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Introduction

f you visit the City of Johnstown,

MNew York and happen o ingure what

olonial era buildings besides Johnson
Hall still remamn, sooncr or later someone
will paint out - tidy, shake-mooled yellow
cottage located al the comer of North
Willinm and West Green Stresis, You
will be informed that this building, lony
koown as the Diumm House, wis

occuped before the Revolutionary War by
Sir Williaim Johnson's [irst Johnstown
teacher, Master Edward Wall.

Burif you ask for mere specific infor
mmation, such as where M Wall came
frony, how long be taught in Johnstown,
or what became of him when the Rehel-
lrom hvoke out, your guide will look at you
somewlial perplesed, as of 10 say such
questions do not really matter: FEdwaid
Wall was Sir William's st schoolmis
ter: he wis allowed to lodge in this quaint
but comforiable litle cottage while he
tamght here, and that is thut, Your local
informant. if in a1 sregarious mood, may
cmbellish the “facts” further by pelating
that “Master Wall™ wos a stern old man
and a crop-wiglding disciplinarian. Most
+f this historieal “information” 15 non-

¢ 0 is an amalgamation of unrealls

Johnson,

sacrifices of the Loyalists.
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Site, who in the 1960's and early 70°s was the first area historian (o
acknowledge, research and lecture on the lives, hardships and

(e asserions deating back no lurther
the writings of lactually-liberal nine-
leenth centory Amencan hstorans such
a5 Jeptha R. Simms, wha in lus | BR2
opus, Frontiersmen of New York de-
scribes Wall as the first man 1o “use the
birch”, and tells us that, *Wall was a se-
vere disciplinanan, but the Baronet's
children were an exception to lus clem
eney,"! This silly statement, if vou reflect
an i convoluted grammatical construc-
tion, makes no serse wo begin with,
Simms’ description of Wall os o severe
disciplinumian is o stereotvpe extracted
{rom the onde-popular 19th century
Arerican view of the country-schoolmus-

ter-as-Iyrunt, a characteriration, no doub
somefimes comect in Simms’ own era,
But on what primary decumentanon
Simms claims any authority for applying
this later stergotype o Edwurd Wall he
cdloes not say, simply hecause there is
none. In fuimess to Simms, he may have
taken as his colonial example Master
Jobhw Cotgrave, Wall's immedbate succes-
sor 1o the Johnstown schoaimastership
and an interesting character in his own
right, who wrote m November, 1771 that,
"l give close atendance o my School - |
have ulready purged muany of my Chil-
dren that they behave much to myv satis-
faction.”

The colonial cotiage know |t Johosolown as the ‘Drumm House' (alter a latar ownar) lg
repuled o be one of several houses construcied by Sir William Johnson 1o house needed
ariisans and important civil assistinis. Believed 1o have been moved o s presont localion

naxt to the Colonial Cemeatary during the 191h century, it would have been considerad a
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THE DRUMM HOUSE

HOME OF EOWARD WALL SDHUIJIL
MASTER .SIR WILLIAM JOHNSON'S

FREE SCHOOL

Local balief thal Edward Wall was given the entire Drumm
House was so strong that eardiar local historians convinced
the State of Mew York to Inscribe the marker accordingly
Al best, Wall and ather single male associates of Sir
Williarm might have bean assigned to the bullding

years of revolution when
the complacent, well
erafted little world of Tryon
County was, as well is the
world bevond them, umed
upside down

Edward Wall wis a
Whig-tumed-Loyalist. if
indeed he ever was a tiue
Whig, just one man among
many who, in those early
maonths of the conflicl,
were [orm herween e lost
atrruram, the political hy-
pocrisy and unrealistic ide-

[t should be noted that the averge,
educated Johnstown citizen is very awere
of the city’s colomal past, but being able
to relate to visitors that Edward Wall was
the first Schoolmaster of Johnstown and
that he supposadly lived in the Dromm
House has sunply been oll anyone desired
o know abaut Wil until now, Local his-
torians have alwiys focused their re-
searvh efforts on more important people
und more sipmificant issues ocowmng in
and arpund Trvon County during those
Lust, tumiliuous months which extended
from the death of Sir William in July of
| 774 until the sudden exit of Sir John
trom Johnson Hall 1o May of 1776, For it
was within this parrow tume slot of
slightly less than two years that the once
eredt agririan, pobitenl and muli-cul-
tural Camelor of Teyon County, Sir
William Johnson's lite work, agonizingly
crumbled and slowly rendered itsell asan-
der,

Yeu there has always existed from
those very vears, sequestersd within vari-
ous docurments such as the Papers of Sir
William Johnson, the Minutes of the
Commissioners fur Detecting and Diefeal-
ing Conspiracics, the Minues of the
Tryon County Commitice of Safety, and
other published und unpublished primary
sources, many bits and pieces of bin-
grapmcal information about the so-called
“little people’, the cogs in Johnson’s great
Trvon County wheel, so o speak, (hose
many loval, intellivent and ambitions re-
tuiners and subordinates such as Edward
Whll, Gilbrert Tice, the Freys, Conynes,
Butlers and mamny others, all grateful for
the opportumity 1o hitch their own wagons
1o Sir William’'s rging star. All these
men and their families were destined 1o
have thewr own idividunl experiences of
uprooting and sacrilce during those long

alism that swirled ina
great, confosing mix all around them,
and which forced every men, sooner of
later, to answer the not-so-simple ques-
tion, “Which side am Lon?” Yet there
arg s0me Curious, FI‘FL‘S'L:I'Il[}"-LIFI.'J.I]S“{TH!"IIIC
little miysteries surronnding Wall that
may make him a more intcrestung chal
lenge o historicil researchers than some
of his conlemporanes.

Part One: Arrival and Progress

The first mystery that surrounds
Edward Wall is the guestion of how, as a
relatively lare entrant on the prewar
Johnstown scene, did he succead so well
in penetrating the Johpson Dynasty inner
circle, aradually assuming a much more
involved rele in the loeal social, polincal
and mercantile activities than one would
ever expect of a village schoolmaster.
Whatever combination of education: and
personality he possessed, Wall must also
have inspired confidence. Otherwise, he
woild never have been so rpidly ac
cepted within that comfortable network of
select and privileged *Johnson men’ who,
each In his own way, eamed a place of re-
sponsibility and swading within U
smoath-runeing political maching which
will be heredfter referred to as the “John-
son Dymasty”, Exactly how Wall made
the stams transinon from omtside hireling
to Johnson conlidanl during the Last sev-
eral swilt-flying years of Sir William
Johnson's lite continues o defy explana-
ton. Much of the first hall of this article
will be taken up with showmg how Wall
successfully sdvanced, bl there 65 no
clear explanation as 1 why.

T is assumed (althmagh not proven)
that Wall emigrated from Ireland, Noth-
ing specitic is known regarding his birth
place, the precise cxient or source of his

higher education, or eévien his age. He
must be presmnad 1o have been reason-
ably young, if kis ability 10 survive the ar-
duous activitles of his post-Johnslown
yedrs are laken into account, and he prob-
ably was o Protestanl, moas much as be
wis married in 3 Protostamt church at
Coavghnawagt, He may also have boen
English or Scottish. Certainly Sir
William, particularly in his last years, en
couraged nearly as many men who were
not Irish or Prolestunt as those who were,
But the name is essentially Irish und can
he found dispersed in vadous parts of Tre-
Tand today. That Wall possessad to a high
dogree a naive form of honesty of a tvpe
which seemed o overflow with unrealis-
tic idealism and good intentions {a dubi-
ous combination of assets for anyone
desiring o prosper on the colonial fron-
tier), is evident from his known actions,
from the contents of iy few extant letters
o Sir William and from whar others
wioie 1o Sir William abouot him. That Sir
William took an interest in Wall and pur
posely helped wdvance his coreser (as T
did the careers of many other mein, und
most alwavs to his own advantage) is very
evident, Wall would certainly never have
been socepted info St, Patrick’s Lodge
withoul the Buronet's approval, nor
would he very likely have become con-
nected with Jelles Fonda in mercantile
acuvities withour a Johoson recommen-
darion

Al the same time; the reasons behind
Wall's early. active and ensrgetic partici
pation 45 a Whig member of the Tryon
County Commitiee of Safery. end his un
explained, sudden retwrn to Lovalism and
the permanent spuming of the Whig
causs are also. mallers of mystery, Even
the details of how he served his King in
wartime are semtered and obscure, That
he arrived in the Mohawk Valley some
time duting 1768 or "6%, became well
enough trusted 1o be ncluded in several
of Iohnson's larger jand-orants, admitted
o the exclusive company of 5t
Parick’s Masonic Lodee, siudicd to be-
come - a trder under Sir Willimn's ¢lose
associale Jelles Fonca's watchful eye, and
finally. that he should come 10O marry inte
o branch of the Butler clan, the second
most powertill famaly m the castern end
of the valley. are all accomplishments
that combine to personify Wall as o mun
whose presence deserves more scritiny
than does that of o simple colonial
schoolmaster.
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Admittedly, even after this thorough
stucy there will remudn more questions
thin danswers, While Wall obviously
spent the pre-Revolutionary War years
huilding a position of rust within the
Johnson Dynasty, any crrcumspect hiog-
vapher must also strive o explain his ap-
pearance in those enrly months of the
Revplution as the osted and very potive
mermber of the Tryon County Commilles
of Safety. Was he, perhaps, u spy for the
Johnson-Butler interests all along. never
discovercd, yet trepted with growing sus-
picion due o his Butler wife, until it be
came necessary for him o withdraw or be
discovered? While the possibility 15 in
teresting. it 15 the business of honest hiog-
raphers to present facts “unmuddied” by
unprovable theones,

The earticst notice of Edwird Wall in
Amenica comés fo us as it came to Sir
Willium via u letter lrom John
Wetherhead, his factor in Albany, dated
November [7th 1768, in which he in-
forms Johnsan thal, “The bearer of this
(letter) M, Wall his applyd 10 me for an
Imrsduction to you - it seems he is very
anxious 1o be emploved by vou in e co
pacity of & school miusier: As L am an en-
tire strunger 10 him, you will know best
what 1o say 1o lom, as vou will very easily
find out his qualilications if he has any.™
Any Johnson scholar familiar with the
Johnson Papers is aware of several letiers
prior o Wall's amival written by Jolinson
o varions people expressing his frustra-
tion over huling 1o obtain schoolmasters,
aot enly at Johnstown but alse at Fon
Huomer and “the Mohawks’
(Canajoharie). Yot for whatever reason,
Johnson apparently did not offer Wall im
mediate employment at any of these im-
portunt locations after meeting him in
November of "68.

