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Historical Opinion: Two Views of Captive-Taking By Indians  
 


 


Directions:   Read the background and “A,” and “B” sections below and then answer the questions. 
 
Background:  For centuries, Native Americans had fought Mourning Wars to capture women and children 
from other tribes.  These captured Indians would replace those who had died.  Europeans brought Small Pox, 
German Measles, and Influenza into contact with Native Americans and the death toll was catastrophic.  
Demographers estimate the death toll between 50-90% of the population.  As a result, tribes had  far greater 
need to replace their losses.  During the French and Indian War, captive-taking (of civilians and soldiers) by 
Indians was used not only to rebuild their population but also weaken enemies and gain income through 
ransoms. “Over 1600 people were taken captive from New England during the French and Indian wars; some 
died in captivity, some were sold to the French, some were adopted into Indian communities.” White settlers 
viewed captive-taking as evidence of savagery and reacted with fury. 
 
 [Modified quote source: Colin G. Calloway. North Country Captives. Hanover: University Press of New 
England, 1992, page ix.] 
 
A.  CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE 
The French and Indian War’s violence and brutality undermined, and ultimately destroyed, native peoples’ 
ability to resist the expansion of Anglo-American settlement. The war’s violence and brutality, moreover, 
encouraged whites—particularly those on the frontier—to hate Indians with undiscriminating fury.  
 
B. CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS NECESSARY FOR INDIAN SURVIVIAL 
“As much as half the population of any given [Indian] village or band died within days or weeks of an 
epidemic’s appearance…. The only way to maintain population levels in the face of such devastation was for 
the survivors to undertake raiding expeditions...to take women and children from enemy groups as captives. 
They...could be adopted into the raiders’ families as replacements for lost members, or...enslaved as 
substitutes for missing workers.” 
 
[Source: Anderson, Fred. The War That Made America, Viking, 2005., pp. viii and 5.] 
 


1.   1. Give examples of the French and Indian War’s brutality (including captive-taking) that might have led 
whites to “hate Indians with undiscriminating fury.” Use examples from the other documents and images you 
have already examined or come back to this later.  


 
2. 2. From an Indian point of view, what would be some of the pros and cons of bringing whites into Indian 


families as adopted members of the tribe?  
 







 


 


 


Historical Opinion: Two Views of Captive-Taking By Indians 
 


 
 
Deceased: those 
who have died  
 


Demographers 
scientists who 
study human 
populations 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Devastation 
destruction or 
damage 
 


 
Background:  For centuries, Native Americans had fought Mourning Wars to capture 
women and children from other tribes.  These captured Indians would replace those who 
had died or satisfy the deceased’s spirit. These prisoners would be brought and educated 
as full members of the tribe.  Europeans brought Small Pox, German Measles, and 
Influenza into contact with Native Americans and the death toll was catastrophic.  
Demographers estimate the death toll between 50-90% of the population.  As a result, 
tribes had far greater need to replace their losses.  During the French and Indian War, 
captive-taking (of civilians and soldiers) by Indians was used not only to rebuild their 
population but also to weaken enemies and gain income through ransoms. “Over 1600 
people were taken captive from New England during the French and Indian wars; some 
died in captivity, some were sold to the French, some were adopted into Indian 
communities.” White settlers viewed captive-taking as evidence of savagery and reacted 
with fury. 
 


 [Modified quote source: Colin G. Calloway. North Country Captives. Hanover: University 
Press of New England, 1992, page ix.] 
 
A.  CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE 
The French and Indian War’s violence and brutality undermined, and ultimately 
destroyed, native peoples’ ability to resist the expansion of Anglo-American settlement. 
The war’s violence and brutality, moreover, encouraged whites—particularly those on the 
frontier—to hate Indians with undiscriminating fury.  
 


B. CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS NECESSARY FOR INDIAN SURVIVIAL 
“As much as half the population of any given [Indian] village or band died within days or 
weeks of an epidemic’s appearance…. The only way to maintain population levels in the 
face of such devastation was for the survivors to undertake raiding expeditions...to take 
women and children from enemy groups as captives. They...could be adopted into the 
raiders’ families as replacements for lost members, or...enslaved as substitutes for 
missing workers.” 
 


[Source: Anderson, Fred. The War That Made America, Viking, 2005., pp. viii and 5.] 
 


1.   Give examples of the French and Indian War’s brutality (including captive-taking) that 
might have led whites to “hate Indians with undiscriminating fury.” Use examples from 
the other documents and images you have already examined or come back to this later.  
 


2. From an Indian point of view, what would be some of the pros and cons of bringing 
whites into Indian families as adopted members of the tribes?  
 


 


 
 


 


 


 







 


 


 


Historical Opinion: Two Views of Captive-Taking By Indians 
 


Mourning: 
great sorrow, 
sadness 
Deceased: 
those who have 
died  
 
 
 
 
captive taking 
to take 
prisoners 
 
 
 
 
fury: great 
anger 
 
 
 
 
Undermined: 
weakened 
Resist: slow 
down or stop 
Expansion: 
growth 
Settlement: 
lands for 
farming and 
building 
communities 
Undiscriminat-
ing: seeing no 
differences 
Devastation 
destruction or 
damage 
Enslaved: made 
slaves 
 


Background:  For centuries, Native Americans had fought Mourning 
Wars to capture women and children from other tribes.  These 
captured Indians would replace those who had died or satisfy the 
deceased’s spirit.  These prisoners would be brought and educated as 
full members of the tribe.  Europeans brought Small Pox, German 
Measles, and Influenza into contact with Native Americans and the 
death toll was catastrophic.  The death toll was between 50-90% of the 
tribe’s members.  As a result, tribes had far greater need to replace 
their losses.  During the French and Indian War, captive taking (of 
civilians and soldiers) by Indians was used not only to rebuild their 
population but also to weaken enemies and gain income through 
ransoms. “Over 1600 people were taken captive from New England 
during the French and Indian wars; some died in captivity, some were 
sold to the French, some were adopted into Indian communities.” 
White settlers viewed captive-taking as evidence of savagery and 
reacted with fury. 
 
 [Modified quote source: Colin G. Calloway. North Country Captives. 
Hanover: University Press of New England, 1992, page ix.] 
 
A.  CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE 
The French and Indian War’s violence and brutality undermined, and 
ultimately destroyed, native peoples’ ability to resist the expansion of 
Anglo-American settlement. The war’s violence and brutality, 
moreover, encouraged whites—particularly those on the frontier—to 
hate Indians with undiscriminating fury.  
 
B. CAPTIVE-TAKING WAS NECESSARY FOR INDIAN SURVIVIAL 
“As much as half the population of any given [Indian] village or band 
died within days or weeks of an epidemic’s appearance…. The only way 
to maintain population levels in the face of such devastation was for 
the survivors to undertake raiding expeditions...to take women and 
children from enemy groups as captives. They...could be adopted into 
the raiders’ families as replacements for lost members, or...enslaved 
as substitutes for missing workers.” 
 
4. Evaluate whether Indians should or should not have taken white 
settlers as captives.  Use examples from the text.  
 


1. Why did the 
Iroquois take 
prisoners? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. How did white 
colonists react to 
Indians taking 
prisoners? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. What were the 
benefits for 
Indians in taking 
white prisoners?   


 








 
 


 
Cherokee warrior scouts the French Fort Duquesne at the Forks of the Ohio 


River.  Source 
http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/37.htm 


 


The British disaster at the Battle of Monongahela, defeated by the French-allied 
Indians from the Ohio country. Source: 


http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/61.htm 


  


Map of French & Spanish Forts in North America. Source: 
http://www.ambrosevideo.com/items.cfm?id=1071 


 
English re-enactors for the French and Indian War.  They fought in tight lines until 


learning how to fight “Indian-style” in the woods of North America. 
Source:http://www.militaryheritage.com/7ywreen.htm 


 


 
 



http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/37.htm

http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/61.htm

http://www.ambrosevideo.com/items.cfm?id=1071

http://www.militaryheritage.com/7ywreen.htm






 


 
French Exiles from Canada, 1755 


 


 
Directions: Read the Background section below and use the chart to answer the questions.  


 


Background:  Acadians are people from the present day Canadian provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and 


Prince Edward Island.  Colonel John Winslow through an interpreter announced to a group of Acadians at 
Grand Pre, “…His Majesty’s instructions and commands, which are that your lands and tenements and cattle 
and live-stock of all kinds are forfeited to the Crown, with all your other effects, except money and household 
goods, and that you yourselves are to be removed from this province.”  Records indicate that over 12,000 
Acadians were exiled to England, France and British colonies and an unknown number of thousands died.  
The figures below are estimates of the numbers sent to colonies that later became part of the United States 
of America. The Catholic exiles from Acadia lost not only their possessions and suffered the mental anguish of 
separation from loved ones, but in some instances, they also endured slavery or indentured servitude, 
disease, and poverty. 


 


British Colony 
Deported to 


 Number of Exiled Acadians 


CONNECTICUT    700 
GEORGIA    400 
MARYLAND    1000 
MASSACHUSETTS   2000 
NEW YORK    250 
PENNSYLVANIA   500 
SOUTH CAROLINA   500 
VIRGINIA  1100 


 
  


Source:  Plank, Geoffrey. An Unsettled Conquest: The British Campaign Against the Peoples of Acadia. Philadelphia: University of 
Pennsylvania Press, 2001. 
 


 
Guiding Questions:  
 
1. Why do you think the British forced the French Acadians to leave Canada? How do you think  the Acadians reacted 


to their military defeat and forced migration?  
2. What role did distance, transportation options, religion, and language play in determining how many exiles a colony 


received? 
3. How do you think the Acadians reacted to their military defeat and forced migration?  
4. Examine the painting Deportation Grand-Pré by a French artist in 1898 and the 1755 depiction of the eviction by 


John Davies titled A View of the Plundering and Burning of the City of Grimross.  What do you think is important to 
each artist?  Use specifics from the paintings in your answer.  


 



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_provinces

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nova_Scotia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Brunswick

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prince_Edward_Island





 


 
French Exiles from Canada, 1755  


 


 
 
 
Commands: 
orders 
  


Tenements: 
homes, farms 
 


Forfeited: given to 
 


Exiled: forced 
from home, 
country 
 


Endured: to carry 
on despite 
hardships 
 


indentured 
servitude: to work 
for 3-7 years in 
exchange for 
transportation, 
food, and clothing 
 


poverty: unable to 
pay for food, 
clothing, and 
shelter 


 


Directions: Read the Background section below and use the chart to answer the 
questions.  
 


Background:  Acadians are people from the present day Canadian provinces of Nova Scotia, 


New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island.  Colonel John Winslow through an interpreter 
announced to a group of Acadians at Grand Pre, “…His Majesty’s instructions and 
commands, which are that your lands and tenements and cattle and live-stock of all 
kinds are forfeited to the Crown, with all your other effects, except money and 
household goods, and that you yourselves are to be removed from this province.”  
Records indicate that over 12,000 Acadians were exiled to England, France and British 
colonies and an unknown number of thousands died.  The figures below are estimates of 
the numbers sent to colonies that later became part of the United States of America. The 
Catholic exiles from Acadia lost not only their possessions and suffered the separation 
from loved ones, but some also endured slavery or indentured servitude, disease, and 
poverty. 


 


British Colony 
Deported to 


 Number of Exiled Acadians 


CONNECTICUT    700 
GEORGIA    400 
MARYLAND    1000 
MASSACHUSETTS   2000 
NEW YORK    250 
PENNSYLVANIA   500 
SOUTH CAROLINA   500 
VIRGINIA  1100 


 
Source:  Plank, Geoffrey. An Unsettled Conquest: The British Campaign Against the Peoples of Acadia. 
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2001. 
 
