoner.”
54. Flint and tinder or such to start a fire.
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The other two came in at the hole and took all my things.
The Sergeant asked, “What are you here for?” having fast hold of me.
I told him it was my home, my grandmother’s house.
He said, “Will you go with me?
I said, “Yes.”
He took first my silver broach55 out of my shirt, which was a new Holland
shirt,56 then he said, “You have plundered it,” I told him, no, the Indians made
it for me. He bid me pull it off, which I immediately did.
Then he demanded all the rest of my clothes and so stripped me entirely
naked, except a pair of old Indian stockings on my legs. Being thus naked, as I
remember, he said, “God damn you, you stay here to kill white men, do you?”
and with his rifle rod struck my several blows, bidding me to go along.
I said, “I am naked and ashamed to go. You are a Christian bred man and
I think it too bad that you should compel me to go naked amongst Christian
people,” at the same time trying to find something to cover me with.
He answered with all possible roughness and fury, striking me and bidding
me go along quick time. I again and again asked for something to put on, and
he again and again struck me.57
At last he gave me a piece of sacking-bag. Then one of the other men gave
me a piece of old shirt that was in my pack, and after a while my old coat.
While putting this on, he hurried me and I asked if the rebel army was near.
He said, “Do you call us rebels?”
I answered, “No, I mean the army that was coming against us.”
He took up a club and struck me several blows. I asked him to spare my life,
but especially not to give me to the Indians.
He answered, “I will spare your life with a devil to it,” and then struck me over
and over again, and so drove me into town, furiously striking me all the way.
When we came on to the green58 a number of the same company, with knives
and tomahawks, came running towards me, swearing I should not live to go
another step, and so followed me with oaths, curses, and damns.
55. Likely a simple silver brooch, which was also used as money.
56. A linen shirt.
57. “The Rifle men on entering the town retook one of our Prisoners who was taken at Wyoming last summer. . . . Just after they had taken him they was fired on by an Indian who knocked
a Stick out of one (of) their hands with a bullet but he made his escape without receiving a Shot.”
“The riflemen, who were advanced, retook a prisoner who was taken last year by the savages on
the east branch of the Susquehanna. An Indian, who laid concealed, fired, but without effect on
our riflemen, and immediately fled.” Cook, Journals of the Military Expedition, 29, 159.
58. An open area in Appletown.
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A member of the Wyoming Independent Company, seventeen-year-old George
Palmer Ransom, saw the commotion, and called out, “Is that you, Swetland?”
Luke answered, “Good God, does someone here know me?”59
I was met by my acquaintances, who released me out of their [Sergeant’s]
hands. Throughout all these scenes I thought them [the Sergeant and two privates] my own and the country’s enemies. But finding that they were friends,
the scene was suddenly and agreeably changed, and being weak and feeble and
fatigued by exertion, I was so overcome that I could scarcely speak to them at
first. But I soon recovered and went to the Sergeant and thanked him for sparing
my life.
He said, “God damn you, none of your jaw.”
He would not hear and went away from me, and I never saw him again, for
a few days afterwards he was killed by the Indians.60
When the Riflemen came to me and so barbarously treated me, I almost
gave over all hopes of life, had little hope, if any at all, left, and notwithstanding
the many times I expected now is my last moment of life, yet I never asked any
creature to spare my life before then. But while in their cruel hands I had not
much time for contemplation.
While I was talking to my old acquaintances, General Poor61 sent for me.
I went to his markee.62 He treated me well and gave me such victuals such
as I had not eaten for more than twelve months. It was beef and pork and good
wheat bread. I ate but little, fearing it would hurt me.
The General desired me to show the men all the corn fields, which I did.
General Sullivan sent for and examined me. I told him the whole of the affair, how, when, and where I had lived, and how I had made my escape.
Several commissioned officers also examined me.
There were many gentlemen officers that could testify to my faithfulness, yet
I was ordered under provost, and so used as a prisoner.
When I came to the army it was a matter of joy to me, and reason demanded a
thankful heart. But it seems to me my mind was all confused, yet I think I longed
59. See George Peck, Wyoming: Its History, Stirring Incidents and Romantic Adventures (New
York: Harper Brothers, 1858), 316; an unsubstantiated quote, “A member of the Wyoming Independent Company, seventeen-year-old George Palmer Ransom, saw the commotion, and
called out, ‘Is that you, Swetland?,’” http://books.google.com/books/about/Wyoming.html?id
=bWNDHGnR-7cC.
60. This might be a reference to the Boyd/Parker massacre, which occurred on September
13, 1779.
61. Gen. Enoch Poor.
62. Marquee, a tent.
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to be alone, out of the noise of the army, and found my confinement was a great
trial to me.
I went with them to assist as a guide where I was acquainted, and went with
the army as far as they went.63 The country is rare for its riches and levelness,
alike free from stone, well watered, well wooded, good mill streams, a vast quantity of interval lands many miles in length and breadth without timber, abundance of mulberry trees before General Sullivan’s army cut them down, and
greatly abounded with peach trees and beach plums, hazle nuts and black walnuts; many lakes, affording a plenty of fish, salt springs, where I made salt, a sort
of root with which they made bread, they call it ooktehaw,64 a great plenty of wild
mandrakes.
I returned with the army to Wyoming, from whence I was first taken.
Many of my old acquaintances came to me to congratulate me on my return
and made me several presents. I stayed here some days. A horse being presented
to me to ride to find my family, I set out and found them at Kent, in Connecticut,
where we had formerly lived before we went to the Susquehannah, on or about
the 25th of October, 1779, to my great joy, not having seen them in the space of
about fourteen months and a half. My old neighbors and acquaintances gave
many tokens of respect, and rejoiced with us.

Luke’s narratives end with his Connecticut reunion. After the war, he and his
family returned to the Wyoming Valley and their home.
In July 1803, Luke and Hannah were listed as members of the First Presbyterian Church of Wilkes-Barre and Kingston. Three years later Luke served on
the church building committee for the construction of the Forty Fort Meeting
House.65
Of their four adult sons, three stayed in the area with their wives and children. One son, Artemus Swetland, and his family moved to Ohio in 1810 to
the parcel granted to Luke for his war service.66
63. Sullivan’s expedition went as far west as Little Beard’s Town.
64. See G. H. Harris, “Root Foods of the Seneca Indians,” Rochester Academy of Science
Proceedings (1891): 1: 106–17. In Gen. John S. Clark’s opinion, ooktehaw was the Indian turnip.
65. Williams T. Blair, The Michael Shoemaker Book (Schumacher) (Wyoming, PA: J. I. Shoemaker, 1924), 19, https://openlibrary.org/books/OL24832080M/The_Michael_Shoemaker_book.
For Wyoming Valley claims, see Paul Moyer, Wild Yankees: The Struggle of Independence along
Pennsylvania’s Revolutionary Frontier (Ithaca, NY: Cornell Univ. Press, 2007); The Forty Fort
Meeting House Bicentennial: 1807–2007 (2007; Web site removed by 2013), http://www.diamondcity200.org/fortyfortmeeing/ffmh-news-cv71507.htm.
66. US Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management, http://www.glorecords
.blm.gov/details/patent/default.aspx?accession=OH2120__.104&docClass=STA&sid=mqplx
qmo.fn1#patentDetailsTabIndex=1.
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Luke died in 1823 at the age of ninety-one and was buried next to his wife,
Hannah, in the Forty Fort Cemetery near the Forty Fort Meeting House. The
Swetland home still stands and is listed on the National Register of Historic
Places.67

67. http://www.visitpa.com/pa-museums/swetland-homestead; http://www.livingplaces.com
/PA/Luzerne_County/Wyoming_Borough/Swetland_Homestead.html.
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Ohio’s John A. Bingham in Meiji Japan
The Politician as Diplomat

Jac k Ha m m e r s m i t h

Ohio’s John Bingham was a well-known and successful political figure at the
middle of the nineteenth century.1 Despite losing his congressional seat in
the wave of Democratic victories in 1862, he was reelected two years later
and became a prominent participant in prosecuting Lincoln’s assassins and
in drafting the Fourteenth Amendment to the US Constitution. Moreover,
2018 marked the 150th anniversary of his role in the impeachment trial of
Andrew Johnson.
Yet Bingham, who served eighteen years in Congress, also had a notable
diplomatic career that lasted a full dozen years, two-thirds as long as his better-known political one. In this regard, his career would anticipate a number
of later ambassadorial postings of prominent politicians to Tokyo such as
Mike Mansfield (1977–88), Eugene Mondale (1993–96), and Howard Baker Jr.
1. Despite his prominence in US political and diplomatic life, relatively little has been written
about Bingham. An exception are the writings of Erving E. Beauregard. See his Bingham of the
Hills: Politician and Diplomat Extraordinaire (New York: P. Lang, 1989); see also Beauregard’s
“John A. Bingham and the Fourteen Amendment,” The Historian 50, no. 1 (Nov. 1986): 67–76,
and “The Bingham-Vallandigham Feud,” Biography 15, no. 1 (Winter 1992): 29–48. Gerard N.
Magliocca has published a study of Bingham’s impact on the Fourteenth Amendment. See his
America’s Founding Son: John Bingham and the Invention of the Fourteen Amendment (New York:
New York Univ. Press, 2013). Since 1988, Richard Aynes has also written extensively on Bingham
and the Fourteenth Amendment. His most recent article is “The Continuing Importance of John
Bingham and the Fourteenth Amendment,” Akron Law Review 36, no. 4 (2003): 589–615. Samuel
Kidder, former foreign service officer and executive director of the American Chamber of Commerce in Japan, is currently writing a book-length manuscript on Bingham as diplomat.
Ohio History, Vol. 126 No. 1 © 019 by The Kent State University Press

