INTRODUCTION

The manuscript volumes presented here originated im two different gov-
ernmental bodies arid therefore provide two different kinds of information.

The two “Indian Books” are 2 record of His Majesty’s Coundil in' Soucth
Carolina and were Kept by its clerks- During the 1750s; targely because of the
deep concern and energy” of Governor James' Glen, Indian affairs became the
alimost exclusive province of the governor in council, - Two attempts. by the
Cominons HFouse of ‘Astembly, the-lower legislative body, to gain a ‘meastire
of control; first by naming a committee to act with the governor and: council,
and then by appointing’ a° Commissioner - of Tndian Affairs and*adopting regru-
litions for the-entire Indian trade, were ineffective.” ‘The primary record of the
province’s Indian affairs is accordingly to beé found it the council journals® °

The “Indian Books” are thus in 2 sense supplementary to the Council
Journals. - In ‘17350, the clerk- of the council was instructed to set up a line of
demarcation between the two records: documents submiitted to the council by
the governor were to bé included in the- ]pnma.l as well as in the “Indian
Book™; “docurénts received .as information ¢opiés were to be recorded fully
only in.the “Indian Book.”™ ‘Unfortunately, this clear distinction was soon lost.

The “Indian Books,” a.lthough they give little. inforrhation about the off-
cial action of the council, do contain a number of papers which were considered
by it and recorded in its ]ou.mals .'The ‘great miss of docurnents in the “Indian
Books,” ‘however, did not_teceive the formal attention’ of the ¢oundl, but were
apparently considered too viluable and informative to be thrown away. In a
modern office, they would probably have found their way into file folders and
metal cabinets. In the eighteenth century, the clerk simply copied the original
documents, now lost, into bound volumes, paying little attention to the time
they were written or received and not distinguishing covering letters from
enclosires.

If we deplore the clerk’s lack of system, we can still be thankful for his
indugtry. The variety of documents which he transcribed is gréat: letters,
affidavits, memoranda., messages, trade regulitions, muster rolls, and Indlan
“talks” appear in disordered array, and the information which they contain,
sometimes important, sometimes inconsequential, is exceedingly rich. The
“Indian Books,” though 4 secondary record for the men who used them, ‘are
now a primary source of greit value to the historian.

The last of the “Indian Books” ends with a letter written on March 6,
1760 from beleaguered Fort Augusta, shortly after the outbreak of the Chero-
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kee War. There is no indication why the clerk closed the record at that-point.
The “Journal of the Directors of the Cherokee dee, 1762-1765™ is by no
means a resumption of the previous record, nor is it as valuable, The “Indian
Books” reflect the develapment ' of: the:most ambitious Indian policy South
Carolina pursued and chronicle its collapse; the “Journal of the Directors of
the: Cherokee Trade” illustrates 3 much more modest, but.equally. frustrated,
approach, ‘The directors, constituted by a provincial act ofMay 29,1762 which
attempted to make trade -with. the. Cherokees a public monopqu, had: authority
only over this limited endeavor.? ‘The journal, kept as a brief record of their
proceedings and as an entry—book for some forty-three documents dealing with
the restricted matters within their ken, moves pell-mell from. the.story .of their

to the account of their hqn.udatlon. Their demise, brought about
by the decision of the British government to assitme more direct. control over
Indian affairs, marked the end not only of the colony’s attempts to:pursue an
independerit course on Indian problems outside her boundaries, but also of the
“Indian Books” 2s.a discrete reoord of her government.®

Broadly considered, the records relating to Indian affairs :from. 1754
to 1765 illustrate a growing realization- that the English colonies. on' the
Atlantic seaboard constituted a single problem of government, rather than thir.
teen problems of imperial administration. A basic issue governed both British
and provincial policy: should the broad middle expanse of the North American
continent be controlled by Great Britain, France, or Spain, or should it continue
to be parcelled out among the three of them? From the British . point of view,
the Indian nations who ocrupied the regions lying between the areas. seftled by
the three contending parties were of the greatest possible importance. Their
ability to furnish furs and skins in exchange for Europmgoods provided
valuable trade. Their attitude. could help or hinder the. expansion of. settle-
ment _and. the development of the tolonies’ agriculture, - Above all, their
fnendshnp could prove crucial in rea.llzmg Britain’s continental amb:lJons

During the first half of the eighteenth century, Indian policy had been
left, for the most part, to the colonial governors. Royal officials tried to. direct
policy. by issuing instructions enco mgmg the conversion of the Indians, by
sending presents (a practice which begun as early as 1700), by preserving
an equal opportunity for the colonists to trade, and by attempting to .bring
about intercolonial cooperation in handlmg the Indian problem. . By the 1750s,
this policy had been recognized as inadequate. - The advance. of .white, seftle-
ment, oompetiﬁon between ‘traders and between colonies,: relations between
tribés in the English interest, and thethreat from’ thé. French a.ll produced
problems which demanded a u.mﬁed and consistent Indian policy.

The. first attempt_of the crown to achieve a common policy in- Indian
aﬂ’a:rsconcemedthelroqums. Herethemamproblemwa.stosecuretheald
of the Five Nations, who had been ‘subject to the conﬂxctu:g interests of New
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York and New England. In 1688, the crown established a Dominion of New
England designed to increase imperial authority in the colonies and make for
stronger resistance against the French. Using this limited central authority,
the: English succeeded in confirming the Iroquois-as their allies.” The first step
toward developing a similar regulation of Indian affairs in the south was taken
when the Board of Trade, in an attémpt to resolve differéhces between Virginia
and South Carolina over Indian trade, asked Frands Nicholson, then on his
way to Charleston to take up his new post as governor, to confer with his coun-
terpart in Virginia, Governor Spotswoed.® ‘Another proposal, made by the
Board of Trade in 1721, would have. established a-central military authority
in the colonies, with a governor general in charge of Indian relations.

‘It was with these precedents in mind that the crown appointed William
Johnson and Edmund Atkm Superintendents of Indian Affairs. - Johnson’s atea
of authority included Pennsylvania and the ‘colonies north; Atkin’s, Maryland
and the colonies to the south. These royal agents were on_‘ly to have control
over Indian diplomacy. They were not given powers over Indian trade until
after the French and Indian War, when they were charged with its supervision
for a few years. In spite of the new appointments, the colonial governors

- continued to exercise control over Indian relations and, at least in the southern

- colonies, exerted almost as much influence during the war as they had pre-
viously.®

Along the frontier between England’s southern colonies and the French
and Spamsh settlements at Mobile, at St Augustine, and in Louisiana, four
great Indian tribes held sway: the Creek, Chickasaw, Choctaw, and Cherokee.

The Creeks’ traditional policy was to maintain the balance of power in the
southeast; but the French Fort Toulouse lay within their nation, at the forks
of the Alabama, leaving their relations with the English somewhat in doubt.
In 1717, followmg the Yamasee War, they had made peace with Carolina,
confirming their friendship four years later when Sir Francis Nicholson, the
new royal governor, arrived in Charleston.?* Governor Robert Johnson had
riegotiated another treaty with the Creeks, but it was not renewed until 1753,
when Governor Glen succeeded in maneuvering Malatchi, the Creek head man,
into coming to Charleston.’* The Chickasaw, a small tribe whose fighting
ability gave them an importance out of proportion to their number, were
inveterate enemies of the French, their hatred dating from 1736, when the
French attempted to exterminate them for giving asylum to the flecing
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Natchez. As long as Carolina- supplied them with arms and ammunition, -the
Chickasaw could be counted on to. harass the French and their allies.. Although.
the Choctaws were the principal allies of the French in the southeast, there was
always a possibility that the French might become unable- to supply them: and
provide the English with the opportunity of opening trade. The Catawba, a
small tribe located in the northeastern part of South Carolina, decimated by
smallpox and by war with the Six Nations, still proved valuable to the English
on the Virginia frontier and during the Cherokee War of 1760-61.

But the chief allies of the English in the southeast were the Cherokees.
They had been at peace with Carolina since 1716, and their- alliance with -the
Enghsh dated from 1730, when seven of their head men and warriors signed
s treaty in London. In the early period of settlement, the Carolina traders
were more interested in the Creeks and other Indian nations south and west of
Charleston. - Trade with the mountaineers was. of -little. importance. -By. 1750,
however, nearly half of the Carolina traders were licensed for the Cherokee
trade.’® The path to the nation from Charleston and Augusta was relatively
short, and the skins obtained from the Cherokees were among the best to be
had. The tribe occupied a strategic position on the Carolina. frontier. Any
French advance could be easily opposed, blocked or joined from the Cherokees’
country, Hence they could easily influence neighboring tribes to follow suit.
Moreover, Cherokee policy affected southern and western tribes who were
frequent visitors to the nation.

South Carolina’s rivalry with Virginia in Cherokee affairs was ds important
to the outcome of the continental struggle as the success or failure of the
French in their Cherokee intrigues. This intercolonial conflict was of. long
standing. As early as 1711, the General Assembly passed an act requiring
Virginia traders to obtain licenses in Charleston.*® Virgxma protested vigor-
ously to the crown, because until 1740, when a passage to the Ovcrhx.lls was
discovered, the Virginians had to cross the Carolina back country to reach. the
Cherokee. nation. The crown ordered the-act repealed. - But the colony’s
antipathy to the traders from the north did not abate. In 1751, 2 Cherokee
delegation from the Overhill towns to Williamsburg obtained promises of
trade. But Governor Glen denounced this as a violation of the 1730 treaty and
informed the president of the Virginia council, Lewis Burwell, that the Chero-
kees were well taken care of by his colony and would continue to be so.**

The French advance into the Ohio valley in 1753 further complicated
relations between the two colonies. Virginia’s governor, Robert Dinwiddie,
disagreed with Glen over the seriousness of the French move. Glen believed
that the Ohio Company, which Dinwiddie supported, had. provoked the French
advance by settling at the forks of the Ohio. When Dinwiddie asked South
Carolina to help secure Catawba, Cherokee, and Creek gunmen- for. setvice
against the French, Glen and his council refused. They suspected -that Din-
widdie would use such an alliance as an opportunity to open trade with the
Cherokees. Imperial interest, however, outweighed Carolina’s commercial
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considerations. With George Washington’s capitulation at Great Meadows,
the crown realized that France was planning to force the Virginians out of the
Obhio valley and that the time had come to resist. Glen was ordered not o
obstruct Dinwiddie’s efforts to oppose the enemy and to see that South Carolina
help finance English operations against the French.!® i

Despite her apprehensions, the decision to oppose the French in the Ohio
valley proved advantageous to South Carolinz. For Glen was finally granted
royal funds to build a fort in the Upper Cherokee nation. This project had
first been proposed in 1747, but since floundered for lack of money. When
Charles Pinckney, South Carolina’s agent in London, reported to the Board of
Trade that the French were planning to build a fort and open trade in the
Cherokee ‘Overhill towns, Sir Thomas Robinson, secretary of state for the
southern department, with responsibility for colonial affairs, set aside £1,000
of the money assigned to Dinwiddie for construction of the South Carolina fort.
Earlier, as an inducement to the Cherokees to join Virginias forces, Governor
Dinwiddie had also promised to build a fort to guard the Overhills. But the
Virginians left this fort, at Chote, ungarrisoned, and the Cherokees were forced
to look back to South Carolina for protection. The new fort was to be the
second South Carolina post in the Cherokee nation. The first, Fort Prince
George, was built in 1753, at Keowee in the Lower settlements. This was
designed to protect the Lower Indians from Creek attacks and prevent them
from moving to the Overhills, leaving the northwestern part of the colony’s
frontier exposed. In 1754 and 1755, the Overhill Cherokees, disappointed by
the Virginians and exposed to attacks from French-allied Indians, reminded
Glen of his promise to build a new fort. The story of its construction is inex-
tricably bound up in the complicated crisis in Indian affairs which developed
at the same time.