 


 Guiding Questions:  
 
1. Why do you think the British forced the French Acadians to leave Canada?  
2. How do you think the Acadians reacted to their military defeat and forced migration?  
3. What role did distance, transportation options, religion, and language play in determining how 


many exiles a colony received? 
4. Examine the painting Deportation Grand-Pré by a French artist in 1898 and the 1755 depiction 


of the eviction by John Davies titled A View of the  Plundering and Burning of the City of 
Grimross.  What do you think is important to each artist?  Use specifics from the paintings in 
your answer.  


 
 


 



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_provinces

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nova_Scotia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Brunswick

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prince_Edward_Island





 


 
French Exiles from Canada, 1755  


 


 
Commands: 
orders 
  


Tenements: 
homes, farms 
 


Forfeited: given 
to 
 


Exiled: forced 
from home, 
country 
 


Endured: to 
carry on despite 
hardships 
 


indentured 
servitude: to 
work for 3-7 
years in 
exchange for 
transportation, 
food, and 
clothing 
 


poverty: unable 
to pay for food, 
clothing, and 
shelter 


 
Directions: Read the Background section below and use the chart to 
answer the questions.  
 


Background:  Acadians are people from the present day Canadian provinces 


of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island.  Colonel John 
Winslow told a group of Acadians at Grand Pre, “…His Majesty’s 
instructions and commands, which are that your lands and tenements 
and cattle and live-stock of all kinds are forfeited to the Crown, with all 
your other effects, except money and household goods, and that you 
yourselves are to be removed from this province.”  Records indicate 
that over 12,000 Acadians were exiled to England, France and British 
colonies.  An unknown number of thousands died.  The figures below 
are estimates of the numbers sent to colonies that later became part of 
the United States of America. The Catholic exiles from Acadia lost not 
only their possessions and suffered the separation from loved ones, but 
some also endured slavery or indentured servitude, disease, and 
poverty. 


 


British Colony  
Deported to 


 Number of Exiled 
Acadians 


CONNECTICUT    700 
GEORGIA    400 
MARYLAND    1000 
MASSACHUSETTS   2000 
NEW YORK    250 
PENNSYLVANIA   500 
SOUTH CAROLINA   500 
VIRGINIA  1100 


 
Source:  Plank, Geoffrey. An Unsettled Conquest: The British Campaign Against the 
Peoples of Acadia. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2001. 
 


Guiding Questions:  
 
4. Examine the painting Deportation Grand-Pré by a French artist in 1898 and 


the 1755 depiction of the eviction by John Davies titled A View of the 
Plundering and Burning of the City of Grimross.  What do you think is 
important to each artist?  Use specifics from the paintings in your answer.  


 
 
 


 


Guiding 
Questions:  
 
 
1. What are the 


British taking from 
the French 
Acadians? 


 
 
 
 
 
2. How do you think 


the Acadians 
reacted to their 
forced move and 
new lives in the 
British colonies?  


 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Analyze: why did 


the British spread 
out the Acadians 
among many 
colonies?  Why did 
they pay the 
expense of 
sending far south? 


 



http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Maritime_provinces

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nova_Scotia

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Brunswick

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Prince_Edward_Island






 


 
“Massacre at Fort William Henry” 


 
 
Background: British colonists were enraged by the “Massacre at Fort William Henry” in 1757. It became a 
rallying call for revenge against both the French and Indians.   
 
A. Misunderstanding between French Major General Montcalm and his Indian Allies 
The terms [by which the British could leave Fort William Henry] so honorable by European ... [standards] were 
not only alien to...Montcalm’s Indian allies, but had been negotiated...without consulting them....When it 
became clear that the man whom they called “Father” [Montcalm] intended to...deprive them of the reward 
they had earned [captives, plunder, and trophies], most of the warriors decided...to take what they had come 
for, and then to leave. And that was exactly what they did. 
 
B. “Horrid Scene of Blood and Slaughter”  
“…the savages still carrying away Officers, privates, women and children, some of which later they kill’d & 
scalpt in the road.  This horrid scene of blood and slaughter obliged our officers to apply to the French Guard 
for protection. Which the[y] refus’d…”    
(Up to 1500 were killed reported witnesses to Fort Edwards) 
Colonel Joseph Frye (leader of the Massachusetts Militia) 
 
C. What happened to the 2308 British soldiers plus American militia from Fort William Henry and their 500 
women and children on August 10th when they left the fort  
 


Killed Taken Captive Took Refuge with the French 


185 300–500*  
* of whom all but 200 were 
ransomed by the French 


300–500 


 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. How did Montcalm’s failure to consult with his Indian allies or to understand their expectations at the battle 
of Fort William Henry affect the future conduct of the war? 
 
2. How did the “massacre” at Fort William Henry affect the attitudes of British colonials toward Indians? 
Towards Montcalm and the French? 
 
Sources: A and C: Anderson, Fred. The Crucible of War: The Seven Years’ War and the Fate of Empire in British 
North America, 1754-1766. New York: Vintage Books, 2000, p. 196. as well as Steele, Ian K. Betrayals, Oxford, 
England: Oxford University Press, 1990 and http://www.mohicanpress.com/mo08009.html  B:  Dodge, Edward 
J. Relief is Greatly Wanted: The Battle of Fort William Henry.  Bowie, MD: Heritage Books, Inc., 1998.  
 



http://www.mohicanpress.com/mo08009.html





 


 


 
“Massacre at Fort William Henry” 


 
Captives: prisoners 
to ransom or keep 
to increase the size 
of the tribe  
plunder: steal to 
make themselves 
wealthier  thru 
items like clothing, 
arms, ammunition, 
supplies, rum  
trophies: scalps of 
warriors they had 
defeated 
obliged: to be 
obligated or 
required to do 
something 
scalpt: to cut off 
the hair of a victim, 
usually an opposing 
soldier or warrior 


 
Background: British colonists were enraged by the “Massacre at Fort William Henry” in 
1757. It became a rallying call for revenge against both the French and Indians.   
 
A. Misunderstanding between French Major General Montcalm and his Indian Allies 
The terms [by which the British could leave Fort William Henry] so honorable by 
European ... [standards] were not only alien to...Montcalm’s Indian allies, but had been 
negotiated...without consulting them....When it became clear that the man whom they 
called “Father” [Montcalm] intended to...deprive them of the reward they had earned 
[captives, plunder, and trophies], most of the warriors decided...to take what they had 
come for, and then to leave. And that was exactly what they did. 
 
B. “Horrid Scene of Blood and Slaughter”  
“…the savages still carrying away Officers, privates, women and children, some of which 
later they kill’d & scalpt in the road.  This horrid scene of blood and slaughter obliged 
our officers to apply to the French Guard for protection. Which the[y] refus’d…”    
(Up to 1500 were killed reported witnesses to Fort Edwards) 
Colonel Joseph Frye (leader of the Massachusetts Militia) 
 
C. What happened to the 2308 British soldiers plus American militia from Fort William 
Henry and their 500 women and children on August 10th when they left the fort  
 


Killed Taken Captive Took Refuge with the 
French 


185 300–500*  
* of whom all but 200 were 
ransomed by the French 


300–500 


 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. How did Montcalm’s failure to consult with his Indian allies or to understand their 
expectations at the battle of Fort William Henry affect the future conduct of the war? 
 
2. How did the “massacre” at Fort William Henry affect the attitudes of British colonials 
toward Indians? Towards Montcalm and the French? 
 
Sources: A and C: Anderson, Fred. The Crucible of War: The Seven Years’ War and the 
Fate of Empire in British North America, 1754-1766. New York: Vintage Books, 2000, p. 
196. as well as Steele, Ian K. Betrayals, Oxford, England: Oxford University Press, 1990 
and http://www.mohicanpress.com/mo08009.html  B:  Dodge, Edward J. Relief is 
Greatly Wanted: The Battle of Fort William Henry.  Bowie, MD: Heritage Books, Inc., 
1998.  
 



http://www.mohicanpress.com/mo08009.html





 


 


 


 
“Massacre at Fort William Henry” 


 
Enraged: 
greatly angered 
 
 
Captives: 
prisoners to 
ransom or keep 
to increase the 
size of the tribe  
plunder: steal 
to make 
themselves 
wealthier  thru 
items like 
clothing, arms, 
ammunition, 
supplies, rum  
trophies: scalps 
of warriors they 
had defeated 
obliged: to be 
obligated or 
required to do 
something 
scalpt: to cut 
off the hair of a 
victim, usually 
an opposing 
soldier or 
warrior 


Background: British colonists were enraged by the “Massacre at Fort 
William Henry” in 1757. It became a rallying call for revenge against 
both the French and Indians.   
 
A. Misunderstanding between French Major General Montcalm and 
his Indian Allies 
The terms [by which the British could leave Fort William Henry] so 
honorable by European ... [standards] were not only alien 
to...Montcalm’s Indian allies, but had been negotiated...without 
consulting them....When it became clear that the man whom they 
called “Father” [Montcalm] intended to...deprive them of the reward 
they had earned [captives, plunder, and trophies], most of the warriors 
decided...to take what they had come for, and then to leave. And that 
was exactly what they did. 
 
B. “Horrid Scene of Blood and Slaughter”  
“…the savages still carrying away Officers, privates, women and 
children, some of which later they kill’d & scalpt in the road.  This 
horrid scene of blood and slaughter obliged our officers to apply to the 
French Guard for protection. Which the[y] refus’d…”    
(Up to 1500 were killed reported witnesses to Fort Edwards) 
Colonel Joseph Frye (leader of the Massachusetts Militia) 
 
C. What happened to the 2308 British soldiers plus American militia 
from Fort William Henry and their 500 women and children on August 
10th when they left the fort  
 


Killed Taken Captive Took Refuge with the 
French 


185 300–500*  
* of whom all but 200 
were ransomed by the 
French 


300–500 


 
Guiding Questions: 
 
4. How did the “massacre” at Fort William Henry affect the attitudes of 
British colonials toward Indians and towards the French? 
 
 
 


 
Guiding 
Questions: 
 
 
1. Why were the 
Indians on the 
French side angry 
after the 
surrender of the 
fort? 
 
 
 
 
 
2. What did the 
Indians on the 
French side to the 
soldiers as they 
left the fort? 
 
 
 
 
3. How many 
British and 
Americans died or 
were taken 
prisoner by the 
Indians? 
 
 


 








Governor Glen on The Role of the Indians 
in the Rivalry Between France, Spain, and England, 1761 


Background: The powerful Indian nations on the ridge of the Appalachian Mountains held the balance among 
the colonial powers on the North American continent. The Six Nations of the Iroquois are best known, but the 
great tribes southward along the ridge were almost as influential - the Cherokees, the Choctaws, and the 
Chickasaws. The Cherokees were generally more friendly with the English, but the other two Indian nations 
were dominated by the Spanish and French.  Governor Glen of South Carolina recognized the role of the 
Indian nations in the contest among the outposts of Spanish, French, and English colonies. He believed that a 
strong English alliance with the Cherokees in this instance would insure tranquility for Carolina. Following 
Cherokee attacks on frontier forts in 1760, SC and NC Carolina militias will burn over 36 villages Cherokee 
villages, forcing them to sue for peace in 1761. 
  
 
The concerns of this Country are so closely connected and interwoven with Indian Affairs, and not only a great 
branch of our trade, but even the Safety of this Province, do so much depend upon our continuing in 
Friendship with the Indians, that I thought it highly necessary to gain all the knowledge I could of them; … 
 
The Catawbaw Nation of Indians hath about Three hundred Fighting Men; brave fellows as any on the 
Continent of America and our firm friends; their Country is about two hundred miles from Charles-Town. The 
Cherokees live at the distance of about Three hundred miles from Charles-Town, though indeed their hunting 
grounds stretch much nearer to us-They have about Three thousand Gun men, and are in Alliance with this 
Government.  
 