58

ohio’s john a. bingham in meiji japan 59

(2001–5). Bingham’s nomination to the Japanese post, however, was obtained
in the casual manner of America’s nineteenth-century nonprofessional diplomacy as he unsuccessfully sought to trade another nominee, John Watson
Foster, the Tokyo assignment for one of equal significance and compensation
in Mexico City.2
As minister to Japan from 1873 to 1885, Bingham proved a spirited representative of American interests, yet one with a pronounced empathy for the
nation to which he was credited.3 In particular, his support for a restoration
of Japanese sovereignty in renegotiating earlier treaties was based on and reinforced by other issues. Guns were one, though far less important than the
right for Japan to determine how best to cope with deadly cholera epidemics.
On the issue of disease, Bingham brought to bear personal experience, bitterness toward British policy, and a deep admiration for the Japanese as he
argued for an independent American policy that promised fairness for the
nation he quickly came to admire.
Of the issues that helped strengthen Bingham’s advocacy for treaty fairness, two proved crucial, although historians have largely ignored his efforts
in these regards. The first involved gun and hunting rights, an issue on which
American diplomats were remarkably sensitive to Japanese feelings. Nor were
there any domestic organizations, such as the later National Rifle Association,
to lobby congressmen. The second and even more pronounced issue focused
on the need for medical quarantine in the face of deadly cholera outbreaks.
Notable in both instances was the fact that Bingham’s efforts would face significant, if not united, opposition from other members of the small but feisty
diplomatic community in Tokyo. Yet his views were unwavering, and his efforts on behalf of Japan’s viewpoints supported the idea of Japan as a nation of
equal standing in international dealings.
In truth, the issue of hunting regulations and gun use arose fairly early in
the history of nineteenth-century Western residence in Yokohama and had
already been a point of considerable tension prior to Bingham’s arrival in Tokyo. Writing home in March 1871, his predecessor as minister, Charles DeLong, had reported on a meeting with other diplomats on the issue of game
laws in Japan. Japanese officials had complained about the manner in which
foreigners had casually come to discharge their firearms in Japan and wished
2. John Watson Foster, Diplomatic Memoirs, 2 vols. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1909), 1: 3–6.
3. For an assessment of Bingham’s diplomacy as minister to Japan, see Jack L. Hammersmith, Spoilsmen in a “Flowery Fairyland”: The Development of the U.S. Legation in Japan, 1859–
1906 (Kent, OH: Kent State Univ. Press, 1998), 106–32.
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to prohibit such practices on temple grounds and burial sites. Moreover, they
objected to the carrying of guns in cities. DeLong, a product of frontier California and Nevada in the late 1850s and early 1860s, might have been expected
to reject such ideas out of hand, especially since he himself was known at
times to carry a weapon.4 Yet his response reflected a belief that such objections provided a good example of the kinds of questions “that almost daily
arise for some legislation for the government of our people in Japan.”5
To a degree, an armed population of foreigners may have stemmed from
the rash of assassinations and attacks about which every foreign resident of
Japan was familiar, episodes largely from the early years of Japan’s “opening.”
They had been especially concentrated in the years 1859–62, when assassins
had felled even the popular Japanophile Dutch interpreter at the US legation,
Henry Heusken. So widespread did the fear become that even a Moravian
missionary such as Guido Verbeck was known to carry a pistol.6 In greatest danger were members of the foreign community in Edo or Yokohama,
particularly those with easy access to the Tokaido, the imperial highway connecting Edo and Kyoto, and the major avenue on which both Japanese and
foreigners traveled.
By the 1870s, however, danger to foreigners had diminished markedly (although the periodic assassinations of Japanese leaders continued), but the issue between the Japanese government and foreigners now focused on shooting for sport and hunting for game. Shooting seems to have been far more
popular in the first full decade of life in Japan for foreigners, for by the 1870s
the two shooting clubs active in the 1860s had ceased to exist.7 The primary
issue now hinged on hunting animals and birds.
Foreigners enjoyed this pastime and found wild birds appropriate prey. To
the Japanese, however, hunting was seldom seen as sport, and they sought to
pass regulations that required a license to hunt or even to possess a weapon
and shoot. Imposing limits on guns seemed sensible, given what was apparently a tendency among foreigners to fire guns casually whenever the occasion seemed appropriate. Ernest Satow, a British diplomat, noted in his diary
4. Olive Risley Seward, William H. Seward’s Travels around the World (New York: D. Appleton, 1873), 62.
5. DeLong to Fish, Mar. 8, 1871, no. 162, dispatches, reel 16; US Department of State, Foreign
Relations of the United States (hereafter FRUS), 1871 (Washington: Government Printing Office,
1871), 587.
6. See J. E. Hoare, Japan’s Treaty Ports and Foreign Settlements: The Uninvited Guests, 1858–
1899 (Kent, UK: Japan Library, 1994), 10–11.
7. Hoare, Japan’s Treaty Ports, 41.
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in 1867 the nightly occurrence of fights that frequently involved the firing of
guns “without caring where the bullets go.”8
Although the issue seemed to lie dormant, diplomatically, at times during
early in the 1870s, it erupted in the spring of 1873. As he sent to Washington
a copy of the regulations the Japanese government had published for hunting in Japan, DeLong noted that his view of the impact of Japan’s action differed from that of his colleagues. In DeLong’s mind, such Japanese guidelines
would go into effect for his fellow countrymen upon his informing American
nationals of their substance. This assumed, of course, that nothing in the regulations conflicted with the US Constitution or American laws. He reasoned
that supporting the Japanese in such an instance would encourage them to
change some of the antiquated and, from a Western standpoint, unacceptable
practices.9 To this view, however, British, French, and German diplomats disagreed. Ever jealous of national prerogatives, Sir Harry Parkes of the British
legation claimed that only if he issued such a regulation, thus indicating his
approval, would it be enforceable for British nationals.
As would be especially true in the first decade of life under the new Meiji
regime, it was the British who most forthrightly challenged the Japanese and
clashed with the Americans. DeLong clearly resented this. Parkes, he grumbled, “in this business is acting alone and against the views of all the Corps in
refusing to accept the Japanese revised regulations.”10 This observation was
echoed by many other contemporaries, as well as later scholars. Even a recent
and generally favorable assessment of Parkes concedes that he “was a difficult
man to work for and his irascibility must have made him insufferable . . .” In
the first years of his service, Parkes seems to have detested French minister
Leon Roches more than any other;11 in the next decade, Bingham seems to
have replaced Roches as his bête noire. For his part, Bingham viewed the
British diplomat darkly.
Again, however, the issue receded for several months. When it surfaced
once more, Bingham had assumed the ministerial duties. As the new minister,
he quickly concurred with his predecessor, DeLong, on the issue of discharging weapons. In Bingham’s mind, as it had been in DeLong’s, the Japanese
8. Quoted in Hoare, Japan’s Treaty Ports, 9.
9. DeLong to Fish, May 3, 1873, no. 411, dispatches, reel 24.
10. DeLong to Fish, June 2, 1873, no. 415, dispatches, reel 24.
11. Sir Hugh Cortazzi, “Sir Harry Parkes, Minister to Japan, 1865–83,” in British Envoys in
Japan, 1859–1972, ed. Hugh Cortazzi, Ian Nish, Peter Lowe, and J. E. Hoare (Kent, UK: Global
Oriental, 2004), 445, 42–43.
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possessed the right to regulate the conduct of foreigners, as long as no rules
violated formal treaty rights. Following a meeting of the foreign diplomats
over this question, each of Bingham’s colleagues agreed to submit the question
to his home government.12 Related to this issue was the suggestion from the
foreign-controlled Consular Board at Yokohama that they possessed the right
to frame regulations such as hunting licenses, which would govern the actions
of their citizens. To this proposal Bingham also dissented, though he sought
to avoid the fate of his predecessor, who had sometimes run afoul of the state
department by failing to consult it in advance. Contrary to DeLong’s assertive
and indeed shortsighted practice, Bingham requested instructions.13 With remarkable speed, he reported within the month that his colleagues had agreed
that the hunting changes were “just and reasonable” and were submitting the
proposed penalties for their governments.14
The question, however, continued to drag on for months, taking on a life of
its own as it developed side issues. By December 1875, part of the controversy
now pivoted on who would punish those in violation of Japanese hunting laws.
On this point, Bingham lined up with his colleagues, rebuffing the Japanese,
who wished to place that responsibility in the hands of a Japanese tribunal.
Still, he saw in the situation some way in which to salvage Japanese’s primacy:
any fees, though small, should be earmarked for the Japanese. “Something, it
seems to me, should be accorded to these people,” he would write.15
As the hunting issue receded in importance, never having occupied a terribly significant place in Japanese-American relations, another controversy
of far greater moment emerged to occupy the American diplomat and to
inflame his feelings toward his European colleagues, especially the British.
The issue was cholera, with which Bingham had become acquainted firsthand in Cincinnati many years earlier when he and his family had been exposed to the disease but fortunately had escaped its deadly grasp. Again the
question was the degree to which Japan could set the policies regarding how
best to deal with this contagion. In the summer of 1877, following an absence
of many years, cholera reappeared in the Chinese treaty port of Amoy. The
illness, caused by bacteria transmitted through food, water, and even flies,

12. Bingham to Fish, Nov. 19, 1874, no. 151, dispatches, reel 29; also see FRUS, 1875, 2: 773.
13. Bingham to Fish, Dec. 4, 1874, no. 158, dispatches, reel 29; also see FRUS, 1875, 2: 777–78.
14. Bingham to Fish, Dec. 18, 1874, no. 164, dispatches, reel 29; see also Bingham to Fish, May
20, 1875, no. 228, FRUS, 1875, 2: 798–99.
15. Bingham to Fish, Dec. 7, 1875, no. 304, FRUS, 1876, 350.
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was highly contagious and often fatal. For these reasons, Japanese authorities
quickly decided to quarantine all ships arriving at Yokohama from Amoy.
There was no doubting the fact that the Japanese had a reputation for caution in the face of disease. Reflecting on this care, Edward Morse, an American zoologist who spent several years teaching in Japan, observed during the
outbreak of cholera in 1877 on the “remarkable . . . foresight and thoroughness
of the Government” in responding to the epidemic. Estimating there to be
between fifty thousand and sixty thousand rickshaws in Tokyo, he marveled
that “every one . . . is compelled to carry a box of chloride of lime” to use in
seeking to limit the spread of the disease. In like manner, the morning routine at government and university buildings involved sprinkling carbolic acid
water on corridors and entryways, and every government officer was issued a
small vial of “cholera medicine” with printed directions on when and how to
use it.16 Two years later, when former President Ulysses Grant visited Japan
on his worldwide travels, Japanese officials canceled a scheduled visit to Kyoto
and the Kansai (Osaka) area in general because of a cholera outbreak.17
Nor was it surprising that Japanese officials would be on alert for the possibility of the disease entering the country by sea. An earlier cholera epidemic
that had spread nationwide in 1858 had been attributed to an American warship, which had docked at Nagasaki.18
The first indication of the lengthy controversy in 1877 came in a dispatch
Bingham sent the department two weeks before taking a month-long family
vacation in the mountains at Nikko. It precipitated what one of Parkes’s biographers called “troublesome discussions” between the British and American diplomats.19 The appearance of cholera at Amoy, China, had resulted in
16. Edward S. Morse, Japan Day by Day, 1877, 1878–79, 1882–83, 2 vols. (Boston: Houghton
Mifflin Co., 1917), 1: 335. On a later visit to Japan, Morse noted in 1882 that at another outbreak
of the disease, similar measures remained in place. Passengers on rickshaws could not alight, he
wrote, without first being disinfected. See Morse, Japan by Day, 2: 244. Interestingly enough, Dr.
Erwin Baelz, a well-respected German physician who served as medical officer to the British legation, downplayed the seriousness of the 1877 outbreak, accurately it would seem. He denied that it
could be termed an epidemic, pointing to approximately ten new cases in Tokyo each day, though
more serious in nearby Yokohama with perhaps twenty deaths daily. While referring in his diary
to the “well-directed attempts of the doctors and the policy to check the diffusion,” he made no
comment on the quarantine policy itself. See Toku Baelz, ed., Awakening Japan: The Diary of a
German Doctor: Erwin Baelz, trans. Eden and Cedar Paul (New York: Viking Press, 1932), 33–34.
17. Donald Keene, Emperor of Japan: Meiji and His World, 1852–1912 (New York: Columbia
Univ. Press, 2002), 311.
18. Edward Seidensticker, Low City, High City: Tokyo from Edo to the Earthquake (New York:
Alfred A. Knopf, 1983), 22.
19. F. V. Dickins, The Life of Sir Harry Parkes, 2 vols. (London: Macmillan and Co., 1894), 2: 257.
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the quarantine of a foreign ship at the Japanese port of Kanagawa (less than
twenty miles from Tokyo and in the immediate vicinity of Yokohama), an action immediately challenged by Parkes. In contrast to Bingham, who viewed
the Japanese actions as prudent and reasonable, Parkes argued that no such
regulations could be applied to British subjects unless London also approved
those restrictions.20
Bingham was outraged. Parkes, he advised Secretary of State Evarts, simply wanted “to act in this, as in all other matters, upon the rule that Japan
can make no law or regulation which of its own force shall be operative and
obligatory upon British subjects in Japan, in other words that they can only
be held to the observance in this Empire of British laws or ordinances of the
British Minister.”21 Compounding Bingham’s unhappiness was the knowledge that other diplomats sided with Parkes and that even his own nemesis,
Thomas B. Van Buren, at the US consulate in Yokohama, lined up with the
others. Van Buren contended that although Japan could make medical inspections for cholera, the consul of each nation had to decide on the wisdom
of those regulations and their applicability.22
By the third week of September 1877, after he had returned to Tokyo, another dispatch from the minister indicated that the issue was no longer one
of policy alone. Physicians had confirmed cases of Asiatic cholera at Yokohama with nine deaths in the previous two days. Still, the quarantine had
not gone into effect because other consuls had joined the British in opposing
them.23 Curiously, however, the crisis seemed to subside even more rapidly
than it had come on. A mere eight days after his dispatch confirming the first
deaths, Bingham was informing Washington that, although physicians had
validated the existence of Asiatic cholera in Japan, they believed “that the
progress of the disease is checked,”24 an observation that seemed confirmed
by nearly two months of silence on the subject and a mid-November declaration that the disease had apparently abated entirely, although about half of
those who had contracted it had died.25
20. Although cholera was an ancient disease, one hardly limited to any era or part of the
world, it had impacted India with particular virulence in the early nineteenth century as well as
England itself. See Gina Kolata, Flu: The Story of the Great Influenza Pandemic of 1918 and the
Search for the Virus That Caused It (New York: Touchstone, 1999), 42–43.
21. Bingham to Evarts, July 28, 1877, no. 601, dispatches, reel 34.
22. Bingham to Van Buren, Oct. 19, 1878, no. 672, in US Department of State, Records of the
Foreign Service Posts of the Department of State, R. G. 84, National Archives.
23. Bingham to Evarts, Sept. 19, 1877, no. 629, dispatches, reel 34.
24. Bingham to Evarts, Sept. 27, 1877, no. 634, dispatches, reel 35.
25. Bingham to Evarts, Nov. 15, 1877, no. 672, in FRUS, 1878, 481–82.
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For nearly a year neither cholera nor the brief controversy over quarantine
policy that it had stirred appeared in American diplomatic correspondence.
In the summer of 1878 the Japanese government proposed new quarantine
regulations, and this became an occasion for more heated discussion between
Bingham and Parkes. According to the latter, the American minister argued
“strenuously, loudly, and discourteously”26 in favor of the Japanese proposals.
In October there were further spirited discussions, not about the possibility of another quarantine but simply Japan’s stated intention of inspecting
ships entering the port at Yokohama from Nagasaki. Again, the cause of this
action was the possible reappearance of cholera. While a number of consuls indicated their concurrence with the inspection process, reserving the
right to approve any proposed quarantine that might come from it, Bingham
hurriedly asked Washington for instructions. Did Japan possess the right to
enforce a quarantine, or did such policy first have to be approved by foreign
nations before being applied to their citizens?27
Without an immediate health crisis, the various foreign governmental
bureaucracies tackled the problem with no sense of urgency. Nine months
passed before Bingham specifically directed his attention to those responses.
When he did so, it was to indict them all. Noting that he could find none of
his colleagues who intended to observe, in whole or in part, Japan’s intended
quarantine, he blasted their “monstrous pretension that they may each and all
lawfully deny to this Government the inalienable right of self preservation.”28
To bolster his outrage with telling facts, he provided in 1879, when another
outbreak occurred, statistics on the deadly nature of the most recent cholera
outbreak in which 56.73 percent of those 31,759 contracting the disease had
died. The Kanto (Tokyo) region seems to have begun suffering far later than
the Kansai (Osaka) area. As late as early July, only sixty had died in Tokyo and
Yokohama out of more than eighteen thousand cholera-related deaths.29
Although Bingham frequently directed his ire toward London, he found
Berlin’s policies equally offensive, transmitting to Washington correspondence