We know this becanse of the content
of the next known reference to Wall's lo-
cul prosence. This reference appears in &
miast valuable unpublished priomary
source document, Robeirt Adem’s Mer-
chant’s Store Ledeer  Through the many
pagzes of this miriguing mercantile ledger,
again find again appear upon the stage of
pre-revolutonary Tryon County the
numes of virlwally all Sir Willlam's ¢lose
associures: his own Molly (usually hsied
a5 Mary Brunt), her brother Joseph, Bran
Latfery, the Butlers. Gilbernt Tice, various
MeDomnals and MucDonalds, the Sery-
wes, Chews and Freys.. .one day purchas-
g shrowds, the next mavhe cloth w

muke ‘pantaloons” or whitever else they
had need ot Today Robert Adem’'s
ledger, his unintended chromicle of dmly
life in colonial Johnstown, resides in the
possession of an old local farmily. Jeptha
Simuns, belpful for once, informs us that
an eary member of this family matried a
duughter of Robert Adems, which may
gxplain the family’s present possession of
it

50 it happens that the second confir:
mation of Edword Wall's presence some-
where in the vicinity of Johnstown occurs
through his conductmg a typical. every
day commercial transaction at Robernt
Adem’s store on March 2nd, 1769, on
which date Adems orone of his assistanis
dutifully recorded what 1o them was just
another daily entry: “To John Buoder...onge
yard of carmbrick for Mr. Wall.™ Tt is
therefore very probuble, since Wall is be-
ing permitted Lo charge goods for Himself
uticder the name of Colonel Butler, that he
i most likely somehow in the Colonel’s
employ. 1§ s0, how was he employed?
One possible explanation anses from the
known fact thar Colonel Butler provided
i school of his own. separate from any
sponsored by Sir William, at Butlersbury
fior the children of his nearby twenants and
pechaps s own younger children as
well, While no documentation exisis 1o
prove lus school wis m openition as early
as 1769, il is cortinly not impossible tunt
it might have been, and if 1t was, the
Colonel might weall have employed Wall
as a teacher, perhaps even at Johnson's
behest, prior to Wall's service with Sir
William. [t is generally believed that the
‘Butlersbury” of the 17605 and eacly T0s
Wits @ much mofe significant entity than
the lonely-looking

left the Mohawk Valley. Evidence fir
this asserion comes from the knowy in-
termgation by the Tryon Committee of
Safery of his schoolmaster, George
Crawford of Batlershury. ®

The suggeston that Wall may have
baen teaching for Butler in carly 1769 is,
of course, corjectare, and Lict would be
preferred. There seems to huve been al
most an wndeclared conspiracy o obscore
any really aceurate mformation about
Wall. Whenever any communicant wriies
ahout Edward Wall, it is alwiays in the
mest generul terms, and one is reduced o
tracing his chronologicel trail with a
minimum amount of data and o maxi-
mum amount of Juck o keep from losing
it alingether. We can know for cermin
only that by early 1769, Edward Wall was
residing in Tryon County and was per-
Forming sonie form of professwmnul serv
ice for Colonel John Butler thar would
eititle him o change various necessities
such us cambrie to the Colone!'s senaral
aceount,

Bot Robert Adem's ledgsr book also
reveals that by the early fall of 1769,
Edward Wall was permitied 1o charge
personal necessities undar his own name
and secount. The first such listing found
15 on September 30th, 1769, in which on-
Iry he 15 carefully and respectfully re-
corded a8 “Edward Wall. Schoolmaster ™
Thus we can tetermine with certainty
thut Edward Wall had begun teaching for
S Witham Johnson 8t the newly-estub-
lished Johnstown Free School @ leust by
September of 1769, Finully Sir William
had his free school in aperation. Long
il be been grousing over the luck of
linding a credible schoolmaster for it in

old howse of today.
Kather, It was &
thraving eomimi-
nity of Butler's
prmary tenants
and retziners. I
i 1 eertainty thi
Colonel Butler
WaS supporting o
suhoo] and school
masler sepanie
from Johnson's
und had beon do
g s for some
me betore April
of 1773, when he
andl his oldest son
Walter suddenly

| —

gl )
T N P s

Bultershury. builtin 1742, home of Col. Jahn Butler, who may have
been Edward Wall's first employer alter he ardved in the Mohawk

Valley late In 17G8..
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his comespondence with the Rev, Samucl
Auchmuty and others. This project was
clearly important 10 him and had caused
considerable frustration.  Indeed he
would never find it easy to obtain enough
teachers for his sechools or mumsters for
his little churches. - As fur back as No-
vember of 1767 the Reverond Auchmuty
wrote Johnson froan New York that such a
teacher “ought (o have a decent living,
enough to encouruge him to persevere in
his duty; and he may also be usefol in
veading of prayers, etc., in the absence of
the Minister™® And Johnson would
prohably not have disagreed as Far os the
offer of a “decent living” went, for both
min knew the tusk requred special peo-
ple. not only teachers professionally
trained (so a5 10 be acceprable 1o the gov-
erning body of the Society for the Propa-
gation of the Faith m Foreign Parts
whisse churity ultimately paid hall their
wages) but such 1eachers also had to be
humanistically motivated o accopt as
personal and spimitual challenges the
hurdship, danger, sickness and many
other frustrations of frontier life. Most of
ally surely most paramount of all, John-
son’s schoolmasters would have 1o pos-
sess and sincerely demonstrate a
compassionute, patient and respectiul at-
titucle toward the childeen of Johnson's
greatest allies and friends, ms Mohawhks.

Now, in 8 maifer of just a few months,
Jobnson had managed o secure two com-
petent teachers to nurture and develop ba-
sie free edocation programs, one al
Johnstown and the other ut “the
Mohocks™ (Canajoharie). And as there is
no mention in the Johnson Papers or
Adem’s ledger of any other teacher serv-
ing 2t Johnstown prior 1o Wall's employ-
ment, we may reliably assign this Fall,
1769 wrm as the advent of organised
public education ut Johnstown, As fur-
ther testimony, we have Sir Wilkiam's
own letier 1w Duniel Burton written De-
cember 6th, 1769, in which Johnson
sIies,

"I have fixed o worthy homest man
as  schooimasier af the Mahawks who
the" there anly since March has alveady
J0 Indian children wnder iy wition
whis impreve very fast and their number
will be shorthy avugmented. | have like-
wise established a fit person whoe re-
ceived a liberal edwcatton in Exrope ar
dolmgtewn near this place. who has at
present near 43 childven whires and in-
digns and his school daily increases.

The name af the first mentioned School
Master is Colin McLelfand. of the laxi
is Echward Wall, | have already ad-
vanced them halfl o year'y salary and
propose that they shall soon draw for
the amount on Me Svimonds, agreeable
ter the advice of Dr. Auchmury, " ¥

“owho received o hiberal education in
Europe...” Would that for history’s sake
Sir William hod been a little miore spe-
cifie in revealing the details of Wall's
education (o Burton, but that brief, almost
teasing bit of gencrality is all ane may
dhiscover about Wall’s formal education
from the Johnson Papers. Once again,
where only one or two additional lines of
more specific information about Wall's
education might 50 easily have been re-
corded for posterity, only hints and infer-
ences are left us.

There is o conflirmation of the salanes
m the Johnson Popers, a list duted August
1Bth, 1770 of sums to be réndered varioos
persons, among whom both Colin
MeLelland and Edward Wall are in-
cluded." Euch are to be rendered 17
pounds 10, deawn on one William
Symondson, suid sums most likely repre-
senting the balance of that ‘half @ vear's
saliry” Sir William spoke of in his earlier
letter to Daniel Burton,

It is no doubt this December, 1769
Burton letter which has caused tocal
Johnstownians 1o correctly identify Wall
as their first schoolmaster, although al
the sume lime accepting him storically
in this capaity for simplicity’s snke with-
oul studying him further. 1L is more diffi-
cult. however. o fathom the origin of a
related local notion, the popular assertion
that Edward Wall as schoolmader was ul-
lowed 1o live in such o lurge und commao-
dious cottage 45 the preserved colonial
residence now known as the Dirumm
House. Housing was i very shorl supply.
We know that, in the late 1760s, Sir
Willinm erected o number (various
sources claim anywhere from seven o
twelve units) of small kit adequate lite
houses for his most importunt artisans
and retainers a8 an inducement v draw
them 1o his new twown, and the Drumm
house by local tradition has long been
identified as being one of these buildings.
But even these residences were scarcely
enough o provide adeguate housing for
the growing village. With Johnstown ex-
panding duily, the notion that & house
laree enough to bouse an entire Ganly
should have been tumed over Tor the sole

occupuncy of an unmartied schoolmasier
simply bears no logical credibility. To
suppert this assertion, we need but con-
trost this old local legend with the known
lodging difficulties of Edward Wall's im-
medhate successor, Schoolmaster John
Cottgrive, whoin November of 1771
wrote 10 Thomas Flood, Johnson's old
fricnd and Construction Overseer, (o
complain that “It 15 impossible for me w0
deseribe the dislike | have to the continug-
ing at a tavem for board and lodging,™"
The very next day, Collgrave agdin wrote
Flood on the issue of housing to inform
him that "My wile seems 50 pressing
about coming up that I will be much
oblig'd 1o you if yvou will ingquire of Coll.
Johnson if that he expects Captn. Chew
up this winter, if not | wou'd willingly
rent his house near the Bridge....""
Given this primary evidence that School-
master Cougrave was not “allowed” a
house gratis fom Johnson's laraess but
wns peiving his own room and board and
getting nothing better than a small room
above a noisy tevern, it is hardly likely, as
local tradition has long fancied, that
Edward Wall was sccorded the comfort of
being sole pecupant of the Drumm Hoose
or any other local residence, And finally,
we have Sir William Johnson's own
words, written on December 1 8th, 1767
to Dr. Auchmuty, 0 the effect that “any
other person who comes must be. greatly
distressed thro” the want of any proper
house or lodging, there being no place in
the neighbourhood it for the purpose and
any pluce that could be procured will be
held al a dear rate.™" Thus, with the vil-
lage constantly growing, i is extremely
unlikely that, even with the construchon
of Johnson's litle houses, an entire house
could have been assigned, as local tradi-
tom persists, to the village schoolmaster
It is certainly possible, however, that Wall
and a number of other Johnson employees
who were yet bachelors might have been
yuartered together at one of these resi-
dences, thus honouring the persistence of
this Iocal wadirion in o more’ realishe
mana

Daniel Burton replied 1o Sir William's
December 1769 letter, writing on May
Hithe 1770 to inform him that, *The Soci-
ety have, in pursusnce of your recommen-
dation, appointed Mr. Colin McLelland
and Me, Edward Wall their schoolmas-
ters, the former at the Mohawks and the
latter at Johnstown, and will allow them
such a salary as you have according 1o the
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discretionary power given you last year
heen pleased o allot them.™™

It has not been possible (o detenmine
whether Edward Wall continued as
Johnstown’s schoolmaster beyond the Fall
1762 - Spring 1770 academic term. He
could have tanght for another year, cover
ing the Foll-Winter 1770 werm, but thene
are no sccounts extant in the Johnson Pu-
pers that show him recciving any pay-
menl for that period. As will be selated
turther, he was ol Fort Stanwix by May of
"1, and so must have torned the school
over o John Cottprave at some earlier
fime, Collgrove. who from his own dec
laration was o unhbappily housed some
where in the garrel of Tice's Tavern, was
an eccentne opportanest with an E‘ll-'I'LTifE
building complex not unlike many pio-
neers. He was certainly, judging from his
mexcusably mmpolite; overly-assertive lzt-
tars 1o S Williem and others, not @ man
of Wall's more politic temperament. but
his lefters prove he had 1aken over the
school at least by Seplember, 1771, and
prohubly carlier, unless Wall taught o
very awhbreviated Spring term before ne-
moving o Stanwix w begin his next wd-
venture,

Even during 1770, Wall's first tull
yeur of local residence, s stor began to
rse slowly within the Johnson Dynasty.
O is hard-put 1o explam this; a colonial
schoolmasier was usually o colonial
schoolmasier and remaned one. The
only jodgements we may tiuke liberty (o
imake about 'Wall's characler as o positive
tactor in his advancement come from but
two lotters written by him, both to Sir
Williiom, But the content of these letiers
spedk volumes 1o help us assess Wall's
general character: they leave us with & re
flection of Wall mirrored us o conscien-
tious, reliable, rither dealistic man, the
st ta put concentrated energy ond deter-
mination into whatever project he én-
gaged . Yer there is alse an unspoken
mavety in his commuomeations: He secms
ihe type ol person whose judgement is
sometimes adversely affected by o ten
dency o believe the best of those ground
him, %o as not o be uble o suceesstully
identify potential encrmics until wo late,

Yet several proctical reasons exist o
caplain Edward Wall's advance up the
Dynnsty s slippery ladder. Forst of all, e
was educated, s man who could wuch
school, could read, write, and perform
msthenntical, business-related calcula-
tions and many other tasks requiring both