I lately made a considerable purchase from that Indian Nation, of some of those hunting grounds, which are 
now become the property of the British Crown, … [from] their head men, in the name of the whole people, 
and with their universal approbation and good will.  
 
…[the French] have not been able to get the least footing among our Nations of Indians; … 
… the Chactaw Indians had driven into the Town of Mobile all the French Planters who were settled either 
upon the river … so that a few of the French who ventured out of the Town to hunt up Cattle were 
immediately scalped.  
 
… that it will be impossible to retain those Indians, or any other, in his Majesty's interest unless we continue to 
trade with them. … And since war and hunting are the business of the lives, both Arms and Ammunition as 
well as Cloaths other necessaries, are the goods for which there is the greatest demand among them-I 
therefore hope to receive instructions in this particular, as a rule of my conduct.  
 
… the Tranquility of South Carolina will depend upon preserving our Interest with the Indians, which it will be 
very difficult to do, unless the presents are continued to them, and those Forts built which I have formerly 
proposed, or at least, one of them, and that to be in the Country of the Cherokees....  
 
Source http://odur.let.rug.nl/usa/D/1751-1775/indians/glen.htm 
 
1. Why does Governor Glen report that the nearby tribes are friendly?  What is the basis for their friendship? 
2. Evaluate how the English army should respond to Governor Glen’s request for presents and at least one 
fort.  Should large sums of money be spent in the southern colonies?  Use examples from the text to support 
your answer.  
 



http://odur.let.rug.nl/usa/D/1751-1775/indians/glen.htm





Governor Glen on The Role of the Indians 
in the Rivalry Between France, Spain, and England, 1761 


 
 
 
 
 
 
Militias: part-
time, citizen 
soldiers 
 
Affairs: 
public or 
governmental 
business  
Interwoven: 
blended 
together 
 
 
 
Alliance:  
a formal 
agreement to 
cooperate 
 
 
 
Scalped: to 
cut off the 
hair of a 
victim as a 
trophy 
 
 
 
 
Tranquility 
peace 


Background: The powerful Indian nations on the ridge of the Appalachian Mountains held the 
balance among the colonial powers on the North American continent. The Six Nations of the 
Iroquois are best known, but the - the Cherokees, the Choctaws, and the Chickasaws. The 
Cherokees were generally more friendly with the English, but the other two Indian nations 
favored the Spanish and French.  Governor Glen of South Carolina recognized the role of the 
Indian nations in the contest among the outposts of Spanish, French, and English colonies. He 
believed that an English alliance with the Cherokees would keep the Carolinas peaceful.  
Following Cherokee attacks on frontier forts in 1760, SC and NC Carolina militias will burn 
over 36 villages Cherokee villages, forcing them to sue for peace in 1761. 
  
The concerns of this Country are so closely connected and interwoven with Indian Affairs, and 
not only a great branch of our trade, but even the Safety of this Province, do so much depend 
upon our continuing in Friendship with the Indians, that I thought it highly necessary to gain 
all the knowledge I could of them; … 
 
The Catawbaw Nation of Indians hath about Three hundred Fighting Men; brave fellows as 
any on the Continent of America and our firm friends; their Country is about two hundred 
miles from Charles-Town. The Cherokees live at the distance of about Three hundred miles 
from Charles-Town, though indeed their hunting grounds stretch much nearer to us-They 
have about Three thousand Gun men, and are in Alliance with this Government.  
 
I lately made a considerable purchase from that Indian Nation, of some of those hunting 
grounds, which are now become the property of the British Crown, … [from] their head men, 
in the name of the whole people, and with their good will.  
 
…[the French] have not been able to get the least footing among our Nations of Indians; … the 
Chactaw Indians had driven into the Town of Mobile all the French Planters who were settled 
either upon the river … so that a few of the French who ventured out of the Town to hunt up 
Cattle were immediately scalped.  
 
… that it will be impossible to retain those Indians, or any other, in his Majesty's interest 
unless we continue to trade with them. … And since war and hunting are the business of the 
lives, both Arms and Ammunition as well as Cloaths other necessaries, are the goods for which 
there is the greatest demand among them-I therefore hope to receive instructions in this 
particular, as a rule of my conduct.  
 
… the Tranquility of South Carolina will depend upon preserving our Interest with the Indians, 
which it will be very difficult to do, unless the presents are continued to them, and those Forts 
built which I have formerly proposed, or at least, one of them, and that to be in the Country of 
the Cherokees....  
 
1. Why does Governor Glen report that the nearby tribes are friendly?  What is the basis for 
their friendship? 
2. Evaluate how the English army should respond to Governor Glen’s request for presents and 
at least one fort.  Should large sums of money be spent on the southern colonies? Use 
examples from the text to support your answer. 







Governor Glen on The Role of the Indians 
in the Rivalry Between France, Spain, and England, 1761 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Militias: part-
time, citizen 
soldiers 
 
 
 
 
Affairs: 
public or 
governmental 
business  
Interwoven 
blended 
together 
 
 
 
 
Alliance:  
a formal 
agreement to 
cooperate 
 
 
 
 
 
Retain: keep 
 
Tranquility 
peace 


 
Background: The powerful Indian nations on the ridge of the Appalachian 
Mountains held the balance of power between the colonies of France, 
England, and Spain on the North American continent. The Six Nations of the 
Iroquois are best known, but the great tribes southward along the ridge were 
almost as influential - the Cherokees, the Choctaws, and the Chickasaws. The 
Cherokees were generally more friendly with the English, but the other two 
Indian nations were dominated by the Spanish and French.  Governor Glen of 
South Carolina recognized the role of the Indian nations in the contest among 
the outposts of Spanish, French, and English colonies. He believed that a 
strong English alliance with the Cherokees in this instance would insure peace 
in the Carolinas. Following Cherokee attacks on frontier forts in 1760, SC and 
NC Carolina militias will burn over 36 villages Cherokee villages, forcing them 
to sue for peace in 1761. 
  
The concerns of this Country are so closely connected and interwoven with 
Indian Affairs, and not only a great branch of our trade, but even the Safety of 
this Province, do so much depend upon our continuing in Friendship with the 
Indians, that I thought it highly necessary to gain all the knowledge I could of 
them; … 
 
The Catawbaw Nation of Indians hath about Three hundred Fighting Men; 
brave fellows as any on the Continent of America and our firm friends; their 
Country is about two hundred miles from Charles-Town. The Cherokees live at 
the distance of about Three hundred miles from Charles-Town, though indeed 
their hunting grounds stretch much nearer to us-They have about Three 
thousand Gun men, and are in Alliance with this Government.  
 
I lately made a considerable purchase from that Indian Nation, of some of 
those hunting grounds, which are now become the property of the British 
Crown, … [from] their head men, in the name of the whole people, and with 
their … good will.  
 
… that it will be impossible to retain those Indians, or any other, in his 
Majesty's interest unless we continue to trade with them. … And since war 
and hunting are the business of the lives, both Arms and Ammunition as well 
as Cloaths other necessaries, are the goods for which there is the greatest 
demand among them-I therefore hope to receive instructions in this 
particular, as a rule of my conduct.  
 
… the Tranquility of South Carolina will depend upon preserving our Interest 
with the Indians, which it will be very difficult to do, unless the presents are 
continued to them, and those Forts built which I have formerly proposed, or 
at least, one of them, and that to be in the Country of the Cherokees....   
 
 


1. How does 
Gov. Glen 
believe peace 
will be kept? 
 
 
 
 
 2. What does 
Gov. Glen 
have his 
soldiers do in 
1761? 
 
 
 
 3. Which 
tribes are 
powerful and 
on good 
terms with 
SC?  
 
 
 
 
4. What types 
of 
inexpensive 
or free 
presents are 
needed to 
keep peace 
with Indian 
tribes? 
 
5. Why is 
ironic that 
Gov. Glen 
talks of 
preserving 
the peace 
with nearby 
tribes? 
 


 








British and French colonial trade with Native Americans and presents 
 


French Traders and Their American Indian Trading Partners 
Exchanging European Goods for Furs. Decorative detail from 
Map of the inhabited part of Canada, from the French surveys 
engraved by William Faden, 1777. Courtesy of the Library of 
Congress, Geography and Map Division (G1105.F22 1777). 
 


 
 


Beaver pelts commonly traded by Native Americans for for a variety of goods, 
including copper kettles and pots, metal axe heads and knife blades, muskets, 
ball and powder, blankets, clothing and rum. Source: 
http://www.lib.niu.edu/2004/iht1110429.html  
 


 
 


 


1722 illustration of Iroquois trade with English settlers. Source:   
http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/a/a9/Iroquois_western_good
s.jpg 
 


  
 



http://www.lib.niu.edu/2004/iht1110429.html

http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/a/a9/Iroquois_western_goods.jpg

http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/a/a9/Iroquois_western_goods.jpg






 
Chief Minavavana 


“Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet conquered us!” 
 


 
Background: In this address to an English trader named Alexander Henry in 1761, Minavavana, a Chippewa or 
Ojibwa chief, warns the English that France's defeats during the French and Indian War do not mean that 
England can assert sovereignty over Indian lands.  
  
Englishman!--You know that the French King is our father. He promised to be such; and we, in return, 
promised to be his children. This promise we have kept.  
 
Englishman!--It is you that have made war with this our father. You are his enemy; and how then could you 
have the boldness to venture among us, his children? You know that his enemies are ours....  
 
Englishman!--Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet conquered us! We are not your 
slaves. These lakes, these woods and mountains, were left to us by our ancestors. They are our inheritance, 
and we will part with them to none....  
 
Englishman!--Our father, the king of France, employed our young men to make war upon your nation. In this 
warfare, many of them have been killed; and it is our custom to retaliate, until such time as the spirits of the 
slain are satisfied. Now the spirits of the slain are to be satisfied in either of two ways. The first is by the 
spilling of the blood of the nation by which they fell; the other, by covering the bodies of the dead, and thus 
allaying the resentment of their relations. This is done by making presents.  
 
Englishman!--Your king has never sent us any presents, nor entered into any treaty with us. Wherefore he 
and we are still at war; and, until he does these things, we must consider that we have no other father, nor 
friend, among the white men, then the king of France. But, for you, we have taken into consideration, that 
you have ventured your life among us, in the expectation that we should not molest you. You do not come 
armed, with an intention to make war. You come in peace, to trade with us, and supply us with necessities, of 
which we are much in want. We shall regard you, therefore, as a brother; and you may sleep tranquilly, 
without fear of the Chippewa. As a token of our friendship, we present you with this pipe to smoke.  
 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. Use two or three examples from Minavavana’s speech to Alexander Henry to summarize his view of the 


French and Indian War. 
2. What are 2-3 conditions that Chief Minavavana will demand of the British and the American colonists to 


end the French and Indian War?  Use examples from the text to support your answer 
3. Why does Minavavana treat Alexander Henry differently than he would a British or Colonial soldier?  What 


does this say about the Chippewa now that the French give them no more presents? 
 
 Source: B.B. Thatcher, Indian Biography (New York, 1841), Vol. II, 76-77. 
http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/native_voices/voices_display.cfm?id=30    
 
 
 
 



http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/native_voices/voices_display.cfm?id=30





 


Chief Minavavana 
“Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet conquered us!” 


 


 
Assert claim or 
demand 
Sovereigntyrule 
or control over 
 
Venture: 
something, 
often a 
business, filled 
with danger 
and risks 
 
Inheritance our 
birthright, 
something only 
we own 
 
Allaying make 
calm or to 
relieve 
 
 
Molest 
mistreat or 
harm 
 
Tranquilly 
peacefully 


 


Background: In this address to an English trader named Alexander Henry in 1761, 
Minavavana, a Chippewa or Ojibwa chief, warns the English that France's defeats during 
the French and Indian War do not mean that England can assert sovereignty over Indian 
lands.  
  