26. Dickins, The Life of Sir Harry Parkes, 2: 260. Even writers well disposed to Parkes’s overall diplomacy have readily conceded his frequent flashes of temper and “irascibility.” See Cortazzi, British Envoys in Japan, 44, 50–52.
27. Bingham to Evarts, Oct. 21, 1878, no. 885, FRUS, 1879, 666.
28. Bingham to Evarts, July 26, 1879, no. 925, FRUS, 1879, 657.
29. Bingham to Evarts, Aug. 8, 1879, no. 929, FRUS, 1879, 663–64. For Osaka, the mortality rate was 77 percent. Within days he had added to these statistics with updated figures. See
Bingham to Evarts, Aug. 11, 1879, no. 934, FRUS, 1879, 665.
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that had passed between the German minister to Tokyo and the Japanese foreign ministry and which was translated and published in the Japan Daily Herald. Karl Von Eisendecher, the German minister, had refused to sanction the
Japanese detention of the steamship Hesperia on the grounds that quarantine
regulations were not binding on foreign subjects unless confirmed by German consular authorities. The Japanese foreign office had protested this action,
but Von Eisendecher had simply sent the Japanese note on to Berlin. For his
part, Bingham minced no words about his own feelings. Continuing to favor
the Japanese viewpoint, he termed it “vain” to believe that Japan, “by what is
termed the extraterritorial provisions of existing treaties, has surrendered her
right of self protection against the importation of pestilence.”30 Not only did
he continue providing Washington with updated figures on cholera victims,
but he sought to bolster his arguments with historical statistics gleaned from
foreign journalists in Japan.
The English-owned Japan Daily Herald provided part of the grist for Bingham’s mill when it published extensive correspondence between the foreign
ministry and the British and German legations. This criticism of the British
and Germans was also reflected in the views of the cantankerous journalist
Edward House, who railed in the Tokyo Times against the “unprincipled oppression and arrogant injustice” of those nations.31 The Daily Herald correspondence revealed a Japanese policy that initially looked to a ten-day quarantine on ships arriving from Kobe or Osaka, where cholera was particularly
virulent. In less than a week, the Japanese had softened that policy to seven
days if a health officer discovered that no cases of the disease had occurred
during the voyage from a “diseased port” to the Kanto region. Travelers journeying by land from central Honshu would be detained for five days at locations in Yamanashi, Gumma, and Shizuoka prefectures, an expansive buffer
between the infected districts directly to the east of Kyoto, Kobe, and Osaka
and other locations of particular virulence.32
Speaking for London, Parkes now supported Japan’s right to quarantine infected vessels. He differed, however, on the procedures to be used. Pointing to
earlier regulations issued “with much care and minuteness” the previous August, Parkes noted that those earlier rules had provided for the establishment
30. Bingham to Evarts, Aug. 11, 1879, no. 935, FRUS, 1879, 665–67.
31. James L. Huffman details the impact of House’s strong-minded views in A Yankee in
Meiji Japan: The Crusading Journalist Edward H. House (Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, 2003),
137–47 and passim.
32. Bingham to Evarts, July 26, 1879, no. 925, dispatches, reel 39.
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of a local board of quarantine, composed of physicians (both native and foreign), government officials, and assistants. Under the new regulations, a single
medical inspector with undefined qualifications and of unstated nationality
should make critical decisions. Second, no distinction had been drawn in the
newly issued rules between treatment of ships on which no cholera had been
discovered and those with active cases already evident. Nonetheless, Parkes
observed that under existing circumstances, he would instruct his consul at
Kanagawa to cooperate with Japanese officials on a trial basis.33
Despite the tentative nod of approval, Parkes retained two critical objections to Japan’s regulations. First, he cited the case of the Japanese passenger
steamer Genkai Maru as an example of sloppy, indeed dangerous, practices in
which some Japanese passengers had been allowed to disembark prematurely
and foreign visitors permitted on board to tend to the ill and then to return
to their homes on shore. Nor had a physician been assigned to the craft to
provide adequate medical care. At the same time, cattle on board the ship had
been allowed to starve to death “and to create a degree of foulness in the ship,
which alone might have caused sickness to break out on board.”34
A second and even larger issue remained. It related to the difference between medical inspection and routine quarantine. Parkes merely alluded to
it in corresponding with the foreign ministry. The editor of the Japan Weekly
Mail, however, provided an in-depth examination of the two systems in the
fall of 1878. Both favored inspection, citing medical authorities as well as
commercial exigencies.
Medical inspection involved one or more medical officers who boarded a
newly arrived ship before it docked to disembark passengers or unload cargo.
The thoroughness of inspection depended, in part, on the known contagions
at ports the ship had previously visited. Anyone suffering from disease would
be removed to a hospital, the ship would be disinfected, and anyone suspected of being exposed to the disease isolated. Others would be released,
the ship would dock in a normal fashion, and business would proceed as
planned. In the mind of the editor, the advantages of medical inspection lay
in being simple, cheap, effective, and efficient.35
Quarantine, by contrast, seemed expensive, inefficient, open to greater
33. Parkes to Terashima, July 12, 1879, in Bingham to Evarts, no. 941, FRUS, 1879, 672–74.
Parkes also cited a number of other instances in which the earlier regulations had been far more
specific than the later ones.
34. Parkes to Terashima, July 12, 1879, in Bingham to Evarts, no. 941, FRUS, 1879, 673.
35. Japan Weekly Mail, Sept. 7, 1878, 905–6.
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corruption, and by no means more effective. Less educated and therefore
theoretically less eminent socially and less secure economically than a physician, a quarantine officer would be “easily accessible to a bribe.” During
the period of quarantine, moreover, considerable smuggling might occur, a
process that could unintentionally spread the disease. Nor could any period
of quarantine, no matter how long, guarantee the containment of disease.
Moreover, for the duration of the quarantine period, quarters for the healthy
and hospitals for the ill needed to be provided. Both must be staffed. Although the editor conceded that no system should be selected solely upon
the basis of economics, he argued that neither could absolutely guarantee to
contain the spread of disease. Given that fact, it made little sense to choose
the alternative, which was “obnoxious, expensive, and opposed to commonsense.” Added to those disadvantages was the disruption of trade and the
well-advertised decision of the International Sanitary Conference at Vienna
in 1874, which had recommended inspection over quarantine and one had a
sound case against the preference of the Japanese government.36
Bingham, however, disagreed. Bombarding his superiors with evidence of
the ever-increasing deaths by cholera as well as material obviously obtained
from the Japanese foreign ministry and the English press,37 he sought to keep
Washington firmly in his corner by observing that American support for Japan’s view had impressed both the Meiji emperor and the Japanese population, though he provided no concrete evidence for either assertion.38
The cholera that returned to Japan in 1879 stimulated increased diplomatic discussion and dispute. As it spread throughout Japan, Bingham reiterated his strong beliefs that Japan was wholly right to issue regulations, and
his colleagues were both wrong and foolish to object. How long, he asked,
could the West “countenance the monstrous pretention [sic] that they may
each and all lawfully deny to this Government the inalienable right of self
preservation?”39 It was a question he repeated often as the epidemic took its
fearful toll. Present from the first in Tokyo and Yokohama, its impact was far
milder there than in “the doomed city” of Osaka, where early fatalities neared

36. Japan Weekly Mail, Sept. 7, 1878, 905–6.
37. Bingham to Evarts, Aug. 18, 1879, no. 941, FRUS, 1879, 670–80. In this dispatch, Bingham
conveyed correspondence between London and Tokyo that was similar to what he had revealed
of earlier Japanese-German exchanges.
38. Bingham to Evarts, Sept. 13, 1879, no. 959, dispatches, reel 40.
39. Bingham to Evarts, July 26, 1879, no. 925, dispatches, reel 39.
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80 percent; in Osaka, in fact, there were almost 7,000 cases to 440 in Tokyo
and Yokohama combined.40 Incredibly, only one foreigner died.41
The outbreak in 1879 provided the Japanese government with an opportunity to dramatize its caution. Former President Grant, then on a two-year
world tour, found a portion of his Japanese visit altered because of the cholera outbreak. John Russell Young, the American journalist who accompanied
Grant and later published a two-volume work on the world tour, noted that
“the prohibition is so severe that the boats from the shore are warned to keep at
a distance from the ship,” and observed that the Japanese representative recommended “the dissemination of carbolic acid over the ship as a disinfectant.”42
Young admitted that US naval officials had treated the question “lightly,” but
“we were the guests of Japan, we were under the charge of the Emperor’s representatives, and they were persistent on the point of our not landing.”43 Doubtless Young’s observation, to some degree, mirrored Bingham’s.
To Bingham’s delight and probably thanks to his influence, Secretary of
State Evarts supported Japan’s quarantine. Japanese leaders were grateful to
the United States, as the emperor told Bingham in private. “It cannot be questioned,” wrote the minister, “that this Government has keenly felt the humiliation to which it has been so often subjected by some of the Powers . . . in their
open denial of the right of this Government . . . to impose the obligations of law
upon the subjects of Foreign States, even in a matter of such prime necessity as
a quarantine against a destructive pestilence.”44
Bingham also found it ironic that when Japan imposed a quarantine against
importing diseased cattle from Shanghai, European diplomats readily agreed.45
During a later cholera outbreak in 1882, however, he again stood alone in
40. Bingham to Evarts, Aug. 11, 1879, no. 934, FRUS, 1879, 665. So virulent was the outbreak
around Osaka that Grant’s party was forced to forego visits to Hyogo, Nara, Kyoto, and Osaka. See
Richard R. Chang, “General Grant’s 1879 visit to Japan,” Monumenta Nipponica 24 (1969): 377.
41. Hoare, Japan’s Treaty Ports, 35.
42. John Russell Young, Around the World with General Grant, 2 vols. (New York: American
News Company, 1879), 2: 505.
43. Young, Around the World, 2: 509. Young further noted that the native population seemed
susceptible to rumors that even if ill, they must avoid hospitalization for there they would
surely die and their livers removed and sold to Grant or one of the Japanese officials accompanying him to “a thousand dollars apiece as talismans” (Young, Around the World, 2: 570).
44. Bingham to Frelinghuysen, May 31, 1882, no. 1499, dispatches, reel 47. See also Bingham
to Evarts, Sept. 13, 1879, no. 959, dispatches, reel 40. The Germans, in fact, used the gunboat
Wolf to break the quarantine in July 1879. See Deborah Claire Church, “The Role of the American Diplomatic Advisers to the Japanese Foreign Ministry, 1872–1887” (PhD diss., Univ. of Hawaii, 1978), 130.
45. Bingham to Evarts, Jan. 21, 1880, no. 1059, FRUS, 1880, 679–81.
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publishing Japan’s quarantine for his nationals and once more, in exasperation, complained of “certain Foreign Representatives” who believed that Japan
lacked “the inherent right to protect . . . its ports of an infectious plague.”46
It is true that cholera outbreaks and the debates that accompanied them
over proper treatment and the degree to which Japanese regulations should
prevail occurred both before and after Bingham’s efforts to revise the US treaty
with Japan in 1878. Admittedly, those efforts were only one factor contributing
to the Ohioan’s determination that his government revise the existing treaty
with Japan and thus emerge in the forefront, if not alone, among nations displaying empathy with Tokyo’s claims of past injustice. Nor, however, should
his views on cholera—and guns—be ignored or forgotten. Clearly consistent
with a recognition that Japan be accorded greater exercise of its sovereign
rights, they both helped fortify his efforts leading up to the treaty of 1878 and
reinforced the American position toward Japan later when European nations
remained opposed. It was a position that would elicit contemporary and subsequent criticism that Washington had simply adopted a convenient posture,
one intended to appeal to Japan while being conditioned on the need for other
nations to concur. Since the British and Germans in particular were clearly
not of a mind to do that, it was, in essence, a meaningless gesture.
Still, these efforts to support Japan in banning guns, restricting hunting,
and seeking to combat the introduction of cholera into Japan reinforced the
reputation of Bingham, admittedly an amateur diplomat but a strong-minded
representative of his government and one who harbored a genuine empathy
for his host nation. In arguing strenuously and consistently for Japanese sovereignty, he proved a far more effective representative of his nation than one
might have expected, given his lack of diplomatic experience and the casual
way in which he had achieved his appointment.
Clearly, Bingham’s motives were mixed, resting initially in terms of the gun
issue on the partial and imprecise outlines of his predecessor’s actions and,
for cholera, on the acute awareness of the virulence of the disease whose ravages his family had escaped in Cincinnati many years earlier. Neither issue,
however, fully explained his overall pro-Japanese policy, expressed with fierce
independence and owing little, if anything, to European (especially British)
leadership. Although he never stated it, one might see implicit in Bingham’s
views a hope similar to that of Commodore Matthew Perry, who “opened” Japan, and Townsend Harris, who first represented the United States diplomati46. Bingham to Evarts, Jan. 21, 1880, no. 1059, FRUS, 1880, 679–81.
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cally to that nation. Both Perry and Harris saw in Japan a capstone moment in
the twilight of their careers, a last chance to make a mark on history. Bingham
already had made a singular mark in American law and politics, yet service
in Japan also afforded him a final opportunity to distinguish himself on the
international stage as he had previously done nationally.
Maybe, too, Bingham simply found, as did many Americans of the late
nineteenth century—Americans as different as Edward S. Morse in science,
David Murray in education, Ernest Fenollosa in art, and Horace Capron in
agriculture—that Japan was an appropriate location to pursue and perfect
their various specialties, a fact that Christopher Benfey has found true in his
recent study, The Great Wave: Gilded Age Misfits, Japanese Eccentrics, and the
Opening of Old Japan.47 Distant from the United States and, like the American nation, in the process of dramatic change, Japan afforded a new canvass
on which to work. In this instance, if Bingham could be termed a misfit or
eccentric, it was simply in relation to his fellow diplomats in Japan.
Nor can one dismiss the regard he expressed for Japan’s environment, customs, and attitudes, seeking to see parallels in the experiences of Native Americans and Japanese in hunting and fishing skills, physical features, and even spiritual orientations.48 In his mind, there were striking parallels between his native
land and the society in which he lived for a dozen years, serving as America’s
chief diplomat longer than any other US minister or ambassador before or since
that time.
Whatever his motivation, Bingham came to champion the restoration of Japan’s diplomatic autonomy, seeking to make the United States the first Western
nation to remedy the inequities of earlier unequal treaties of the late Tokugawa
era (1603–1868). In staking out that position and in advocating it with clarity
and consistency in issues as divergent as guns and disease, the Ohio politician
was demonstrating that his abilities transcended even those of political acuity
and constitutional devotion, making him, like a variety of others who followed
later, a diplomat of skill, savvy, and success.