ST LTI b L .
'l A1 0l “‘:h““\;‘ AR ANT0A L

i,
LA L0E l'l,l'l‘i' y 1"“"1‘,1.?11‘”““

11 L

intelligence and the ability to think crin
cally and o make decisions, In short, he
wits o potentzally useful man o have
around. Certiumly Wall’s earty and con
tinued connection with Sir William's old
and trusted associate, Colonel John Bul-
ler, whutever that connection was, did
him no harm, nor could his success in es-
tahlishing the Johnstown Free Schiool, an
aceomplishment long on Sic William™ lo-
cul prigrity list, have corned him ny-
thing less than Sir William's gratitude
wind respect. There s also that singularly
strong tone of sincerity arising from his
lenters which af least suggests another
easn for men like Col. John Butler and
Sir Wilhiam Jobnwon th consider him an
I we secept Edwird Wall as both
Butier and Johnson apparently did, thai
15, is o nin of dependability amd integrity
and one who could therefore he trosted,
we must not forgel that the colomal fron:

O LLe

Thas Fort
Slameix
oxpanenoed
by Edward
Wall in
1771 was
no doubt
infertor to
the
substantally
reforlifigd
structure
faced by
51 Ledger
n 17y
and now
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tier, like all {ronticrs, wos crowling with
opportunistic drenmers and schemars
ringing all the way from the reisonably
serupulous down to those totully bereft of
any buman chiractenistic beyvond mtense
gread, dll of them seeking o emulate this
or that “great man” and, like the bond
thiel in Fitzgerald's The Great Gatsby, 1o
“make a conaection” uny way possible.
The tronticr sbounded with hupan
leaches amd parssites ansious 10 attach
themeselves to the fowning retinue of any
important, ésiablished person like o John
Butler or 3 Willinm Johnson, ulwuys in
hape of personal advancement.

When we think of such men, we do
not need (o lnok iy farber than Edware
Wall's own replacement, the aforemen
tioned John Cotgrave, wha, on Noven-
ber 22nd, 1771, confided in Thomas
Flood that,

“1 herve wrore Colltns by Buek 1o
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put iy ante for 2000 geres of the
Socandago {Sacandaga) that 1 nuy set-
e some partfcnlur families of myv own
liking thereon - that when done § may
gxtablish a stare in that guarter and 1o
fuive an influence af Meir own wmeet-
ings. "

Bur as Cotgrave sputiered about s
grandiose plan. Wall quictly advanced.
As early as April 2Tih, 1770, we find his
name included ona list among forty
promiment associates of Sir William des-
ignated as “those who are 1o be insered
in the Patent for the Northern Tract of
BEL,000 scres in the rear of Kingsborough,
alins Start’s Purchase,”'"™ The names on
this application read like u *who's whe'
of Trvon County. Some of them had been
born in the valley before Sir William first
saw it, while others. like Wall, were rela-
lve newcomers, legitimate Johnson re-
tainers riding forward on the coat tals of
the grest Baronét. Among the older
signers of this grant were many who had
soddiered with the then Colonzl Johnson
in the old French war. They had pros-
pered and mstured beside Johnson in the
decade alier, and all oF them had discov-
ered and cventually mastered many subtle
lessons required to coexist o advaniage
with the seemingly-unstoppable Johnson
Dvnasty. They had leamed these lessons
long hefore Edward Wall entered their
valley and prospered sccordingly, Vet it
15 Wall's signature and nol that of the
ambitious, conspiting John Cottgrave,
which appears on the land grant applica-
ton. Wall™s nume wis also offered up by
Sir William as an altermue [or o much
smaller land grant application dated Sep-
tember 1, 1770, @0 be inserved if the geant
proved large enough to requine exten
names.'” Although Wall’s name was
lmter remowved from this application be-
catise the grant when surveyed was found
o be even smaller than anticipated. one
ey well pondor on the quostion of what
more significant company in ofl the val-
lew this relatively quiet young man could
have been privileged to find both limself
and his signuture necepted after such o
shorl time in residence” Such evidence
of his rapid persopul dccoptance by the
top members of the dynasty fuels the re-
curring mystery shout Edwarel Wall and
about why this apparently amrahle, pli-
ant. munnerad, intelligent bot otherwise
i el mem could be so successiil
in ingratisting himself so quickly and
thoroughly among those “ereat men”

from whiase collective power, with Sir
William at their head, all important deci-
sians in prewar Tryon County Towed,

At almost the same date, an even
more significant and telling event oc-
curred in Wall's rise, On the 6th of Sep-
tember, 1770, Edward Wall was raiscd
ik 51, Patrick’s Lodge, Order of Free-
masons. along with two ather men, Capt
Norman MeLeod and one Roben Picken.
o survevor very actively emploved by
Johnson,

The signatures af all the prewar
inductees are recorded in the orginal St
Patriek’s Lodge Book, which historic
document formnstely survived the dnar-
chy of revolution and is curefully pre-
sorved by todiy's St Patrick’s Lodge
members.'"" Belng raised into a Masonic
Lodge was a matter of as much social sie-
nificance in those omes as it 15 woday.
The pre-revolutionary lodge roll of St
Patnck’s reads, as did the land grunt ap-
plication just mentioned, very much like
a who-was-who of Johoson's close associ-
ates in Tryon Couwnty. One whose signg-
ture resided on the Lodge Roll of Su
Paick’s could waly cligm o have at-
tained a high level of confidence and
standling among those whose opinion
matiered.  And Edward Wall, through
whatever combination of circumstance
and-ability, had, with less than two years
on the Johnstown scene. somehow arrived
al this high social platean.

As we seel 1o understand the mystery
of this social success, two clues we have
wowork with are Wall's extant letiers,
ench of which in different ways reinforces
the already-mentioned theory thit he was
imbued with o lendency tw mix duty and
good intentions with more than a litlle
naivety. But before quiting the letters in
proper contexd, 11 15 necassary to refocus
chromologically on Wall's activitics

As mentioned above. by the spring of
“T1 at the latess. Edward Wall left both
JTabnstown and i3 school house behind
hime it had all served a purpose, and per-
haps as a resule of his careful handling of
both hinself and the schonl, other oppor-
Lunities were now =xtended o him. In an
example of whal our modern oge might
will “apprentice raining”, Wall now be-
vame attached 1o one of the mote siccess-
ful lucal business relatinnships, that
cver-active William Johnsondlelles Fonda
trading pipeline. Probably he wus invited
hy one or more of his Lodge brothers.
Jelles Fonda hunself’ became a memboer

Wall considerably embellished his signature
orn the ‘Cath of Allegiance, Abjuralion and

Test' in Decambar ol 1772,

not long after Wiall. Though Willium
Jobnson was by now the Baronet and one
of the greatesi of those “greal men™ of the
British colonies, one of his most imipar-
tant chasugter traits, and the one which so
successfully helped him retain the alle-
eince of Tryon County’s leading men
until his dying day, was that he did not.
as he rose i umportancs; forget or ipnote
old companions and valley men like
Jelles Fonda, They liad Iuin in cold, rain-
soaked camps together, traded ball for
ball with the French ui Luke George,
marched west o capture the greal prize of
Fort Ningara and home again, alwiys
planning new trading expeditions while
conniving i uncounted land purchase
schemes and other personal adventures
along the way. Jelles’ futher Douw was
the established merchani-trader ut
Canghnawagn (now Fondi) before the
voung William Johnson ever stooped 1o
scrape 4 clod of Mohawk Valley soil from
his boots, No doubt the Fondas, father
und som, were among Johnson's enrhiest
acquaintances and commerciul associates,
and they must have served as positive in-
Muences on his development in many
ways, And now, while Sir William Joln-
son, Baronet and Sole Superintendent of
His Majesty's Indian allies in the North-
em Department, bent s will and his
wamng body strength to the ever more
complicated and ympossible obligations of
Indiun Affairs and empire presérvation,
he sull remained actively involved in all
imporiant and lucrative trading acrivities
Unvugh partnerships with old and ousted
associmes such as the Fondas, George
Groghan, William Printup and others.
Diown this pew nercuntile pathwiy
Edward Wall somehow strayed. Al-
though fronter rading was cerdmnly a
wore arduowe wnd Jungerous yocation
than that of colonial schoolmuster, Wall
no doubt recognized the opportunity he
was being offered via a dircor sssocianon
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with Fonda 1o gain much lirst-hoand ¢xpe-
rignce among the Mohowks and other
froguaois, ond by which means by would
also increase his value to Sic Willium us
well gs 10 himself. The estblishment of
reliable trade petworks and the porsuit of
land were the two grealest objectives of
the age. Nor should it be focgotten that
both Willium Joheson and Jelles. Fonda
wore now Wall's fellow Masonic Lodge
brothers, pledged by the mos| senous
oaths of the Hme o advance and protect
him.  Yet while the advantages of such
protection and mfluence would seem an
anset, Edward Wall could niot have antic
pated the extent of the deep-seated. hos
tile resentment which the advanlage of
his putronage by Sir William would cre-
ate against him among the rough, sea-
soned traders of Fort Stanwix, to which
place Johnson and Fonda apparently as-
signed him

Fort Stanwix of 1770 was a semi-law-
less. rough and wmble trading post ar-
tuched 10 a broken-down fort left over
from the old French War, manned by a
small, listlesy parrison communded by an
ailing, veternn officer for whom each day
was u physical strugple. True, it had ex-
perienced considerable physical repairs
durmg the months in 1768 while Sir
William and all his Indian Department
assintants laboured maghtily 1o hammer
ot the Stanwix Treatv, Bul it was ooing
down hill again swifily, and the only le-
gal authority in camp was the aged and
semi-infirm commander of the hitde gor
risan, Lt John Galland. When he was
having a bad day, there was really no gu-
thority at all. Poor Galland bhad been
commander there siee June of 1767
vourtesy of Geperal Gage.'® By 1770, he
had probably come to regand the whole,
discourgang situnlion not as n favoured
posting awarded him by an old comrude
in arms as it was meant w be, but more a5
the hife sentence in which it had slowly
degenerated

For all practical purposes, the real
‘hoss man’ of Fort Stanwix was 3 weath
ered, antagonistic boss-trader who mace
Fort Stanwis. prior w the siege of 1777,
his home bose and private patrimony,
Jobm Kuf. with the help of some hard
cuse pals, completely domunated mading
aictivities in and around Stanwis, as Whaill
wils soon o discover,

On May 16th, 1771, Edwiard Wall sai
down at s desk ot the Johnson-Fonda
trading compound, somewherc on the

"Poor
Galland
hacd
[resn
com
mander
tharng
since
Juna of
1787
caur-
tasy of
General
Gage.
[shown
he*el

grounds of Fort Stanwix, with quill in
hand to sequadnr the then-greatest man in
colonial America with his progress, in-
forming Sir Willinm the
“Ly. Galland wpon your Homowrs
letter assured me thar he would diy ave-
rvithing thar e could for me or any per
san you would recommend, bue there fs
vary fittle i the poar old gehtlenian s
power, as he 5 guire debilitated amd for
those few davs past entirely confin'd 1o
his bed, which I imaging is Hre reason
ke jg so el dexpised by the ser whe
e e
Three of the Chiefs of the Oneidus
came here shortly after Stephons hed
verurned from Tolmizen Hall, and save
me g name, Awlawhoana or the Greal
Rt they were very cereimonions upen
the ovcasion, and promis'd they wonld
be friendly and assisting fo me, for that
they wndersiond that | had been recom
miended Iy yowr Hononr, and therefore
expected Dweould be jrest and kined o
them, and indesd 1 intend to be xo, and
hope vour Honowr will be pleased to

srmding af Fort Stamwia, which ex
eludes e from my share § might ather-
wise fierve incarcying them ever,
nevertheless shall have my portion of
wiet! ix to me made by dding. "

This last sturement probably mesns he
would haol the goods himself if he had
L,

Wall ¢loses with the request thut Sin
Willizm give his regards to ‘Peter and the
children’, hardly the act of a stern ex-
schoplmaster prone 10 frequent uses of
the birch rod, as Simms of the nmincteenth
century would have us believe. Bin tron-
hle was brewing for “The Great Road’,
courtesy of John Ruf. who no doubt de
sived to see Sir William's new troder take

‘the great road ' swiftly out of town, Less
thun a month later, Wall's persistent el-
forts not 1o be cheated o of his ‘portion”
of trading activities brought him o con
siderable trouble as well as bodily harm.

