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The 2009 Founder’s Day Weekend planning committee can be proud
of their achievement. With about 400 re-enactors and heritage interpreters, the event was the largest yet and a good shakedown for 2010
when the Fort La Présentation Association hosts New York State’s final
250th anniversary commemoration of the French and Indian War.
July 16-18, 2010 will be a tribute to the valiant men who served during
the August 1760 battle of the Thousand Islands and the siege of Fort
Lévis.
The last words on Founder’s Day Weekend 2009
go to the participants and visitors
“I just wish that all the re-enactment sites treated us as well as the Fort
La Présentation Association did! My thanks to all.”
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A Publishing Coup
Dr. Peter MacLeod of the Canadian War Museum
(CWM) in Ottawa has granted the fort association
permission to print in Les Nouvelles du fort/The
Fort News his nine unpublished papers. Dr.
MacLeod is perhaps Canada’s foremost historian
on Amerindians at the time of the French and
Indian War.
In this issue, the series begins with “Parallel
Warfare and Amerindian-European Alliances in
the Seven Years' War.” As are his other papers,
this is very informative and considerably longer
than most items in our newsletter. The first part
printed below will be concluded in the next issue.
Dr. MacLeod curates the permanent exhibits
on the Seven Years’ War and the Battle of the
Plains of Abraham at the CWM. His current book
Northern Armageddon plunges the reader through
the campaign, siege and battle at Quebec in 1760,
and then surveys the battle’s impact on Canada,
the United States and Amerindians into the 21st
century.

Parallel Warfare and AmerindianEuropean Alliances in the
Seven Years' War

Dr. D. Peter Macleod
Read at the “War College of the Seven Years’
War” Fort Ticonderoga, 15 May 1999
I'm going to be talking today about the Canadian
Iroquois in the French and Indian War, and a
phenomena I've called “parallel warfare.” I'll start
with a look at European war, as practiced by the
French; Amerindian war, as practiced by the
Canadian Iroquois, and parallel war, which
occurred when these styles of war came together
in the same campaign. Then I'll give you a quick
history of the Seven Years' War in the North
American interior, focusing on the cultural conflicts
and accommodations produced by parallel warfare.
First, the French. Between 1753 and 1760, the
French in North America fought an imperial war.
British expansion in North America threatened
the collective interests of the French empire; Versailles responded with military action. The French
and the British established fortified positions at
key points along the waterways of northeast North
America. The French spent the war attacking British forts and defending their own. They made war
against specific objectives whose capture or destruction would influence the actions of the British.
As far as the French are concerned, this is the
real war; A war of battles, sieges, and defences;

of movement over rivers and lakes.
But the French couldn't fight this war alone.
Heavily outnumbered by the British, they needed
Amerindian fighters to reinforce their troops,
along with Amerindian military skills and local
knowledge. So when war broke out, they asked
their Amerindian allies to serve against the British. What they wanted were pliant auxiliaries
who'd do what they were told and stay out of the
way. What they got were allies with their own
ideas of how to make war.
Which brings us to the Canadian Iroquois: I've
used this expression to refer to the members of
the Iroquois communities near Montreal; the
Mohawks of Akwesasne, Kahnawake, and
Kanesetake, and the Onondagas of
Oswegatchie. The Canadian Iroquois were major
players in the Seven Years' War. They fielded
over 350 fighters, occupied a strategic location
on Canada's western approaches, and took part
in the first campaigns in the Ohio Valley and
every major campaign on the frontiers of Canada. But the British were not their enemies. The
Canadian Iroquois were allied to nations like the
Abenakis and the French, whose ancestral territories or imperial ambitions were threatened by
British colonial expansion. Their own lands, however, were not at risk until the last year of the
war. Their interests lay in peace with the British.
The Kahnawake Mohawks, in particular, enjoyed
longstanding commercial relations with New
York.
Yet when the time came, they went to war
alongside the French. They entered a war that
advanced French interests rather than their own
for two reasons. First, the French were their
allies. Second, war was a social necessity. Their
relationship with the French was an alliance
between equals. Beginning in the 17th century,
the Canadian Iroquois established and maintained a broad range of private, public, personal,
official, religious, social, military, and ceremonial
bonds with the French. They had their problems
with their allies. The French crown tried to keep
the Kahnawake Mohawks from carrying freight
between Montreal and New York, and posted
garrisons in Canadian Iroquois communities.
French settlers trespassed to a limited extent
on Canadian Iroquois farmland. But these were a
bit like Canadian-American trade disputes--small
problems in an essentially sound relationship that
worked for both parties.
Following European contact, Native groups
needed European allies; the French were useful,
non-threatening associates. They compared very