This crisis in Indian affairs was compounded of friction over settlement
(in which there was disagreement with North Carolina), disappointment with
inadequate trade reforms (in which Georgia’s trade policy caused added difh-
culties), and the problems of fulfilling the alliance against France (in which
differences with Virginia played a large part).

South Carolina’s policy in regard to frontier expansion was designed not
to offend the Indians. Glen did not favor intrusion into the Indian hunting
grounds beyond the recognized boundaries, and a- ‘South Carolina act of 1739
had forbidden any private purchases of Indian land., But the pressure of settle-
ment on the frontier forced Glen to seek a cession from the Cherokees. In
1747, George Pawley obtzined a deed, signed by thirty-four head men, trans-
ferring the territory between Ninety Six and Long Cane Creek. Even before
this treaty was negotiated, settlements had been established in the Saluda
valley, between Saluda Old Town and Ninety Six. . By 1756, the Cherokees
were complaining to their trader, James Beamer, that there were settlers above
Long Cane Creek on Rocky River. Only the corridor from Long Cane Creek
to Fort Prince George and thearea around the fort its1f were considered white
men’s territory. But as other settlers, ignoring the “Dividens” line, made

*Alden, Staart, p. 39.
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their' homes above the boundary, the Cherokees became increasingly alarmed
about the security of their huntmg ds,1¢

North Carolina settlers did: not r&ch the Cherokee country until after
1763, and the oolonz had no trade with the tribe. During the war, North
Caroling’s Indian policy mainly consisted of following Virginia’s lead. in wotk-
E& to obtain Cherokee support against the French. The northern colony

ered even more strongly ‘with South Carolina in her approach. to the prob-
lem of Catawba lands, While Glen forbade settlement within thirty miles of
the Catagwba nation, Worth Carohna refused to recognize the little tribe’s claims
at all, and issued grants .in the Catawba nation without even ascertaining
whether the land wes in North Carolina.'?

But it was a new problem, that of competition in the Indian trade with the
young oolony of Georgia, which did most to force South Carolina into- reform
mfberlndmna.ﬁmrs. Rivalry. with Georgia had begun soon after the new

colony was established. The Georgia trustees adopted an. act regulating the
Indum trade in Januagy, 1735, which they modeled. after the South :Carolina

org'actof 1731, Th:sconmnedaclauseexcludmgalltradcrsnot

licensed by the colony from the territory of the province.and .placed James
Oglethorpe, the governing trustee, in charge of. Georgia’s lnd:maﬂmrs. On
his. arrival in the colony, Oglethorpe attempted to use the act to secure .2
monopoly of the Creek and Chickesaw trade. Captain Patrick. Mackay, who
had been commissioned by the South Carolina legislature to build a garrison
in the Creek nation, was sent to the Creeks to enforce the Georgia regulations,
and bloodshed between his soldiers and the Carolina traders was narrowly
averted. . The South.Carolina traders appealed to their government for ppq-
tection;. but in this case only. the crown, could. settle the dispute. - In 1738; the
crown decided that both colonies could trade with the Creeks and that
were entitled to license traders. South Carolina traders, although they were
thus forced. to tolerate. intruders from. Georgia, continued to dominate the
Creek trade,

. .- No.such understanding extended to trade with the Cherokee nation.. ‘An
illegal trade grew up between the Lower towns and Augusta, especially in rum,
which flowed to the Cherokees in enough quantity to cause Carolina congern.
The Georgia authorities either looked the other way or took their share of the
profits. Even during the crisis of 1751, when the Cherokee -trade was p;aoed
under embargo, Georgia’s cooperation was not maly won,'® In 1755
ernor Glen, at the msxstenoe of the Cherokes head mén, agreed to prohibit the

rum trade. But the fol.lowmg year, Raymond Demere, the epmma,ng!ct of the
Ovcrhxll fort expedition, complained that rum brought in from Georgia was
causing serious problems in’ his m}ahona wnh the. Indins: ]ohn:Ellxott, an
Overhill trader, was bringing in 100, kegs; Robert GQudywas supplying, rum
to ps.ck-horsemm at Nmety Six; and>others. were planning: to shi .rum from
Augusta and elsewhere in Georgu. ‘Demere sent Gowzamor Lyttelton 2, list of
thoss involved, Although Lyttelton gave him . permission to. seize. Blfiott’s

“T*Robert L. Meriwether, The Expansion of South Carolina (Kingsport: Southers Publiskers,
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cargo, Demere was forced to allow some of it to be transported to the Overhills
so that Elliott could pay his debts to the Indians.'®- :

South Carolina traders frequently complained of competition from Geor-
gia traders. = James -Maxwell, a principal trader to the Cherokess, told the
governor and coundl in 1750 that the trade of the nation was-“in the Utmost
Confusion by such Numbers that goes there and so must confinue till the Affair
is settled with the Colony of Georgia . . . .” He did not see any point in
taking* out a license from Carol'ma unless the government was prepared to
support the trader’s right to the town assigned him. Other traders had told
him that they would be willing to pay double the cost of licenses if they could
be secured in the trade of their towns, and would pay to maintain an officer in
the nation to regulate the trade if the governor would settle the matter with
Georgia. Maxwell proposed that this officer supervise the distribution of
presents fiom the king and see that only clean-dressed skins were purchased.
Foul skins had caused prices to sink lower each year; untrimmed skins came
from “the Number of Straglers that goes there with Rum &c which if not
settled will be the Ruin of every Trader . . . and Hurt the Merchants that
trust them so they earnestly beg that you will lay their Miserable situation
before the Government and endeavor to get a Regulation in the Trade which
will Enable every Licensed Trader to do his Merchant Justice and save Large
Expence to the Publick.”?®

* In addition to the problems caused by competition from GeorgIa., weak-
nesses in the trading system itself also encouraged the Assembly to turn its
attention to the state of the trade. The last act regulating Indian affairs had
been passed in 1739. In a memorial to the councl on May 17, 1749, William
Pinckney, commissioner of Indian affairs, reported that he had frequent appli-
cations “for redress against Interlopers and Persons vizit'g and Trading with
the Indian nations without License & of their own authority to the Great
prejudice of the Licensed Trader.”*! Pinckney pointed out that the 1739
trade act was not enforceable, for even though the act subjected those trading
without a license to severe penalties, there was no one to whom he could direct
a warrant to impose them. Since Pinckney was apparently opposed to execut-
ing the warrants himself, he asked the governor and coundl to designate depu-
ties, But no action was taken, Edmund Atkin later pointed out the real
trouble to the Board of Trade. He said that the duties of the commissioner
included visiting the Indian tribes to investigate the traders’ conduct and to
hear and redress Indian grievances. But these duties were not carried. out:
For the commissioner was not specifically required by the act to wvisit the
Indians. Indeed, the assembly had made no allowance for that purpose since
1735, when the commissioner had been sent to the Creeks on a special mission.
Since then, the colony had sent agents to the Creeks and Cherokees on only
two occasions.®?

Cherokee complaints against the traders were of long standing. The
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Indians were deeply in debt to the traders and accused them of using false
weights and measures. White intrusion into Cherokee hunting grounds made
matters worse; During the winter of 1750-51,- white men raided-a camp on
the Savannah River and stole three hundred and thirty deer skins.?®  James
Francis, justice of the peace at Saluda, aggravated tensions by refusing to help
recover the skins- In March, thirty Cherokees attacked William Clements’s
store on the Oconee River, ln]ng his servant Jeremiah Sweeney and a Chicka-
saw from the New Windsor settlement.* Resentment against the traders
reached the boiling point in April when, incited by visiting Northern Indians,
Stecoe townsmen plundered Bernard Hugh’s store. Traders in the Loweér
towns fled for their lives. : Attacks on isolated inhabitants in the middle and
back country were also reported.

When the alarm reached Charleston, the governor called the Genm.l
Assembly into emergency session. The commons demanded an embargo on
trade until the Cherokees gave satisfaction for their offenses. Glen -opposed
such a break with the tribe, and the council preferred sending:an army. to
demand satisfaction.®® Since the commons refused to agree to such- an. ex-
pensive undertaking, Glen was forced to adopt the embargo. He sent letters
to three of the Lower towns demanding the surrender, within two months, of
the chief offenders and ordered the embargo to be enforced until this demand
was met.?® When Glen’s deadline expired in Auvgust, the Indians’ only reply
had been to declare that they would give no satisfaction until trade was re-
stored.>” In response to the embargo, the Overhill towns had sent a delegation
to Williamsburg. There Little Carpenter persuaded the Virginians to open
trade with his towns. - It became imperative, then, for South :Carolina to
reopen the trade, to keep Virginia out. On August 24, Captain;John Fajrchild,
leader of 2 Ranger troop patrolling the frontier, wrete from Ninety Six to say
that Richard Smith, using an Indian guide to take him behind the: Catawba
nation to the Cherolmcs, planned to bring in trade goods from Virginia and
defy the embargo.?®

With trade at a standstill, pack-horse trains coming through the mountains
from Virginia, and the old trade regulations ineffective, the assembly: was
forced to take action, On August 31, 1751, they passed an ordinance directing:
the governor, the council, and a select committee of the commons to make rules
and orders for the regulat:on of trade with Indians friendly to the colony.?®
These were to last for a period of six months. These.reforms were introduced
in a Cherokee treaty negotiated in November.?® In exchdnge for Cherokee
promises to surrender Sweeney’s killer, to pay for the goods. plundered from
Bernard Hugh’s store, and to send Little Carpenter down: to’ explain his ¢on-
duct, the colony agreed to restore the trade ‘and pay for the skins stolen from
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*1bid., pp. 11, 13,

"IM, pp: 52-56.

"*1bid., pp. 66-68y ses also MS Joumzl of the Commons House of Asembly, June 14, 1751,
vol. 26, 588-91, South Carolina Archives, and Council Journal, June 15, 1751, vol. 18, 178-79.

" Indian Aiam Documenits, 1750-1754, pp. 100-1,

“Ibid., pp. 121-22, 159-61,

**Cooper, Statutes, vol. 3, 754-553 South Carolina Gazette, Scpt. 2, 1781,

“Indian 4ffairs Documents, 1750-54, pp. 187-96.

xvi



the Estatoe Indians. Traders were to use standard weights and measures, and
the head man of each town was to be furnished with a set of these to check the
traders’ measurements whenever necessary. The Cherokées were to be allowed
no more than twenty-four weight of leather on credit to outfit themselves
before each hunting season. All skins sold were to be properly trimmed, and
the traders -were to buy them only in those towns where theywere licensed to
trade.®* The governor, the council, and the special committee of the commons,
acting under the ordinance of August 31, which had made them a temporary
regulatory body for this purpose, then confirmed these reforms in an ordinance
for regulating the Cherokee Trade.?* They took upon themselves the responsi-
bility for granting licenses to trade and forbade the Indian trade commissioner
to issue any license without a warrant from them.®® They stipulated that the
names of the towns assigned to the trader were to appear on his license.®
‘They reduced the limit on credit from twenty-four to twenty weight of leather
and banned the rum trade until March 3, 1752 8 They instructed the traders
to take just weights and measures to the na,tlon and they declared any debt
over six-buckskins illegal.

The reforms of the treaty and the ordinance could have become a per—
manent factor in improving relations with the Cherokees and even with the
other Indian tribes of the region, since they became the basis for a new law
regulating all the Indian trade of the province. This law, the Indian-trade
act of May. 16, 1752, continued to restrict unlicensed trade with Indians
friendly to the colony, except for the settlement Indians, the Chickasaws at
New Windsor, and those Euchees and Catawbas who lived in the colony. The
power to issue licenses was returned to the commissioner, but the governor and
the council were given authority to revoke them if there were sufficient cause.
The public treasury, with the approval of the governor and council, was to pay
the commissioner for offical journeys to the Indian country.“ But these
remedies failed to have the desired effect. The commissioner still declined
to visit the Indian nations to enforce the act, and Glen had to rely on traders,
such as Ludowick Grant in the Cherokees and Lachlan McGillivray in the
Creeks, to furnish information on the effectiveness of the legislation and on
Indian affairs in general. Grant reported in May that the Cherokees distrusted
the scales. They were accustomed to the traders’ steelyards and believed that
they lost the half pounds in the weight of their skins when scales were used.?’
Many traders threw away the new weights and measures given them in
Charleston. Those who did try to use them were at a disadvantage and were
soon forced to abandon them in order to compete. Thus, chances to achieve

a real reform in Indian trade, as the colony had done after the Yamasece War
of 1715, were lost.