Englishman!--You know that the French King is our father. He promised to be such; and we, 
in return, promised to be his children. This promise we have kept.  
 
Englishman!--It is you that have made war with this our father. You are his enemy; and how 
then could you have the boldness to venture among us, his children? You know that his 
enemies are ours....  
 
Englishman!--Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet conquered us! 
We are not your slaves. These lakes, these woods and mountains, were left to us by our 
ancestors. They are our inheritance, and we will part with them to none....  
 
Englishman!--Our father, the king of France, employed our young men to make war upon 
your nation. In this warfare, many of them have been killed; and it is our custom to 
retaliate, until such time as the spirits of the slain are satisfied. Now the spirits of the slain 
are to be satisfied in either of two ways. The first is by the spilling of the blood of the 
nation by which they fell; the other, by covering the bodies of the dead, and thus allaying 
the resentment of their relations. This is done by making presents.  
 
Englishman!--Your king has never sent us any presents, nor entered into any treaty with us. 
Wherefore he and we are still at war; and, until he does these things, we must consider 
that we have no other father, nor friend, among the white men, then the king of France. 
But, for you, we have taken into consideration, that you have ventured your life among us, 
in the expectation that we should not molest you. You do not come armed, with an 
intention to make war. You come in peace, to trade with us, and supply us with necessities, 
of which we are much in want. We shall regard you, therefore, as a brother; and you may 
sleep tranquilly, without fear of the Chippewa. As a token of our friendship, we present 
you with this pipe to smoke.  
 


Guiding Questions: 
 


1. Use two or three examples from Minavavana’s speech to Alexander Henry to summarize 
his view of the French and Indian War. 


2. What are 2-3 conditions that Chief Minavavana will demand of the British and the 
American colonists to end the French and Indian War?  Use  examples from the text to 
support your answer 


3. Why does Minavavana treat Alexander Henry differently than he would a British or 
Colonial soldier?  What does this say about the Chippewa now thathe French give them 
no more presents? 


 


Source: B.B. Thatcher, Indian Biography (New York, 1841), Vol. II, 76-77. 
http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/native_voices/voices_display.cfm?id=30  
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Chief Minavavana 


“Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet conquered us!” 
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Venture: 
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often a 
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Background: In this address to an English trader named Alexander Henry 
in 1761, Minavavana, a Chippewa or Ojibwa chief, warns the English that 
France's defeats during the French and Indian War do not mean that 
England can assert sovereignty over Indian lands.  
  
Englishman!--You know that the French King is our father. He promised to 
be such; and we, in return, promised to be his children. This promise we 
have kept.  
 
Englishman!--It is you that have made war with this our father. You are his 
enemy; and how then could you have the boldness to venture among us, 
his children? You know that his enemies are ours....  
 
Englishman!--Although you have conquered the French, you have not yet 
conquered us! We are not your slaves. These lakes, these woods and 
mountains, were left to us by our ancestors. They are our inheritance, 
and we will part with them to none....  
 
Englishman!--Our father, the king of France, employed our young men to 
make war upon your nation. In this warfare, many of them have been 
killed; and it is our custom to retaliate, until such time as the spirits of the 
slain are satisfied. Now the spirits of the slain are to be satisfied in either 
of two ways. The first is by the spilling of the blood… ; the other, by 
covering the bodies of the dead, … This is done by making presents.  
 
Englishman!--Your king has never sent us any presents, nor entered into 
any treaty with us. … edit …But, for you, we have taken into 
consideration, that you have ventured your life among us, in the 
expectation that we should not molest you. You do not come armed, with 
an intention to make war. You come in peace, to trade with us, and supply 
us with necessities, of which we are much in want. We shall regard you, 
therefore, as a brother; and you may sleep tranquilly, without fear of the 
Chippewa. As a token of our friendship, we present you with this pipe to 
smoke.  
 


Guiding Questions: 
 


4. What are 2-3 conditions that Chief Minavavana will demand of the 
British and the American colonists to end the French and Indian War?  Use 
examples from the text to support your answer 
Source: B.B. Thatcher, Indian Biography (New York, 1841), Vol. II, 76-77 
http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/native_voices/voices_display.cfm?id=30 


 
Guiding 
Questions: 
 
1. What about 
the English 
worries  
Minavavana? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. How does he 
view his tribe’s 
lands? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. Use your 
knowledge of 
the time period 
to determine 
what types of 
presents he 
wants from the 
English?  
 
 
 
 
 


 



http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/native_voices/voices_display.cfm?id=30






 


 


This mural of SC Governor Glen and “Old Hop” a Cherokee 


Chief commemorates a treaty in 1755.  It dates from about 


1985 and is painted by muralist Ralph Waldrop.  Source 


http://www.hmdb.org/Marker.asp?Marker=39295 


Title: Conference Between the French and Indian Leaders around a 


Ceremonial Fire by Vernier.  Source: 


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Conference_Between_the_French_a


nd_Indian_Leaders_Around_a_Ceremonial_Fire_by_Vernier.jpg 


 


 


 
 


 


 
 


 


Governor Glen’s Report on Indians, 1761 
 


 


 



http://www.hmdb.org/Marker.asp?Marker=39295

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Conference_Between_the_French_and_Indian_Leaders_Around_a_Ceremonial_Fire_by_Vernier.jpg

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Conference_Between_the_French_and_Indian_Leaders_Around_a_Ceremonial_Fire_by_Vernier.jpg






 


 
Map of French and British North America 


 
Source: http://www.rootsweb.ancestry.com/~gagordo3/settlements_tribes_1750.htm  


 


 
Post French and Indian War Map of North America 


 
Source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:NorthAmerica1762-83.png  


 
 


 


  


  


  


1750 Map of North America (on the left) 
1. List cities and forts located along rivers or the Atlantic 
    Ocean. 
2. Why are so many settlements found on waterways? 
3. What can you infer from the limited extent of settlement?  
    Why haven’t settlers moved further west? 
 
1763 Map of North America after the Treaty of Paris (above) 
4. Which waterways do the British now have access to or  
    control over? 
5. Which lands are recognized as Indian by England and  
    Spain? 
6. Infer: Why will England be a stronger power than France  
    based on this map? 



http://www.rootsweb.ancestry.com/~gagordo3/settlements_tribes_1750.htm

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:NorthAmerica1762-83.png
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Common Core Lesson Plan 


 
Topic:  The French and Indian War with an emphasis on the Native American perspective 


Title:   Why were Native Americans the essential ingredient in creating a British North America?  
  Answer by studying the interactions between Native Americans, the French, the British, and the 
  British colonists. 
 


Resources (primary resource documents, artifacts, material needs, etc.) 
 1750 Map of European and Native American Settlement in North America 


 Edwin Atkin’s report to SC on interactions with Indians “Building Forts Inside Their Hearts” 


 Shingas, a Delaware leader Speaks, 1757 


 Governor Glen, The Role of the Indians in the Rivalry Between France, Spain, and England, 1761 


 1763 Map of North America after The Treaty of Paris 


 Map of Native American Cultures and Linguistics 


 Historical Opinion: Two Views on Captive Taking by Indians 


 The Role of Native Americans in the Military Campaigns 


 Minavavana, a Chippewa or Ojibwa chief, warns the English, 1761Pontiac, an Ottawa chief, voicing the 
proclamations of the “Master of Life,” 1763 


 Benjamin Franklin editorial on The Paxton Boys, Jeffery Amherst and Henry Bouquet on using Smallpox as a 
Weapon, July, 1763  


 Numerous Primary Source Images of traders, Native Americans, and battles  


 Modern Paintings of French and Indian War by Robert Griffing 


 The War That Made America by PBS (optional) 
 


Common Core Standards 
 WHST 1, 4 – 10  


 RH 1, 2, 4-8  


 
Essential Standards 


 8.H.1 and 8.H.2, 8.C.1.2, 8.C.1.3, 8.G.1.1, 8.E.1.1  
 


Background Information 
 Students will, during the course of the 8th curriculum, have an understanding of English and French exploration 


plus settlement of North America as well as the impact of the Columbian Exchange on the Native Americans. 


 


Instructional Sequence (before, during, and after instruction) 
 


Step 1 


This unit will examine the role of Native Americans in providing victory for the British in the French and Indian 
War. Decide on the approach and amount of time that you want your students to use in this guided, 
document based question unit.  There are 10 documents with illustrations and one document focused on 
maps/geography.  Students can complete all of them, answer a combination of some, or focus on a topic and 
report to the class, etc.  Working in pairs or small groups is recommended. This can also be used as a 
webquest by using the sources’ hyperlinks, although the texts will not be modified.  This unit will examine 
Native American motivations in acting as allies or enemies with both British and French colonists; Native 
American culture; as well as the conflict between France and England.  This unit does not contain materials 
that consider the global aspects of the Seven Years War, but that focus can be incorporated.  Mix and match 
the differentiated documents as best meets the needs and abilities of your students. 
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Step 2 


Introduce the unit or class period with the two-three images in the PowerPoint.  Students should respond to 
the questions as a warm-up used to introduce the themes of Native American interaction with European 
colonists and British colonists’ point of view.  Alternatively, the opening two segments of The War That Made 
America will engage students and provide background context for the documents.  The video can be used 
repeatedly throughout the unit to illustrate the documents. 
 


Step 3 


Model methods for students in reading for literal meaning, summarizing, and connecting with prior knowledge 
of the colonists and Native Americans.  Explain that there will be challenges in understanding the syntax, style, 
and vocabulary of documents written some 250 years ago.  If need be, use the LCD projector to show the 
students a document and read it aloud.  Have students explain words based on context and discuss the 
connection between it and a related image. 
  


Step 4 


Have 11 stations prepared for students and assign/let them choose partners.  Have students examine the 
documents and images by listing the title of each in their notebook and record their answers to the questions.  
The number of questions will vary based on the differentiated level of text that they are reading.  The first day 
may involve only 1 set but the following days should include 2-3 per class period. 
 
The documents can loosely be organized as: 


English/Colonial point of view on relations with Native Americans and the French:  
Building Forts in Their Hearts, Gov. Glen’s report, Fort Henry Massacre, Captive-Taking, The Role of 
Native Americans in Military Campaigns, French Acadian Exiles, Small Pox and The Paxton Boys 
French Point of View: 


 French Acadian Exiles 
Native American Point of View:  
(additional insights can also be gained from English/Colonial documents) 


 Captive-Taking, Shingas Speaks, Minavavana Warns, Pontiac Master of Life 
 


Step 5 


Students should be able to explain their answers and make connections between the documents and images 
at each station as well as with the others they have completed.   
 


Step 6 


Exit Ticket Day 1: How does the image of winter trade compare with the conflicts or cooperation that you have 
read.  
Additional Exit Tickets should use images to assess their understanding of the varied colonial-Native American 
interactions. 
 