47. Christopher Benfey, The Great Wave: Gilded Age Misfits, Japanese Eccentrics, and the
Opening of Old Japan (New York: Random House, 2003).
48. Hammersmith, Spoilsmen, 117.
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The Case for Western Reserve
Medical Education Reform in the Midwest, 1900–1920

Nao m i R e n d i na

Western Reserve University expands our understanding of the reform processes of early twentieth-century medical education in the United States. The
institutional powerhouses of the East Coast dominate historical accounts, but
change may have occurred differently and more slowly in medical schools of
the Midwest and West. Western Reserve University (WRU), although midwestern and supported by meager endowments, ranked among the best medical schools in the early 1900s.1 It is clear that medical education reform leaders
were not limited to the Northeast because, as Kenneth Ludmerer states, “improvements at these schools [in the Midwest] occurred quietly, almost without
notice.”2 Western Reserve University’s Medical Department warrants historical
attention because of how its socially progressive policies and ambitious professional efforts placed the department at the forefront of medical education.
This article was funded, in part, by The History Associates at Case Western Reserve University.
The variations of the name of the medical department, including “medical school,” “medical department,” “School of Medicine,” or “College of Medicine,” reflect how they appear in the
documents discussed in that section. When capitalized, that is how the name appears in documents. When “medical school” is lowercase, it is just refers to a place of medical education.
1. Western Reserve University is now Case Western Reserve University, but will be referred
to as Western Reserve University throughout this article.
2. Kenneth Ludmerer, Learning to Heal: The Development of American Medical Education
(New York: Basic Books, 1988), 81. In this book, Ludmerer acknowledges change occurring
in all regions of the nation and Western Reserve makes an appearance throughout. However,
WRU is not a focal point. It is recognized that it advanced past some northeastern institutions
by 1910, but no in-depth examination is given as to in what ways it had.
Ohio History, Vol. 126 No. 1 © 019 by The Kent State University Press
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There are three qualities in particular that make the Western Reserve University (WRU) Department of Medicine stand out. First, WRU was in Cleveland, Ohio, an area of the country often overlooked in medical education literature. Popular histories of medical education primarily focus on the large
northeastern schools, while state historians or historians associated with the
schools themselves tend to focus on midwestern institutions.3 It is unclear
why WRU is neglected in the literature. Around the turn of the twentieth century, Cleveland, a booming industrial city, had no medical school competition
within hundreds of miles. Placing the high standards originating in a rising
Ohio medical school in dialogue with the extensive narratives compiled regarding East Coast schools can better illuminate the successes and struggles of
both. Second, because Abraham Flexner’s report positioned WRU alongside
the ranks of medical schools like Johns Hopkins, there needs to be more emphasis on the excellence originating within the WRU Medical Department.4
Western Reserve University modeled academic program design, land acquisition, and building design and construction of Northeastern institutions with
abundant endowments. Third, WRU’s socially progressive policies allowed for
a socially diverse population. WRU remained competitive by eagerly following
Northeastern schools’ examples and reflecting larger trends of the profession
and society.
Former Western Reserve University president, Louis Toepfer (1970–71),
said that “this university has more opportunities than most to celebrate its
history.”5 The medical school has a well-rounded, notable history that includes graduating women with medical doctorates in the 1850s and revolutionizing medical curriculum again in the 1950s.6 In the one hundred years
3. For a state medical education history, see Joel D. Howell, ed., Medical Lives and Scientific Medicine at Michigan, 1891–1969 (Ann Arbor: Univ. of Michigan Press, 1993). The most
comprehensive history of Western Reserve University’s School of Medicine was written by a
medical professor; see Frederick Waite, Western Reserve University Centennial History of the
School of Medicine (Cleveland: Western Reserve Univ. Press, 1946). Kenneth Ludmerer does
address the “Middle West,” but focuses on Michigan, Minnesota, and St. Louis. WRU is spoken
of highly when mentioned in his work.
4. Abraham Flexner was an American educator who is best known for his role in higher
education reform during the Progressive Era.
5. Richard E. Baznik, Beyond the Fence: A Social History of Case Western Reserve University
(Cleveland: Case Western Reserve Univ., 2014), 333.
6. Greer Williams, Western Reserve’s Experiment in Medical Education and Its Outcomes
(New York: Oxford Univ. Press, 1980). See also Mark D. Bowles and Virginia P. Dawson, “The
Frances Payne Bolton School of Nursing, Shaping Nursing Knowledge and Practice,” in With
One Voice: The Association of American Medical Colleges, 1876–2002 (Washington, DC: Association of American Medical Colleges, 2003), 63–64.
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spanning the two largest and most widely circulated accomplishments of the
WRU Medical Department, medical education constantly redefined itself
through structural changes influenced by the professionalization and scientific advancement of medicine.7 WRU was competitive but earned little historical exposure. It is clear that WRU, a midwestern institution, was capable
of competing against the northeastern powerhouses, and the significance of
such accomplishments should be recorded. Vice president emeritus of Case
Western Reserve University, Richard E. Baznik, said that a “study of that history [of the university] provides a prospective on the development of universities more generally, and on the emergence of key concepts in institutional
leadership.”8 It is with the same intent that I aim to explore Western Reserve
University’s Medical Department.
Women and the Profession
Before the Civil War, American medicine was a poorly regulated open market where anyone who decided to call themselves “Doctor” participated. A
diverse population of these “doctors” flooded the market: “regular” doctors,
who believed they were followers of Greco—Roman traditions, and homeopathic and eclectic doctors, who dominated the opposition.9 Physicians responded anxiously to the rise in transportation, urbanization, industrialization, immigration, and corporations of the late nineteenth century, as well as
to the diversification of medical thought. Regular doctors, those who most
advocated hard science in medicine, pushed for professionalization, hoping
to secure their dominance over homeopaths and eclectics.
In 1893, the Cleveland Medical Gazette reported that physicians should be
concerned with the education of their peers because “if his competitors are
7. The Frances Payne Bolton (FPB) School of Nursing is also noteworthy for medical education at WRU during this time. In 1921, Western Reserve established the School of Nursing Education, despite a lack of funding. In 1923, Frances Payne Bolton gifted the nursing school $500,000,
which happened to be the same year that Yale University gifted money to establish a similar program. The FPB School of Nursing received their endowment with the condition they employed
an experimental model—one that aimed to meet university standards and facilitate the highest
goals for the nursing profession. For a history of the Frances Payne Bolton School of Nursing, see
Virginia P. Dawson and Mark D. Bowles, The Frances Payne Bolton School of Nursing, Shaping
Nursing Knowledge and Practice (Washington, DC: History Enterprises, Inc., 1998).
8. Baznik, Beyond the Fence, 333.
9. The medical profession had more than two types of medicine in the nineteenth century,
but for the sake of simplicity, I am using “regular” doctors to mean those who practiced the allopathic and most accepted form of medicine, and “eclectic” to represent the alternative medicines of eclecticism, Thomsonian, hydropathy, etc.
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of little education and culture, his own standing as a physician is lowered.”10
Physicians rallied together to tighten the ranks and limit the flow of new
doctors into the profession. Prestige and authority drove medical education
reform. The desire to control prestige and regulate medical education questions the role of women in a predominantly male profession. How did female
medical students fit into the regulation of education and professionalization?
Western Reserve University permitted female medical students for the majority, although inconsistently, of the department’s history. A leader in coed
admissions, WRU’s acceptance of women into medical school paved the way
for women’s entry into other professions. Women’s admissions into the Medical Department were held to the same standard as their male counterparts.
According to historian of women and medicine, Regina Morantz-Sanchez,
this standard was a “tradition of private sponsorship of medical education in
America” that allowed “institutions and licensing [to be] more privatized, [so
that] women often lost out in a complex but discernible way.”11 Despite the obstacles, the early women graduates of WRU went on to hold prestigious careers
that equaled or surpassed those of their male counterparts.
Even with a trend of low female enrollment, Frederick C. Waite argued that
Western Reserve had four distinct periods of differing perspective toward female applicants. The first period of female medical students began on February
12, 1850, when Dr. Jared P. Kirtland moved that “respectable ladies be admitted
to the lectures on the same terms as gentlemen,” to which Dr. Ackley sarcastically retorted that “respectable negroes be admitted” as well. One female student enrolled for that academic year. The 1851–52 session of the then Cleveland
Medical College began with a motion stating that it was “expedient to admit
female students to our lectures.” This motion directly responded to Elizabeth
Blackwell’s 1849 graduation from Geneva Medical School in New York. Elizabeth’s younger sister, Emily, graduated from WRU in 1854. During the 1850s,
WRU was the only school in good standing that accepted women. Eclectic and
homeopathic schools allowed women. In October 1853, the medical faculty resolved that the dean, at the time John Delameter, was to “be empowered to act
at his discretion in the admission of female students . . . insisting upon proper
qualifications, moral character, purpose to complete their education, etc.”12 In
10. “Notes and Comments,” Cleveland Medical Gazette 8 (1893): 371, www.books.google.com.
11. Regina Morantz-Sanchez, Sympathy and Science: Women Physicians in American Medicine (Chapel Hill: Univ. of North Carolina Press, 2005), xxi.
12. Frederick C. Waite, “The Medical Education of Women in Cleveland, 1850–1930,” reprinted from Western Reserve University Bulletin, no. 16, Sept. 15, 1930, Case Western Reserve
Univ. Archives, Series 3GW9, Box 3, Folder 1, p. 9.
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1856, four women—Sarah Ann Chadwick, Elizabeth Griselle, Cordelia Agnes
Greene, and Marie Elizabeth Zakrzewska—were admitted and precepted by
Dr. John Delameter, a professor of midwifery. Frederick C. Waite noted that
faculty documents show a fragmentation of medical faculty. These documents
contain clues that Dr. Delameter and Dr. Kirtland were sympathetic to women
in medicine, suggesting that they led this policy shift, and why Delameter precepted these particular students. This period of accepting females into the program ended in 1861, when John Delameter and his son, Dr. Jacob Delameter,
resigned from their positions. Waite argued that this group of Western Reserve University’s early medical school graduates proved to be true pioneers for
women in medicine. These women led long, successful careers that included
founding hospitals and dispensaries. Waite stated that “the usefulness of their
careers in the medical profession appears to equal if not exceed that of the average record of the male graduates of their classes.”13 The successes of WRU’s
female graduates speaks volumes about the quality of education available in the
medical department.
An 1879 faculty meeting voted on whether to allow female medical students into the program at WRU, which was likely influenced by the merger
with Wooster University’s Medical Department. At that time, Wooster was
the only regular medical school in Ohio that admitted women. Continuing to
allow women into the program would only boost the reputation of all schools
involved. The second period of female enrollment lasted from 1879 to 1885,
and Waite stated that the records show no formal exclusion of women from
the program, although none matriculated after 1884.14
The third period of women attending medical school at WRU began
approximately twenty-five years later in 1910. The deciding factor was the
merger with Ohio Wesleyan University (OWU), where few women attended.
WRU felt compelled to accept the women who already attended OWU.
OWU’s assumption shortly after the publication of Flexner’s report was no
coincidence. Merging smaller medical schools contributed to the rise of a cohesive medical education program. WRU benefited from Flexner’s closure of
small medical institutions by merging with local small medical institutions.
These mergers grew WRU to a size that limited competition and facilitated
the adoption of progressive policies that included women. Women’s inconsistent acceptance rate into the medical program often reflected the views of
13. Waite, “The Medical Education of Women in Cleveland, 1850–1930,” 13.
14. Waite, “The Medical Education of Women in Cleveland, 1850–1930,” 17.
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professors on admissions boards and larger social trends. Few women applied until after the 1910s.15
Universit y Affiliation
Medical education reform leaders like Dr. William Welch of Johns Hopkins
and Dr. Charles Eliot of Harvard aimed to link the medical school to the
university, and encourage more laboratory work to focus on scientific research. Western Reserve University’s President Charles Thwing understood
the benefits of such a merger, and supported the move to affiliate the Medical
Department with the wider university community. The general significance
of higher education was debated in the 1870s because “colleges had long been
ridiculed for their irrelevance to contemporary life and work; now their trustees and presidents began to converse in the language of utility.”16 For some,
utility meant teaching useful skills, and for others, utility meant engaging in
meaningful research and progressing scientific knowledge. Because of this,
“universities would become worthy of respect; professors would be relieved
of petty disciplinary responsibilities, paid better, and given freer reign [sic]
in their work.” The rapid rise of the modern university “transformed American scholarship during the last three decades of the [nineteenth] century.”17
This transformation included integrating scientific knowledge into medical
schools and their affiliation with the modern university.
Prior to the 1880s, medical schools were proprietary institutions often
owned by doctors themselves. There were little to no entrance requirements,
and upon finishing courses in two semesters of sixteen weeks each, of which
the second semester repeated the material of the first, there was no apprenticeship required. Graduates of early medical “schools” were insufficiently
prepared to practice medicine as graduates often never touched a patient
during their studies. Physicians with available means traveled abroad, most
often to Germany, for a graduate education in emerging scientific methods
and knowledge. For example, Charles W. Eliot, later the president of Harvard
University, traveled to Germany to study chemistry in a rapidly evolving education system. Western Reserve University’s Dr. Dudley P. Allen, Dr. Hunter
15. Waite, Western Reserve University Centennial History of the School of Medicine, 126–35.
16. Paul Starr, The Social Transformation of American Medicine (New York: Basic Books,
Inc., 1982), 113.
17. Starr, The Social Transformation, 114; Richard Hofstadter, The Age of Reform (New York:
Vintage, 1955), 153.
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H. Powell, Dr. Arthur H. Bill, and many others also studied abroad. Scholars
Kenneth Ludmerer, Paul Starr, and Donald Barr portray German education
as evolving during the late nineteenth century partly due to Germany’s focus on the natural sciences and their relationship with medicine. The German “laboratory sciences of physiology, chemistry, histology, pathological
anatomy, and, somewhat later, bacteriology, were revolutionizing medicine,
but American medical schools had no laboratories to speak of, let alone a
tradition of original research.”18
The fundamental shift of medical knowledge to a hard science ultimately
changed the profession’s character and encouraged the professionalization
of medicine.19 Doctors’ European experiences motivated medical education
reform in the 1870s as medicine began its association with American universities. Tensions between “regular” doctors who believed in the scientific component of medicine and the “irregular” doctors who based their treatments
on a pseudo-science and were often considered to be quacks, fueled the need
for uniformity and standards in the profession. The resistance between the
medical sects influenced the reform and standardization of education.
Pro gressive Reform
The most revolutionary changes in medical teaching, curriculum, and standards occurred in the decades surrounding the turn of the twentieth century,
when Progressive-era reform encouraged the outlining of uniform standards
in medical education throughout the United States. Didactic lectures were
abandoned and critical thinking took a hands-on approach. John Dewey reiterated the importance of experiential learning during Progressive-era reform
of elementary and secondary education. Influenced by this shift in pedagogy,
medical schools in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries reorganized to create a curriculum that prepared physicians for a long career of
learning and healing.