In 1755, Governor Glen met Old Hop, the head man of the Cherokee
"1bia,
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nation, at Saluda and his inability to enforce the trade agreéments he made
theré produced. more Cherokee complaints. Early in 1757;.Old Hop charged .
Glen mth duplicity. -He claimed that Glen had agreed -upon certain price
regulations, which the traders had then refused to follow, and had promised -
another trader for Chote, who had ' never materialized*® Little Carpenter,
visiting Charleston soon afterwards, complained that . while prices had: ‘been
lowered, the traders had quickly raised them again and asked: for-a schedule of
prices to show to the tragcrs on his return.. Shortages of goods and attempts
to monopolize the trade aroused further discontent. -Robert Goudy, licensed
to trade at two towns, Great Tellico and Chatuga, opened a store at Ninety
Six and hired pack-horsemen to trade for him. The resulting lack of goods at
Great Tellico alienated the town.®® John Elliott was accused of trying to
engross the Upper towns™ trade and of charging exorbitant prices.*” Although
the charges against the Scottish trader were dropped, they were not forgotten:
Elliott was one of the first men scalped at the outbreak of the Cherokee War.

In the Creek trade, the issue of lower prices caused a setious rift in the
Indians’ relations with South Carolina, involved Governor Glen in 2 misunder-
standing with the commons house, and gave the alert French a chance to
increase their influence with the Creck nation. From 1748 until 1753, the
Crecks were at war with the Cherokees. Glen finally succeeded in- getting
Malatchi, the leading Creek head man, to exchange representatives with the
Cherokees and ratify a peace with them. Although the Creeks renewed their
treaty of fnendsh1p with the colon eX. at that time, they were still not able to get
the lower trade prices they wanted. As a sop to Creek pride, Glen persuaded
the traders to lower their rates on bullets and ﬂmts, but- the new pno& were
never really put.into effect.

Because a peace between the Creeks and Cherokees would be dangerous
to-the Choctaws, the French could not afford to let it stand. ‘The following
autumn, ‘after-a grand meeting at the. Alabama fort, where they- siwcoeded: in
negotiating: 2 peace between the Creeks and Chocta.ws, the French told' the
Crecks that thc English were planning on their destruction. - The interpreter
told the Creeks that the English were continvally encroaching on their:lands
and warned them of the danger from the Ogeechee settlements in this respect.
Nearly all the Upper Creek head men, along with three from the Lower towns
—Thc Handsome Fellow, Deval’s Landlord, and The Wolf—were preseit.
As 2 result of these French charges, the Creeks became confused-‘and advised
the Gun Merchant, who was preparing to meet the Cherokees in the woods-to
exchange tokens of peace, not to go. But the Gun Merchant refused to beheve
them and wént anyway.*? ‘

At this time, the French were a.dva.ncmg into the Okio: vallcy, ancl the
arrangement of a peace between their allies, the Choctaws, and the Creeks was
part of an attempt by Louis de Kerlerec, the governor of Louisiana, to establish
control over the confederation. He considered the Creeks more dangerous to
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the French colony than any other tribe in the southeast and more likely to
attack the English than the Cherokees.- In a conference at Mobile in March,
1755, Kerlerec attempted to turn the Creeks against the English. He repeated
the charges that Carolina and Georgia had designs on Creek lands and that
Fort. Prince George would be a base for an Anglo-Cherokee attack against
them. On the last day, he enjoined them not to quatrel with the Choctaws
and, though he knew they would not actually attack the Chickasaws themselves,

the Creeks not to hinder the prosecution of the Choctaws’ war inst
urged p again
them. Kerlerec then distributed presents.*®

The Creeks were kept uneasy all winter.  The Frcnch made such judicious
use of ‘their presents that Lachlan McGillivray, who attempted to stop - the
rumors of an -Anglo-Cherokee attack, said that the preserits ‘were “more pre-
vailing with' the .Indidns than all the Rhetorick of Aristotle : . . ™% On
April 22, 1755, the Gun Merchant, who had spent the winter with thé Chero-
kees; retu'med to the Creek nation. He bad conferred with the Cherokees on
several--matters, including trade, and, finding that the Cherokees could buy
their goods at much lower rates, had asked the Cherokee traders at Chote to
bring ‘goods to the Creeks. One, Robert Goudy, had obliged him, taking
twenty horse loads of goods, buying the Creeks’ skins, and returning to Chote
with goods to spare. At the same time, the Gun Merchant had visited -Chote
‘himself, at the king’s invitation. There he had enjoyed a grand reception and
settled a.ll matters relating to peace between the two tribes.

The head men of the Creek nation met with McGillivray and four of their
traders.on April 27. McGillivray interpreted the governor’s letters to them,
and the Gun Merchant reported on his stay with the Cherokees, demanding
that the four traders lower their prices. The traders suggested that the matter
be referred to the governor. This so angered the Creeks, who remambered
that Glen had not effectively lowered rates in 1753, that the Gun Merchant
declared he would not go to Charleston again until he got a “Cherokee
trade.”™® The French responded to the Carolina traders’ refusal to lower
prices by arranging a meeting with the Creeks at the Alabama Fort and there
lowering rates on their goods. They met no difficulty in then persuading the
-Creeks to ratify peace with the Choctaws.*®

This French success alarmed Carolina. If the agreement had been car-
ried out, it would have led to the virtual annihilation of the Chickasaws, whose
defense against the Choctaws depended on the free passage of arms and ammu-
nition through the Creek country. The Creeks had even gone so far as to
declare that, but for their reliance on English trade, they would favor the
French. Kerlerec, recognizing the truth of this, sent goods from New Orleans
to Fort Toulouse, furnishing a temporary store there while he applied to his
superiors for enough supplies to offer trade to the Creeks on the same basis as
the Choctaws. So far as the South Carolinians were concerned, the Upper
Creeks, now fortified with the knowledge that there were goods at the French
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fort, were “to a man out of humour.™*. Governor Glen and his council, ‘after
thiree unsuocessful attempts to get the Creeks to Charleston, became convinced
that the fate of the Chickasaws was sealed and that the Creeks were about to
attack the back settlements.  On the advice of the council; Glen: convenéd the
assembly - for September 15, 17554 The governor's opening messige -ex-
plained hlB alarm: first;-South Carolina’s: strongest “tie with' the: Creeks, the
mde,hadbeenwmkenedbytheopemngof stores at the Alabama Fort-and St.
A e; secondly, ratification of peace between the Creeks and Choctaws
made the destruction of the Chickasaw imminent; and list, there was now
adangerofuCreeka.lhancethhtheFrench -In response, Glen suggested
that the Creeks’ affection could be regained through the liberal.yse of pfesents
and the lowering of trade prices and that they mxgrt eventually be persuaded

to transfer their lands to the crown. ~-But Glen deeded. authority from: the
nasembly to put the lower prices into effect.*®

A skeptical commons recommended that Major Henry Hyrne be seat to
the Creeks to make any necessary price reductions, but that no:further action
should be taken until ilyrne had submitted. a' report. Glen':thought such’a
mission unnecessary and contended that the house hsd overstepped its bounds
by naming the agent to be sent.’” In reply, the commons charged-that'the
whole crisis wu mﬁ' and that it had been fabricated by Lachlan Meln-
tosh and Lachlan McGillivray in an attempt to monopolize the Creck trade.
For if the prices were lowered, the number of licensed traders would have to
be reduced.’* The assembly compromised by creating a commission similar to
the one made for Cherokee affairs in 1751. This commission, consisting of the
governor, the. council, and certain members of the assembly, ‘was empowered
to regulate the Creek trade and to lower prices. However; the commission
could not reduce the number ‘of traders to.the nation without the consent:of
amz;mtyoftheassemblymmonxt.“ Infact,theoommonshadmyhtﬂe
xhoice in the matter. For Glen had already written to-the.Creeks promising
that the prices would be lowered if they came to Charleston.

After some dxﬂiaxlty, the Gun Merchant . was persuaded to meet the Gov-
ernor. He arrived in the colony in December, with about sixty warriors and
head men. Glen’s objectives were threefold: he wanted to build 2 fort.in the
Creek nation, both to offset the increasing influence of the Freach and’ to pro-
vide a base from which to attack the Alabama fort; he wanted.to p de £
Creeks not to molest the Georgians; and he wanted them either to obhge the
Choctaws to make peace with the Chickasaws and tride with“C or:fight

the Choctaws themselves.®® In return, he suggested- lowermg rices in the
Creek trade and allowing the Indians the use of steelyards-in wE:ghmg their
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skins for sale.® But the Gun Merchant was the only Indian to agree to such
a treaty. One of the head men in the French interest hurried home with the
news of the treaty and raised “such a Blaze” that a huge majority of both the
Lower and Upper nations had already rejected it by the time the Gun Mer-
chant, perhaps purposely returning in more leisurely fashion, arrived.®® Latér
in the summer, McGillivray reported relations between Carolina and the
Creeks so bad that unless urgent steps were taken to improve them, the French
would bring the Creeks to war with the English.*®

In disrupting the proposed treaty, the French demonstrated their power
over the confederation. In South Carolina, the time-tested device of sending
an agent to the Creeks had to be used to repair the damage. The agent,
Daniel Pepper, was instructed to report on the nature of Creek objections to
the treaty and on the extent of French influence, to answer Creek objections to
the white settlement on the Ogeechee, and to advise the governor on the posi-
tion of the Choctaws. Pepper found that hostility to the treaty remained
“latent in the Breasts of a great many which only Time and good Manage-
ment” could eradicate.”” He was unable to persuade the Creeks to accept an
English fort, nor were his attempts to open a Choctaw trade and bring a
Chickasaw-Choctaw peace then successful. But when Atkin finally succeeded
in opening trade with the Choctaws, in 1759, it was largely as a result of
Pepper’s efforts.

The French were unable to exploit their advantage in the Creek nation,
since they could not produce enough trade to eliminate the Indians’ dependence
on the English. In January, 1758, the Wolf and other Upper Creeks visited
Governor Lyttelton. They asked for reduced prices and standard weights and
measures for paint, powder, and cloth. The Creeks were put off with the
explanation that the 1756 treaty had never been accepted and that any price
fixing would have to be worked out with the merchants and traders and
approved by Georgia.”® But the French were so short of supplies at the Ala-
bama fort, as a result of the English blockade, that the Creeks were forced to
accept South Carolina’s prices.

Indeed, the blockade of French ports was so effective that the French were
unable to supply even their best allies, the Choctaws, properly. In the spring
of 1758, two or three hundred Choctaws tried to buy goods from the English
traders in the Upper Creek towns. The murder of two Creeks by the Choc-
taws gave the French an opportunity to cause a rift between the two tiibes and
spoil the chances of trade for a season.”® But when Atkin arrived in Creek
country the following spring, he found sixty Choctaws impatiently waiting to-
talk about trade.®® Despite further French efforts to prevent it, the Choctaws
signed a treaty of friendship and commerce with Atkin on July 18, 1759. A
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month later, the superintendent reported that the first cargo of goods had left
for the Choctaw nation.®!