On the eighth of June, Lt Galland
must have forced himself up from his sick
bed, not only w come 1o rescue Edward
Wall, but alzo to write Sir William an im.
mediate and full account of his own con-
duet, no doubt to protect his continuatce
in Sir'William's favour. The letter is
guated in full,

“t thik it pry duty 1o lel vou knew
the leere fate of My Wall, Mr Gavernor
Jokwy Ruff being jalois of me in repiogd
fe fiy st needy Barish him of (aff)
the grovwd he ordered one of his
emitsarys o breed o couwrd (quarrel) with
Chune at his own howse apd another of
them he emploved 10 nock down Wall
wihtich wihein e saw e gor upor him
and draged tore and bear him maosr in
mercifully he por him by the heir of his

speak favourably
of et them,
The peaple here
wifren swienpnded nanie-
rally be willing
i dise o g
CONY PEESONY 1
MY WY, &ne mow
spirited to op
JIOSE I T V-
thing by Mr.
Phyn and Eflice s
ondery for Hrans
freetuition of thedr

et gesesels gimed

tharse of Comme-

dere Girennd Divinge
directed o e

He relocated in pr

John Fuif's trading post was bumed down during the siege ol Fort
Stanwix in 1777,
resent-day Canajoharie the lollowing year,

witgemers of ofd
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hedad as he lay on his back and dragged
him from Quine’s doer 1o his own house
where he got @ coard and bouned him
Sast and then kept him in confinement
which when | hard of sent myv Corporal
to demand the prisemer he sent me word
that [ was not capable of taking care of
a murderer and that | had ne business
witls limt wpons which §ordered a file of
ment to go and brake open every door
an kis house and bring the poissioner (o
mee § intene to represent this case to
head quarter where 1 hope iy Excel-
ey General Gage will ghoe ine
imnadient orders to tourn Rl e all
his pang off this grovnd I aysure vou Sir
his insolence is not fo be boren he éven
teneeny off the grownd any man fie-does
net like and brings in whoem he likes
amd gives them the best land belonging
ter the King withowr my libersy, *

Our view of the sickly, perturbed
Galland goaded into action by Rufi’s
deeds, and immediacly alterward serb-
bling-ut the abave-gquoted missive 1o Sir
William 10 protect his own hackside, has
its hurmowr,  Probably Gallisnd had expe-
rivnced a long. thankless and debilitating
career typically endured by the muldle
rank professional soldier of the nime.
General Thomas Gage was responsible
for Gialland’s appointment to Stanwix and
remamed his guardian angel thereafier.
Hugh Walluce made this political Tact of
life quike clear to Sie Willlam when, on
June 15th, 1767, he penned Johnson the
lollowing letter,

“The Bearer Livul. Galland i a
Man Genl Gage has much o Heart 1o
serve, ax he was long in the same Corp
with him & hay appointed him o réside
al & jake care of Fort Stanwixr, As &
miay be dn vour power 1o da him some
service & odvize him how o moke
something of the Lands & Houses theve
! beg vou'll be so gowd as ro help him,
He is o very homesr worthy Marn, bur
hax been unfortunate. "=

And when, pot three months into
Cillund's residency at Stanwix, he appar-
ently managed 1o provoke 4 senous guar-
rel with the lucul Indians, Cage again
wrote a tempering letter 1o Johnson, pro-
claiming from the safe distance of New
Yok on September Tth, 1767, thm

“If the people whe dwell wpon the
Carrying Place of Fort Stanwix, do not
behave properly, or give jeafowsy o the
fudicens by an impadent conduct, they
nriast be dvove gy, L Guilland s now

of an age in which peaple's temper gen-
erally become cool, I am surprised he
is ger vearm with the Indians. ">

John Rufl should have known better
oz well, The Font Stanwix historian John
Scott, drawing from Pomroy Jones' ear-
lier work, Annals of Oneida County,
wrote tn 1927 that “John Rool had beon
vne of three or four settlers at the Carry-
ing Place known to have been there as far
back as 1760, He had been an immkeeper
and Indion tmder and had assisied in the
transponaton of bateaux between the two
streams. " Ruf (or Ruff, as some sources
speel] in); alrendy hud experienced a long
trading relationship with Sir William
Johnson, frequently supplying both Johin-
som and his Inchan allies. and he shows
up regularly i Johnson's account render.
ings.

But Wall's beating at the instigation
of John Roff was apparently not sevene
enotgh o convinee him o léave Stanwix.
Jelles Fonda, happily announcing that it
is “Sunday moming [0 o'clock at Fort
Stanwix,” but forgetting 0 nclude the
letrer™s date, writes 1o Sir Willlam some-
whete near the end of September, 1771,
announcing the preliminary results of a
trip e the wilderness tw scout for good
land. Apparently Edward Wall went with
him, as Fonda tells Johnson,

"1 just now arrive here after being
Jewir davs in the wowds. reconnoifering
the fands comd found them vero
pood . Mr Wall who iy ot renerined ver
hax owr Jurnel and souie s e comes
hee 1 will sened in Fev vou fry
Express. the Indiang o f send thiv ler-
rer by met me with the Barls as you
wrote for to M Wall..."¥

There was glwavs moch business
wfoot between these two longtime friends,

the powerful Baronet and the dependahle,
hal[-literale Fonda...alwiays more land o
patent, more troubled Indians W placate
and feed. Certainly other letters, now
long forgoten, periaining o mone impor-
tant matters than the needed “barls™ Wall
wiis to procure for Sir William. must have
travelled back and forth between Fonda,
Johnson, and Wall all rhat sumimer
Wall's May 16th letter to Sir William 1s
endoracd in the Baronet’s own hand ds
being “received on the 20th by an In-
dian"™® and no doubt reliable Indian run-
ners travelled back and Torth rapidly on
those hot, breathless sunmimer days, ans-
s o deliver the latest communicalion
between their new brother Awhawhonna
at Fart Stanwix and their much more sig-
nificant older brother Warraghiyagey at
his grest Hall, where a good meal and
perhaps n new blanket or some extra gun
peiwder would be their reward for faithful
service

It ix ar this point, however, that
Edward Wall does the first of several an-
noving disappearing acts which make ac-
cursie chiromicling of his life so
frustrating. Silence envelops Wall from
this lute September 1771 letier of Fonda's
until he reappears in January, 1772 at
Canghpawagn.

It was on January 10th, 1772 that
Ebenerer Jessup penned & short leter wo
Sir Wiltinm from Albany discussing u
land transaction ond apologizing for he-
ing unable to procure for Sir Wilham any
decent burmels of “cyder’. The letter has
nothing 1o do with Edward Wall but for
the way 11 is wddeessed, 1o the Honour-
able Sir William Johnson Bart, at Jahn-
son Hall, ta the care of Majr, Fonda at
Cavghnawaga"'™ The leller was not de-
livered to Fonda's hesdguarters at

<ahnson Hall, in the winter of 1898; It may not look thal ditferent than on the long-past
Novemeber day in 1768 when Edward Wall, carrying Jahn Welharhead's letler from

Scheneciady 1o Sir William Johnson, first saw il,
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Canghoawigs until Tanuary 15th, Per-
hiaps it was the-temporary vietim af &
winter storme five days was o lung time
Tor a leuer 1o traverse soch o short dis-
tance even in those fimes, The relevance
of tiis letter is that it was received ot
Fonda's and forwarded to Sir William hy
“Sir, your most Ohedt. Hom'l Serve.,
Edwd. Wall."*

This insignificant it of postal for-
warding is nevertheless helpful in once
again establishing Wall's whereabouts,
For it is obvious he is no longer at Fort
Stanwix but has transferred back 1w
Fonda's ‘main office,” as it were, in
Cuughnawaga, just 4 hill climb sculth
from Butersbury. Being able to docu-
ment this relocahon contributes sotme-
what foward understanding when and
how Wall found the opportunity to court
and win the hand of Deborah Butler, to
whom he was marred on July 6ih,
17724

Tt 15 possible that Edward Wall and
Deborah Butler Grst meet during the pe-
nod of Wall's earher associanion with
Caol. Butler back in "69. As already sug-
gested, the Colonel inay have employed
Wall (o instruct the younger Butler chil-
dren, Perhaps he even nstructed Debbie
while af the same tine conveniently and
subtly establishing his first imporiant so-
cial-pplibcal connection in the valley
with the senior Butler, as 1t was certainly
not for nothing that he was allowed 1o
charge sundnes in the Colonel’s nume ot
Robert Adem’s store.

Earlier researchers luve assumed that
Debinuh Butler Wall was the same
Deborah who was a daughter of Jakin
Butler himsclf. There are, however, two
extant primary sources documents, either
of which would softice 1o declare tlns as-
simption an error, plus there i3 the math-
ematical fact that Deborah, daughter of
Col. John Butler and Catalyntje Bradt

Butler, was baptized May 12th. 1764 and
would therefore have been not much
older than eight or nine vears by 1772
1t is much more likely that Deborah But
ler Wall was the Deboruh Butler hom
some vears earlior to John's older brother
Walter, The two primary source docy-
ments which clearly demonstrate thal
Debuorah Butler, davghter of Walter, and
Deborah Butler, daughier of Colong]
Tohn, were two different people are as fol-
lovws,

Firstly, we need only refer 1o that 1m-
portant wartime letter written by Walter

Butler in Febroary, 1779 which includes a
list of those immediate family members
he hopes to have exclhimged [or prisoners
held by Butler's Rangers ' Those of his
own family he lists, and they are: his
mcther, Mrs, Buatler; his divorced sister,
Ann (or Nuncy) Sheehan; Ann’s son,
Walter Butler Shechan; his younger
brothers Thomas, Andrew and William
Butler; Deborah Buder, his unmarried
sister and Mrs. Wall — his cousin,
Deborah Butler Wall,

[t 13 obvious from this lisl, Walter
Butler’s own enumearation of those inti-
mate family members whom both he and
his father spent half the war attempting
tor release from captivity, that Deborab his
sister and Deborah. the wide of Edward
Wall, were two separate people, for he
lists them ane after the other.