Step 7 


Culminating assignment, such as a RAFT or a DBQ styled essay, can be based on the decisions made by Native 
Americans in response to the conflicts and trade with Europeans.  Explain why their choices of cooperation 
and warfare were successful or flawed.  What alternatives could they have tried?  Have students answer these 
with the examples from the texts that they have gathered in their notebooks from the documents. 
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:  


Additional Resources: 


 The War That Made America: Education and Outreach - Excellent resources that include the issue of 
colonial opposition to being taxed without their consent in paying for the war effort   
http://www.wqed.org/tv/specials/the-war-that-made-america/index_30.php 


 Primary Sources Pertaining to Early America 
http://www.constitution.org/primarysources/primarysources.html  


 Library of Congress Guide to the French and Indian War 
http://www.loc.gov/rr/program/bib/frenchindian/ 


 The Canadian Iroquois and the Seven Years’ War http://www.loc.gov/rr/program/bib/frenchindian/ 


 Excerpts from speeches by Canassatego, an Iroquois, as printed by Benjamin Franklin, 1740s 
 http://www.smithsoniansource.org/display/primarysource/viewdetails.aspx?PrimarySourceId=1195 


 Constitution of the Iroquois Nations http://www.constitution.org/cons/iroquois.htm : 


 Eastern Indian / Frontier Paintings by Robert Griffing – engaging and historically accurate paintings of 
the time period http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/main.htm 


 Uneasy Allies British and Colonial Interaction During The French and Indian War 
http://www.earlyamerica.com/review/2005_summer_fall/redcoats.html 


 Essay on the Cherokee War in the Carolinashttp://www.ricehope.com/history/CherokeeWar1760.htm 


 Essay on Captive-Taking and Mourning wars http://www.ashevillelist.com/history/mourning-war-
raids.htm 


 Essay on Scalping During the French and Indian War 
http://www.earlyamerica.com/review/1998/scalping.html  


 AP College Board US History Free Response (DBQ) for the French and Indian War 
http://www.collegeboard.com/prod_downloads/ap/students/ushistory/ap04_frq_ushistory.pdf 


 


 



http://www.wqed.org/tv/specials/the-war-that-made-america/index_30.php

http://www.constitution.org/primarysources/primarysources.html

http://www.loc.gov/rr/program/bib/frenchindian/

http://www.loc.gov/rr/program/bib/frenchindian/

http://www.smithsoniansource.org/display/primarysource/viewdetails.aspx?PrimarySourceId=1195

http://www.constitution.org/cons/iroquois.htm

http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffing/main.htm

http://www.earlyamerica.com/review/2005_summer_fall/redcoats.html

http://www.ricehope.com/history/CherokeeWar1760.htm

http://www.ashevillelist.com/history/mourning-war-raids.htm

http://www.ashevillelist.com/history/mourning-war-raids.htm

http://www.earlyamerica.com/review/1998/scalping.html

http://www.collegeboard.com/prod_downloads/ap/students/ushistory/ap04_frq_ushistory.pdf






 


 


 


 
Small Pox and the Paxton Boys Massacre 


 
1841 portrayal of the Paxton Boys Massacre in Lancaster, Pennsylvania of a 
peaceful tribe in Pennsylvania.  Below, a 1763 newspaper depiction of 
Philadelphia getting cannons and soldiers to resist the boys’ arrival in search of 
surviving Indians. 


General Amherst ordered the delivery of small pox infected blankets to tribes in the vicinity 
of Fort Pitt to reduce their numbers. Below, Native drawing of a person suffering from 
smallpox or measles. (from the Dakota winter count by Yellow Lodge for the year 1845)  


  


   
Sources: Top - http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/6/6b/Paxton_massacre.jpg  


Bottom-  http://explorepahistory.com/displayimage.php?imgId=1-2-8D6   


  


The Illinois suffered from deadly European diseases 
to which they had no immunity. Smallpox epidemics 
occurred in the region in about 1704, 1732, and 
1756. There were also several epidemics of 
unidentified diseases.  
Sourcess:  
Top - 
http://www.nativeweb.org/pages/legal/amherst/dr
awing.jpeg  Bottom - 
http://www.museum.state.il.us/muslink/nat_amer/
post/htmls/hi_decline.html 
 



http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/6/6b/Paxton_massacre.jpg

http://explorepahistory.com/displayimage.php?imgId=1-2-8D6

http://www.museum.state.il.us/muslink/nat_amer/post/htmls/gloss1.html#immunity

http://www.nativeweb.org/pages/legal/amherst/drawing.jpeg

http://www.nativeweb.org/pages/legal/amherst/drawing.jpeg

http://www.museum.state.il.us/muslink/nat_amer/post/htmls/hi_decline.html

http://www.museum.state.il.us/muslink/nat_amer/post/htmls/hi_decline.html






 


 


Shingas, a Delaware Speaks 
 


 
Background: Following Washington’s defeat at Fort Necessity, some Ohio Valley Indians continued to 
support the English. Yet the Ohio Indians eventually went to war against the British. Shingas, a Delaware 
leader, explained why in a speech to white prisoners in 1757. His words were recorded by Charles Stuart, 
who was taken prisoner three months after Braddock’s defeat.   
   
Shingas: 
Riseing up From his seat with Appearance of Deep Concern on his Countenance he addressed his Prisoners 
with Great Solemnity[,] Telling them that he was sorry For what had happened Between them and the 
English But that the English and not the Indians were the Cause of the Present War...[H]e then Proceeded to 
give Account of those Causes and said...That he with 5 other Chiefs of the Delaware[,] Shawnee & Mingo 
Nations (Being 2 from Each Nation) had applied to General Braddock and Enquired what he intended to do 
with the Land [the Ohio Country] if he Could drive the French and their Indians away To which Braddock 
replied that the English Shoud Inhabit & Inherit the Land, on which Shingas asked General Braddock whether 
the Indians that were Friends to the English might not be Permitted to Live and Trade Among the English and 
have Hunting Ground sufficient to Support themselves and Familys as they had no where to Flee Too But 
into the Hands of the French and their Indians who were their Enemies (that is, Shingas' Enemies).  
 
On which General Braddock said that No Savage Should Inherit the Land.... [After asking him again on the 
following day and receiving the same answer,] Shingas and the other Chiefs answered That if they might not 
have Liberty To Live on the Land they would not Fight for it[.] To which General Braddock answered that he 
did not need their Help and had No doubt of driveing the French and their Indians away. 
 


On which Shingas with the other Chiefs went away from General Braddock.... [The chiefs returned to their 
people some of whom immediately joined the French. Others remained neutral and waited to see what 
would happen when Braddock fought the French.] But after the French had ruined Braddocks Army[,] they 
immediately compelled the Indians To join them and let them know that if they refused they wou'd 
Immediately cut them off, On which the Indians Joined the French for their Own Safety...They However sent 
Captain Jacobs [another Delaware chief] with some other Indians to Philadelphia to hold a Treaty with the 
Government But on their returning home From Philadelphia without meeting with the necessary 
Encouragement the Indians agreed To Come out with the French and their Indians in Parties to Destroy the 
English Settlements.... 
 


Source: Bond, Beverly W. Jr.  “The Captivity of Charles Stuart, 1755-57,” Mississippi Valley Historical Review, 
Vol. 13, No. 1 (Jun., 1926), pp. 58-81.  
 
Guiding Questions: 
 


1.   Why did King Shingas refuse to aid Braddock? 
2.   What did King Shingas and his do after Braddock’s defeat at the Monongahela?  
3.   How did Braddock’s defeat change relationships among British colonists and Indians of  
      the Ohio Valley? 


 


 







 
 


Shingas, a Delaware Speaks 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Inhabit: live in  
Inherit: take 
over 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Liberty: 
freedom or 
independence  
 
 
 
 
 
 
compelled: 
forced 
 
Settlements a 
person in a 
business or of 
people in a new 
region 


Background: Following Washington’s defeat at Fort Necessity, some 
Ohio Valley Indians continued to support the English. Yet the Ohio 
Indians eventually went to war against the British. Shingas, a 
Delaware leader, explained why in a speech to white prisoners in 
1757. His words were recorded by Charles Stuart, who was taken 
prisoner three months after Braddock’s defeat.   
 
Telling them that he was sorry For what had happened Between 
them and the English But that the English and not the Indians were 
the Cause of the Present War... 
 
[H]e then Proceeded to give Account of those Causes and said...That 
he with 5 other Chiefs of the Delaware[,] Shawnee & Mingo Nations 
had applied to General Braddock and Enquired what he intended to 
do with the Land [the Ohio Country] if he Could drive the French and 
their Indians away. To which Braddock replied that the English 
Shoud Inhabit & Inherit the Land,  
 
on which Shingas asked General Braddock whether the Indians that 
were Friends to the English might not be Permitted to Live and 
Trade Among the English and have Hunting Ground sufficient to 
Support themselves and Familys as they had no where to Flee Too 
But into the Hands of the French and their Indians who were their 
Enemies (that is, Shingas' Enemies).  
 
On which General Braddock said that No Savage Should Inherit the 
Land.... [After asking him again on the following day and receiving 
the same answer,] Shingas and the other Chiefs answered That if 
they might not have Liberty To Live on the Land they would not 
Fight for it[.] To which General Braddock answered that he did not 
need their Help and had No doubt of driveing the French and their 
Indians away. 
 
On which Shingas with the other Chiefs went away from General 
Braddock.... [The chiefs returned to their people some of whom 
immediately joined the French. Others remained neutral and waited 
to see what would happen when Braddock fought the French.] But 
after the French had ruined Braddocks Army[,] they immediately 
compelled the Indians To join them …, On which the Indians Joined 
the French for their Own Safety... the Indians agreed To Come out 
with the French and their Indians in Parties to Destroy the English 
Settlements.... 
 
Source: Bond, Beverly W. Jr.  “The Captivity of Charles Stuart, 1755-
57,” Mississippi Valley Historical Review, Vol. 13, No. 1 (Jun., 1926), 
pp. 58-81.  


 
Guiding Questions: 


 
1. Should we trust 
Charles Stuart?  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. What will General 
Braddock do with the 
land after he defeats 
the French? 
 
 
 
3. What does Shirgas 
want? 
 
 
 
 
 
4. How does General 
Braddock treat 
Shirgas and other 
Indian chiefs? 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Why does Shirgas 
and other chiefs 
attack the English? 
 
  


 







 
 


Shingas, a Delaware Speaks 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
Countenance 
appearance, 
expression on 
one’s face 
Solemnity 
seriousness 
 
 
Inhabit: live in  
Inherit: take over 
 
 
 
 
Liberty: freedom or 
independence  
 
 
 
 
 
 
compelled: forced 
 
 
 
 
Settlements a 
person in a 
business or of 
people in a new 
region 


 


Background: Following Washington’s defeat at Fort Necessity, some Ohio Valley Indians 
continued to support the English. Yet the Ohio Indians eventually went to war against the 
British. Shingas, a Delaware leader, explained why in a speech to white prisoners in 1757. 
His words were recorded by Charles Stuart, who was taken prisoner three months after 
Braddock’s defeat.   
   
Riseing up From his seat with Appearance of Deep Concern on his Countenance he 
addressed his Prisoners with Great Solemnity[,] Telling them that he was sorry For what had 
happened Between them and the English But that the English and not the Indians were the 
Cause of the Present War...[H]e then Proceeded to give Account of those Causes and 
said...That he with 5 other Chiefs of the Delaware[,] Shawnee & Mingo Nations (Being 2 
from Each Nation) had applied to General Braddock and Enquired what he intended to do 
with the Land [the Ohio Country] if he Could drive the French and their Indians away. To 
which Braddock replied that the English Shoud Inhabit & Inherit the Land, on which Shingas 
asked General Braddock whether the Indians that were Friends to the English might not be 
Permitted to Live and Trade Among the English and have Hunting Ground sufficient to 
Support themselves and Familys as they had no where to Flee Too But into the Hands of the 
French and their Indians who were their Enemies (that is, Shingas' Enemies).  
 
On which General Braddock said that No Savage Should Inherit the Land.... [After asking him 
again on the following day and receiving the same answer,] Shingas and the other Chiefs 
answered That if they might not have Liberty To Live on the Land they would not Fight for 
it[.] To which General Braddock answered that he did not need their Help and had No doubt 
of driveing the French and their Indians away. 
 
On which Shingas with the other Chiefs went away from General Braddock.... [The chiefs 
returned to their people some of whom immediately joined the French. Others remained 
neutral and waited to see what would happen when Braddock fought the French.] But after 
the French had ruined Braddocks Army[,] they immediately compelled the Indians To join 
them and let them know that if they refused they wou'd Immediately cut them off, On 
which the Indians Joined the French for their Own Safety...They However sent Captain 
Jacobs [another Delaware chief] with some other Indians to Philadelphia to hold a Treaty 
with the Government But on their returning home From Philadelphia without meeting with 
the necessary Encouragement the Indians agreed To Come out with the French and their 
Indians in Parties to Destroy the English Settlements.... 
 