While French influence with the Creeks and Choctaws was apparently on.
the decline by 1759, the interest- the French had so long maintained among the
Cherokees was helping to plunge that nation into war with the South Caro-
linians, In less than a decade, the French had grown strong enough to make
the Indian nation on whose alliance the survival of South Carolina’ most
depended enemies of the English. Agents disguised as deserters from Fort .
Toulouse and Illinois were active in Cherokee country, and French-allied
Indians came in at will. In December, 1753, sixteen Ottawa braves and -other
warriors from the Five Nations arrived at Chote to persuade the Little Car-
penter and other head men to go to New Orleans, meet the governor, and
make peace with the Choctaws. But the Little Carpenter refused to go. Fol-
lowing the departure of the French emissaries, numerous Cherokees were
killed on the paths, and Great Tellico was attacked. The Cherokees believed
that the Ottawas were responsible.®?

By 1756, when the British began construction of Fort Loudoun, French
intrigue had already made Carolina — Cherokee relations difficult. A strong
pro-French faction appeared at Great Tellico. Situated on the Western ex-
tremity of the Overhill towns, bearing the brunt of the French-allied Irdian
attacks and subject to the neglect of their trader, Robert Goudy, the town had
good reason to seek new allies. In the summer of 1756, when the Fort Lou-
doun expedition had already arrived at Fort Prince George, the Mankiller of
Tellico, with Old Hop’s blessing, led a party of twenty-four Cherokees to Fort
Toulouse at the Alabamas. Monberaut, the French commander, was unpre:
pared for their visit, and three days passed before he could spread a table for
them and give them presents. Although Monberaut promised trade prices
lower than those offered by the English, he had no authority to conclude a
treaty, and part of the Mankiller’s party went on to New Orleans to obtain a
more binding commitment from the French.®® There, the Cherokees asked
the French to build a fort and store at Hiwassee Old Town in return for an
alliance. But Kerlerec was unable to take advantage of the situation, for the
governor general of New France vetoed his alliance. In spite of this, the
French persisted in their efforts to turn the Cherokees away from the English
and open trade with them.

Indeed, the chief reason for the crown’s decision to build a fort in the
Carolina Overhills in 1754 had been fear that the French might establish just
such a foothold in the Cherokee nation. By April of that year, Lord Halifax,
the president of the Board of Trade, had become convinced that the French
were planning to encircle the colonies and force the Enghsh back to the sea
and that forts should be erected in the Overhill country, in Upper Creek terri-
tory, and at other points on the frontier.®* When Charles Pinckney argued
the case for a fort before the board in June, 1754, he had a sympathetic audi-
ence, especially in view of new evidence that the French had already proposed
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building a fort in the Cherokee nation and that the Indians might soon agree
to it. Since other colonies would benefit from the building of an English fort,
Pinckney argued that South Carolina should not bear all the expense. Assist-
ancé from the crown was forthcoming. On: July 5, Sir Thomas Robinson,
secretary of state for the southern department, sent £10,000 credit to Governor
Dinwiddie of Virginia for the defense of the Ameriein. colonies. Dinwiddie
was to co-operate with Glen in allocating part of this for the Carolina fort. But
the two governors were unable to agree on the amount, and Dinwiddie finally
supplied only £1,000, suggesting that the South Carolina assembly provide the
remainder. The commons would only agree to allocate the money in the form.
of a loan to the crown, and, because of a dispute with the upper house over the
tax bill, even this was not forthcoming. The assembly finally voted a £2,000
loan, which ‘was subscribed to at the last moment by a group of public-spirited
atizens. Glen’s expedition léft Charleston on May 19, 1756.%

Glen himself never reached the Cherokee nation. By the time he arrived
at Ninety Six, orders came from his successor, William Henry Lyttelton, to
return to Charleston, Captain Raymond Demere, in joint command of the
- Independent Company and the former commander of Fort Frederica in Geor-
gia, was ordered to proceed to Fort Prince George, and the militia was dis-
charged. Lyttelton’s instructions from the crown called for the colony to make
a direct grant, instead of 2 loan, to finance the construction of the fort. With
a grant of £4,000 from the assembly, Lyttelton was able to reorganize the
expedition. Demere was given command, and William Gerard DeBrihm, who
had been an engineer in the service of Emperor Charles VI and recently
employed to rebuild a curtain line for the defense of Charleston, was given the
task of designing-the fort and supervising its building.%¢

As soon as reinforcements and supplies for the expedition arrived at
Keowee, Demere set out for the Overhills, His expedition arrived at Tomat-
ley, the Little Carpenter’s home, on October 1, 1756, and work began on the
fort three days later.®” DeBrahm had planned such an elaborate system of
defense that little progress was apparent. Old Hop, who could not understand
the delay, warned the expedition that the party from Great Tellico would
shortly be returning from the French and probably planned to fall on the
troops before they could finish the fort and effectively defend themselves.
The animosity which had prevailed between Demere and DeBrahm since they
arrived in the Overhills was quickly set aside. 1In the latter part of November,
Demere optmustms.lly reported that the fort would be completed in two
months.®®  In mid-December, however, DeBrahm suddenly announced that
the fort would be finished in a week and that he would then discharge the
militia working on it.** Meanwhile, the Mankiller of Tellico had returned

to the nation, and the English learned of his plot to bring in the French to
attack the fort.
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Demere was now faced with a serious crisis. His-authority over- the
expedition had been challenged and his.fort, in its present condition, was inde-
fensible. The threat of a French-inspired attack was real enough to make
hesitation dangerous, A council of war agreed that DeBrahm had exceeded his
authority, warned the men not to listen to-him, and asked for instructions from
the governor. At the first sign of mutiny, the offender was court-martialled
and, though he was ignorant of military regulations, sentenced to:two-hundred
la'shea with a eat-0’-nine-tails.” DeBrahm, afraid that the Freach would attack,
slipped nms&nrih;stmu night, lmvmg instructions.for Demeére: to complete
the fort. s desertion made even the friendly Indians uncasy and
gave the Telllco braves an opportunity to say that the rest of the comipany
would follow. the engineer as soon as the Frenc¢h approached.™

But iricresved ‘fears of a French attack also forced the expedition -out of
its lethargy, Whin Clpmn John Postell refused to order his recalcitrant men
inside the works,:Demere compelled them.”® The men built huts to live in,
mounted the great guns on stocks, and cut wood for the palisades. By the time
Lyttelton's orders-arrived, on April 2, Demere already had a fort capable of

thstanding na Indian attack, On July 30, 1757, he .reported. that- Fort
Loudoun was.completed “and in a posture of Defense.”™

Befors Demere had arrived in the Overhills, Mnjor Andrew Lewis, who
built Virginia’s fort at Chote, had warned him that the two Cherokee leaders,
Little Carpenter and Old Hop, were involved with the French. While Lewis
was at Chote and Demere was at Fort Prince George on his way to the Over-
hills, the Nuntewees, the Savannahs, and the French all sent messages to Little
Carpenter The Overhill Cherokees suddenly .refused. to fulfil theit promise

to help Virginia against the French in the Olno valley.. A.Cherckee coundl,
meeting in the town house at Chote, then .decded to.arder Demére back to
Charleston. Lewis happened to overhear: Little Carpenter ‘explain that -he
could then capture the few soldiers who-had al.rmdy reached. the Overhills and
seize their weapons, . The following day, Lewis persuaded them to retract and
to write. a letter welcoming Demere to the Cherckee country. But Lewis
feared that the matter was not closed, that the head men had retracted only to
deceive him and to “put a Gloss on their Navery,” and that Demere would be
well advised to take precautions.against the Indians massacring the forts.’™

The warnings ‘o ?Ma]or Lewis were a good indication of the danger.to
which the Fort Loudoun expedition was prone, not only from the threat of a
direct French attack, but also from the Overhill Indians themselyes. With the
French in earnest quest for their allegiance, the Cherckees’ attitude toward the
English changed from day to day. When the Mankiiler of ‘Tellico returned
from the Alabama fort, implicating both Old Hop and.Little Carpenter in the
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French intrigues, Demere finally decided to confront the two chiefs and
attempt to win back their loyalty. Old Hop, while admitting his part, excused
himself by saying that he had not intended to offend the English and swore
that he was no longer interested in a French alliance.”™ Little Carpenter com-
pletely denied the charges: “It was a Lye, and now he would.go the other Path
which he knew, and never would know any other, and h€é would see whether
his Father, the great King George, remembered him, and what talk the Gov-
ernor brought for him.”"® Little Carpenter, with the agreement of Old Hop
and other Cherokees, decided to accompany Stuart to Charleston to see Lyttel-
ton. Although he could not get the governor to send him to England, Little
Carpenter did persuade him to replace John Elliott, the hated Chote trader.
Li¢tle Carpenter agreed, in return, to lead his nation against the French, and
the commons, anxious to secure Cherokee support, decided to allow bounty
payments for the scalps of Frenchmen and French Indians.™

But these efforts to counteract French influence in the Cherokee nation
were only partly successful. The bounty on scalps, for example, became a
source of friction. The commons had set the bounty on scalps taken outside the
towns at £18.7.6, payable in goods at Charleston rates. A double bounty was
given for Frenchmen brought into Fort Prince George alive.”™ When the
Indians made sorties down the Tennessee and Ohio rivers, after the Carpen-
ter’s return, they were not satisfied with the bounties, and tension between them
and the Fort Loudoun garrison increased as a result. Demere had attempted
to enlist the help of the Cherokees against the French éven before Little
Carpenter reached Charleston. Indian parties made reconnaissance missions
to Fort Massac, an outpost which the French were building at the junction of
the Tennessee and Ohio rivers, and attacked a few French and Indian parties.
But Demere hoped for more. In January, while the Carpenter was on his way
to Charleston, he met the Overhills in the town house at Chote and encour-
- aged them to attack the French. Old Hop complained that since the traders
had failed to supply guns and ammunition, the Indians’ weapons were old and
needed constant repair. “He could not send his People to fight with their
Fists, . . . the French wore Shoes and would kick them . .. .”™ There
would be “tlme enough to take up the hatchet when the French attaclccd but
he did not yet know where the Enemy was lurking or where the Blood of a
White Man or Indian was spilt, and where the Fire burnt cross.” Demere
replied that the English were fighting the French in the north and at home and
that Old Hop should attack them to the south, as he had done before. He
promised to give them powder, bullets, and flints and ask Lyttelton for guns.
Oconostota, the Great Warrior of Chote, responded to Demere’s exhortation
by planning to raise a war party in the Middle settlements to go to Virginia’s
aid as soon as Little Carpenter returned from Charleston. Anocther forty men
from Chilhowe and Telassee set out immediately. The war to the north
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appealed to the Incha.ns because of the prospect of receiving presents when. they
drrived-in Vi

Most of the Overhtlls waited :for Little Carpenter and J udge’s Friend. to
return before they left.  The liftle chieftain had promised: Lyttelton-that:his
ren would go to the aid of Virginia as:soon as the trees began to bud andithat;
barring troublé: at home, he would accompany them himsélf.. On:. Little!Car-
penter’s return; the Overhills;. instead oF going toward: Virginid; decided to
strike at the French on the Ohio and the Mississippi. On.July: 30, 2 gang: led
by the Carpenter’s-brother brought in the scalp of 2 young French officet:taken
near Fort Massac,. ‘They were so dissatisfied with the bounty that Deniére was
forced to add clothing and amiiiunition and presept a‘gun to the man-who had
killed the officer.® In August; thirty-one warrior$ brought in five more scalps]
which they claimed to be Savannzh (though Little Carpenter Iater said they
were Chickasaw).' 'The braves were so angry with the meager bounty-allowed
them that they tore the clothes to pieces and loaded their-guns. Although
Demere prevented any violence, he was forced to supply more presents to. put
them in & good humor and get them to leave, .. When a new commander, Paul
Demere (Raymond’s brother), arrived at the fort, the Carpenter asked, him:to
stop giving the bounty because it had caused his people.to takeé Chickasaw
sca.fps.” ‘Demere promised to report this to the governor. But until the
bounx was cancelled, the mischief it caused would continue. ™

t the same time, there were serious difficulties in the trade. Shortly after
his arrival, Paul Demere called Little Carpenter, the Great Warrior, and other
head men to the fort to hear the governor’s talk. Before he finished, the
‘Cherokges. interrupted: him to say that both Glen and. Lyttelton had. prormsed
them traders for: their.towns, and that neither had carried out, his promise. - It
seemed to them.the king chose his governors on the basis. of their ability.to tell
lies. They had no powder and ball to defend themselves,: Lyttelton had

never carried - out his' promise. to replaoe Elliott. Elliott’s. pacik-horses-had
retu.rned from Charleston empty. Little Carpenter was uneasy and felt ill-used
by the English, for the French’ party, whose strength depended on their
opposition to his policies, was profiting by the continued lack of trade.