Secondly, we have that phonetically-
amusing leter wotten in greal haste and
unxicty by Colonel William Harper of
Hiurpersfield a5 an express to New York's
Guvernor Clinton in December, 1779,
high on the heels of the successful Butler-
Brant Raid on Cherry Valley, in which
Harper reports, “1 was informed by sev-
el of the prisioners that Butler sade he
would keep Mrs, Campbell and Ms.
Moore and thare childring ill Mrs. Bt
ler; Mrs. Wall her nese, and his other
frends were exchanged for them.™™ i is
obvious that, as the daughter of Mrs. But-
ler™s husband's brother Walter, Deborah
Butler Wall would indecd, (as Colonel
Harper so originally spelled it), have been
Mus, Butler's “ness’,

Thus, through the ummlentional tesi-
mony of two prominéenl contemporary
participants in the great conflict, we can
not only establish proof of BEdward Wall'y
marriage into the sccond most sigmificant
[amily in the pre-revolutionary Mohawk
Valley, but we can also offer conclusive
primary source evidence o defing
Deborah Butler Wall's senealogical place
wilhin the greater Butler fanuly unit.
Walter Butler clearly considered Edward
Will"s wife Deborah a relative as worthy
of exchange as his closer family members
and said so each and every time he wiote
unt the subject of an exchange,

But the war had not yet bezun in the
sumimier of 1772 when Edward and
Deborah made their vows, and the story
of Edward Wall must confine itself to the
correct chronology of events,

We must presently address attention
1o two related questions; wha} gauinful -

employment was Edward Wall now en-
gaged in 1o support himself and his new
wife, and where was he accomplishing it7
These questions are readily answered
thanks 1o a second extant letter written by
Wall to Sir Willimn that has survived in
the Johnson Papers. Dated November
Jid, 1772, the letter 1s written 10 Johnson
from Burnetsfield and shows Wall w be
engoged there in trading. putting what he
had leamed al Stanwix and with Fonda at
Cavghnawags to work on his own. But
now he was operating from the safety of a
setthed village in which the rude hkes of 4
John Foff did not need (o be citcun-
venled. He informs Johnson of his wish
1o employ “lwo men with some dry goods
1o trade amongst the Indians this Fall and
Winter, which hope you'll not deny us, as
there are two New England men, encour-
aged by Mr, Kirkland, who are trving to
monopalize the trade both here and
above."*

He then bends to the rue purposs of
hus letter.

"I Jerned from My Cunninghan
that you hed wrore him respeciing
building a house on your vights near
thiz place, thevefiore will be glad to
serve you with what natls will he
wenmied amd that at b, which | believe
is the price in vousr nefghbowrhood, and
farther | hope you will let e serve you
with any orders which you 'l fove ovoa-
sienr to draw on this part of the eountry
& voue wrery depened on my assiduity in
completing them and on the best terms.
I shried have waited on youwr Honour in
persan but find 1 cannot without great
preefiedice o v business hered have
the pleasure o inform vour Bonour
that this place thus far orswers my ex-
pectations,.. "

There is m this last known leter o
Inhnson an air of confidence and content-
ment. 'We may with some accuracy pic-
ture Mr. and Mrs. Edward Wall now
living wath peace of nrind and a growing
business in g relatively safe and settled
location, =ill on the frontier but pot so re-
mote from civilization that they could
not, with the eventuality of hiring an as-
sistant or two, occasionally escape back
down the valley 1o visit their friends and
heer family. And of course when such
hippy occasions eveniually arose, they
would pay that respectful call of courtesy
upon Sir William Johnson before all other
things. Wall's letter hints at his new-
found contentment in the ole of @ young
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merchunt-trader, free (o develop his own
commercial business and, as this letter to
Sir William suggests, he Has also booome
more pstute and aporessive in s busi-
ness saliitiions.  And there, bur tor the
gathering storm of revilutiomiry ferment,
might hoth Edward and Deborh Wall
have lived out their guiet and progras:
stvely snecessful lives,

Part Two: The Conflict

[an early effort to dampen growing
polineal dissent throughowt the valley, the
Jolmson Dynasty in early December,
1772 circulated Lo frecholders of Tryon
county for their signulures o lengthy
document entitled, “Chath of Allegiance,
Aburation and Test” ¥ lts signers swore
their allegiance, among other things
agreemg 1o “hear fuith and true alle-
glance 10 his Majesty King George”. OF
the 68 signers, many wene names des-
tined to retum fo the stage of revolition-
ary comflict on ome side or the other over
the course of the bloody years to come.
Dyvoerts, Merkells and Peiri signatures
appear, as do those of the Fondas, Freys,
Eizenlords ind Klocks; the Nelleses,
Wagzopers and cven Nicholus Herkimer,
Some of the signers were sincers and
woold remain loval to the king, forteiting
their lives and land for lum, while others,
no doubt already discontemed, idealisnic,
or merely covertous of their Loyvalist
neighbowss” better land, but at the same
time wise cnough to realize their time o
force the 1ssue was not yer come, bowed
to pressure from the dynasty and signed
anywity, perhaps mullering wnder their
breath the already populur phrase about
sutfering no taxaltion withowt represenli-
tion, and reminding those who had for-
fotlen that, as long before os May ol '69,
the Virginio House ol Burgesses had pro-
clazmed that the sole right w levy taxes
on their eitivens lay in their own legisly-
ture. Even John Brown. a recent émigrs
from Massachusetts, making his hrief,
halfhenrted, prewar attempt al a law prag-
tice at Canghnawagza and destined 1o die
on his 36th birthday, Ociober 19th, 1780,
while defending Stone Arabia agains the
sinull but effective ravelling army of Sir
Jolin Johnson, was cought up in the fer
vonr of the tang amd sipned 1. John
Frey, named an exeeutor of Sic William®s
will and luter the [isse postwir Sheniff of
the new Monigomery Coumy. dipped hiy
pen and signed. Christopher P Yates, the

The prewar tzading establishment of Jells Finda whore Wall woarked during 1772, lay along
the King's Highway (now Maw York Route 5) and stodd bahind and west of tha John Fonda
1781 Tavern pictured here. The road from Butlersbury, down a steep winding hill, mests
Route 5 directly in frant of this building,

sirveyor and pelitical activist who would
lader be sent back to Tryom County by the
Albany Commitce 1o help orgunize the
Tryon County Committee of Safery: oblig-
ingly signed, as did Col. Frederick
WVisscher, who would becomc commander
of Tryon's Third Begiment of Militia, los-
ing his scalp and almaost bis life one
fogey Muy morming i 1780 10 members
of Sir John's spring raiding army

I'here is an old local legend 1o the ef-
feel that, when Genertl Washington
touned the Mohawk Valley al the conclu-
sion of the war, he was given a formal
dinner by local Whig leaders in the swome
house of Peter Wormouth, which sat
across the nver from Forl Plain
(Rensselaer): thar he specifically re-
quested Col. Visscher 10 be seated on his
right side in honour of his injuries and
that his hist, Wormourh, be seated at lis
left, in recogmtion of the loss of
Wormouth™s only som, L Matthew, Killed
in an ambush while riding disparches
trom Fort Plain to Cheery Yalley, The old
tule is without documentation, vel it per-
sists. having been published in various
older local histoney, and Rufus Gnder, a
fate nineteenth century valley artist made
a-water colour of the old building based
an the memones of elderly locals. Very
likely the story is true, for the dinner-at
Wormonth's did rake place and i 1% not
out of characier for Washington to have
roduested soch polilic seating arrange-
menis.

OF courme all the lcading Johnson
backers, men such as Gilbent Tice, John
and Guy Johnson, John Buter and Damel
Clans, Peter Ten Broek, Joseph Chew, Pe
ter Conyne and Brian Lafferty signed
The so-called ‘common men’, freeholders
such as the Veeders. Hansens,

Docksteaders, Youngs. Bellingers and
Dillenbachs were represented, all either
quict dissenters or vocal true bolievers,
iromicully lumped wgether on this hypo-
critical docoment as families and neigh-
bowrs for the very last time before the
great conflict openly érupled. Some of
these men were no doubl dedicated Loyal-
ists who believed they knew exactly whin
they were doing and why they were doing
i, Onhers were guiet skeptics, alrendy
watching the deteriorating situation in
Massachusctts and whispering early. fur-
live anti-government sentiments in
smoky Falatine kitehens and in the dark
comers and privaie rooms of taverns late
at might, sull nor sure who 1 st or con-
ficke in, gradually gaiming belief in the
growing notion that nothing further was
to B¢ zained by supporting & foreign mon-
mrchy. Such disconiented men muy, as
eurly as "71 or '72, have already begun
holding their clandestine linle zatherings
within the bowels of certamn local lavems
whose owilers were known (o be secrelly
in favour of their cause, and while the
nim wis passed around and did it work,
perhaps they debited whether or not Sir
William, their great and good old fricnd.
was, in his new burst of empire building,
wong with his newly-imponed Catholic
Highlanders and his ever-increasing gang
of Insh sycophants. now moving firther
ane Farther away from them and their
commaonality of carlier daye. And whaot
about those 700 odd, uncommunicative
Catholic Highlanders and their priest, Fa-
ther Mekenna, all of whom Sir Willinm
was sattling right in their midst, offering
these “foreigners” generous inducements
to settle in the very Tryvon county; their
Tryvon County, which they had fought for
buside Colonel William Johnson und died
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to protect and preserve for themselves in
the old French War?

Stll others who signed the Cath musa
not have known just what to think, aond
may well have prayed that all the con-
flicts and hostilities in Massachusetts
wiauld simply fade away and not vex them
further.

| can find no record of Edvward Wall's
achivities from his signing of this docu-
ment m December of 72 untl the fivst
remaining minutes of the Tryon County
Committee of Safery were recorded vwa
and 4 half years lyter. Probably he and
DPebbie continued living quietly in
Burnetsfield while he expanded his bosi-
ness and slowly developed o reputition as
i man whose opinions were worth consid-
ering.

Then suddenly it was May of 1775,
with Sir William dead almost a year and
his son, Sir John, already losing neces-
sary support around the county by dis-
playing a growng tendency for keeping
10 the compuny of himsell, his few close
friends and relations, his well-armed
Catholic Highlanders, his menacing
Mohawks, as well as drifting away from
the company of many ol s [ather's most
influential ald tiends, all of whom were,
admiedly, at least o genernion older
tham himnself

Lists were now being made apenly.
There is, ailached to the extant collection
of early Tryon County Commiiiee docu-
ments, vanous census eollegtions of the
inhabitants and freeholders of each dis-
nict For valid geogruphic reasons, the
list of the Kingsland and German Flans
Distriets, which included Burnetstield,
were combined. The Tist is dated May
22nd, 1775 and Bdward Wall's name ap-
pears in his usual, confident hand near
the beginning,*

But there were more importunt activi-
tigs brewing than the collecting of lists.
Many records of the meetnes of the
Tryvon County Commitics: ol Satety still
exist, vel 115 not known exactly when the
commuttes, guided by Chiris Yates,
Ebenezer Cox. Nicholus Heskimer and
others. aclually began functioning as an
effective, uniled, county-wide political or-
ganization.  Probably the grund
meméntams stimulating its formal or-
gunizution and propelling it inio power
were the concwrent military svents in-
folding in Mussachuselts during the op-
achal months of April and May, coupled
wilh the removal from the valley of sev-

cral of the most prominent Lovalist “ao-
thority figures’ such us Colonel John But-
ler und his son, Walier, Joseph Brant and
Guy Johnson, Guy had made his exit
publicly during June, declasing [or an In-
dian council supposedly (o the west at
Thistmpson's (Magin's) and decamping
amudst a retimie of supply-laden bateaux,
whilc the Butlers. tather and cldest son,
left under unknown circumsiances some
nme after May 171, and it is not impos:
sible bur that they might have stopped to
refrésh themselves and change horses ot
the Bumetsfield home of their in-law
Wall, if indeed they travelled in that di-
rection,

The first flurry of these larpe Commit-
tee of Safety meetings of-the-whole that
we presently have records of occuned
ncar the end of May, 1775, On May
24th, 1wo days afier the gathering of the
dated Kingsland/German Flatis Census
List, the first known meeting of the
“United Committees of Palatine,
Conajohary, King'slund and GermuniTais
Districts” met at the hopefully-commodi-
ous houvse of William Seeber, somewhere
in the Canajolarie Dhstrict, '

Edwurd Wall was the first person
listed as an official delegate from Genman
Flatts, his companion representatives be-
ing Duncan MeDougal, Jacob Weaver
and the brathers Willium, Marcus and
John Petrv. Those thirty rebel ‘delepates”
gathered together at Sezber’s must have
been a very mixed crowd: expenenced
vererans of the old French war, all Junded
gentry such as Nicholas Herkimer, men
possessed with at least some notion of the
serfousiess of theil sctions, mixed o-
gether with young, mtricd palitical ideal-
ists Iike Chris Yates, ull afire with
youthful, revelmtionary zeal and swept up
in the romance of the business. No doubt
gach person in attendance thouphit he
knew at least something of what should
be done. Perhaps the only certainty these
thirty Whigs really shured compleicly
was the unexpressed, uncomforiable re-
alization that, if they should for some rea-
som fail in the scary, uncertain business of
attempling (o assume revolutionary gov-
ernmental power, there wuys unlikely to he
any alternative open o them other than
he gallows.