18. Starr, The Social Transformation, 113–14. See also Kenneth Ludmerer, Learning to Heal:
The Development of American Medical Education (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 1985);
Donald Barr, Questioning the Premedical Paradigm: Enhancing Diversity in the Medical Profession
a Century After the Flexner Report (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 2010). For more on the
influence of European medicine, see John Harley Warner, Against the Spirit of System: The French
Impulse in Nineteenth-Century American Medicine (Baltimore: John Hopkins Univ. Press, 2003).
19. Barbara Bridgman Perkins, The Medical Delivery Business: Health Reform, Childbirth,
and the Economic Order (New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers Univ. Press, 2004).
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Concern from early Progressive reformers regarding the quality of medical
education provoked the creation of philanthropic organizations such as the
Rockefeller Institute and the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of
Teaching, which commissioned Abraham Flexner to produce his now-famous
report on medical education.20 While not the sole cause for restructuring
medical education, Flexner’s report facilitated the standardization of school
and curriculum requirements in the United States and Canada.21 Looking at
the ensemble of medical education reforms in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries suggests that the reformulation of medical education was
not simply the result of Abraham Flexner and philanthropic efforts. Flexner,
as well as the massive financial contributions of the Carnegie and Rockefeller
organizations, facilitated the development and organization of the modern
university-affiliated medical school, but they cannot be credited as the sole
causes. Progressive reform reached professional education after affluent physicians attended German universities upon graduating from their American
medical institutions. In Europe, physicians like Dr. Allen, Dr. Bunts, or Dr. Bill
acquired the model upon which American medical education would soon be
based. When these physicians returned to the United States, they applied what
they learned abroad to the American schools where they were employed.
In the late nineteenth century, the American Medical Association (AMA)
was the first professional organization for physicians, and it set out to increase social standing, economic prosperity, and prestige for its members.
The AMA facilitated academic medicine’s professionalization in the United
States by investigating the quality of medical schools and instituting standards. According to Paul Starr, professionalization is based on authority and
is derived from within by admission criteria for professional organizations,
creating and enforcing standards and codes of conduct for its members. Physicians did just that by igniting movement within the field to implement standards of education, and later licensure and practice.
In 1907, the AMA reported that the findings from committees prior to 1904
were insufficient mainly because new members were assigned each year, which
did not allow ample time for each member to not only familiarize themselves
with all schools and course material, but for any change to be implemented. The

20. Abraham Flexner, H. Pritchet, and S. Henry, “Medical Education in the United States
and Canada Bulletin Number Four [The Flexner Report]” (New York: The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, 1910).
21. Flexner, Pritchet, and Henry, “Medical Education in the United States.”
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Council on Medical Education of the American Medical Association formed
with efforts to correct this issue and annually reported the progress and state
of medical education in the United States and Canada. The council aimed to
have a national headquarters for a permanent bureau that would regulate and
monitor medical education.22
At the 1910 Annual Meeting of the American Medical Association, the
Report of the Council on Medical Education presented findings from the
second round of school inspections, outlining “Essentials of an Acceptable
Medical School.” The bulleted points were acknowledged as “considerably
below the average conditions existing in all the colleges of the United States
and Canada.”23 The points included the enforcement of standards; having
an admissions requirement of at least four years of high school completed
with the recommendation of an increased requirement to include at least one
year’s college work in physics, chemistry, and biology; attendance policies;
supervision by a dean; and good record keeping. The outline continued into
curriculum requirements, suggesting at least two years of laboratory work,
two years of clinical work in hospitals, and at least six salaried instructors on
staff in the laboratories.
By the turn of the twentieth century, medical schools like Western Reserve
required the completion of at least three years of university education, with
the stipulation that the bachelor’s degree be completed prior to the third year
of medical school. According to Dr. N. P. Colwell, secretary of the Council on
Medical Education, at the 1907 AMA proceedings, Western Reserve University was the only medical school at that time to require students to complete
three years at a liberal arts college before entry into the medical school. This
requirement was actually effective as of 1901 at WRU.24 Johns Hopkins and
Harvard were the only institutions surveyed in 1901 that required a degree
prior to admission into the medical program.