Little Carpenter had emphasized the poor state of the trade to Lyttelten
when he was in Charleston in February, and the commons house had then
taken up the problem. The Indian affaits committee made a report infavor of
placing the trade in some one:man who would be responsible for maintaining
a supply of goods on reasonable terms; Nothing came of this. proposai and
the situation became worse. Except for Elliott; none of the Chierokee traders
had licenses, nor could atty go-to Charlestonto get goods, . Moreoyer;. Elliott
himself went to Virginia in- May, in an unsqmﬁfg':l attempt to open ttade: from
that colony. -In.July, Raymond Demere reperted: that, except for the little.in
the fort, there was not 2 round of ammunition in the nation. As the Indians
had not hunted much the previous season, they were unzble to pay the traders,
who were themselves in debt. Exocept for Elliott, all the traders'bohght their
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cargoes either from Goudy at Ninety Six or at Rea and Barksdale in Auguasta,
They ‘bought " their ¢argoes. at -prices twenty percent higher than thoses in
Charleston, making: their ‘payments- in - leather, which .the storekeepérs then
converted at much lower. rates than those in town.. The storekeepers,.fully
informed -of the: traders’ phght, increased: their -prices to exterid-credit to .the
traders for the coming season.®®

Demere; finding that Elliott had decided:te move to' the- Lower. settle-
ments because:of his: difficulties with the Overhill Indians, persuaded . hima to
return to Keowee and bring up the ammunition Lyttelton "had sent there for
the Cherokees.™.. This served to relieve isome of the Iadians® uneasinéss and
enabled. thern to' prepare to go hunting, which was necessary for:their survival.

But solutions to ‘the problems raised by the bounty on scalps and <the
inefficiencyof trade were not enough. -For the Erench weére still actively trying
to disrupt relations between the Cherokees and the English, and the; Cherokets,
especially Old Hop in the Overhills and some of the leading head men in:. the
Lower settlements, were still not willing to sever their contscts with them.
With the coming of spring in the mountains, the activities of the Savarnahs
and -other: French agents increased: Early in” June, 1757, seven'Savanmahs
atrived" at Great Tellico. Demere, informed of their presence by.-a pack-
horseman, called in'Old Hop, the Sta.ndmg Turkey, the Small. Pox Conjurer
of Settico, father-of the Mankiller of Tellico, and Kenateta, the Mankiller’s
brother. With their reluctant help, an ambush was arranged.. Men from: the
garrison waited along the path until the Savannahs left Tellico, killed thiee of
them and wornded another, who escaped. - Old Hop was dxsa.ppomted that all
of them were not shot, for. he was afraid. that word of the aﬁba.ck.»would reach
the Savannabs-in the Creek nation and endanger his emissaries there, while
Demere hoped that this would provoke the French Indians into war with the
Cherokees,®®

But the Savannahs chose to ignore the part the Cherokees played in the
attack and took revenge against the English. In August, while Paul Demere
was on his way to Fort Loudoun with a column of reinforcements, the wife of
one of the men stationed at the fort came over the hills to join her husband.
The poor woman was insane and with child. She was taken to Tellico by
Indians. pretending to help her, There, Savannah Tom and the Thigh, both
accomplices. of Freach John, who was in the nation at the time, murdered her.
Raymond Demere had asked for the surrender of French John before, but Old
Hop had refused to give him up on the grounds that he was his persons] slave,
Now he summched Little Carpenter and Old Hop and demanded satisfaction.
But both French John and the murderers escaped before a punitive party
could reach Tellico.%® .

In spite of the intrigues of the French and their Indians, relations between
the Cherokees and the garrison at Fort Loudoun were improving. In July,
1757, nearly three hundred Cherokees went to Virginia, and on July 20,
Demere reported that he had sent another thirty-one down the Tennessee

**John Stuart to Lyttelton, Fort Loudoun, May 29, 1757 and July 11, 1757, ébid.
*‘Paul Demere to Lyttelton, Fort Loudoun, August 31, 1757, ébid.
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River, in the direction of Fort Massac, which Little Carpenter had discovered
the French building just below the fork of the Ohio. In-the fall; after the
Green Corn Dance, Little Carpenter and the Great Warrior-told Demere they
intended to go to war against the French themselves. They were -given
enough powder and Ball to last a three or four months” expedition.®” This
seeming harmony was deceptive, for the problems of white settlement on-the

frontiers of Virginia and the Carolinas; aggravated by those resulting from the
Cherokees’ participation in the war with France, soon led.to disaster.:

Although the advance of Englishmen several hundred miles into the
American wilderness inevitably increased . friction between the Indians and:
whites, the troops and the Cheroke&e tolerated ‘eachi other better than. xmght
have been expected. Yet along the settled frontier of the colony the situation.
became o bad that it finally erupted in a general massacre.. Since 1755, the
advance of white settlements into the back-country of the colony had produced
increasing problems. -There was friction over land, over stolen livéstock, over
the destruction of crops, and over insults and barbarities. The Cherokees had
ceded the land between Long Canes and Ninety Six to Glen in 1747, ope.mng
to the settlers an area they had sought for some time. After this;
their way up the Saluda River and along Stevens Creek. By 1752, ﬂnny plats
had been issued for land around Saluda and Ninety Six. The land on Stevens
Creek, one of the principal tributaries of the Savannah River between New
Windsor township and the Cherokee boundary line “at the Dividens,” had
been settled since 1750.%% Stevens Creek settlers were followed by others on
Long Cane Creek, the Indian boundary. Little River, of which Long Cane
was a branch, was attractive because of its wide bottom.lands, but it- was severil
milﬁ-northw'est' of its tributary.. A- free Negro obtained a plat. for: land on
Little River in 1751. Between 1754 and 1756, four surveys were made on the
lower course of Little River.®® 'Rapid development of the Long Cane and
httlevaervnlleysoecurreda&er 1755. In all, about sixty plats were sur-
veyed on Little River and its tributaries in 1758, The total number of head-
rights represented amounted to 175.%

A good understanding prevailed between the Indians and the settlers in
the Long Cane area until some whites told the Cherokees that the newcomers
were living on Indian Jand. Soon the settlers’ horses and cattle began to dis-
appedar, These first Indian depredations were stopped by Glen, but they
scemed to become irrepressible. In September, 1756, the Long Cane-settlers,
claiming that they had come from the frontiers of North Carolinaand Virginia
the previous wml:er and had- secured Cherokee consent for their. settlements,
petitioned for protection against renewed attacks. The following month,
Lyttelton complained about the plundering to a Lower settlemerit: deleganon
visiting Charlwton. The head man, Wawhatchee, solemnly promised to' stop

"Raymond Demers to Lyttelton, Fort Loudoun, July 20, 1757, Lyttelton Papers; R. A.
Brock, ed., The Official Records of Robert Dipwiddie, Lieutesnant-Governor of tha Colony of
Vn'm, 1751-1758 . . . (Richmond: Virginia Historical Soc., 1894), vol. 2, 405,

*Meriwether, Ex?amnu, pP. 127-30.
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the attacks. In January, 1757, Lyttelton met Little Carpenter and told him
that the plundering still continued.®® Reprisals were not long delayed. To-
ward the end of the year, four Cherokees were murdered on Conkshell Creek,
one of the branches of the Saluda River. Their skins were stolen and sold in
Augusta. This crime proved most unfortunate. Late in~ February, 1758,
James Beamer, a trader at Eastatoe in the Lower towns, ‘warned Lyttelton that
if the whites were the murderers, he was afraid the Indians would soon do
mischief unless they were punished.? Several days later, the warriors and
‘head men of Keowee sent beads to the governor to show that the path was “not
-white and clear as it used to be, but full and full of Blood. Still we shall not
kill any of the white People till we see wheather these People will be brought
to Justice.”®® But the administration of justice was such that Lyttelton could
do no more than give presents to the Cherokees’ kinsmen to wipe away their
tears and erase their memories. Some of the Cherokees did not wait to see if
the governor would act; two white men from the settlements were killed later
in the month, When Lyttelton sought satisfaction from the Carpenter, the
wily head man complained that the Cherokees had not arms and ammunition
for their defense and turned the onus of the affair on the governor by askmg
him what he intended to do about the Cherokee murders.*

At the same time, a great number -of Cherokees appeared in Virginia, to
take part in the campaign of Brigadier General John Forbes against Fort
Dugquesne. Orders to capture the French stronghold had come from the
crown, and the newly-appointed commander needed all the Indian support he
could get. 'The Cherokees and Catawbas had proved useful the previous year
at Winchester, where they were sent out to scout the surrounding countryside
and make forays toward Fort Duquesne. Although the Virginians had not
given enough presents, and the Indians had returned home dissatisfied, four
hundred of them returned to Winchester early in April, 1758, and others
planned to join them. William Byrd, Superintendent Atkin’s assistant, met
Little Carpenter and seventy Cherokees on their way to Charleston and per-
suaded them to promise that they, too, would go to Virginia. Byrd then went
to the nation and found so many of the Cherokees either already in Virginia
or out against the French on the Tennessee River that he could find only sixty
Lower townsmen to return with him. Lord Loudoun, the commander-inchief
of British forces in America, then asked South Carolina to send yet more war-
riors to Virginia before the season was too far advanced. But in May, Lieu-
tenant Colonel Probart Howarth, who had been sent to the nation to find these
additional warriors, reported that there were already four to five hundred
Cherokees in Virginia, not counting those with Colonel Byrd, and that another
two hundred had gone down the Tennessee River to harass the enemy there.
Howarth was credibly informed that, with the exception of the men at Tellico
and Chatuga, there were not a hundred warriors left in the nation.?®

On their arrival at Winchester, the Cherokees demanded more presents

"Council Journal, Oct. 14, 1756, vol. 25, 384-85 and J'an 31, 1757, vol. 26, 26-27:
“Below, pp. 421, 425-26, 44142,
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than:the commander, Colonel George Washington, could supply. -Although
Forbes met some of their demands with presents and arms from Philadelphia,
the Cherokees grew restless waiting for the English- to move into battle.- Rest-
lessness. turned into contempt for the English, who seemed t6 be afraid.
Forbes’s strategy, inherited from Loudoun, was to take the French fort at the
forks of the Ohio. But unlike Braddock, who three. years-earlier had'planned
a swift movement through the mlderne&s, Forbes intended to build posts and
supply depots along the way to the enemy fort, to defend his supply path and
keep hislines of communication open. In this, Cherokee support was not
unmedlatel)LusefuL As-the time dragged by, the Indians, who were to serve
as the éyes and ears.of Forbes’s army, despaired of waiting. ‘and started to.make
their way home through the settlemerits. As they passed through Halifax and
Bedford counties in southwest Virginia, the Cherokee: warriors began: stealirg
horses, plundering houses, and" frightening the settlers. When they refused
to admowledge any friendship for the English or return stolen property and
livestock, hostilities with the Virginians broke out, and a niimber of warriors
were killed,?