Source: Bond, Beverly W. Jr.  “The Captivity of Charles Stuart, 1755-57,” Mississippi Valley 
Historical Review, Vol. 13, No. 1 (Jun., 1926), pp. 58-81.  
 
Guiding Questions: 
 


1. Why did King Shingas refuse to aid Braddock? 
2. What did King Shingas and his do after Braddock’s defeat at the Monongahela?  
3. How did Braddock’s defeat change relationships among British colonists and Indians of 


the Ohio Valley? 
 


 








 


 


Pontiac, an Ottawa chief, voicing the proclamations of the “Master of Life,” 1763 


Background: The core of Neolin's teachings was that Indians had been corrupted by European ways and 


needed to purify themselves by returning to their traditions and preparing for a holy war. "Drive them out” he 


declared of the settlers. A confederacy of tribes organized by a group of chiefs led by Ottawa chief Pontiac, 


made plans for a coordinated attack against the British in the spring of 1763. This combination of inspirational 


religious and political leadership was a pattern in the long history of Indian resistance to colonial expansion in 


North America.  Their attacks on the British captured Eight forts in the  Ohio country.  The British successfully 


defended the  key forts of Detroit and Pitt (Duquesne) and the eventually won the war.  The result of the 


rebellion, however, was that the British banned colonists from moving onto Indian lands west of the 


Appalachian Mountains. 


I am the Master of Life, whom thou desirest to know and to whom thou wouldst speak. Listen well to what I 


am going to say to thee and all thy red brethren. I am he who made heaven and earth, the trees, lakes, rivers, 


all men, and all that thou seest, and all that thou hast seen on earth. Because . . . I love you, you must do what 


I say and [not do] what I hate. … When you are going to war, you juggle, join the medicine dance, and believe 


that I am speaking. You are mistaken, it is to Manitou to whom you speak; he is a bad spirit who whispers to 


you nothing but evil, and to whom you listen because you do not know me well. This land, where you live, I 


have made for you and not for others. How comes it that you suffer the whites on your lands? Can you not do 


without them? I know that those whom you call the children of your Great Father supply your wants, but if 


you were not bad, as you are, you would well do without them. You might live wholly as you did before you 


knew them. Before those whom you call your brothers come on your lands, did you not live by bow and 


arrow? You had no need of gun nor powder, nor the rest of their things, and nevertheless you caught animals 


to live and clothe yourselves with their skins, but when I saw that you inclined to the evil, I called back the 


animals into the depths of the woods, so that you had need of your brothers to have your wants supplied and I 


shall send back to you the animals to live on. I do not forbid you, for all that, to suffer amongst you the 


children of your father. I love them, they know me and pray to me, and I give them their necessities and all 


that they bring to you, but as regards those who have come to trouble your country, drive them out, make war 


on them. I love them not, they know me not, they are my enemies and the enemies of your brothers. Send 


them back to the country which I made for them. There let them remain. 


Source: http://www.smithsoniansource.org/display/primarysource/viewdetails.aspx?PrimarySourceId=1186  


Guiding Questions: 


1. Why was the Master of Life’s message helpful in unifying and motivating the Indians to attack the British? 


2. What can you observe about Native American culture from this speech?  
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Pontiac, an Ottawa chief, voicing the proclamations of the “Master of Life,” 1763 


 


Purify: clean 


oneself 


Alliance: 


countries or 


tribes 


working 


together  


Expansion 


growth, 


control of 


land 


Brethren 


brother  


 


 


 


 


 


 


Inclined 


leaning 


towards 


 


Background: The core of Neolin's teachings was that Indians had been corrupted by European ways and 


needed to purify themselves by returning to their traditions and preparing for a holy war. "Drive them 


out” he declared of the settlers. An alliance of tribes organized by a group of chiefs led by Ottawa chief 


Pontiac, made plans for a coordinated attack against the British in the spring of 1763. This combination of 


inspirational religious and political leadership was a pattern in the long history of Indian resistance to 


colonial expansion in North America.  Their attacks on the British captured Eight forts in the Ohio 


country.  The British successfully defended the key forts of Detroit and Pitt (Duquesne) and the eventually 


won the war. The result of the rebellion, however, was that the British banned colonists from moving onto 


Indian lands west of the Appalachian Mountains. 


 


I am the Master of Life, whom thou desirest to know and to whom thou wouldst speak. Listen well to 


what I am going to say to thee and all thy red brethren. I am he who made heaven and earth, the trees, 


lakes, rivers, all men, and all that thou seest, and all that thou hast seen on earth. Because . . . I love you, 


you must do what I say and [not do] what I hate. … When you are going to war, you juggle, join the 


medicine dance, and believe that I am speaking. You are mistaken, it is to Manitou to whom you speak; 


he is a bad spirit who whispers to you nothing but evil, and to whom you listen because you do not know 


me well. This land, where you live, I have made for you and not for others. How comes it that you suffer 


the whites on your lands? Can you not do without them? I know that those whom you call the children of 


your Great Father supply your wants, but if you were not bad, as you are, you would well do without 


them. You might live wholly as you did before you knew them. Before those whom you call your brothers 


come on your lands, did you not live by bow and arrow? You had no need of gun nor powder, nor the 


rest of their things, and nevertheless you caught animals to live and clothe yourselves with their skins, 


but when I saw that you inclined to the evil, I called back the animals into the depths of the woods, so 


that you had need of your brothers to have your wants supplied and I shall send back to you the animals 


to live on. I do not forbid you, for all that, to suffer amongst you the children of your father. I love them, 


they know me and pray to me, and I give them their necessities and all that they bring to you, but as 


regards those who have come to trouble your country, drive them out, make war on them. I love them 


not, they know me not, they are my enemies and the enemies of your brothers. Send them back to the 


country which I made for them. There let them remain. 


Guiding Questions: 


1. Why was the Master of Life’s message helpful in unifying and motivating the Indians to attack the 


British? 


2. What can you observe about Native American culture from this speech? 


 


 







 


 


Pontiac, an Ottawa chief, voicing the proclamations of the “Master of Life,” 1763 


 


Purify: clean 
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Alliance: 
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working 


together  


Brethren 


brother  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Inclined 


leaning 


towards 


 


Background: Pontiac believed in Neolin's teachings: that Indians had been corrupted by 


European ways and needed to purify themselves by returning to their traditions and 


preparing for a holy war. "Drive them out” he declared of the settlers. An alliance of 


tribes organized by a group of chiefs led by Ottawa chief Pontiac, made plans for a 


coordinated attack against the British in the spring of 1763..  Their attacks on the British 


captured Eight forts in the Ohio country.  The British successfully defended the key forts 


of Detroit and Pitt (Duquesne) and the eventually won the war. The result of the rebellion, 


however, was that the British banned colonists from moving onto Indian lands west of the 


Appalachian Mountains. 


I am the Master of Life, whom thou desirest to know and to whom thou wouldst speak. 


Listen well to what I am going to say to thee and all thy red brethren. I am he who made 


heaven and earth, the trees, lakes, rivers, all men, and all that thou seest, and all that 


thou hast seen on earth. Because . . . I love you, you must do what I say and [not do] 


what I hate. …  


This land, where you live, I have made for you and not for others. How comes it that you 


suffer the whites on your lands? Can you not do without them? I know that those whom 


you call the children of your Great Father supply your wants, but if you were not bad, as 


you are, you would well do without them. You might live wholly as you did before you 


knew them. Before those whom you call your brothers come on your lands, did you not 


live by bow and arrow? You had no need of gun nor powder, nor the rest of their things, 


and nevertheless you caught animals to live and clothe yourselves with their skins, but 


when I saw that you inclined to the evil, I called back the animals into the depths of the 


woods, so that you had need of your brothers to have your wants supplied and I shall 


send back to you the animals to live on.  


I do not forbid you, for all that, to suffer amongst you the children of your father. I love 


them, they know me and pray to me, and I give them their necessities and all that they 


bring to you, but as regards those who have come to trouble your country, drive them 


out, make war on them. I love them not, they know me not, they are my enemies and 


the enemies of your brothers. Send them back to the country which I made for them. 


There let them remain. 


 


 


 


 


 


Guiding 


Questions: 


1. How does 


the religious 


message of 


Neolin lead 


to war? 


 


 


 


 


2.  How 


should 


Indians 


change their 


behavior? 


 


 


3 Why does 


this message 


of love and 


hate help 


motivate 


Indians to 


attack the 


British?  


 








1754. “You and the French are like two 


edges of a pair of shears, and we are the 


cloth that is cut to pieces between them.” 


Remarks of a Native American to an 


Englishman  


What does this simile imply about North 


America in the 1700s? 







How does this 


painting 


portray Native 


Americans? 


Make specific 


observations 


to determine 


if this is 


objective or 


biased. 


 







Exit Ticket: How does this painting 


compare with the conflict that began 


today’s lesson? 







Exit Ticket: What point is Benjamin Franklin trying 


to have readers understand with this 1754 


political cartoon?  








 


Iroquois warrior painted by British officer George 
Townshend in 1758. Source: 
http://www.npg.org.uk/collections/search/portraitLarge/mw08868/An-Indian-War-
chief-completely-equipped-with-a-scalp-in-his-hand  


Fort Henry Massacre, 1755 by F.O.C. Darley (1821-1888) Source: 
http://digitalgallery.nypl.org/nypldigital/dgkeysearchdetail.cfm?trg=1&strucID=720383&imageID=833840&
word=833840&s=1&notword=&d=&c=&f=&k=0&lWord=&lField=&sScope=&sLevel=&sLabel=&sort=&total=1
&num=0&imgs=20&pNum=&pos=1  
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Events after the French and Indian War 
 
British General Jeffery Amherst on using Smallpox as a Weapon, July, 1763.  
 
Bouquet to Amherst, 23 June 1763 
... Captain Ecuyer writes me that Fort Pitt is in good state of defence against all attempts from Savages, who 
are daily firing upon the Fort; unluckily the Small Pox has broke out in the garrison, for which he has built an 
Hospital under the Draw Bridge to prevent the Spreading of that distemper... 
 
Amherst Memorandum [enclosured in letter to Bouquet, 7 July 1763] 
Could it not be contrived to Send the Small Pox among those Disaffected Tribes of Indians? We must, on this 
occasion, Use Every Strategem in our power to Reduce them. 
 
Source: http://explorepahistory.com/odocument.php?docId=1-4-25 
 
A Narrative of the Late Massacres, in Lancaster County, of a Number of Indians, Friends of this Province, by 
Persons Unknown With Some Observations on the Same by Benjamin Franklin  
 
Background: On Decenber 14th, 1763 50 or so Paxton Boys murdered 6 Conostega Indians.  Two weeks later 
they killed and scalped a further 14 who were in the protective custody of the Lancaster jail   These Indians 
had entered into a Treaty of Friendship with the colony of Pennsylvania which was to last "as long as the Sun 
should shine, or the Waters run in the Rivers." 
 