And there in the dorkening, candlelie
rooin, Cheistopher P Yates, lsuae Purds
ind others wrge them all forward with
news of whal othér, more progressive

committecs huve a!rcngll;(-fiqry;:‘tﬁ assumne.

power and 1o begin dragging hypoeritieal
oaths of lovalty to the new order from the
mouths of reluctant, frightened Lovalisis,
Al least until Chris Yates bangs his gwvel
and gains control, constermation and un-
certainty must hve reigned. and one
wonders i the harriegd Seeber, his slives
or indentured servants dashing arcund
distributing varous cournge-inducing in
toxicants among the multitude of anxious
fregholders, did not eventually mun: shirt
of those strong, home-made varetiezs of
run, flip and dark beer, standard stimu-
lans of those timeg, and one of the few
pleasures that would remain generally
available amidst all the loss and wagedy
of the dark vears 1o come.

For Edward Wall, it must have been a
month of trisl and confusion. The Battle
of Lexington took place on April 19th
and the news, mavelling like lightning in
all directions, no doubt spread across the
valley general in various inflammatory
versions within several davs of the evem
It would perhaps pray on ' Will’s mind
that, some time during the previons weel,
his own powerful kin had abroptly and
with nty wurning escaped the valley, in-
temt, it was generally believed, on roap-
pearing swiftly out of the morming mist
with a vengetul woy to pot down the in-
surrection, much as they had alroady
done once in miniature when successfully
breaking up the symbolic mising of a Lib-
erty Pole at Caughnawaga back m 74,
These were those same, dramane weeky
of rumour and contusion which Guy
Jolinson and even Mr. Cuyler, then Loy-
alist Mavar of Albany, used 1o advantage
10 heid west out of the valiey, until they
could regroup at Oswego and seek coun-
il with their Indian allics from a safe
distance,

But in spite of his marital association
with the Butlers and his previously close
connection with the Johnsons, at the May
24ith Comminee of Safety Meeting,
Edward Wall was much more than & pas-
sive observer, The minutes inform us
that “Mr. Wall laid balore the body the
provesdings of the Genmanflatts and
King'sland Districts uniledly, togethor
with speech delivered to the Oneida Indi-
ans with their reply.™® An even mone
telling indication of Wall's prominent
role as a committes man was the follow-
g iten.

"Revolved wnanimously, that four
mietbers of thiv hody be sent down to
commurie with the. Comnitrees of
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Albany and Scheneciady wpon the
presemt Situation of Amirica in peneral
and this county bt partieulas o elin
all the intelligence possible, and to by
suech a quantity of powder and flints
and lead ax they judge necessary, for
the pavment of which this bedyv will fit-
demmify them, wiich powder is ro be
sold under the mspection of this bodv
and by such persons as thiv Comnnitee
sl appoint ot of this brgthren. Or:
dlered therefore that Deaniel MeDougall
for Paldtine, David Cox for
Canajohary, Edwerd Wall and Duncan
MeDowgall for e Disteicty of the
Germanflany and Kingsland wnired, be
sent down occordingly..

This contingent of Tryon County
Whigs wasted no time undertoking this
order, for the Minutes of the Albany
Commitee inform us that on the very
next day.

" Edward Wall, Daniel MeDougall,
Daviad Cox and hercan MeDougall a
conpnittee appointed from the foing
Commitice of Canafoharry German
Flatts and Kingsland Disteicts to con-
mune with the Cenmittees of Aflvany
and Sehenectady reguested 1o be admir-
ted and be present al the debates of thiy
Board. and debates arfsing, the gues-
tien being pur whether, or o they
shtonld be admitted. . rexolved in the af-
firmative. ")

Unless one considers it possible thar
he could have been acting in the very
dangerous capacity of spv [or the Doyalist
clements, which, wgether with Sic Johin,
remained reasonably strong but quiel for
the time being, Edwand Wall appears ue
this time to give every outward sign of
being a confirmed Whig and indeed, as
alrendy demonstrated. was trusted 1o the
very point of being selected as ane of the
receivers and goardians of the commit-
tee’s most precious commodity. the pow-
der supply. Ye( could he, ol this time.
through unspoken Joyalties 1o his wile
and her family, have been playing the
spy? The suggeston 15 mere conjeciure,
and seems verv unlikely: he simply does
not appear to possess the duplicity of pee-
somality required of a successful double
agent.  And we must remember that those
whe trusted Wall and admitted him inte
their complete confidence, pocked to-
gether there beside him in those late
spring meelings ut Seeber’s, Van
Adstyne's and other places. were such
prosperous and wnfluential Mohawk Val-

Sir William Johnson

ley ‘rebels” as John Frey, lsaac Paris,
Colonel Cox, Dr. William Petry, Colone!
Peter Waggoner (whose house stll stands
Just west of the Palatine Church), Jacoh
Klock, Micholas Hevdamer, Chris Yaies
and muny more. It 1% also very important
to remember thal some of these very men
were Edward Wall's Masonic Lodge
brothers, men who, though respectful and
abedient followers of Sir Williom during
his lifetime, had otherwise alwuays been
cupable leaders and successful acquisitors
in their own right. Most of them were as-
tute men who would have been had o
fool, and besides. one did not easily or
comfortably betray the interests of fellow
Masons. then or now. Moreover, i any of
these important leaders fell any doubr of
Wall's sincerity as a Whig due 1o his
well-known familisl connection with the
Builers or his good relstions with the |nte
Sir William Johnson, there is no indica-
ticn of such doubr from the Minutes. On
the contrary, we have already seen that he
was not only one of four representatives
appointed 1o officially confer behind
closed doors with leaders of the
Schenectady and Albany Committees, but
was also well-enough trusted 1o beur re-
sponsibility for the munitions supply, the
very life blood of the local revolutionary
organization.  Nor did Wall ever infonm
the Committee, 45 he had once infarmed
Sir William Johnson back in his letter of
November of "72, that he could not waii
upon them without prejudice o his own
business. Indeed the extent of his in-
volvement in the early activities of the
Tryen Committee of Safety strongly sug-
gesis he had placed his own business and
personal interests on the back bumer. He
and most of the other men appointed

‘Dristrict Representutives” muost have
spent the majority of their wiking hours
conducting all manner ol hurrsd meer-
ings with the ather committee members
fram their districts, holding other infor-
mational meetings for the general popu-
lace residing within their districts,
answering or sending dispatches, listen-
ng o complaints, suspicions, or denme
etations of neighbour agamst neighbour,
tracing or squashing romonrs and more
than lilely, atiempting 1o ascertain,
through personal observation amd the of-
ten-prejudiced testmony of others, just
whose names were 10 be recorded ay be-
ing 4 true friend or a real enemy of the
cause, Dehbie and whalever assistanis
they employed must have been hard put
to run the business in his absence,

But this was not the whole of it. The
June 2nd United Commines Mesting saw
thie introduction and approval of a power-
ful ultmatum weitten in the gose of a e
spectiul letter of inquiry, probubly drifted
by Chris Yales, Herkamer and others of
the mner circle, which was'io be sent jm-
mediately to Guy Johnson. This was the
oft-queted. Jengthy epistle protesting the
searching of travellers on the highway,
demanding to know his unmediste inlen-
tions. Tisting variows general gricvances,
gk atempting 1o make it clear thit gov-
emmental authonity within Tryon County
now belonged 1o the Commitiee. OF most
immediate concern were the guestions of
how Gy, us Superintendent of Indian Af-
Fairs, intended to handle his Mohawks
and wheiher o not he might be per-
suaded to forsake the Loyalist cause and
peaceably aceept the authority of the
Comrittee. Would hie, as many leared,
call out the Indiins 1o defend Sir Joln,
Paniel Claos and himself, ureing them w
take the lomahawk to those in revolt? Or
wodd he perhiaps actually accopt the new
order and deal with it for the sake of his
own future in the valley?

Onee read and approved, the letter
had 10 be delivered, and a Subcommitise
wus immediately gppointed m the sk,

"It iy ordered that Edward Wall, Pe-
ter Wagoner, Nicholay Herkfiimen
Adam Fenda and Frederich Fox be a
Committee 10 wait upon Guy Johason
Esg. o dellver the same lette, anel re-
gueast hiy aswer; and ask hing, wWhen fo
wirlt o ider for is answer; oo request
hls approbation to appoint a Sub-Com-
imiitee o attend fim o the Congress
with the Indiamns. ™
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Later on at this neeting, an appro-
priation of twelve pounds 1o reimburse
the four members who attended the recent
conlub with the Albuny Commitiee wis
passed and the money apparently distrib-
uted,

The little groug which constituted this
Subcommittes wasted no time delivering
the letter 1o Guy Johnson, The valley re-
mained in a cominuitl state of hyperactive
ferment: rumours of the Buotler's impend-
g retwm with some knd of mythical
army, of Guy Johnson clandestinely incit-
ing the Mohawks to mayhem and mussa-
cre, these rumours and others continued
ter fly hither and yon, with the Commities
meeting every other day or 50 in o con-
tinual state of crisis, On Sunday, June
4th, “Mr. Nicholas Herkheimer reported
thut Mr. Wall and him had wailed upon
Col. Johuson with the letter of yesterday,
who answered, thut he would be resdy 1o
deliver his answer on Monday nest.™
Thint day the committee also took a step
that launched them a further distance
down the road toward permanent disaf-
fection from King George. voling 1o “em-
body themselves into Companies and
appoint proper officers...with the gremess
expedition..™ It was time, they decided,
1o form and commend their own miling
ranks and 10 make rendy o pul their mus-
keis where until now only their moaths
hud been. Only such an action, Herkimer
and the other war velerans among them
must have argued, would calm the popu-
lace, and besides, it was also the most el
fictent way o throw cold water on Sir
Toho’s militia coloneley and 1w discover
whia was and was not o troe Whig

The next known Comuniiiee meeting
ook place several days later on June
[ 1th, but between the last meeting ol June
dth anet the cighth of June, mnother sep-
ment of the mystery of Edward Wall be-
gua 1o unfild,

There s in the Johnson Papers an ab-
straet of o pertinent letter, losl, g5 were
many others. in the disastrous New York
Stte Library fire of 1911, The abstract
tewsingly describes the contents of this
nussmg letter wriilen by “Bdward Wail,
German Flans, June 8. 1o Chnstopher B
Yuotes, de¢laring he can no longer act on
the Comumitice unless s resolutions are
tiy be respected by all the members of the
associption.™ " Whaever the whale body
of this letter might have revealed to help
explain the reasons for Wall's erowing
disvontent, whether it bore on various

Commuttee members using their new au-
thority to take private, injurious venge-
gice on Tory neighbours or perhaps bore
on growing munnurs of personal mistrust
arising from his known Butler connec-
tion, or on hypocritical ill-treatment of
Sir Guy, we can only guess di the letter’s
full content and the reasons behlind the
writing of it are lost © us and will remam
s, The abstract of this lost letier seems
vagnely to sngeest Wall was offended by
some untoward, hypocnitical actions
titken by one or more of his fellow com-
miflee men, “throwing their weight
around” as we would say woday, perhaps
spuring the idealistic Wall (o develop
suspicions as (o the true motives of his
Whig associates. He is still listed as be-
ing in atendance at the meeting of June
11th, but the minutes of that meeting are
silent an what if anything he had o say,
Perhups sometime between the Sth and
the 11th, he and Chns Yates found time
to Till & few glasses of rum and talk
things over. Perhaps Yates thought he
had Wall all calmed down and everything
smoothed away. But il so, he wus wrong.