When the Cherokees reached home they demanded revenge. In July, it
was rumored that warriors from the Lower and Middle towns were planning
a surprise attack on the fort at Keowee.®” - Little Carpenter promised to try to
digsusde them. Late in September, he was persuaded by Glen, the former
governor, to take a party back to Virginia, fulfilling the promise he had. made
to Byrd earlier in the year, and attempt to reach an understanding with the
Virginians.”® At the same time, Old Hop refused to let the Overhill warriors
join the Lower and Middle townsmen in their planned assault on- the Virginia
sctt_lements in the fall and promised to keep Lyttelton informed. -

In the meantime, Lachlan : MclIntosh, the commander of Fort Prmoe
Gcorge, informed the-governor that- the Lower townsmen were serious in' their
preparations for war against the Virginians. Lyttelton suggested:that the Mid-
dle and Lower. Cherokees call back their warriors and ask the governor of
Virginia for satisfaction. In return, he would send the dead men’s relatives
presents to “hide their bones and wipe away their tears.”®® A month later, in
November, a large party from the Lower towns, led by Tistoe of Hiwassee,
came to Charleston, - Aithough Wawhatchee, the leader of the war party, was
not present, Tistoe could speak for fourteen towns, Lyttelton informed him
that he knew they had asked the Creeks and Chickasaws to join them in an
attack on the Virginians and that he knew both tribes. had refused. Until the
Cherokees stopped attacking the Virginians and agreed to honor their. treaties
with. the king, Lytteltoh-would prevent any goods or ammunition, from reach-
ing them. . Tistoe promised to comply, and agreed to receive a peace mission
from; Virginia.'®

In Virguna, itself; Little Carpenter and his party concluded their peace
talks and joined Forbess expedition against Fort Duquesne.. But two days
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before the fort fell, the Cherokees, learning from some Savannahs that the
French were about to abandon it, deserted. Little Carpenter was immediately
charged and brought before General Forbes. When Forbes released him,
Attakullakulla went to Williamsburg to see Governor Fauquier, and explained
that. he had riot come to Virginia to fight, but to negotiate, and that he had
been persuaded to join Forbes against his will. In April, 1759, the Little
Carpenter arrived in Charleston, presented Governor-Lyttelton with a Talono-
chee scalp, denied that he was a deserter, and complained that former Gov-
ernor Glen had prevented him from getting his guns. While Lyttelton, unlike
. Fauquier, was not satisfied with the Carpenter’s excuses, relations with the
Cherokees had so far deteriorated that he was forced to accept them. In
March, William Richardson, 2 missionary, had reported that the Overhills had
refused to hear him preach until the warrior returned, resented the way their
people had been treated in Virginia, and were so generally disaffected with the
English that he had been forced to leave the nation.!®* Moreover, there were
new and alarming reports about the activities of the French, who had built 2
corn-house at Coosawatchee and sent the Mortar, a powcrful Creek headman,
to the Cherokees with a request that he be allowed to settle at Old Hiwassee;
and there were new rumors that an attack on Fort Loudoun was planned.t*?
In face of this, Lyttelton badly needed Attakullakulla’s friéndship, especially
if Old Hiwassee were not to become a center for contacts with the French, He
asked the chief to stay with his people and try to keep peace with the Vir-

ginians, After an absence of nearly seven months, the Little Carpenter h@.ded
back to the Overhills.'*®

But Lyttelton’s efforts to keep the peace were not succcssful The Chero-
kees decided to avenge their losses in Virginia on the people of the Carolina back
country, “where they could do it safely.”** Early in May, a gang suddenly
struck unsuspecting settlers on the Catawba and Yadkin rivers, taking fifteen
scalps from men, women, and children. During the month, many warriors
were reported leaving the Middle settlements to attack the Virginia frontier.
From this time on, relations with the tribe rapidly deteriorated. Moitoi of
Hiwassee, head man of the Valley towns, went to Mobile to talk with the
French, and the Mortar’s camp in the fork of the Coosa and Coosawatchee
rivers became a gathering place for the Hiwasee Indians. The French were
expected to supply the camp with arms and ammunition.**®

Wawhatchee, Tistoe, and Round O (from Stickoe in the Middle settle-
‘ments) all attempted to place the blame for the Indian outrages on the men of
Settico. Thirteen towns sent the governor a talk disclaiming any designs
against the white people and proposing to forget those who had been lkilled
“on both sides”*® But the colonial authorities were not prepared to ignore
the outrages, and the Cherokees refused to go any further toward restoring
their relations with Carolina. The leading head men, Old Hop, Standing

Wm, Richardson to Lyttelton, March 14, 1759, Lyttclton Papers.
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Turkey, the Great Warrior, and Osteneco, sent the Slave Catcher of Chote to
the French to urge them to fulfil their promises to set up trade and build a. fort.
The Slave Catcher agreed to build houses for the French at their new settle-
ment on the Coosa and to manage their affairs with the Cherokee.'%% .

In this menacing situation, the English garrison at Fort Loudoun faced
starvation from = shortage of flour. The governor and councl ordered the
contractor to get & six months’ supply of food to the fort immediately and seat
seventy officers and men, under John Stuart (who had returned to. Charl&stOn),
to reinforce Demere, Late in September; news of more Cherokee attacks
-reached Charleston. Lyttelton lost no time. He ordered the regiments: neai-
est the frontier to draft half of their men and hold them for further orders,
rﬁ aid from the Chickasaws at New Savannah and 'the Catawbas,

ered the troops in the city to prepare to march, askedAtkmtogetthe
Breed Camp Chickasaws and the Creeks to fall on the Upper Cherokee towns,
and appealed to Virginia to reinforce Fort Loudoun.!® ‘The commons, meet-
ing on October §, approved the calling up of the militia for an expedition. to
the frontier, and the governor made plans to accompany the troops himself.

.The embargo -on goods and ammunition bound for the Cherokees was
rigidly enforced, Richard Smith was turned back from Salisbury, North Caro-
lina, with loaded pack-horses. John McQueen, & Charleston merchant, who
reported that he had sent two thousand weight of powder and ball to the
nation 'since June and had requests for more, was ordered to suspend all
trade.’®® Indeed, the embargo was so effective that Oconostota, the Great
Warrior of Chote, decided to go to Charleston with Wawhatchee and a group
of Lower Indians to try to get it lifted. In Charleston, Oconostota tried to
explain the murder of two white men recently killed in the Upper. towns and
threw a bundle of deer skins at the governor’s feet. But Lyttelton- refused
these tokens of peace. Tistoe blamed the recent outbreaks on the soldiers at
Fort Prince George: hé accused their wmmander Lieutenant Coytmore, of
drunkenness and -debauchery. and complamed that the garrison abused the
townspeople.

Rather than answer the Cherokees at once, Lyttelton referred the matter
to the coundl, who advised him-to demand the surrender and execution, of the
murderers. It was sugpested that Lyttelton keep the Cherokee emissaries in
town, as hostages, until the guilty were delivered up. The governor at first
rejected this plan, on the grounds that the Indians had come at his invitation
and had not been authorized to give satisfaction. Even if the Cherokees then
in town agreed to surrender the guilty, the nation would not be bound by their
decision. Instead, Lyttelton announced that he would shortly lead the. expedt—
tion to demand satisfaction hxmse]f the Cherokees now in- town could return
home -in safety. "The coundl divided on the question, four in favor of the
expedition and four in favor of keeping hostages.!® To gain the council’s
support for his expedmon to the Lower towns, Lyttelton decided to take the

¥ Talk of Buffalo Skm to Paul Demere, August 1, 1759, encl with- Paul Demere to
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Indians hostage, too. That afternoon, he told Oconostota that he and the
other Cherokees would have to accompany the army to Fort Prince George for
protection through. the settlements.

The Cherokees realized they were hostages. By the time they reached the
Congarees, Lyttelton thought it wise to reassure the Lower towns and sent out
a messenger, accompanied by Elliott, to explain his purp But the mes-
senger proved treacherous. At Oconostota’s suggestion, he told the people of
the. Lower towns, gathered in the town house at Keowee, that Oconostota,
Round O, and all the other members of the Indian party, were being held as
slaves, ,that they could not move without being watched by the white people,
and that Lyttelton’s army was coming ‘up to destroy their towns and capture
their women and children. The Indians responded by sending a runner to the
Middle settlements with black wampum. He was to send other runners to the
Valley and the Overhills. The messenger suggested that, if the headmen
thought they -had sufficent strength to do so, they should attack Lyttelton
somewhere between Ninety Six and the fort, before he reached Cherokee
country.'** ‘The attack failed to matenahzc, and Lyttelton reached Fort
Prince George. on December 9, with a force of about seventeen hundred men.
He immediately released all the Cherokee hostages, except for twenty-four

men who were to remain at Fort Prince Georgc unti]l the murderers were
turned over.

Ten days later, Little Carpenter came to Keowee to treat w1th Lyttelton,
bringing a' French prisoner as a present for the governor. He was able to
deliver two of the murderers to the fort and secure Tistoe’s release, but he
could not persuade Lyttelton to release the other prisoners. This delay was
disastrous for the expedition, Measles raged in the camp, and a smallpox
epidemic was reported among the Catawbas. Since there were Catawba war-
riors in the Lower towns, some of the soldiers became alarmed and deserted.
The governor was now in such a desperate. position that he was forced to make
peace. On December 26, he agreed to let the traders return and promised to
release the hostages as soon as a similar number of offenders was surrendered.
Two days later, syriptoms of smallpox appeared in the camp, and Lyttelton
indicated to his soldiers that those who wished to do so could return home.
The men lost no time in leaving the fort, and Lyttelton’s army soon melted
away. In spite of the hero’s welcome given him on his return to Charleston,
Lyttelton’ expedition had failed. He had not secured an accommodation with
the Cherokees, and only war could now accomplish his objectives. Indeed,

Lyttelton’s failure only encouraged the Indians to take up the hatchet and
turned their hatred of the English to white heat.

Coytmore had refused to release the hostages after the governor’s depart-
ure, which further provoked the Indians. On January 19, a party of seventy
Cherokees, led by the Young Warrior of Estatoe, concealing hatchets beneath
their blankets, attempted to gain entrance to the fort at Keowee. But Coyt-
more was warned by Thomas Beamer, James Beamer’s half-breed son, who had

accompanied them to the fort, and foiled them. At the same time, a number
of traders were attacked.

**1Richard Coytmore to Lyttelton, Nov. 11, 1759, Lyttelton Papers.

xxxiil



But the fiasco:at Fort Prince George incensed the Lower townsmen. -With
help from- the Middle and Villey settlements, they launched a massive attick
on the frontier settlers. The colony had not suffered: suck a shioek since 1713,
when the Yamasee and Creek Indians had struck at theoutlying:scttlements.
Most of the settlers between Long Canes and Ninety:Six- were. either killed,
taken prisoner, or driven into small forts,. The few who escaped had to flee as
far south gs Saxe Gotha.''?

Back at Fort Prince George, the Great Warrior -engineered Coytmore’s
death. On the pretext that hie wanted to go to Charleston to see the governof,
Oconostota lured the hated officer out of the fort-and down to the river which
ran in front of it.- A party of arméd :Cherokees had slipped down to-the oppo-
site baitk before suiirise. - At 4 signal from Oconostota, they suddenly- opéned
fire on the unsuspecting commander and fatally wounded him, Alcxandﬁ'
Miln, the second in command,-afraid that the hostag&s would also-attack, put
them in irons. When the Indians resisted their guards; they were! shot1#

The Cherokees then retired to the villiges to take ‘care of thexr ‘'wounded.
Charleston heard: of the massacres wheén Thomas Beamer fod iato the Gty on
January 31. Lyttelton quickly stmmoned aid from North Cartlina dnd Vir-
ginia and informed General Amherst, who commanded royal troops in the
colonies. Since an attack by the Creeks from the southwest would add a térii-
ble blow, Edmund Atkin and Henry Ellis, the governor of Georgia, made
every effort to bring- them to attack the Cherokees. These efforts were not’

successful, but apart from a few outbreaks against their traders in May, 1760,
the Creclm did at least hold to a policy of neutrality:~ '

The colofiy was'ill equ:pped for war. The assembly had been so apathetic
about the war with France that only. three companies had been raised for, the
first” régiment since its authorization, dnd the second regltﬂent onsisted of. Iéss
than one hundred and twenty-five men. An emergency session of the smemBly
provxded for seven ranger companies and continued the’ promc!a.ls ;alsed m
1757. A new regiment was to be formed ‘to rélieve Fort Piride’ Gédrge
Fort Loudoun was completely cut off and coild not be reached. Militia com-
panies in the back country were ordered to patrol the forks of the: Edlsto and
the area around Ninety Six. New ranger companies were orgrnized’in the
field. By April, most of the seven troops were filled. The frontier ga.msons

were put on provincial pay, and funds were provided to relieve settiefs taking
refugemtheforts .