[The Paxton Boys] surrounded the small Village of Indian Huts, and just at Break of Day broke into them all at 
once. Only three Men, two Women, and a young Boy, were found at home, the rest being out among the 
neighbouring White People, some to sell the Baskets, Brooms and Bowls …  These poor defenceless Creatures 
were immediately fired upon, stabbed and hatcheted to Death! The good Shehaes, among the rest, cut to 
Pieces in his Bed. All of them were scalped, and otherwise horribly mangled. Then their Huts were set on Fire, 
and most of them burnt down. When the Troop, pleased with their own Conduct and Bravery, but enraged 
that any of the poor Indians had escaped the Massacre, rode off, …  
 
If an Indian injures me, does it follow that I may revenge that Injury on all Indians? It is well known that Indians 
are of different Tribes, Nations and Languages, as well as the White People. In Europe, if the French, who are 
White People, should injure the Dutch, are they to revenge it on the English, because they too are White 
People? The only Crime of these poor Wretches seems to have been, that they had a reddish brown Skin, and 
black Hair; and some People of that Sort, it seems, had murdered some of our Relations. If it be right to kill 
Men for such a Reason, then, should any Man, with a freckled Face and red Hair, kill a Wife or Child of mine, it 
would be right for me to revenge it, by killing all the freckled red-haired Men, Women and Children, I could 
afterwards any where meet with. 
 
Source: http://www.historycarper.com/resources/twobf3/massacre.htm 
 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. Make a list of complaints that tribes have with General Amherst and the Paxton Boys.  
2. Make a list of positive actions by the Pennsylvania government and Benjamin Franklin. 
3. Use the evidence in questions 1-2 to write a prediction for future colonist-Indian relations. 
 



http://explorepahistory.com/odocument.php?docId=1-4-25
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Events after the French and Indian War 
 
 
Garrison: troops 
assigned to a fort 
Distemper: 
a viral disease 
contrived: 
fixed 
Disaffectedresentful, 
disloyal, or 
rebellious 
Strategem:  
A plan to deceive or 
surprise 
 
protective custody: 
police or 
government 
protection 
 
 
 
Shehaes:  
leader or advisor to 
his people 
 
enraged:  
greatly angered 


British General Jeffery Amherst on using Smallpox as a Weapon, July, 1763.  
 
Bouquet to Amherst, 23 June 1763 
... Captain Ecuyer writes me that Fort Pitt is in good state of defence against all attempts from 
Savages, who are daily firing upon the Fort; unluckily the Small Pox has broke out in the 
garrison, for which he has built an Hospital under the Draw Bridge to prevent the Spreading of 
that distemper... 
 
Amherst Memorandum [enclosured in letter to Bouquet, 7 July 1763] 
Could it not be contrived to Send the Small Pox among those Disaffected Tribes of Indians? We 
must, on this occasion, Use Every Strategem in our power to Reduce them. 
 
Source: http://explorepahistory.com/odocument.php?docId=1-4-25 
 
A Narrative of the Late Massacres, in Lancaster County, of a Number of Indians, Friends of 
this Province, by Persons Unknown With Some Observations on the Same by Benjamin 
Franklin  
 
Background: On Decenber 14th, 1763 50 or so Paxton Boys murdered 6 Conostega Indians.  
Two weeks later they killed and scalped a further 14 who were in the protective custody of the 
Lancaster jail   These Indians had entered into a Treaty of Friendship with the colony of 
Pennsylvania which was to last "as long as the Sun should shine, or the Waters run in the 
Rivers." 
 
[The Paxton Boys] surrounded the small Village of Indian Huts, and just at Break of Day broke 
into them all at once. Only three Men, two Women, and a young Boy, were found at home, the 
rest being out among the neighbouring White People, some to sell the Baskets, Brooms and 
Bowls …  These poor defenceless Creatures were immediately fired upon, stabbed and 
hatcheted to Death! The good Shehaes, among the rest, cut to Pieces in his Bed. All of them 
were scalped, and otherwise horribly mangled. Then their Huts were set on Fire, and most of 
them burnt down. When the Troop, pleased with their own Conduct and Bravery, but enraged 
that any of the poor Indians had escaped the Massacre, rode off, …  
 
If an Indian injures me, does it follow that I may revenge that Injury on all Indians? It is well 
known that Indians are of different Tribes, Nations and Languages, as well as the White People. 
In Europe, if the French, who are White People, should injure the Dutch, are they to revenge it 
on the English, because they too are White People? The only Crime of these poor Wretches 
seems to have been, that they had a reddish brown Skin, and black Hair; and some People of 
that Sort, it seems, had murdered some of our Relations. If it be right to kill Men for such a 
Reason, then, should any Man, with a freckled Face and red Hair, kill a Wife or Child of mine, it 
would be right for me to revenge it, by killing all the freckled red-haired Men, Women and 
Children, I could afterwards any where meet with. 
 


Source: http://www.historycarper.com/resources/twobf3/massacre.htm  
 


Guiding Questions: 
 


1. Make a list of complaints that Native Americans have with General Amherst and the Paxton 
Boys.  
2. Make a list of positive actions by the Pennsylvania government and Benjamin Franklin. 
3. Use the evidence in questions 1-2 to write a prediction for future colonist-Indian relations. 
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Events after the French and Indian War 
 
 
contrived: 
fixed, arranged 
Distemper: 
a viral disease 
Disaffected 
resentful, 
disloyal, or 
rebellious 
Strategem:  
A plan to 
deceive or 
surprise 
 
protective 
custody: 
police or 
government 
protection 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Shehaes:  
leader or 
advisor to his 
people 
 
enraged:  
greatly angered 
 
 
tolerance: 
open-mind, 
acceptance 


 
British General Jeffery Amherst on using Smallpox as a Weapon, July, 
1763.  
 
Amherst Memorandum [enclosured in letter to Bouquet, 7 July 1763] 
Could it not be contrived to Send the Small Pox among those Disaffected 
Tribes of Indians? We must, on this occasion, Use Every Strategem in our 
power to Reduce them. 
 
Source: http://explorepahistory.com/odocument.php?docId=1-4-25 
 
A Narrative of the Late Massacres, in Lancaster County, of a Number of 
Indians, Friends of this Province, by Persons Unknown With Some 
Observations on the Same by Benjamin Franklin  
 
Background: On Decenber 14th, 1763 50 or so Paxton Boys murdered 6 
Conostega Indians.  Two weeks later they killed and scalped a further 14 
who were in the protective custody of the Lancaster jail   These Indians 
had entered into a Treaty of Friendship with the colony of Pennsylvania 
which was to last "as long as the Sun should shine, or the Waters run in the 
Rivers." 
 
[The Paxton Boys] surrounded the small Village of Indian Huts, and just at 
Break of Day broke into them all at once. Only three Men, two Women, 
and a young Boy, were found at home, the rest being out among the 
neighbouring White People, some to sell the Baskets, Brooms and Bowls …  
These poor defenceless Creatures were immediately fired upon, stabbed 
and hatcheted to Death! The good Shehaes, among the rest, cut to Pieces 
in his Bed. All of them were scalped, and otherwise horribly mangled. Then 
their Huts were set on Fire, and most of them burnt down. When the 
Troop, pleased with their own Conduct and Bravery, but enraged that any 
of the poor Indians had escaped the Massacre, rode off, …  
 
If an Indian injures me, does it follow that I may revenge that Injury on all 
Indians? It is well known that Indians are of different Tribes, Nations and 
Languages, as well as the White People. In Europe, if the French, who are 
White People, should injure the Dutch, are they to revenge it on the 
English, because they too are White People? The only Crime of these poor 
Wretches seems to have been, that they had a reddish  
 
brown Skin, and black Hair; and some People of that Sort, it seems, had 
murdered some of our Relations. If it be right to kill Men for such a 
Reason, then, should any Man, with a freckled Face and red Hair, kill a 
Wife or Child of mine, it would be right for me to revenge it, by killing all 
the freckled red-haired Men, Women and Children, I could afterwards any 
where meet with. 
 
Source: http://www.historycarper.com/resources/twobf3/massacre.htm 
 


 
Guiding 
Questions: 
 
1. Why does 
General Amherst 
want to 
deliberately send 
small pox to 
nearby tribes? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. What opinion 
do the Paxton 
Boys have of 
Indians? Use 
examples from 
the text to 
answer. 
 
 
 
3. How is 
Benjamin Franklin 
showing 
tolerance 
towards Indians 
in this paragraph? 


 



http://explorepahistory.com/odocument.php?docId=1-4-25

http://www.historycarper.com/resources/twobf3/massacre.htm






 


 


The Role of Native Americans in 
England’s Victory in the French and Indian War (1754-63) 


 


 
1755 The Battle of the Monongahela  
English General Braddock, with colonial Aide George Washington, but without Indian allies, tried to capture the French 
Fort Duquesne at the Forks of the Ohio. “The sudden death of the French leader confused and disorganized the militia … 
but the Indians continued the attack without need of direction.   … Shawnee, Delaware, and Mingu fighter, dispersed 
into the woods on both sides of the road and began picking off the scarlet-coated enemy.”  By the time the British ran, 
more than two-thirds of the 1,450 men and women in the British column had been killed or wounded. (Pages 70-71) 
 
1756 “Indians are the only match for Indians, and without them [on our side] we shall ever fight on unequal terms.” 
Colonel George Washington, on the need for Indian troops to work alongside the British.  The Indian Scouts remained a 
unit of the United States Army until 1948. 
 
1758  “I must confess that in this country, we must comply and learn the art of war from enemy Indians or anything else 
who have seen the country and war carried on in it.”  British Brigadier General John Forbes, preparing for the advance 
into western Pennsylvania to take Fort Duquesne from the French. 
 
1758 The Capture of Fort Frontenac on Lake Ontario 
The British soldiers and colonists began “plundering the richest post in the interior of North America… hundreds of bales 
of cloth, laced and plain coats and shirts by the thousands, vast numbers of deerskins, beaver pelts and other furs,, great 
quantities of small arms and ammunition and other war-like stores of sorts for the Endions.”  Without these trade good, 
the French began to lose Indian support throughout the Ohio Country. (Page 151) 
 
1758 Treaty of Easton and the Capture of Fort Duquesne / Forks of the Ohio River 
“It was clear the Ohio chiefs that the British had offered peace on terms that seemed to guarantee their political 
autonomy, an acceptable supply of trade goods, and a prohibition on settlement in the region by white farmers.  The 
French , by contrast were too weak to defend Fort Duquesne themselves and could no longer provide trade goods 
sufficient to maintain their alliances” (Page 170) 
 
1760 The Capture of Montreal and the Fall of Canada 
[The British] could descend the St. Lawrence River with such comparative ease because of the Iroquoian alliance.  The 
seven hundred or so Six Nations warriors … effectively persuaded the formerly French-allied Indians who could have 
made the British advance a shambles to make peace instead.” (Page 215) 
 
Source: Anderson, Fred. The War That Made America: A Short History of the French and Indian War. New York: Penguin 
Books, 2005 
 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. Write a summary paragraph on how Native Americans played a key role in England winning the war with examples 
from the text to support your opinion. 
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1755 The Battle of the Monongahela  
English General Braddock, with colonial Aide George Washington, but without Indian allies, tried to 
capture the French Fort Duquesne at the Forks of the Ohio. “The sudden death of the French leader 
confused and disorganized the militia … but the Indians continued the attack without need of 
direction.   … Shawnee, Delaware, and Mingu fighter, dispersed into the woods on both sides of the 
road and began picking off the scarlet-coated enemy.”  By the time the British ran, more than two-
thirds of the 1,450 men and women in the British column had been killed or wounded. (Pages 70-71) 
 
1756 “Indians are the only match for Indians, and without them [on our side] we shall ever fight on 
unequal terms.” Colonel George Washington, on the need for Indian troops to work alongside the 
British.  The Indian Scouts remained a unit of the United States Army until 1948. 
 
1758  “I must confess that in this country, we must comply and learn the art of war from enemy 
Indians or anything else who have seen the country and war carried on in it.”  British Brigadier General 
John Forbes, preparing for the advance into western Pennsylvania to take Fort Duquesne from the 
French. 
 