O Juee 17th, the Minutes mform us
tersely that “Mr. Edward Wall, o member
ol the Germanflaits Commitice, begeed 1o
hiz excused from serving any longer in
that office and for sufficient reason it was
ordered that he shall be discharged ™

For what ‘safficient reasen'? Would,
tewr history's sake. that the Secretary of
the Committee could have been a line
more specific! Yet it is also possible that
this very refusal to be more specific may
in isell offer some clue o explain tus
mystery, i only wie could fathom that clue
und understand or interpre! it for what it
15 Certuinly the situation is unigue: in
ull the extent minutes of all the many
Commitice meetings, there is no other
such vague explanation offered or found,
na other committes man politely and qui-
ctly dischurged from his ongoing obliga:
Lion 1o the committes. Read if vou will
throngh all those fascmating old Com-
mittee of Sufely Meetng Minutes., Yoo
will find agwin and again examples where
people are bronght up on charges before
the Commuttee. You will read that they
are fined, punished, or bamshed, but al-
wiys it i for a staled offence. Nowhere
in all the Mioutes con you (Ind the siae-
mient that some luckless Loyalist is or-
dered sent away to the dreaded
Connectiout mine-prisons siimply “for
sulfivient reason™

Whatever the logic belund ouor theo-
ries, the wuth may simply revert back 1o
the image projected by Wall himself in
his few known communications: he is a
centred, purposeful person, a bit boring
perhaps, bul dependable, at relative case
when engaged in well-defined (for him at
least) courses of action, while around
him. not a few of his Whig neighbours,
for years secretly envying the Johnsons
and their allies. snddenly anse with the
help of the Committee influence to exer-
cise their freedom’ 1o accuse old neigh-
bours of various Lovalist activities, ot
least in o few instunces for the probable
purpose of acquiring their poods wnd
chatlels.

Probably Wall left the meeting while
it was still in progress, retuming home lo
Deblie and his store at Burnetshield, leayv-
ing lus Whig idealismn in the dust kicked
up by his horsé. And what then? Noth-
mg mre about him s reconded untl an-
other Commiliee of Safety meeting when,
two years lnler, on August 25th, 1777, a
battered und disorganized committee,
some of its leading decision-inakers like
General Herkimer and Calonel Cox and
lsane Punis cither killed or captored at
Chiskany, now fought o reorgunize and
regain control. One of the first resolu-
tions passed was that the wives and Tami-
hes of certan proninent Tories “he
immediately confined in Johnstown at
Toice's [Tice's] House, and kopt under
guard, il further orders from this
Board.™ And among those rounded up
were Mrs. Butler, her children, Mrs,
Nanoy (Butler) Shechan and son, and
Mirs. Edward Wall.

Giiven the contmual anti-lovalist
watchfulness and parunois on the part of
the leaders of the Commitee of Safery,
the Tuct that Deborab Butler Wall and the
other Layahist women were taken up dur-
g that particular moment of posi-
Oriskany political tratina is less
surprising than is the fact that none of
these women aed children had been taken
up muoch earlier. such as when, i early
June of 1776, Lady Johnson and Family
woere removed from Johnson Hall. From
the very day their busbands bud gathered
thelr muskets and sssentials 1o slip away
and join the Loyalian forces, these women
had no doubt undergone constam disre-
spect ind harssment Irom former neigh-
bours and friends.  And now both the
Commitiee of Sufety leadership ancd
Herkimer's Trvon County Militia had
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been grotly demorvalized by the horren-
dous losses incurred in the Oriskany ra-
vine, Mo participant or conemporiry
vonsidered this battle a4 victory for the
American cause: that idea sprung from
the minds of [Yth century apologist
Amencan historians: No doubt the only
'victory” in the minds of the sueviving
farmer-soldiers ol Tryon County was that
they hod managed to Dght theie oppo-
nents tooa respectable draw and retain the
field: il successfully executing the prede-
termined military vhjcctive, in this case
relieving S1. Leger's siege of For
Stanwin, defines victory, then the results
of Herkimer's forced march to Stanwix
had been both @ palitical und o militay
disuster, That some immediate action
was instigated, such as this gathering-up
of the farmilies of prominent Loyalists, o
show the general populace and the sull
numerpus Loyalist sympathizers that the
Committee of Safety was still in control,
is not ut all surprising. This line of
thinking of course included the less than
noble intent of taking random revenge
aoainsl whomever revenge couldl be
achieved, With the exception of Walter
Buller, raken ot Shoemaker™s Tavern a
short fime after the battle, the Loyalist
wimnett, all without resources, counsel or
defence, were suddenly the only conven
ient prey available to mitigate the burn-
ing hostility felr by the surviviog
Commitiee members wward their hus-
bands and other relations already under
Lowalist arms,

While it has been casy to use the
Committee’s own minutes 1o deternnined
exactly when Edwird Wall severed his
connection from the Tryon Connty Com-
mutee of Safety, no information has been
uncovered to indicate exactly whal pro-
Loyalist uctivities he had become engaged
in after the date of his voluntary removal
from Committee parncipanon i June of
“75. and until the taking-up of the Loyal-
st wives i post-Oriskany Avgust of "77,
Bt that he must indeed have hecome se-
nously involved in Loyulist endenvours iy
undeniable, for otherwise the Comunities
wonld have had no reason o label him a
Laoyalist enginy of the cause or seize his
wifie. Perhaps initially he did nothing at
all bt go home o Burnetshicld and nl-
teimpl to continme ai his business, but it is
moic lkely that his gencral disillusion-
ment with the Commities, or with spe-
cific Commitlee actions he considersd 10
be an abuse of power. did mdeed couse

him to become more active m the King™s
inerest. As a frontier irader, there were
things he might do for the King's cause
other than immediately leaving for
Canada. He might have begun actively
supplying information on Whig activities
to 5ir John or Colonel Butler, perhaps
through Molly Brant's nearby Inchan run-
mers. Supplies for loval Indian seouting
parties or emergency bundles, put up
guickly for men heading north in the
dewd of night to jain the Lovalist resi-
ments then forming, might have been
provided quickly and quetly from iy
trader’s storehouse. These and other pro-
Loyalist activities could have been under-
taken surreptitiously by any trader in
Wall's situation, at least for o time, but it
is also clear from studying the minules
that almost everyone was suspiciously
watching someone else for signs of disaf-
fecton, and he would have bezn tunable w
gscope suspicion and accusations in the
long run. Certainly Edwoard Wall, a5 an
ex-comumtiee member with Lovalist rela-
tions, would hardly be allowed 1o func-
tion unobserved. Evenrually, when
conditions became untenable or exposure
eminent, Wall, like many other men who
had gumetly commined themselves o the
King, but who had continged 1o remain at
home waiting for the right oppornunity 1o
leave, would feel the inevitable necessity
of shouldering musker, pack und powder
hom, kissing Debhie and their life in
Bumetslield goodbye, snd stealing away
lo join In active service o the Crown,
N would he necessarily go alone,
Witll could have joined one of the many
linde packs of men who began drifting
away from the valley as carly as mud
April of 1777, guided loward Nisgury or
Oswego by loyal Indians. It was appar-
ently no secret 1o those quict Lovalisis
who still resided covertly up und dowa
the Mohawk and Scheharie valleys in the
Spring of 1777, thut an army was form-
ing in the noth, wnd that 8 groat sweep
down the valley from Stunwix was con-
templated. One John Casselman of Stone
Arabia, troubled in conseicnee. came be-
tore Committee man Isaac Paris on Apanl
29th, 1777 1o swear
“that on Monday the 215t deav of
April in the evening afier supper, Rich-
aref hix brother looked for hus gun, pow-
den fon, tondhanck and cloarhs, asking
Jor g pillar case 1o pur thew in, and
thi laid ready i teke them awiy
wherr the Deporeitasked him if fe way

vomg away [end] on what condition, or
wilvere, el sord el she, pevhaps 1wl
g wiith vou, or give vou o good advice,
o know d abways were for vour hest,
thent said Richard said; they do noe
trnist vou and owmed Hiey were 1o go to
the enemy._..the Beponeni asked where
they were (0 meet, fo witich e was
ceswerfed [; ar Osweie, we are i meet
fwenty Mowsand wesn; the Deponent
then osked where they were ki altack, 1o
wiich Richord replyved, we are to aitaok
un s elver, sonte of the British forces
af Tve and the rest up the vorth viver,
then the Depanent ashed him fiow he
conld be son saviing wry son must go to
Fort Scuyles, and if vour comne §inust go
likewise, as soon ds we see each other
we wall fire, then § may kill von or vou
me. o witich said Richard veplicd he
courld nov help it the Lord liad put it su
i R inind; and the Depement said to
fion he shenedd sy, it he wondd nor
the deporesr than asked fim the said
Rivhard who were o give them natice
and be their pilate, to which said Ricl-
ard replyed an Indion, whe Browght
penveter and lead to the people at
Darlag (New Darlach) all last winter,
and who b Browght Phidip Frv{ Frey)
thrensgit the woodys, which fndian they
expecied every minune,,. ",
3ot was to be with Edward Wall as 1
was with Richord Casselman, the valuing
of loyalty, honoor and sacrifice over com-
fort, convemience and the sell-serving
law’ of John Casselmun’y Committee,

Part Three: Loyvalist Service

Just when Edward Wall found it neec-
e=iary  leave Bumetstizld and whether
or nof be fell in with such a party as Ri-
chard Casselmin’s for safe conduct along
the wiy 15, of conrse, unknown. But
worme things ure common sense. He
winild have made whatever arrgngements
he could tor fus business and for Debbie’s
care, and in thear wearfol, partimg mo-
ments, she o doubt told him how glad
she wiis he had finally made the commit-
ment to foliow the politics of her uncle
John and cousin Walter, Handing him
his hat, coat amd & sack ol foodstuffs care-
Tully chosen to last as long as possible,
she wonld have watched him tm away,
shouldering his muskel and heuding out
intey the darkening night.  She would
huve witched him until he either disap-
peared into a pearby woods or bocame-a
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mete speck on the far hillside. She would
haye been bravely resigned to her own
sippation through the knowledge that,
whatever unknown hardships they would
both endure before meeting again, al least
he would now keep faith wilh his King,
Prabably both Edward and Debbic be-
heved., as did many valley Loyalists, even
as late as July of 1777, that it would all
bhe settled that summer; that stalwair, ex-
perienced soldiers like John Butler and
young firebrands like Joseph Brant, sulfi-
ciently backed up hy a Brnush army or
two, would come riding buck down the
vallev in triumph to pot down the insur-
rection and restore order in the King's
name, Word may ulready have amived
through the Loyalist underground that
Colonel Butler intended cventually wo fi-
nance 1 corps of his own 10 be knowin as
Butler's Rangers, that he was presently
sathering a company of Indian Depan-
ment Rungers, thut Sir John Johnsan
would soon organize a regiment, and that
every able-bodied Tryon County loyahist
who could escape the valley and survive
the wip o Canada would be welcomed
o the ranks of one or another official
corps. Omifitting his new regiment would
eventually cost Colonel Butler most of
what he had amussed m bis Lifetime, bul
of course il would be worth all the effon
and expense; he und his oldest son Walter
would oo doubt be paid back and hon-
oured by a gratefu] King, How could il be
otherwise? With the enemy defcated,
they would all return to their homes and
greed their Tiberaled families i trivmph,
and senior men like Butler. already one of
the high judges of Tryon County, would
estublish speciul counts o punish the
repels with the King's justice and sel
things nght aguin. He could not ever
huve imagined thut in the ¢nd, he would
accomplish pothing but the exhausrion of
his body, his credit, and the death ol his
most favoured son, Sir John Johnson, not
1 be nutdone, was also calling on his
vast, inherited credit to secretly muster g
corps called the King's Royal Regiment
of New York,