As the relief force for Fort Prince Gcorge fa.ﬂed to appear, for lick 'of
support amang the colonists, the expedition against the Cherokees had to. rely
upen - regular troops from the north, It took ‘two séparate undertaking
wesfore peace. ~ Ambiérst’s first- oontmgént, twelve hundred ‘men Gnide
command of Colonel Archibald Montgomery, arrived ifi Chatleston’ harbor on
April 1. Accom edbythreehundreda.ndﬁftyprommalrangersmdfoot
soldiers, Montgoméry marched to Fort Prince George in & show of force and
waited for the Indians to sue for peace. But he found that the Iridians'needéd
more than the mere appearance of British regulars and launched an attack on

1*Below, p. 495.
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the Middle settlements. Five miles from Echoe, Montgomery was ambushed,
-and his rear guard and supply train cut off. Although the rear guard ma.naged
to beat off their attackers and rejoin the army, the British commander retreated
through the Lower settlements to Fort Prince George, without even destroying
crops in the fields, returned to Charleston, and, obeying Amherst’s ordess o
chastise. the I_ndians and return, went back to New- York.

Montgomery’s failare to crush the Cherokees sealed the fate of- Fort
Loudoun, With all chance of outside relief cut off, the fort was starved into
submission. The Great Warrior granted permission for the garrison to march
to-Virginia.or to Fort Prince George in return for their supplies, their ammuni-
tion, and the great guns in the fort. The Indians who escorted the garrison
during the first day’s march disappeared that night. The next morning, the
troops were attacked. Paul Demere, the commanding officer, was captured and
tortured to death. Of the remaining one hundred and twenty survivors; only
John Stuart, who was ransomed by Little Carpcnter and hurriedly taken to
Virginia, escaped captivity,

The English could not ignore the fall of Fort Loudoun and sent scc0nd
force, led by Lieutenant Colonel Grant, who had been Montgomery’s adjutant,
to South Carolina. Grant arrived at Fort Prince George on May 27, 1761
and invaded the Middle settlements again. About two miles from the point
where Montgomery had been ambushed, the Cherokees attacked. Although
neither side won 2 clear victory, the Indians withdrew, allowing Grant to raze
fifteen Middle towns and destroy 2ll crops.

Grant returned to Fort Prince George without waiting for peace overtures
from the Indians. Had he stayed in the settlements to press terms, the*colony
might have obtained a more favorable peace. Lieutenant Governor William
Bull opened the way for negotiations in April, 1761 when he sent Grant a
draft treaty. But the war party in the nation was so strong that Attakullakulla
was not in a position to sue for terms until two months after the British troops
had returned to Fort Prince George. The colony demanded the execution of
at least four of the Cherokee murderers, but Little Carpcntcr could not agree
to this without authority from the Indian towns.

Faced with an ever-increasing public debt and the refusal of the British
commander to listen to sound advice, the assembly abandoned the demand for
satisfaction (even though a committee of the commons reported that this would
make the treaty meaningless) and revoked the treaty of 1730.1' In the treaty
which was finally adopted, the re-opening of trade was made conditional upon
the surrender of all prisoners, slaves, and livestock captured by the Cherokees.
The French were barred from the nation and the English were allowed to
build forts at any point in the Cherokee country. The boundary line was to be
forty miles below Keowee, instead of the twenty-six miles originally proposed -
by the colony. The province had practically sued for peace and was to find that
only the threat of a continuing embargo on trade could hold the Cherokees to

the treaty. The new boundary had to be confirmed at the Congress of Augusta
two years later.

""Meriwether, Expansion, pp. 239-40.



With the conclusion of the Seven Years’ War, the immediate threat of
French expansion on the eastern seaboard was removed. The British govern-
et in the wake of problerms raised by the peace and by the events of the war,
bege#i 10 bring a restraining influence ‘into colonial Indian affairs. The prob-
Iemas of western settlement were controlled by a series of boundary settlements
with the tribes on the frontier, and since both the crown and the colonies were
aware of the abuses in Indian trade which had helped to produce the Cherokee
War, steps to limit and- control it were taken. Moreover, both the need for an
ambitious Indian policy, which  had been produced by fear of French encroach-
ment and by the extension of white settlement, and a willingness to undeftake
one, which: had been discredited by the tragic events of the past ﬁve years, were
over-ridden by the desire to maintain peace.

While the weaknesses of the Cherokee treaty were therefore less disturb-
ing than they might have been five years earlier, the reform and restdration-of
trade had still to be undertaken. Although the Cherokees wanted to return to
the old trading system, the need for a new solution to the old problems.of.the
Indian trade was plain. The commons had -already decided to initiate some
measure of government participation when the new governor, Thomas Boone,
recommended an exclusive public monopoly. The resulting “Act to regulate
the Trade with the Cherckee Indians, by taking the same into the hands of the
Publick of this Province” revived the public monopoly which had first- been
used to restore trade after the Yamasee War, in 1716."®* Then, a well-
regulated and supervised factory system had ended the abuses which brought
on the war and considerably improved Indian relations.,

Boone’s new system became the model for other colonies to- follow The
Cherokee trade was put in the hands of five.“directors” and a factor, at Fort
Prince George, whom they appointed. None of the directors could be members
of the assembly or the council. They supplied the factor and set his: prrices.
They sold his skins in lots of fifty at auctions in Charleston, advertising them
in the gazettes ten days before sale, and gave public notice beforebuying-goods
or hiring wagons. The directors were allowed 214 percent commissions on the
goods they bought and the skins they sold. Although the Indians received
better treatment under this system, they did not like the limiting of trade to
the Lower town of Keowee and, through Kettagusts, Little Carpenter, Wil-
linewaugh, and others, repeatedly asked %or the trade to be expanded to accom-
modate the Overhills.!'*  But South Carolina, fearing a recurrence of the: old
abuses in the Overhill trade, was reluctant to agree.’¥"  Virginia traders, were
now supplying the Upper towns. The royal proclamation of: 1763, which
opened trade to all British. subjects, cut the legal grounds for the monopoly,
and 2 South. Carolina ordinance of October 6, 1764 dissolved it.}®. ‘The factor,
Edward Wilkinson, continued to trade at Keowee, however, unt:l late in 1765,
in order to dispose of stock on hand, When the accounts were adj justed and
the books. closed, Gabriel Ma.mgault, the cashier of the public trade, paid the

" 1%Below, pp. 557-63.
1%Council Journal, Nov. 19, 1762, “old vol 3, 566, and March 14, 1763, vol. 29, 26-423
South Carolina Gazeite, Dec, 11, 1762,
WSouth Carolina Gazetts, July 20, 1763,
' Below, pp. $93-94,

*
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treasurer .of the province £9,248.6.7% current money. The total amo-unt
of stock invested was £1 5,000 currency; the. loss to the colony for the theree
y&ars, ithe'! monopoly was in.operation was £3,932.17. 7 current . money.’ 119 - WZith
prices low, competition from other colonies, the opening of free trade, and ~the
Iimitation of public trade to the vidinity of Keowee, it is surprising that the doss
was not greater,

South Carolina’s attempt to adopt a new approach, to Indian trade fore-
shadowed the'decision of the crown to place-it under-imperial control.” Duting
the past half.century, regulation of the trade by each colony.on an mdwldua.l
basis -had proved -inadequate. Yet the crown was not willing- to' tolerate a
public monopoly of the trade, for that would clash with England’s: mercantile
interests. - Nevertheless, the new British trade policy involved more than an
attempt:to control dishonest traders; for a unified and efficient superyisiom, of
trade replaced the expensive . md.mdual colonial commissioners, . In-addition to
their. desire:.for administrative economy, the British had another, fmore
important. ob]ecuve they wanted to check the decline in the skin and fur trade
by stopping any further expansion of settlement west into the 1Indian hunting
grounds, , -John Stuart, who succeeded Edmund Atkin as superintendent - of
Indian affairs in 1763, approaching each colony separately; made a-strenwous
effort to obtain a better regulation of the trade. .Governor Montagu and. the
South.: Garoling-.council approved ‘his proposals in April, 1767, Stuart then
presented the same proposals to both the traders and the Cherokees.ata cog-
gress at Hard Labor Creek on May 19,.1767. The Creeks and their tradlers
heard them several days later at Augusta. Prices for trade goods were agreed
on, and the old differential between Cherokee and Créek prices was retained:

tmdmg gun cost a Cherokee fourteen deer skins, a Creek, sxxtcen 130 Stuart’s
assistants, known as “commissaries,” were to enforce the regulatxons

These regulations were hardly under way before the crown returned con-
trol of the trade to the colonies, In consequence, supervision of the trade
became ineffective, It was not until June 27, 1769, nearly a year later and
six months after the old rules had expired, that Governor Montagu recom-
mended that thé assembly consider new onesi!® Although Montagu pointed
out that there had already been some disturbances between the Indians and the
traders, the committee did not report in a bill unil August 8.133 . Then, instead
of passing the bill, the house appointed another committee to cons1dcr regula-
tions which could be submitted to the other colonies for their agreement. That
fall; Lieutenant Governor Bull, in Montagu’s absence, reminded the commons
of the need for a new act, pomtmg out the need for rules which would prevent
settlement beyond the Indian boundaries agreed on at Augusta, keep white
hunters out of the huntmg grounds, and prohibit trade with the Indians in the
settlements.’ . A house committee reported on the message in March, 1770,
and recommended that commissioners from neighboring colonies meet to. fix
general trade regulations, decide how crimes co:mmtted in the Indian country

T .
MCouncil Joum.l. June 12, 1767, vol. 33, 168-73.