1758 The Capture of Fort Frontenac on Lake Ontario 
The British soldiers and colonists began “plundering the richest post in the interior of North America… 
hundreds of bales of cloth, laced and plain coats and shirts by the thousands, vast numbers of 
deerskins, beaver pelts and other furs,, great quantities of small arms and ammunition and other war-
like stores of sorts for the Endions.”  Without these trade good, the French began to lose Indian 
support throughout the Ohio Country. (Page 151) 
 
1758 Treaty of Easton and the Capture of Fort Duquesne / Forks of the Ohio River 
“It was clear the Ohio chiefs that the British had offered peace on terms that seemed to guarantee 
their political autonomy, an acceptable supply of trade goods, and a prohibition on settlement in the 
region by white farmers.  The French , by contrast were too weak to defend Fort Duquesne 
themselves and could no longer provide trade goods sufficient to maintain their alliances” (Page 170) 
 
1760 The Capture of Montreal and the Fall of Canada 
[The British] could descend the St. Lawrence River with such comparative ease because of the 
Iroquoian alliance.  The seven hundred or so Six Nations warriors … effectively persuaded the 
formerly French-allied Indians who could have made the British advance a shambles to make peace 
instead.” (Page 215) 
 
Guiding Questions: 
 
1. Write a summary paragraph on how Native Americans played a key role in England winning the war 
with examples from the text to support your opinion.   
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1755 The Battle of the Monongahela  
English General Braddock, with colonial Aide George Washington, but without 
Indian allies, tried to capture the French Fort Duquesne at the Forks of the Ohio. 
“… the Indians continued the attack without need of direction.   … Shawnee, 
Delaware, and Mingu fighter, dispersed into the woods on both sides of the road 
and began picking off the scarlet-coated enemy.”    “By the time the British ran, 
more than two-thirds of the 1,450 men and women in the British column had 
been killed or wounded.” (Pages 70-71) 
 
1756 “Indians are the only match for Indians, and without them [on our side] we 
shall ever fight on unequal terms.” Colonel George Washington, on the need for 
Indian troops to work alongside the British.  The Indian Scouts remained a unit of 
the United States Army until 1948. 
 
1758  “I must confess that in this country, we must comply and learn the art of 
war from enemy Indians ….”  British Brigadier General John Forbes, preparing for 
the advance into western Pennsylvania to take Fort Duquesne from the French. 
 
1758 The Capture of Fort Frontenac on Lake Ontario 
The British soldiers and colonists began “plundering the richest post in the 
interior of North America… hundreds of bales of cloth, laced and plain coats and 
shirts by the thousands, vast numbers of deerskins, beaver pelts and other furs,, 
great quantities of small arms and ammunition and other war-like stores of sorts 
for the Endions.”  Without these trade good, the French began to lose Indian 
support throughout the Ohio Country. (Page 151) 
 
1758 Treaty of Easton and the Capture of Fort Duquesne  
“It was clear the Ohio chiefs that the British had offered peace on terms that 
seemed to guarantee their political autonomy, an acceptable supply of trade 
goods, and a prohibition on settlement in the region by white farmers.  The 
French , by contrast were too weak to defend Fort Duquesne themselves and 
could no longer provide trade goods sufficient to maintain their alliances” (Page 
170) 
 
1760 The Capture of Montreal and the Fall of Canada 
[The British] could descend the St. Lawrence River with such comparative ease 
because of the Iroquoian alliance.  The seven hundred or so Six Nations warriors 
… effectively persuaded the formerly French-allied Indians who could have made 
the British advance a shambles to make peace instead.” (Page 215) 


 
Guiding 
Questions: 
 
1. Why did the 
French win this 
battle? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2. Why did 
George 
Washington and 
General Forbes 
need Indian 
warriors? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  How did trade 
goods lead to the 
French defeat? 
 
 
4. Why were the 
Iroquois a key 
part to capturing 
the city of 
Montreal? 
 


 








 


 


 


 


“Building Forts in Their Hearts” 
Background:  Edmond Atkin was a member of the colonial South Carolina Governor’s Council. In 1755 he 
wrote a report on British and French interactions with Indian and recommended a plan for British interactions 
with Indians. Excerpts from Atkin’s report follow. 
 


 
Report by Edmond Atkin 


 
…yet it is truly a great absurdity to imagine, that either the French or ourselves can maintain an Interest and 
Influence... among the Inland [Indian] Nations, barely by the Possession of Forts, without being at the same 
time possess’d of their Affections. 
 
…[T]he ... largest [forts] may easily be starv’d by ... [the Indians] into a  Surrender whenever they please. We 
must look therefore into the Conduct and management of the French in those Forts, in order to discover by 
the Arts practiced therein [to secure the Indians’ friendship].... 
 
Those Arts will be found to be the most Simple, the most easy and certain, and the least expensive imaginable.  
The two Principal ones are, the Provision of Gunsmiths, and ... [the] judicious Application of ...[gifts]. 
 
“…the French Forts ...[give gifts to] the old [Indian] Head Men of Note, who ... repay the French ...for those 
Trifles, ...[by speaking well of them]…” 
 
“…[We need] to practice ...the same ...ingratiating Arts as the French do; and above all, to begin ... building 
Forts in their [the Indians’] hearts.... 
 
“…the great share the French Missionaries have in influencing the Indians ... is such, that they have been 
esteemed almost ... as much ... as the [forts]. They have been the means of gaining as much respect from the 
Indians to the French, as our Traders have caused disrespect to us by their dissolute Lives and Manners.” 
 
Source:  Jacobs, Wilbur R., ed. The Appalachian Indian Frontier: The Edmond Atkin Report and Plan of 1755. 
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1967. 
 


Guiding Questions 
 


1. In Atkin’s opinion how did the French influence the Indians? 
 
 
 


2. According to Atkin’s report, how important were military forts compared to “forts in the heart” built by 
gifts and missionary contact?   
 
 
 


3. In Atkin’s view, why are British traders less successful in winning Indians’ respect and support? 
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Background:  Edmond Atkin was a member of the colonial South Carolina Governor’s Council. In 1755 he 
wrote a report on British and French interactions with Indian and recommended a plan for British interactions 
with Indians. Excerpts from Atkin’s report follow. 
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Report by Edmond Atkin 


 
…yet it is truly a great absurdity to imagine, that either the French or ourselves can 
maintain an Interest and Influence... among the Inland [Indian] Nations, barely by the 
Possession of Forts, without being at the same time possess’d of their Affections. 
 
…[T]he ... largest [forts] may easily be starv’d by ... [the Indians] into a  Surrender 
whenever they please. We must look therefore into the Conduct and management of 
the French in those Forts, in order to discover by the Arts practiced therein [to secure 
the Indians’ friendship].... 
 
Those Arts will be found to be the most Simple, the most easy and certain, and the 
least expensive imaginable.  The two Principal ones are, the Provision of Gunsmiths, 
and ... [the] judicious Application of ...[gifts]. 
 
“…the French Forts ...[give gifts to] the old [Indian] Head Men of Note, who ... repay 
the French ...for those Trifles, ...[by speaking well of them]…” 
 
“…[We need] to practice ...the same ...ingratiating Arts as the French do; and above 
all, to begin ... building Forts in their [the Indians’] hearts.... 
 
“…the great share the French Missionaries have in influencing the Indians ... is such, 
that they have been esteemed almost ... as much ... as the [forts]. They have been the 
means of gaining as much respect from the Indians to the French, as our Traders have 
caused disrespect to us by their dissolute Lives and Manners.” 
 
Source:  Jacobs, Wilbur R., ed. The Appalachian Indian Frontier: The Edmond Atkin 
Report and Plan of 1755. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1967. 
 


 
Guiding Questions 


 
1.    In Atkin’s opinion how did the French influence the Indians? 
2.   According to Atkin’s report, how important were military forts  
      compared to “forts in the heart” built by gifts and missionary 
      contact?   
3.   In Atkin’s view, why are British traders less successful in winning  
      Indians’ respect and support? 
 


 







 


 


 


“Building Forts in Their Hearts” 
Background:  Edmond Atkin was a member of the colonial South Carolina Governor’s Council. In 1755 he 
wrote a report on British and French interactions with Indian and recommended a plan for British interactions 
with Indians. Excerpts from Atkin’s report follow. 
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Report by Edmond Atkin 


 
…yet it is truly a great absurdity to imagine, that either the 
French or ourselves can maintain an Interest and Influence... 
among the Inland [Indian] Nations, barely by the Possession of 
Forts, without being at the same time possess’d of their 
Affections. 
 
…[T]he ... largest [forts] may easily be starv’d by ... [the Indians] 
into a  Surrender whenever they please. We must look 
therefore into the Conduct and management of the French in 
those Forts, in order to discover by the Arts practiced therein 
[to secure the Indians’ friendship].... 
 
Those Arts will be found to be the most Simple, the most easy 
and certain, and the least expensive imaginable.  The two 
Principal ones are, the Provision of Gunsmiths, and ... [the] 
judicious Application of ...[gifts]. 
 
“…the French Forts ...[give gifts to] the old [Indian] Head Men 
of Note, who ... repay the French ...for those Trifles, ...[by 
speaking well of them]…” 
 
“…[We need] to practice ...the same ...ingratiating Arts as the 
French do; and above all, to begin ... building Forts in their [the 
Indians’] hearts.... 
 
“…the great share the French Missionaries have in influencing 
the Indians ... is such, that they have been esteemed almost ... 
as much ... as the [forts]. They have been the means of gaining 
as much respect from the Indians to the French, as our Traders 
have caused disrespect to us by their dissolute Lives and 
Manners.” 
 
Source:  Jacobs, Wilbur R., ed. The Appalachian Indian Frontier: 
The Edmond Atkin Report and Plan of 1755. Lincoln: University 
of Nebraska Press, 1967. 
 


 


Guiding Questions 
 
1. What do the French 
need to keep their 
forts on Indian lands? 
 
 
 
 
2. Why will large forts 
be defeated by 
Indians? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3. What 2 ways do the 
French keep 
friendship with 
Indians? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4. Why do the French 
win the respect of 
Indians but British 
traders do not? 


 








 


 


 


 


A View of the Plundering and Burning of the City of Grimross by 


Englishman Thomas Davies, 1758.   
Source: http://www.gallery.ca/en/see/collections/artwork.php?mkey=3755   


 
A French Canadian painting of the deportation in Grand-Pré, 
Nova Scotia.  Français : Scène de la déportation des 
Acadiens en 1755. Painted 1893  
Source : http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Deportation_Grand-Pr%C3%A9.jpg 
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Building Forts in Their Hearts: 
 


Far fewer French came to New France to settle so conflicts with Native Americans over land were far fewer than with the English. 
The French traded steel tools, guns, and rum for animal furs, especially beaver skins. 
 


This is a rare sketch of 18th century Frenchmen in working 
outfits  for the fur trade and war.  It borrows heavily from 
Native Americans.. Source: 
http://discover.odai.yale.edu/ydc/Record/3431955 
 


The arrival of a French missionary in Logstown , a large village in 
the Ohio country. French missionaries and traders supplied goods 
and helped to resolve tribal disputes.  They also claimed lands for 
France by laying metal markers to indicate that they had explored 
the area but did not drive Native Americans off of these lands. 
alliances. Source: http://www.iup.edu/magazine/page.aspx?id=42843 
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The Pros and Cons of Captive-Taking / Mourning Wars 


 


Modern day painting titled The Adoption of Mary 
Jemsin.  Taken captive by the Seneca, she chose to 
remain with them rather than return to white 
society.  
Source 
http://www.lordnelsons.com/gallery/frontier/griffin
g/84.htm 


The Death of Jane McCrea.  An 1804 painting of a Revolutionary War event, this portrays 
the fears of many settlers towards the Native American practice of captive-taking.  
Source:http://biblioklept.files.wordpress.com/2010/09/the_death_of_jane_mccrea_john_v
anderlyn_1804.jpeg?w=890 
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