22. A. D. Bevan, speech at the Third Annual Conference of the American Medical Association, Chicago, Apr. 29, 1907, published in the Journal of the American Medical Association 20
(May 18, 1907): 1701.
23. “Report of the Council on Medical Education,” Journal of the American Medical Association 24 (June 10, 1910): 1974.
24. N. P. Colwell, “Secretary’s Report,” Third Annual Conference of the American Medical
Association, Chicago, Apr. 29, 1907, published in the Journal of the American Medical Association 20 (May 18, 1907): 1703; Frederick C. Waite, “Significant Dates in the History of the School
of Medicine, Western Reserve University,” reprinted from The Clinical Bulletin of the University
Hospitals of Cleveland (January 1938), Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, Frederick C. Waite
Personal Papers, 3GW9, Box 3.
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Medical education’s reform and the rising professionalization of medicine
directly coincided with the rise of the American university. These two events
cannot be separated as the endowments of medical schools provided for the
overall growth of both the physical campus and of the university’s reputation.
University presidents played a significant role in affiliating medical schools with
universities and in soliciting funds to do so. University presidents, like Western
Reserve’s Charles Thwing, understood that having a successful medical school
contributed to the reputation and prestige of the university as a whole. Dolores L. Burke noted that medical schools function just like the rest of campus,
with departments, deans, and the typical faculty hierarchy. When Charles Eliot
became president of Harvard University, the medical school was a proprietary
institution providing less than ideal medical education. Not only did Eliot assume the role of Medical School chair, he instituted three reforms to Harvard
Medical School that soon became the national norm: (1) the medical school
should be integral to the university; (2) the medical school coursework should
be extended from two years to three; and (3) education in the basic sciences
should be accompanied by heavy reliance on the laboratory.25 At the same time,
Johns Hopkins University’s first president, Daniel Coit Gilman, instituted standardized entrance requirements and advocated requiring premedical studies of
“physics, chemistry, and biology, with Latin, German, French, [and] English.”26
These courses also became requirements at Western Reserve.
Flexner Visits Clevel and
Medical schools in the United States were dominated by profit-based institutions that provided inadequate education. The Flexner Report caused the
closure of proprietary schools, the gaining of public support for the improvement of medical schools, and a “disgust with proprietary medical schools.”27
25. Barr, Questioning the Premedical Paradigm, 38; Ludmerer, Learning to Heal, 15.
26. Although these requirements were first implemented at these institutions, the American Medical Association adopted these admission standards for medical schools in 1905. See
“Standards of Medical Education Adopted by The American Medical Association, July 1905,”
Proceedings, Journal of the American Medical Association 48, no. 8 (1906): 627.
27. Ludmerer, Learning to Heal, 180. In 1908, Flexner published his critical review of higher
education in the United States in his book, The American College. His work influenced higher
education in the United States, but particularly impacted medical education and the medical
profession by pushing to bring science and medicine together. Ultimately, his work culminated
in the creation of the Institute for Advanced Studies, where scholars could embrace intellectual
freedom in a community setting that encouraged self-driven curiosity and intellectual exploration. The institute is now at Princeton University, http://www.ias.edu.
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Rather than highlighting what medical schools achieved at that point, the
report focused on detailing what remained to be done and “as a result, most
observers did not appreciate that medical education in the United States at
the time was in its best condition ever.”28 This resulted in unified standards
that held all medical education programs to the same high standards.
In December 1909, Flexner visited Western Reserve University and ranked
it in the top tier of medical schools. Entrance requirements, laboratories, and
hospitals were strengths that Flexner publicly praised in his report. Program
design concepts like hours per course and distribution of laboratory and
clinical work were implemented only a few months prior to his visit. The
Flexner Report did not inspire medical education reform at Western Reserve
University, but instead applauded WRU’s improvement efforts. The recognition benefited the university’s growing reputation, and encouraged it to
compete with the large schools of the Northeast.
To compete, WRU needed secure funding sources. In 1893, Mr. John Lund
Woods gifted $125,000 to the medical department specifically for the appointment of full-time faculty. The chairs of anatomy, pathological anatomy,
physiology, chemistry, and history each received $20,000, and the remaining
$25,000 was for the repair and maintenance of the school building and equipment. This made for a grand total of $178,000 in endowments in the Medical
Department.29 In an 1899 report of the Committee on Advertising, the university realized that medical faculty could no longer work without pay, and funds
needed to be raised to acquire more facilities and resources. This committee
understood that money and an elite student population were crucial to maintaining the medical department’s growing prestige. The faculty knew Cleveland was a growing, wealthy community in a prime location. Western Reserve
University had good facilities, laboratories, and access to three large hospitals.
To recruit the most elite students, the committee thought it was “imperative
that we should seek our student from a wider territory than we have ever done
before, and we must devise new means of bringing before the entire country
the facilities we have to offer for medical training.”30 The university advertisement and recruitment budget increased by $400 in 1899. Advertisements were
published in the “Journal [of the] American Medical Association, Chicago, the
New York Medical Record, New York, The Cleveland Journal of Medicine, and
28. Ludmerer, Learning to Heal, 181.
29. Western Reserve University Annual Announcement, 1893–94, Case Western Reserve
Univ. Archives, 24AA, Box 1, Folder 3.
30. Unnamed document, 332–33, Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 24FJ, Box 1, Folder 4.
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the Cleveland Medical Gazette,” as well as “special circulars or catalogues” distributed to upper classes of undergraduate liberal arts institutes.31
Flexner’s report divided medical schools into three tiers of schools: the first
required two or more years of college completed prior to entry; the second required high school graduation; and the third asked little to nothing at all. Western Reserve University was a top-tier university in this aspect, accompanied by
Johns Hopkins, Harvard, Rush, Cornell, Stanford, and Yale. In 1880 Western
Reserve announced an optional third year of medical coursework, and over the
next five years the university would not only be granted its charter, but it adopted Adelbert College and moved from Hudson, Ohio, to Cleveland. Western
Reserve implemented a requirement of three full years of coursework with an
optional fourth year toward the medical degree in the academic year 1895–96
for the first time. Western Reserve first required a fourth year of coursework
for the medical doctorate in the academic year 1896–97.32
Despite the previous endowments, the department said that “with the endowment we have had we have been able to completely revolutionize the methods of teaching in vogue in this school. But to accomplish this much gratuitous
steam has had to be expended . . . our entire body of clinical teachers is obliged
to give their services gratuitously . . . no institution can ever reach a high level
of accomplishment under such circumstances.”33 The faculty petitioned the
Board of Trustees seeking an endowment that would give instructors the compensation for the time they needed to do “good and efficient teaching.” In late
1898, the committee requested that the permanent endowment be increased by
$250,000 to allow professors to be relieved of their outside duties. In the Report
of the Committee on Advertising, signed by Dr. B. L. Milliken, Dr. G. N. Stewart, and Dr. F. E. Bunts, the committee believed that “the man who does good
teaching must spend more time and energy than he can possibly take from his
bread winning hours to accomplish his best results.”
The physicians teaching in the clinical departments at WRU said that “although hampered by entire lack of endowments, none the less important research has been done, and in increasing amount, for the past decade.”34 The
31. For more on where WRU advertised, see Unnamed document, 335.
32. The Medical College of Western Reserve University, “Announcement, 1895–1896,” Case
Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 24AA, Box 1.
33. Unnamed document, 334.
34. “A Memorandum Submitted to the Trustees of Western Reserve University on the Needs
of the Medical School” (Cleveland: The Judson Printing Press, 1910), 3–8, Case Western Reserve
Univ. Archives, DB6, Box 18, Folder 2, p. 6.
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growing relationship between clinical and laboratory research was important
to the rising prestige of both WRU and professionalizing medicine. Physicians
throughout the departments published their research. The memorandum to
the trustees of the university highlighted the successes of medical professors,
reiterating that excellent research went on at WRU, but monies were desperately needed in order to maintain or even increase the research output. The
faculty expressed wishes to fill the clinical departments with “well and broadly
trained men who will devote themselves to research of a high order as well as
to the training of students for research, teaching, and scientific practice,” just
like the faculty in laboratory departments.35 The faculty presented the active
research records and achievements of the clinical and laboratory to the university’s trustees, supporting their case that money was well invested at WRU. The
Medical School published an incomplete list of published works from a selection of departments to highlight the “spirt of research.” In the Department of
Anatomy, Dr. M. W. Blackman and Dr. N. W. Ingalls published multiple works,
while a few other doctors had pending research projects. J. J. R. Macleod and
H. D. Haskins partnered for a variety of projects and published often. P. W.
Cobb also led the department in publications. R. G. Howard and R. G. Perkins
frequently published bacteriology research in medical journals. Although an
abbreviated example, the WRU Medical School proudly boasted their faculty’s
research records. WRU medical faculty eagerly and frequently published scientific medical research in emerging medical journals. The faculty, department,
and university administration recognized the importance and value of regular
scholarly publication.
WRU quickly created a strong research record, although the university
maintained a meager endowment. In 1909, WRU’s President Charles Thwing
sought a million-dollar endowment by petitioning the General Education
Board for a $250,000 grant, with the stipulation that $750,000 more would
be raised.36 Thwing asserted that the university needed appropriate funding
to maintain its prestige and continue to progress in medicine alongside Johns
Hopkins, Harvard, and others. Other universities, such those in St. Louis and
Pittsburgh, received significant funding. The lack of endowment concerned
not only the Medical Department, but the wider university. Thwing said that
if funds were not given, the university would “lose prestige . . . and with its
35. “A Memorandum Submitted to the Trustees,” 7. Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives,
DB6, Box 18, Folder 2, p. 6.
36. “A Memorandum Submitted to the Trustees,” Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives,
DB6, Box 18, Folder 2, p. 6.
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prestige its best students as well as its best instructors, if other institutions,
hitherto ranking far below us, are allowed to pass us in the [funds] race.”37
The department received only $550,000 in gifts between 1903 and 1909.38 Although considered “meager” endowments, the department had enough to acquire smaller medical colleges and construct new buildings. In early 1910, on
behalf of the General Education Board, Wallace Buttrick replied to President
Thwing’s petition and denied the request for additional funds. Mr. Buttrick
said that the board was “not now prepared to depart from its present policy of
limiting its contributions to colleges of the arts and sciences.”39 Even though
WRU did not win funding from the General Education Board that year, the
school managed to obtain other funds and continue their reform efforts.
Curriculum Review at Western Reserve
As early as 1891, Western Reserve understood the importance of personalized, hands-on education. In the 1891–92 Annual Announcement, where
course descriptions, course offerings, faculty, textbooks, and department policy and achievements were listed, the Medical Department summarized its
pedagogy as including didactic lecture, clinical lecture, and multiple labs.40
Two or more didactic lectures were delivered per week, and clinical lectures
in amphitheaters and rounds at local hospitals were standard instructional
methods across medical specialties.
A wide review of curriculum suggests that all medical disciplines taught at
WRU were influenced by the European model of experimental and scientific
medicine. This made sense only after acknowledging the rates that physicians
prior to 1900 traveled to Europe for graduate-level medical education. Upon
their return, these physicians incorporated their knowledge into the universities they taught at, just as Arthur Holbrook Bill and Hunter Holmes Powell did
for the Obstetrics Department at WRU.41 In 1909, the OBGYN faculty deter37. “A Memorandum Submitted to the Trustees,” Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives,
DB6, Box 18, Folder 2.
38. Waite, “Significant Dates in the History of the School of Medicine.” It is unclear where
this history chair was positioned in the medical school.
39. “A Memorandum Submitted to the Trustees,” 8.
40. Western Reserve University Annual Announcement, 1893–94, 8–13, Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 24AA, Box 1, Folder 3.
41. Bill and Powell are not the only physicians at Western Reserve to have studied abroad.
For more information on the education and travels of physicians of WRU, see Frederick C.
Waite, Western Reserve University Centennial History of the School of Medicine (Cleveland: Case
Western Reserve Univ. Press, 1946).
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mined that the third-year OBGYN students would take a combination of sixtyfour hours of obstetric lectures, twenty-four hours of gynecology lectures, an
eight-hour operative course that used dogs, and twelve hours of dispensary
attendance at Charity Hospital. The fourth-year students would have more lectures, practical obstetrics, mannequin work, clinics, and attend the Lakeside
Dispensary.42
In October 1908, the medical school’s Committee on the Revision of Curriculum surveyed Harvard and Johns Hopkins to understand the competition. Dr. Dudley Allen and Dr. H. K. Cushing visited the rival universities and
met with their deans. Allen and Cushing agreed that “curriculum had become
overburdensome,” which led Harvard to make the fourth year optional, and
Hopkins to permit one-third of the third year of coursework to be optional.43
Harvard did not make the fourth year of school optional: the added time was
required beginning with the academic year 1892–93. A curriculum redesign at
the turn of the twentieth century allowed the fourth year, starting the academic
year 1906–7, to be comprised of elective courses that better suited each student’s
goals and intended specialty.44 The doctors reviewed course schedules, including a close analysis of coursework hours broken down by department, as well as
semester versus trimester and half sessions for intensive sessions, which were
generally overwhelming students. On December 23, 1908, the committee, comprised of Dr. Frederick Waite, Dr. Dudley Allen, Dr. B. L Milliken, Dr. Cushing,
Dr. J. P. Sawyer, and Dr. G. N. Stewart, concluded that “it will be our effort to
construct a curriculum which shall occupy thirty-two weeks of instruction . . .
for each of the four years, and we contemplate a schedule averaging thirty-four
hours per week.”45 This committee also communicated with other schools, including Tulane, Northwestern, Pennsylvania, and Michigan, to determine how
many hours per course each university provided its students.46
42. Hunter Robb to F. C. Waite, Proposed Curriculum, memorandum, Mar. 24, 1909, Case
Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 3GW9, Box 2.
43. Dr. H. K. Cushing and Dr. Dudley Allen, “Notes on Investigation of Curricula at Harvard and Hopkins,” for the Committee for the Revision of Curriculum, Western Reserve Univ.
Medical Department, Oct. 16 and 17, 1909, Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 3GW9, Box 2.
44. Announcement of the Medical School, Harvard Medical School, 1900–1901, http://archive.org/details/ announcementofme0001harv; Announcement of the Medical School, Harvard
Medical School, 1906–7, http:// archive.org/detail/announcementofme0607harv.
45. Meeting notes, Dec. 23, 1909, Committee for the Revision of Curriculum, Western Reserve Univ. Medical Department, Oct. 16 and 17, 1909, Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives,
3GW9, Box 2.
46. In the meeting notes from December 1909, there is a table showing a breakdown of
hours per subject, per university, as well as tables addressing dispensary hours. Committee
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Between January and April 1909, the Committee on Revision of Curriculum also reviewed communication with alumni discussing the education they
received. Alumni made no comments regarding the general policies of course
length or distribution of hours between clinical and laboratory hours. However, surveyed alumni wished that clinical subjects were “more systematic . . .
[to have] more quizzes,” and shared that there was “irregular attendance by instructors,” and “dispensaries and ward work [were] not properly utilized, [there
was an] insufficiency of staff.” Alumni also wished for “total abolition of amphitheater clinics, displaced by limited amount of section work.”47
In 1914, Dr. C. A. Hamann, dean of the School of Medicine, surveyed physicians in various departments on their feelings about the program’s progress.
Dr. George Crile, Dr. Frederick Waite, Dr. J. J. R. Macleod, and others said
that the Medical Department was not progressing at the same rate as their
immediate competitors. One physician stated that “there is no present occasion . . . for any feelings of panic” as the program maintained its “standing in
research and medical education,” and had progressed at a “reasonable rate.”
However, the surveyed physicians expressed concern about the lack of unified policies and the physical space of the medical school. Physicians wanted
more buildings with laboratories and more land for the “airing and exercising of the animals.” It is clear that the struggles to acquire funding necessary
for land acquisition and building construction ultimately slowed Western
Reserve University Medical School’s excellent trajectory. Despite limited
funding and physical space, the faculty and students of the Medical School
maintained a rigorous research record. Indeed, medical education reforms
at WRU were slow to occur, just as Kenneth Ludmerer suggested, but were
progressive and consistently competitive.
Conclusions
Flexner recognized the progress that institutions like Western Reserve made
for decades. He appealed to the public by using sensationalist muckraking
techniques, and encouraged high standards. This resulted in the closure of
multiple medical “schools,” and tightened entrance requirements throughout
the nation. Western Reserve University’s reform reflected both the changing
for the Revision of Curriculum, Western Reserve Univ. Medical Department, Case Western
Reserve Univ. Archives, 3GW9, Box 2.
47. Digest of Criticism of Course by Alumni, Committee for the Revision of Curriculum, Western Reserve Univ. Medical Department, Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 3GW9, Box 2.
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professional standards of the time and changes in the wider society that influenced the acceptance of women into the medical school.48 WRU’s socially
progressive perspective and ambitious professional endeavors highlight the
fresh perspective of medical education reform history. (Case) Western Reserve remained consistently at the forefront of medical education in the 105
years since Flexner, and deserves the same level of recognition as the academic powerhouses of the East Coast.