MCommons Journsl, June 27, 1769, vol. 38, pt. 1, 11,

Commons Journal, August 8, 1769, ibid., 127, 140-41.
¥Commons Journal, Nov, 28, 1769, vol. 38, pt. 2, 190,
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wére to be-punished, and settle the quéstion of jurisdiction over whites living
there. Three days later, the commons agreed to bring in a bill providing for
such cooperation with other colonies,’®  This bill never materialized; and
utirégulated trade continued. - :

In September, 1772, Stuart reported to the council that a major cause of
Indian unrest lay in the fact that traders were no longer required to have
licenses or to take out bonds for good behavior, as the:1763 proclamation had
intended.’*® Bull must Have then taken steps to: remedy the licke of regula-
tions, for when: a crisis arose in rélations betweeniGeorgia‘and the Creeks,-as
a result of Creek murders in the “ceded lands,” and Governor Wright called
for an‘émbargo on the Creek trade, Bull suspended “such Licenses for-Trading
to the Creek Nation as he had heretofore- granted.”1%%. - Georgia adopted new
trade regulatwns for the Creeks in a peace treaty with the tribe on Octobet'20,
1774. - Lieutenant’ Governor Bull, on the advice of the coundil, adopted’ ‘the
same rules for South Carolina’s Creek: trade and lifted the embargo. At the
same time; he revoked all-old licerisés anid called for applications” for ‘ew
ones." The Creek crisis served to revive the regulatory powers the superin-
tendent had: enjoyed in 1765: anht entrusted the enforcetnent of the Georgia
rules to Stuart anid his assistants; Goveérnor Peter Chester of Florida followed
suit; and Bull evidently did the same (although there is o formal authoriza-
tion in the council records). But the colonies grasped the advantages of such
cooperative regulation too late. By the time it became effective, the events of
the Revolution were creating a new nation, with new Indian problems to be
solved. -

Colonial land policy still pmcnted grave problems. With the close of
the war agambt Franoe, the Indians wére the only mmwdlate barrier to the
srestward expansion of the Atlantic colonies, and ‘settlers were eager t6°move
ifito the newly-won- territories of Florida and’ eastern Lomséana. In order to
coritrol this western eniigration, which had- already helped- ‘to” provoke two
Indian wars, the crown reserved all the new terrifory ékcept: Quebec and-thé
Flotidas to the Indians and prohibited any new settlemerit beyond the’ Al
ghenny divide: ' No treaties or deeds transférring Indian land could be niade
without a pubhc meeting arranged by the superintendent and attended by the
representatives of all Indian claimints, and no colonial govérnor could -grant
any Indian land to white séttlers, -

 Imperial séttlement of the boundaries with’ Indian” ‘nitions began 3t the
Congress of Augustz in 1763, * At the time John Stuart becaine supenntendeut,
relations with-all’the southern Tadians were strained. ‘The Cherokess stifl had
serious complaints against the English in regard to their tradé and Jatids; “THe
factory at Fort Ptince George did nit satisfy thiem, diid 1ands c!%ixhed“f)y the
Cherokees in the Villey of the Kandwha River werebeifig “taken- by éettlefs
from Virginia. ' The Catawbes wanted ‘more adequaté sa% puirds for “their

1*Commons ]ournal, March 13, 1770, bid,, 317, 329.

¥Council Journal, Bept. 26, 1772, vol. 35, pt. 2, 180-81. The question of prosecuting
unlicensed traders was referred to the amm‘eygeneral,butnottnkmupagambythomﬁncﬂ.

*Council Journal, April 21, 1774, vol. 38; 37,

18'MS Miscellaneous Records of the Secretary of the Province, Book RR, 177479, 128,
South Carolina Archives.
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lands. The Choctaws were still a doubtful quantity, and the Creeks were
downright hostile, . The Chickasaws remained fncndly, but were dissatished
with the trade. -'Stuart had to make sure that these. grievances did not become
the basis of another conspiracy such as that conceived by Pontiac in the-north-
west. At Augusta, Stuart and the southern governors met the head men,
hoping to remove any misgivings which the withdrawal ‘of the French and
Spanish might have caused and to remedy their grievinces. -In a treaty drawn
up at this congress, the Catawbas were promised a survey of their reservation,
the Creeks were given a new boundary with Georgia, and the Chickasaws and
Choctaws were given traders from Mobile, which eliminated the danger of
attacks.on their traders from the Creeks.'?®

But Chérokee land grievances were not redressed. In 1764; North Caro-
lina began granting land as far west -as the mountains, while South Carolina
permitted occupation of land which the tribe claimed west of Long Canes.
Bull made an attempt to define the boundary in April, 1765, in such a way
that white settlements would stay within the colony. But the Cherokees
refused to negotiate without Stuart, whom they expected to support them. -To
their surprise, Stuart advised the Indians to cede all the frontier settlements to
South Carolina. On October 19, 1765, Alexander Cameron, commissary for
the Cherokees; and Ensign Price, commander of Fort Prince George, met a
Cherokee delegation and secured an agreement, on the lines of Stuart’s pro-
posal, transferring.all Indian land between DeWitt’s Corner (about six miles
northwest of the present Due West) and Long Canes. The line was drawn in
the spring of 1766 by Cameron, Edward Wilkinson, a Mr. Pickens, the sur-
veyor for South Carolina, and a party of Cherokees. Beginning at a point on
the Savannah River about ten miles above the mouth of Rockey Creek, the line
ran directly northeast through DeWitt’s Corner to the Reedy River, a ‘northeen
branch of the Saluda.!® The Cherokees then asked to have this boundary
extended through North Carolina. In a meeting with Governor Tryon of
North Carolina at Hard Labor Creek, the Cherokees agreed on a line running
from the point on the Reedy River where the South Carolina boundary stopped
to Tryon Mountain in North Carolina, and from there to John Chiswell’s lead
mine on the upper Kanawha River in Virginia. As soon as the survey was
completed in 1767, Tryon evicted all settlers west of the new boundary and
announced that no land would be granted within one mile of it.**® The boun-
dary separating the Cherokee country from the two colonies was now estab-
lished and did not change until the Revolution.13!

But the boundary settlements with the Cherokees did not prevent white
encroachment on their lands. Former traders like Richard Pearis and Edward
Wilkinson, with help from leading head men, attempted to obtain large grants
from the Indians. Stuart was able to thwart some of these efforts. In the

*The survey was roughly fifteen miles square, and a copy of it is recorded in MS Miscel-

laneous Records of the Secretary of State, Book H, 1831-34, 46la, Sonth Carolina Archives,
Alden, Stuar:, pp. 176-77.

“*Meriwether, Expansion, p. 249,
**Alden, Stuart, pp.-219-21.

*™MBoth lines were confirmed at the Treaty of Hard Labor, Oct. 14, 1768: Miscellancous
Records, Book OO, 1767-71, 1-5.
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summer of 1768, for example, Oconostota and Saluy tried to give: Alexander

Cameron’s halfbreed sori-a piece of lind tiwelve miles squaré'in the Saluda

valley, above the Indian boundary; arguing that-he was an Indian to ‘whom the

king’s proclamation did not apply; Stuart’s opposition prevented the cession.

In the winter of 176869, a Virginia trader, David Ross, tried to get somé

Cherokee lands which were earmarked: for him- approved: by -Stuart. Stuart

appealed to LordHillshorough, the colonial secretiry, who instructed: him not

tomeludesuchamonmthetrmtyhewastonegoﬁateatl.ochaber“"

Pearis was moré successful: By a secrét agreement with the Lower Cherokees,

his half-breed son ‘was ceded one hundred and forty-four square ‘miles i the
upper Saluda valley, and although this - gfant, tod, was' not. apptoved 4t

Lochaber; he could not be pievented from-taking possession of the land. When
Stuart a.ppealed to" the governor, James Simpson, the -attorney - general, re-

ported that the act of 1739 (which prohibited all persons- from p

Indian lands without authority from the king or the governor) apphed to

Pearis and advised Governor Montagu.to prosecute.’®® Pearis and his-accom-

?hce, Jacob Hite, were tried in the new court at Ninety Six, found guilty,

orced to renounce their titles, and fined. -But the following year Pearis placed

the grant in his son’s name, had it surveyed, and got. Edward Rutledge to give
him title to the Jand in the same court. Pearis then settled on the land. . He

loat it durin the Revolution and was' compensated by the British Loyn.hst
Commission.

A more clear-cut case of local interest coming inte conflict with the author-
ity of the crown occurred when William Henry Drayton attempted. to lease
the land reserved to the Catawbas. ‘The hiéad men of the: tribe frequently
appeared before the-governor and council to complain of white people trespass-
ing on'their resérved- hunting grounds. Rumots ‘begasi ‘to- circtilate’ that they
were prepa.red to -abandon their dnciént home, ‘and King ’ Frow, ‘the Catawba
chief, found it neoessa.r{ ‘to sénid Captain Airs, a young: warriof; ¢ Charleston
to deny them.’®® Early in June, 1771, the tribe was attacked by:a group’ of
back settlers.!®® - The following year, the council devised a pian to allow Dray-
ton a twenty-one year lease on the Catawba land, reserving to the Indians their.
corn fields, their towns, and their liberty to hunt. In return Drayton was to
pay each gunman one guinea’s worth of goods each year, If the Indidns‘did
not agree to the terms, or if treaties or instructions from the crown forbade it,
the lease would be void. The Catawhbas wete to be told that this léase: would
be the best way to preserve their lands from white-squatters.

- - Stuart wrote to the governor and cotinicil ouDebember 28, 1772, opposing
the lease, ind: his"létter -was considered - on January:do;- He- said - that' the
ﬁ&eenmﬂesquarehadbeenreservedtotheCatnwbasbytheTreatyofAugusta
in 1763 and had never been ceded. - Such a cession could not be: negotiated by

W Alden, Stuars, pp. 298-99,

S 1bid., pp. 299-300; Council Journal, Sept. 26, 1772, 'vol. 36, pt. 2, 179-30.
" Alden, Stwart, pp. 299-300.-

¥ Council Journal; March“20, 1771; vol. 36, pt. i, 70-71.
Council Journal, July 12, 1771, ibid., 142,
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anyone but himself.}®" Stuart felt that he could not sanction any lease obtained
from the Catawbas as a result of a letter written them by the clerk of the
council and that the proposal was too imiportant, especially in its effect on other
tribes; to have been approved without deliberation. He added that the attor-
ney gene.ra.l believed the lease could not be made consistent either with the
treaty or with the crown’s instructions.®® These prot%ﬁ were effective, and
the lease was pever confirmed.

In the spring of 1773, the system of granting land in the colonies came
under consideration in England. On orders from the crown, Lieutenant Gov-
ernor Bull suspended the granting of land until a new system was put into
effet. On February 5, 1774, the colonial secretary sent out a circular letter
describing the new regulations. In future, land surveys were to be shown on
maps before the grants could be made, and ’the land was to be sold in small lots
at public auction. Four monthis notice of the sale was to be given in neighbor-
ing provinces.'® This did not affect warrants for lands which had not yet been
located, nor claims which had already been approved.

Whatever effect the regulations may have had on the efforts of whites to
settle beyond the treaty boundaries, they came too late to be of any real signifi-
cance. Until 1763, the colony had had the burden of preventing encroach-
ments on the hunting grounds, and from 1739 to 1755, the local government
had done a fairly good job of preserving the boundaries between whites and
Indians. The natural growth of the settlements had made conflict with the
Cherokees over their lands inevitable. Negotiation for additional land for
settlement had not come until after the Cherokee War, and then the boun-
daries had merely recognized existing settlements. The Cherokee War, in-
deed, brought into sharp focus the fact that one colony could no longer even
handle land and trade problems with a single tribe like the Cherokees, whose
claims bordered on North Carolina and Virginia, as well as on South Carolina
and Georgia. The appointment of an Indian superintendent met the need for
a consistent approach toward the Indians on the land problem.

While the problem of Indian lands was thus temporarily solved, condi-
tions on the Carolina frontier also improved as a result of the decline in the
Indian trade. The colony’s economic interest in the Indians was no longer as
vital as it had been during the golden era of the 1750s, although, as Lieutenant
Governor Bull reported to the Board of Trade in 1770, the Cherokee tribe was
still important as a buffer against possible attack from other tribes.4°

The results of the French and Indian War substantially ended South
Carolina’s concern with tribes, other than the Cherokees, who lay beyond her
borders. And the Cherokees, themselves, became more ﬁrmly attached to the
imperial cause, partly as a result of Stuart’s intelligence in handling them. In
1776, the tribe, angered by land-seeking settlers and incited by “talks” from

*"The king’s orders were referred to in the Repart of the Lords Commissioners of Trade
and Plantztions on April 15, 1768,

*MCouncil Journal, Jan. 20, 1773, vol, 37, 27-28,

WJack M. Sosin, Whitehall and the Wilderness, The Middle West in British Colonial
Policy, ry6o0-r775 (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1961), pp. 226-27.

*public Record Office Transcripts, vol, 32, 1770-72, 403,
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northern tribes, again attacked the frontier . The Carolinians used. this.evidence
of the. Cherokees’ loyalty to the crown as an opportunity to xid themselves of
the last significant threat to their security from neighboring tribes. With the
peace treaty of 1777, the colony’s concern with southeastern Indian affairs
largely passed into the hands of the new continental government.
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