Edward Wall, however, did not wait
until the spring of 1777. Rather, he was
commissioned on Febroary 23vd. 1777, in
Sir John's King's Roval Regiment of New
Yurk, as an ensign in Major James Gray's
company of the First Batolion *® Mre
Grivin Watt, noted Cunadian military his-
torian, forwarded the udditional informa-
tian fram the Orderly Book of Sir lohn

Jobmson thit Wall was transterred 1o Cap-
tain Rachord Duncan's Company on June
15th, 1777. He was promoted to lienten-
ant on the 23rd of September but resigned
on October 13th. Bur there 1% yet another
unexplained movement in Wall's odyssey,
for & note aitached w this record indicates
that he was “appaently tansferred to the
Indian Department™®. There is. us usual,
no mdicatien of when he was runsfered,
1o where, or under whom he was 1o serve.
It was, however, a logical ransfer. for
doubtless s experience with Indiuns as a
trader al Stanwix, us i merchant in
Burmetsfield wnd as Awhawhoana, “the
wrear topd”, @ man with his own Indian
mime, known by the King's Indian allies
o have becn o respected associnte of their
tae Sir Walliam, oll gave Wall uselul ex-
perience with both commissury duties and
the ways of the Indians. Bul beyond the
knowledge that Edwand Wall hid become
a member of the ndiun Depariment by
the end of 1776, his whereabouts and ac-
uvinics during the explosive year of 1777
and early 1778 are entirely unknown.
Our main reference o Wall's 1778 ac-
livities, mysterious and inconclusive as
usunl, would nod have existed arall but
for the character and courage of Debbie
Butler Wadl, and it may also shed some
indirect light on Edward’s activity in the
Indian Department, at léast during part of
the vear 1778, For on August 31st. [778,
Deborah Wall, then in protective custody
in Albany along with the other Butler
wormnen and children, made bold 1w appear
in person before the Comimissioners for
Detecting and Defeating Conspiracies,
We may surmnse how she must have stood
there, for certainly the commissioners did
not offer comforable chuirs 1o the wives
of Loyalisis, facing that all-powerful
committec of frowning Whigs, She
would have bieen hot and uncomfonable
in the Tate Aungust heat, bat, true 10 her
purpase, she would also have been
unfuzed by the obvious hostility directed
toward her, knowing these men would see
her first a5 a mere woman, sccondly @8
the abandoned relict of & Lovalist amd
thirdly, perhaps worst of all, as 4 posses-
sor of the hated Butler boodling tha
linked ber mexorably m their eves to sve-
rything they secretly fearcd und openly
deested. She would look mto their fives
and know belore sho spoke that it was an
exercise in furlity. But Debbie Butler
Wall nevertheless nddressed them, boldly
requesting they not only release her from

cuptivity but also issue her a pass to go o
join her hushand at Unadilla.

From this brave act it may be inferred
that Edward Wall, as a member of the In-
dian Departrent, was serving the King's
cause in some capacity at Unadilla in As-
cust of "78.  One is drawn 1o reimember a
letter written Jume Sth of thal same year
by Colonel Jacob Klock of the Tryon
County Militia 10 Govornor Clinton on
the subject of Unadilla, advising that a
military force be sent there and telling the
Goverior that, “unless a body of troops is
marched directly 1o Unadilla in order 1o
drive the enemy from hence and destroy
the ploce. the enemy will constantly make
such depredations upon the settle-
ments™! The American Colonel
Willinm Butler would eventually be sent
there 10 effect this purpose, but not uniil
early Oclober.

On the British side. it was the sum-
mer of the destruction of Wyoming, of
Andrustown and German Flats, and
Cherry Valley was in the offing. Unadilla
comes imlo the peture over and over as
the vanous Indian and Loyalist connn-
gents, executing their planned move-
ments in porsuit of their military
objectives, march back and fonh across
the map of Now York's southermn tier,

One may only conjectire what Edward
Wall's specific duties were while at
Unadilla, but ac he was now n member of
the Indiun Department. and with his
background experience in trading and
prior Indian associations, be may well
have been involved in supplying and
reprovisioning the Indiims and their Loy-
alist allies as theiwr fast-moving rading
armies swifily and effectively tore up the
back country settlements all thal summer
and into the fall. It is w0 be hoped that
diligent Cunadian researchers who pos-
seay aecess o Induan Department pritnary
source materinl moy evenually uncover
factoal information regarding Wall's In-
dian Department activity.

But Deborah Butler Wall, brive as she
must have bean to face the hostile com-
miftee, had yet to wait many months be-
fore rushing into the tender embrace of
her hushand Edward. The Albany Com-
miittee’s reply to her request for release
and safe passape into Indisn country was
bath immedinle wd erse. “Ovdered tha
she be informed that to permit or indul
pence can be given by the Board 10 any
part of a family whercof the Husband or
Master has so (e deviated from humane
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Wall Family

S ———— emeeee Wil Barbarians
and assisting in imbruing his hands in
the blood of women und cluldren and
peaceable inhabitants.”* No douht the
Committee was particolary incensed at
the successes which Buatler. Bran,
Caldwell and othors had been cxperienc-
ing all that summer, and as il 1o top itall
off, there was dlso Butler's demoralizing
achieverment ut Wyorming on the 3rd of
July. All of these reverses must hayve
stumg far o painfully for the Albany
Committiee to allow even the smallest of
Lovalist fishes to swim back upstream

Certuinly Unadilla ax well as Oquagn
had been fmportant stations of Loyalist
oid and comtort that summer. As late as
Seplember 2151, Captan William
Caldwell, fresh from the destruction of
German Flaus, addressed John Butler
from there. ""We returmed to this place
(Unadilla) vesterday moming after de-
siroving all the buildings and grain at the
Gesrman Flatis.. Mr. Wall enguired par-
ticularly about your fumily but could
Tearn nothing but that Mrs, Butler had
bheen seen about three months ago ol
Schenectady."™ The latter part of this
statement hus led to the gencrulfy-ac
cepted view that Wall was a member of
this rarding expediton.

The American Colonel William Bur-
her's destroction of Unadilla would ocour
during mmd Cetober, nol more than
twenty duys after Caldwell’s letter 1w But-
ler, Yet almost unil the last moment, ¢f-
fective Lovalist frontier leaders such us
Caldwell would continue 10 use Unadilla
as o place for respite, resupply, and com-
munication. Caldwell was no doubt ang-
ious to provide John Butler with any
accurate news of his wife and family and
their general condition during their con-
nnued captivity, but cerainly no more so
than was BEdward Wall, whose own wife
Debbie remained among them. The exact
time and circumstances of the release of
Debbie Wall and the other Butler women
and children s unknown. The carly
twentieth century Butler historian
Howard Swiggen informis us that, *“The
date of their amival in Canada is non defi-
nitely known, but was probably with the
flag out of Skenesborough, November
I5th the previous year (1780) "%

From establishing his presence at
Unadilla in Avgust and September of T8,
no references to Edward Wall's location
or activities are presently known for the
next two vears. His activitics during the

entire year of 1779 are o particularly an-
noying historic blank. Where was he, for
exampic, when Joseph Brant sttacked
Mimsink on July 228d, or in lue August
when tus own in-law, Colonel John Bel-
ler, bravely faced 4.000 of Clinton’s
troops & Chemung with lewer than 300
assorted Rangers and Indians, and vet
manuged somehow 1o skillfully withdraw
wilh his miniature army intact? 1 Wall
remained with the lndian Department
throwgh “79. he could have served and
supported his maifve brethers in many
plaves and capacities. But Wall does not
turn up again until, incxplicably as wsual,
he appears in the First Battalion, 84th
Foot, Royal Highland Emigrants as a pri-
vate in Major John A, Harrs's Company.
The Muster Roll 15 dated at Sorel, 16
April, 1781, but it supposedly covers a
penod from June 1780 through Decem-
ber, 1781.% Why or how Edward Wall
found his way ool of Indian Department
Service and into this regiment, when he
joined i, where and how he served it, is
all presently unknown: it simply creates
ume more serles of unanswered guestions,
There 15 no doubt, however, but that he
survived the war, for his name appears on
Muster Roll 21, “Settlers at Carlisle, Bay
of Chaleur (New Carhisle, Quebec),
1785.3%

Wall's survival, of course. simply
raises more presently unanswerable ques-
tons. For example, was Debbie also still
living, and if so, were there children, now
that the war was finished and a1 last the
opporiunity (o raige a (womily and moke a
new life finally presented itseli? When
and where did they die” Where are they
boried? Perhaps most interesting 15 the
guestion af whether they are represented
today in the hlood lines of the more than
120 people named Wall presently, aceord-
ing o fnlemet elephone hstings, hving
in Quebec Provinee, a cluster of whom e
side 1n the immiediate vicinity of New
Cirlisle? Or did Edward and Deblie
once again remove themselves from the
Chatlenr area and move hack wesr into
Omntario at some later dute? In support of
this possibility, Crowder informs us in his
“Notes on the Sources™ that “I have re-
produced the document in its entirely, in-
cluding the Quebec locations, as some of
those who seitled inidally in Quebec later
came to Omtanio™, where incidentally,
there are even more Walls listed 1 the
phone directories!

Crowder's ohsorvation rﬂ'ﬂ;@ng- [

some Quebee Lovalists removing 1o On-
tario leads us o the last reference to
Edward Wall. for he does indeed twm up
in the Upper Canacla (Omario) Distriet
Loyalist Rolls, 17961803 1n all three
lisis on which his name appears, and
witich were compiled during 1796 on or-
der of Governor Simeoe, Wall is listed ns
heing deceased. Bul of course there 15 no
indhcation as o the date of his death.

Due 1o the et tha these lists are ol per-
sons who have satisfied the Justices of the
Peace for the Home District, in Sessions
ussembled, that they joined the Royal
Standard in America before the year
1783, one is left to assume Wall could
have died any time from 1783 10 the mak-
ing of the lists in 1796,

Thus 1# 15 thay, for now ol Jeast, the
fucts regarding Edward Wall's resettle-
ment and postwar activities remain un-
clear, and without them this anticle is
ndmiredly incomplets: Did Edward and
Debbie Wall remove themselves fram
MNew Curlisle, Cuebec and, wurming west-
ward, eventually establish o permanent
home somewhere within Upper Canadu’s
Home Mistrict? The presence of his name
on the Home District lists would seem o
indicate as much. We are told that “This
large dhstnet ncluded Lincoln, York,
Northumberland and Durham counties
and part of Oxford and Norfolk counties.
The original distnct town was Niagara
and it was replaced by York in 18017

There may yet lic, scquestered within
some early Canadian historical sources
such as lund, tax or bunal records, infor-
mation which would bring true bio-
graphicsl closure o the lives of Edward
und Deborah Butler Wall. 1t 15 hoped this
present stady will stimulale experienced
Conadian researchers who reside in
closer physicul proximity 1o Canadian
primary source matenials io unearth the
ANSWErs.

Conclusion

This study was not underiaken to sug
pest that Edward Wall was either a
unigue or an imgortant Loyalist. 1t is per-
hips the ratber ironic truth that he was
neither particularly mportent nor omique,
anid cerinin aspocts of his story have 3
commonality shired by many other Loy-
wlists. Although he may have been im-
bued with more intelligence, consoience
anl integrity than many, his story is just
ool thousandsan wiieh-the Apcassity
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