48. Frederick C. Waite, “The Practitioner of Medicine and Medical Education,” reprinted
from The Journal of the Missouri State Medical Association (Nov. 1927): n.p., Case Western Reserve Univ. Archives, 3GW9, Box 3, Folder 1.
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Unsettling the West: Violence and State Building in the Ohio Valley. By Rob
Harper. (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2018. 272 pp. Cloth
$45.00, ISBN 978-0-81224-964-4.)
You may think the history of the Ohio Valley between 1765 and 1795 is settled.
Now comes Rob Harper’s Unsettling the West. He provides a clear and wellargued thesis while reframing the historical discussion from the very first
pages when he employs the term colonists in place of the more traditional
settlers. He refutes traditional views that maintain British imperial weakness
bred frontier wildness, and that colonization of the region occurred from the
“bottom-up” led by independent frontiersmen. His revisionist account concludes by questioning Frederick Jackson Turner’s frontier thesis.
Readers can rely on Harper’s concise prose to introduce a complex web of
social, political, and economic evidence gleaned from primary and secondary
sources as he presents a compelling argument in just 178 pages. The book’s six
chapters unfold in chronological order drawing on historical examples from
Kentucky, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia to advance Harper’s
argument that “Rather than springing from state absences, the horrors of the
period stemmed from governments’ intrusive presence” (1).
Harper persistently reframes the way we understand government influence
in the early Ohio Valley. For instance, he attributes the 1740s settlement of Redstone (Brownsville, Pennsylvania) to government policy. Rather than labeling
its founder Thomas Cresap a squatter, Harper describes a “quasi-legal colonist”
who sought to exploit the contradictory and changing policies of British North
America in order to gain title to land. The quest for legally sound land titles is
also key to Harper’s interpretation of Lord Dunmore’s War. Most surprisingly,
even the absence of government advances Harper’s thesis that government
contributed to frontier horrors. In his words, “The collapse of state authority
[in 1776] deterred Indians and colonists from waging war” (94).
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The book’s strongest chapter is “Horrors, 1780–82,” an analysis of the Gna
denhütten massacre. Accounts often blame rogue militiamen from southwestern Pennsylvania for the killing of ninety-six Christian Lenape in Ohio. However, Harper dismisses previous historians for fixating on the murderers and
bystanders. Instead, he turns his attention to institutional factors. He contends
that Gnadenhütten was not the act of rogue frontier militiamen but rather
the result of government-sponsored warfare as “The resulting monster now
escaped the control of the governments that created it” (141). He concludes,
“Without their [government] support, even the most militant Indians and colonists lacked the means to wage war” (144).
This book was years in the making, starting with the author’s Ohio family roots. Much of Harper’s fifth chapter builds on a 2007 journal article he
authored. The book also relies on his 2008 PhD dissertation at the University of Wisconsin–Madison in which he studied early social networks and
coalitions in the Ohio Valley. However, time alone could not nourish such a
well-argued revision to historical understanding of settlement in frontier Appalachia. Harper deserves credit for capably synthesizing numerous sources
in this readable monograph.
In his conclusion, he questions whether hindsight has clouded historians’
views of “settlers” (174). The obvious answer is yes. However, hindsight is
both vice and virtue. Harper’s account is a product of this era. He writes in
a time that values his emphasis on the multiethnic, multilingual, and religiously diverse early Ohio Valley. His challenge to American Exceptionalism
is not the shock it once might have been and his reinterpretation of state
building in the frontier Ohio Valley concludes with a comparison to similar
concepts in Mexico during 2014. These examples leave no doubt that Harper’s text features hindsight of its own.
Upper-level undergraduate syllabi could easily include Unsettling the West
as an accessible case study for revisionism contrasted with a romanticized
view, such as John A. Caruso’s The Appalachian Frontier, first published in 1959
and reprinted as recently as 2008. Maps illustrating the Ohio Valley support
Harper’s text along with thorough endnotes and a bibliography that could be a
useful reading list on its own. Although overlooked by Harper, a helpful next
read for those interested in further investigation of the region as a colony of the
newly formed United States would be Edward Watts’s 2001 interdisciplinary
study, An American Colony: Regionalism and the Roots of Midwestern Culture.
S a m u e l J . R i c ha r d s
Zurich International School
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Grant. By Ron Chernow. (New York: Penguin Press, 2017. 1,074 pp. Cloth $40.00,
ISBN 978-1-59420-487-6.)
This volume is not likely to become a Broadway musical. It may be the most
satisfactory biography of Ulysses S. Grant yet written. “In truth, Grant was
instrumental in helping the Union vanquish the Confederacy and in realizing the wartime ideals enshrined in the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments. The Civil War and Reconstruction formed two acts of a
single historical drama to gain freedom and justice for black Americans, and
Grant was the major personality who united the two periods” (xxii).
His place as military leader remains reasonably secure, but Chernow’s major contribution is his compelling description of Grant’s rule as liberator and
protector of the slaves and freedmen. He concludes, with Sean Wilentz: “The
evidence clearly shows that [Grant] created the most auspicious record on
racial equality and civil rights of any president from Lincoln to Lyndon B.
Johnson” (xxii).
Chernow’s account of Grant’s military success is a familiar story, with some
stimulating insights. The war was an escape of sorts for Grant, not the least
from his father and father-in-law. Having Elihu B. Washburne as a political
guide and patron was as consequential as what seemed to be innate leadership
qualities and a pronounced, if veiled, ambition and self-regard. He almost left
the army in 1862 because he felt unappreciated by Henry W. Halleck, but a
timely promotion for Halleck rescued Grant for continued success in the west.
He fully deserved credit for Vicksburg and not quite so much for Chattanooga, but these victories and reassurances to Lincoln that he was not interested (as yet) in becoming president led to his elevation to command of the
Union armies.
The great campaigns of 1864–65 secured Grant and Sherman’s reputations,
but with reservations. Sherman’s capture of Atlanta may have won the election of 1864 for Lincoln, but historians of consequence believe that he should
have done it earlier. Grant led the Army of the Potomac to eventual victory,
but Robert E. Lee is often regarded as Grant’s equal, if not superior. Proximity to the cotton curtain has affected opinions about the Civil War, even
among academic historians. Chernow clearly admires Grant and with good
reasons. This does not preclude a thorough discussion of Grant’s two major
missteps—the attack at Cold Harbor and the Battle of the Crater. Why did
this ordinarily clear-minded officer contribute so directly to these disasters?
Grant suffered from severe headaches during the overland campaign, due no
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doubt to the stress of combat. And to the political pressure to carry the war
to Lee. His soldiers paid the price for ill-advised tactical decisions, and Grant
has yet to fully overcome the belief that “He had merely been the lucky beneficiary of superiority of men and resources.” He always resented this verdict.
Long after the war, he recalled that “southern generals were [seen as] models of chivalry and valor—our generals were venal, incompetent, coarse . . .”
(516). And often drunkards.
Grant’s early comments after the war stressed reconciliation, but events of
the Andrew Johnson administration convinced him that the radical Republicans’ approach to Reconstruction was necessary. Far from accepting military
defeat, southern whites began a campaign of terror against the freedmen and
their allies. Armed and organized whites, many of them Confederate veterans, resolved to negate the results of the war. And they had a willing ally in
President Johnson.
Grant’s election in 1868 and the ratification of the Fifteenth Amendment
were encouraging signs. Grant termed the amendment a “measure of grander
importance than any other one act of the kind from the foundation of our
free government to the present day” (68).
The Reconstruction amendments provided that Congress could enforce
them through appropriate legislation. This Congress did, including the creation of the Department of Justice. Grant, at least for a time, brought the full
power of the federal government, including the army, to the defense of the
freedmen and the eradication of the Ku Klux Klan. “For Grant’s admirers,”
writes Chernow, “The routing of the Klan eclipsed the lesser failures of his
first term as president” (710).
Victory over the Klan was temporary. In the election of 1876, Grant wavered in sending troops to Mississippi, notwithstanding Gov. Adelbert
Ames’s desperate calls for federal intervention: Chernow attributes Grant’s
failure to a general weariness with Reconstruction in the North but, more
shamefully, to a fear by Ohio Republicans that saving Mississippi could cost
them that state. Grant later understood that his surrender in 1876 would lead
to “future mischief of a very serious nature . . . and that the results of the war
of the rebellion will have been in a large measure lost” (817).
Chernow’s summary view of Grant and Reconstruction (856–58) is a reminder of the value of an accurate and honest history. “The true wonder is
not that Grant finally retreated from robust federal intervention, but that he
had the courage to persist for so long” (852). As Oliver P. Morton so aptly
concluded, Grant was not at fault; Reconstruction was “resisted by armed
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and murderous organizations, by terrorism and proscription the most wicked
and cruel of the age” (857).
Chernow’s unhappy and all too true verdict is that “Americans today know
little about the terrorism that engulfed the south during Grant’s presidency. It
has been suppressed by a strange national amnesia” (857). This “amnesia” left
“southern blacks for eighty years at the mercy of Jim Crow segregation, lynchings, poll taxes, literacy tests and other tactics designed to segregate them from
whites and deny them the vote.” Sadly, a generation of academic historians (the
“Dunning School”) furnished an intellectual underpinning to this national
shame.
J o h n T. H u b b e l l
Kent State University
President McKinley: Architect of the American Century. By Robert W. Merry.
(New York: Simon & Schuster, 2017. 624 pp. Cloth $35.00, ISBN 978-1-45162544-8.)
This fine biography about William McKinley is persuasive. The journalist
William Merry, who has written a convincing study about President James
K. Polk, depicts William McKinley as a well-mannered, decisive, and as an
effective state and national leader. Consisting of twenty-nine chapters, this
biography extensively treats McKinley as a Gilded Age leader whose industrial views and aggressive foreign policy helped especially to bring the nation
into the twentieth century.
The first seven chapters are devoted to McKinley’s achievements during
his early life. He was born on January 29, 1843, in Niles, Ohio, as the seventh
son of Nancy and William McKinley. After the family moved to Poland, he
attended the town’s academy. Following his father’s passing, he briefly attended Allegheny College in Meadville and then returned to Niles to work
as a teacher. McKinley then participated in the Civil War, serving in the 23rd
Ohio Infantry under Rutherford B. Hayes; McKinley distinguished himself
as a leader at the second Battle of Antietam and during battles in the Shenandoah Valley. Prior to the war’s end, he was promoted to the rank of major and
was called Major McKinley throughout his life.
Chapters 4 through 7 reveal his legal and early national and political achievements: he studied law briefly in Albany, New York, and then in 1867 went to
Canton and practiced law. An ardent Republican, McKinley was elected in
1869 as Stark County’s prosecuting attorney. Two years later, he married Ida

94

book reviews

Saxton, a Canton banker’s daughter who had epilepsy, but who was well cared
for by her husband. Having served in Congress between 1879 and 1891, he was
known for the 1890 McKinley Tariff, which helped American industries and
their workers. As Ohio governor between 1892 and 1896, McKinley significantly helped Ohio during the 1893 Panic.
Chapters 11 through 23 reveal his role during his first presidential term and
his leadership during the “splendid little war” with Spain. With financial help
from Marcus Hannah, he became known for his “front-porch” campaign and
defeated William Jennings Bryan in 1896.Two years later, he led America in
its war against Spain: McKinley succeeded in suppressing Spain in Cuba and
sent Commodore George Dewey to capture Manila Bay. By the terms of the
1898 Paris Treaty, America developed a presence in Cuba and annexed the
Philippines and Guam.
The final chapters focus on McKinley’s second presidential term. During
this term, McKinley, who had again defeated the Populist Bryan, was assassinated during Buffalo’s Pan American Exposition by the anarchist Leon Czolgosz and died on September 14, 1901.
This biography, which is well documented, is splendid. This lucidly written work, which is superior to the studies of Margaret Leech and H. Wayne
Morgan, superbly demonstrates that this Buckeye president succeeded as a
Gilded Age leader and more importantly as an American empire builder.
R . W i l l ia m W e i s b e r g e r
Butler County Community College
The Second Coming of the KKK: The Ku Klux Klan of the 1920s and the American Political Tradition. By Linda Gordon. (New York: Liveright Publishing
Corporation, 2017. 272 pp. Cloth $27.95, ISBN 978-1-63149-369-0.)
For some, the 1920s rouses images of flappers, Model T Fords, and radio. Yet,
a countermovement ran alongside this rise in consumerism, promiscuous culture, and urban life. That countermovement, according to Gordon, was the
“second Klan,” which began in 1915 and ran with remarkable success until 1926.
She describes the Klan as a social movement that effectively blended nationalism with religion, espoused antielitism, and advocated for a return to tradition.
As such, it was a mainstream movement far larger than the first Klan. Gordon
makes it clear in the introduction that she is “offering an interpretation” of the
1920s Klan, “not a scholarly monograph” (7). She admits personal and modern
political influences in writing the book. In both the introduction and conclu-
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sion she draws parallels between Klan ideology and right-wing, even fascist,
movements that emerge later, citing the Tea Party and Trump supporters as the
most recent examples. Therefore, even though the “second Klan” had a relatively short life span, it achieved significant political victories like state eugenics
laws and immigration restriction. Its greatest triumph, according to Gordon,
was its influence on American “political consciousness” (7).
In eleven chapters Gordon examines the 1920s Klan from its sluggish “rebirth” to its tarnished end. Throughout, she contrasts the success of the Klan
in various states and cities, dedicating an entire chapter to the Klan in Oregon,
which shared a distinction with Indiana as one of the states with the highest
per capita Klan membership. More broadly, Gordon tries to understand the appeal of the Klan by examining recruitment strategies, membership privileges,
and, most importantly, its ideology, which was intensely anti-Catholic and
anti-Semitic. In all of these areas, Gordon considers differences along gender
lines as well. In the last chapter, Gordon goes beyond the demise of the Klan by
making note of how Klan ideology outlived the structures of the organization
by appearing in American politics in later decades. She uses McCarthyism, and
its attempt to define opposition as un-American, as an example of the Klan’s
lasting influence. Additionally, Gordon situates the “second Klan” in an international context by comparing it to other “right-wing populisms” that emerged
in central and eastern Europe during the interwar period, thereby asserting
that the Klan was “not a uniquely American phenomenon” (199).
The Second Coming of the Ku Klux Klan is rich in content. Gordon provides detailed information about individuals involved in the “rebirth” of the
Klan, particularly through advertising, PR, and technology. Some of these were
women like Elizabeth Tyler, who became codirector of the Klan’s PR firm, and
Rev. Alma Bridwell White, who, although never a member, was instrumental
in spreading the Klan’s message of white supremacy through sermons, hymns,
and writings. Gordon also presents financial details such as the costs of membership, Klan costumes, and other Klan memorabilia. She presents estimates of
profits accumulated by leaders and even donations to churches. The ability to
turn a profit or enhance social status was one of several incentives for members.
The content that is most supportive of Gordon’s interpretation is that concerning the 1920s Klan’s predecessors and the Klan’s influence in local, state,
and national politics. Gordon outlines the Klan’s six ancestors in the second
chapter. They include the original Klan, nativism, temperance, fraternalism,
Christian evangelicalism, and “populism.” These together are a significant
part of the American historical fabric. Illustrating the ways in which the Klan
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borrowed from these predecessors, then, supports Gordon’s assertion that the
Klan shared much with mainstream American ideology. Additionally, the information regarding the Klan’s direct and indirect involvement in American
politics supports a connection between the Klan and the American political
tradition. Some Klan members held high offices as senators, congressmen, or
governors. Albert Johnson, a Klansman, led the House Immigration Committee and succeeded in passing the Johnson-Reed Act of 1924, which assigned immigration quotas to limit the entrance of “undesirable” immigrants
according to the racial ideologies of the time.
Some of the key strengths of the text are its readability and relatability. Gordon sets up the book so that it clearly speaks to modern American politics
and ideology. Therefore, it would be a useful text for students taking courses
in political science and American history. The other strength is the book’s national focus on the Klan. Many studies of the 1920s Klan are regionally based
and do not examine the Klan through a national perspective. Gordon reminds
the reader that the “second Klan” thrived, albeit in varying degrees, north and
west of the Mason-Dixon Line.
A s h l e y Z a m p o g na - K ru g
Brookdale Community College
Rethinking the American Labor Movement. By Elizabeth Faue. (London: Routledge, 2017; New York: Routledge, 2017. xi + 233 pp. Paper $34.95, ISBN 9780-41589-584-2.)
Elizabeth Faue’s Rethinking the American Labor Movement is a primer for
senior undergraduate students, trade union activists, and the wider public.
As the author promises, it is a “short and accessible” overview, but one that
offers us a new synthesis. Its claim to newness is based primarily on the fact
that the author places race and gender at the center of the history of the US
labor movement. The resulting book offers us something more than an institutional history. Rather, focusing on watershed moments, the book examines
the history of alliances among diverse groups of workers. In doing so, it presents a strong argument that the trade union movement was fundamentally
weakened by its failure to recognize that workers are also women, African
Americans, and immigrants. As a longtime advocate of the community-based
model of trade unionism, Faue’s “rethinking” invites us to consider the wider
movement of working people. White-collar and public-sector unions are an
important part of this unfolding story, as are social movements.
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The narrative arc of the book is one of rise, decline, and rebuilding. It is
therefore far more hopeful in tone than I might have expected, given the fact
that the level of union membership in the United States has dropped to 11 percent (or a little over 6 percent in the private sector). But there is reason to hope.
Historical consciousness of past struggles provides inspiration and strength in
the present and continued hope for the future. Labor historians can make a real
contribution in this regard by going public with their research and engaging
workers themselves. This book is a significant contribution to this wider effort.
The book is at its strongest when it is interpreting the history of the trade
union movement up to 1960. From my perspective, it is at its weakest when
it reaches the 1970s and 1980s. Chapter 5, “Lost Opportunities, 1961–1981,”
jumps from “hard hat riots” to the rise of public unionism, the lost civil rights
legacy, dissident unionism, women and labor, defence production, and the
public sector. That is a lot of space to cover in twenty-five pages. My concern
is that there is only a single paragraph dedicated to deindustrialization, with
another one or two paragraphs on automation/technological change. As a
result, the book skims over industrial decline—the single biggest reason for
the collapse of trade union strength across the industrialized world. Ohio
was one of the hardest-hit areas. The United States lost almost eight million
manufacturing jobs between 1979 and 2010. The scale of this body count is
staggering, as unions literally staggered from one tragedy to the next.
Yet the book has relatively little to say about this. There is nothing here on
fight-back campaigns, concession bargaining, efforts to get trade unionists
onto corporate boards, the increasing effort of unions to negotiate new capital investments as part of the collective bargaining process (in fact collective
bargaining lies largely outside the frame of this book), or the rise of employee
and community ownership. To what degree did these efforts work?
We don’t get a good sense of how unions responded to deindustrialization,
nor how it led to massive restructuring within the movement itself. Mergers
have been the union movement’s primary institutional survival strategy over
the past fifty years, yet we would never know it from this book. What effect
has this had?
Of course, the loss of thousands of local unions, and the vanishing act of
their national unions, had a powerful disciplinary effect on workers. In my
own research into the UAW records at the Walter Reuther Library, I read reports from union organizers in the 1980s that suggested those who were the
most resistant to signing a union card were former members who had gone
through a plant closing. With deindustrialization, not only is the social world
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of the factory floor destroyed, so too is the wider economic and social structure
that validates working-class lives. Yet we have only one paragraph on something so foundational.
There seems to be an assumption here that the central problem facing the
US trade union movement was one of failed leadership. Ordinary workers
were betrayed by their leaders, and that is why we are in the mess we are in.
If only they were more militant. But were ordinary trade unionists any more
militant than their leadership? I have my doubts.
So what is it about the framing of this book that made it possible to largely
overlook such a fundamental moment of defeat for the trade union movement?
Was it due to the author’s decisive shift away from institutional history and toward a more fluid understanding of the labor movement of shifting alliances?
Building on this, my second point relates to Trump, Brexit, and the rise
of the populist right across the industrialized world. We know a fair amount
about the effects of mill and factory closures on workers, their families, and
their local communities. We don’t know nearly enough about the wider
political impact of deindustrialization, and how race and class play out in
devastated areas. Since Franklin D. Roosevelt’s New Deal during the Great
Depression, industrial liberalism in the United States was grounded in the
union movement. With its collapse, we have seen shifting voting patterns
among the white working class.
While Faue’s book was written before the election of Donald Trump, it
does little to explain why so many white working-class voters shifted from
Obama to Trump. Or, as Thomas Frank has so convincingly shown, why the
Democratic Party so thoroughly betrayed the union movement on the issue of free trade. These are fundamental questions for the US trade union
movement that stand largely outside any internalized explanations for the
movement’s decline.
The final point I would like to raise is from my position as a Canadian.
Early on in the book, Faue notes that the labor history of the United States has
been a transnational and global history. Yet the book treats the “American labor
movement” within a firmly national frame—the national border is a hard one.
As a result, we have no clue that most US unions were, in fact, “international
unions” with a sizable number of Canadian members. The US labor movement
came to Canada in the first half of the twentieth century, when it was first confronted with the problem of transnational capital flight. It was an innovative
and effective response as unionization brought wages up in Canada, reducing
the national differential. Yet Canada is not even in the book’s index. I consider
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this a missed opportunity as the book might have considered why trade unionism has remained relatively healthy in Canada compared to the United States.
Same unions, arguably wildly different results: why?
Steven High
Concordia University
Refining Nature: Standard Oil and the Limits of Efficiency. By Jonathan Wlasiuk.
(Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2017. x + 182 pp. Paper $27.95, ISBN
978-0-8229-6520-6.)
Most previous accounts of the history of the Standard Oil Company have focused on the business techniques that John D. Rockefeller used to dominate
the newly emerging petroleum industry: ruthless competitive practices, new
technologies (such as Frasch’s process to desulfurize crude oil), systematic cost
cutting, and, especially, vertical integration. These techniques enabled Rockefeller’s Standard Oil Company, with its refining capacity centered in Cleveland, to acquire control of 90 percent of America’s petroleum production by
the 1880s and become the model for modern corporate organization. Wlasiuk’s
book, however, takes a different tack. He focuses on the environmental repercussions of Standard Oil’s concentration of refining in Cleveland.
Refining Nature’s four central chapters are named after the four classical
elements: earth, fire, water, and air. Contrary to what a reader might expect,
the chapter on earth does not focus on how Standard’s refineries altered the
landscape. Instead, it provides a background on Cleveland’s early history and
Rockefeller’s early life. The chapter on fire focuses on the increased fire dangers posed by the transition from traditional illuminants to petroleum-based
kerosene, Standard’s primary product before 1900. Some of the hazards were
due to the nature of kerosene, others due to skirting safety regulations. The
chapters on water and air look more directly at Standard’s impact on those
aspects of Cleveland’s ecology. The impact of Standard Oil and other industries on Cleveland, originally nicknamed “the Forest City,” were devastating.
The city saw the last of its virgin trees die by the early twentieth century and
its river caught fire from oil slicks on multiple occasions. Cleveland’s new
moniker became “the Mistake on the Lake.” A concluding chapter covers the
company’s move to Whiting, Indiana, in the 1890s and the subsequent environmental impact on Indiana’s northern coast.
A key theme that flows through the narrative is Wlasiuk’s contention that
Cleveland’s government, when faced by the massive environmental problems
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created by Standard and other business enterprises, turned to technological
solutions rather than enact and enforce regulations that would have compelled
these enterprises to clean up their effluents. For example, on multiple occasions in the late nineteenth century, Cleveland’s government built enormous
and expensive new water-intake systems further and further out into Lake Erie
as a way to ameliorate the rapidly deteriorating quality of city water, rather than
seeking to regulate effluents. This, as Wlasiuk points out, effectively shifted the
financial burden of moderating the problem from the perpetrator to the victims (the citizens of Cleveland).
The link between the “limits of efficiency” in Wlasiuk’s subtitle and the volume’s dominant narrative seems a bit obscure at times. Essentially, he argues
that traditional scholarship has portrayed Standard as a model of efficiency,
absorbed with cutting costs and eliminating waste in transforming crude oil
into kerosene and delivering it to consumers. But, he notes, contemporary descriptions of Cleveland’s deteriorating environment make it clear that Standard
was not efficient from an environmental standpoint. It flushed wastes into the
air, the water, and onto land well beyond the ability of natural systems to cope.
This disconnect—the failure of corporate efficiency in dealing with the natural
world even while operating well in the human-made world—accounts for the
subtitle.
Wlasiuk’s subtitle also makes it sound as if his book is overwhelmingly about
Standard Oil. It is in a sense, but only in part. Wlasiuk was clearly unable to isolate Standard’s contribution to the steady deterioration of Cleveland’s environment from what other firms were also doing. Cleveland’s abundant steel mills,
paint factories, chemical refineries, and other manufacturing establishments
all contributed to the disaster. Isolating or quantifying Standard’s contribution
was simply not possible. Thus, Wlasiuk’s book, while focusing on Standard Oil
as a prime contributor, is, in some sense, also a more general account of the
negative impact of industrialization on Cleveland’s environment.
In his introduction Wlasiuk comments, in passing, that corporate archives
often did not contain much material to document the ecological changes
caused by Standard’s operations. That is not surprising. But he makes up
for this void through very impressive work with contemporary newspapers,
journals, and municipal documents. Although portions of Refining Nature
are clearly designed to appeal to academics, Wlasiuk’s prose is excellent,
and the general thrust of the volume’s narrative is quite comprehensible to a
broad audience, both within and without the historical community.
T e r ry S . R e y n o l d s
Michigan Technological University