favourably with the British, who were expanding
aggressively in all directions, at the expense of
Amerindian nations.
So the French alliance was worth preserving.
When the French asked them to make war upon
the British, the Canadian Iroquois said yes. A
second reason for agreeing to fight was the role
of war in Canadian Iroquois culture. Among the
Canadian Iroquois, individual men went to war to
win prestige through military achievement and
especially through the taking of prisoners. If
you were a Canadian Iroquois
man--especially a young man
on his way up--bringing a
prisoner back from the wars
meant instant status and
social advancement.
Capturing enemies, instead
of killing them, was a very
old Iroquoian tradition. Prisoners were valuable commodities, which could be sold,
exchanged, or incorporated
into Amerindian families and
communities. On the strictly
commercial side, you could
sell a British scalp to the
French crown for about 33
livres. A live captive, on the
other hand, could bring in
somewhere between 120 and
140 livres. Serious money.
During the Seven Years' War
there were several markets for
prisoners. The French crown
bought prisoners for intelligence, and sometimes engaged in mass redemption of captives. Private
individuals--generally affluent officials and officers-bought prisoners for the sake of charity or ethnic
and professional solidarity; farmers and artisans
bought them for their labour.
So selling prisoners was a big business, even if
you sometimes had to drag them around from
town to town and farm to farm until you found a
buyer. But this was less significant, I think, than
the sheer social prestige of coming back with a
prisoner. I should add here that as well as prisoners and scalps, the Canadian Iroquois were after
matériel. When the British and French talk about
this, they use words like looting, pillaging, and robbery. I call it acquisition, collection, or gathering.
These aren't meant to be coy euphemisms. Looting, pillaging, and robbery carry the connotation of
criminal, unofficial activity, wholly separate from

among the Canadian Iroquois, acquiring matériel
was a legitimate and recognized goal of war.
Finally I should mention that a corollary of this
desire to bring back prisoners was a strong reluctance to incur casualties. Prisoners strengthened
an Amerindian community; casualties weakened
it, by removing men who were family members
and economic producers, as well as combatants.
I’ve compared Amerindian war to hunting. The
idea is to succeed, not get you mauled by a bear.
It's better to let the bear get away, than drag
yourself home without a foot,
or without your brother-inlaw. Or not. This meant,
among other things, avoiding
attacks on fortified positions-a very dangerous procedure
and wholly useless if your
goal was taking prisoners
while avoiding losses. Prisoners were prisoners, wherever
you found them. So why take
risks, attacking a fort, when
you could catch your prisoners somewhere else?
Which brings us to parallel
warfare. When war came,
and the French wanted to
go off to defend or capture
a fort, the Canadian Iroquois
wanted to go out and take
prisoners. These goals were
not quite compatible. Sometimes, this didn't matter. A
fair proportion of Canadian
Iroquois military activity went
into small war parties against
British frontier settlements or the garrisons and
lines of communications of British outposts. In
this case, the Canadian Iroquois could fulfil both
their own goals and those of their French allies.
The French wanted settlements terrorized and
communications disrupted. The Canadian
Iroquois could do this by taking prisoners.
So everyone's happy, except the British.
The French, however, also invited the Canadian
Iroquois to participate in a series of campaigns
against British strongholds. During these operations, conflicts could and did arise between
French and Amerindian styles of war. Under
these conditions, the Canadian Iroquois did not
join with the French to achieve the same objectives. They marched with their allies, but conducted parallel campaigns, directed at the taking
of prisoners, along with scalps and matériel.

The result was parallel warfare--two armies, working together, marching side by side, and making
war by different rules, in pursuit of different, culturally specific objectives. This meant that the Canadian Iroquois and the French waged war on two
fronts. They fought against the British, each in
their own way. And they bickered among themselves, as each sought to fulfil their goals within
a given campaign. Since there were definite limits
to the extent to which Amerindian and European
concepts of war could be reconciled, parallel warfare made the Seven Years' War as much a series
of cultural confrontations between allies as battles
between enemies.
These confrontations imposed a rhythm of their
own upon most of the allied campaigns of the
Seven Years' War. In almost every year of that
war, the Canadian Iroquois began by accepting
a French invitation to join a military venture. The
allies set off together, but as the expedition
progressed, divergences between their military
practices and objectives gradually asserted themselves. In the end the Canadian Iroquois either
withdrew from the field, or continued hostilities
after the French and British had agreed to stop.
So that's my theory of parallel warfare, more or
less. Now, I'll move on to a fast-forward history
of the Seven Years' War, focused on parallel
warfare.
We'll start in 1754, with the first open clash
between the French and British in the Ohio Valley.
This encounter ended with an allied force besieging Fort Necessity. After a few hours of shooting
back and forth, French and British officers got
together and negotiated a capitulation.
The French allowed the garrison to return to
Virginia with their personal effects, provisions,
weapons, and ammunition. They were granted the
honours of war, and permitted to retain their flags
and one symbolic cannon. Now as far as the
Europeans are concerned, at this point it's all
over. They've had their little fight, and decided
who won. For the British, it’s a defeat; for the
French, a victory. The French have thrown the
Virginians back over the Appalachians, Fort Duquesne's is safe, everything's fine. And they've
simply assumed that they're in charge and the
Amerindians are willing to accept the French definition of success.
This proved not to be the case. The Amerindians
were not at all impressed with this result. A political and strategic victory for the French Empire
was neither here nor there as far as they were
concerned. They hadn't been consulted regarding
the terms of surrender; they hadn't signed the

the articles of capitulation; they hadn't achieved
victory on their terms. Their campaign was still
underway, and it would keep on going until they
too obtained a satisfactory outcome. The next
morning, a French detachment took possession of
Fort Necessity; the garrison begin to leave. Ignoring the French, 100 Amerindians advanced on the
British position. Once there, they confronted 200armed soldiers, still in organized units, accompanied by their officers. The Amerindians relieved
the garrison of their possessions, killed two of the
wounded, and three soldiers who'd drunk themselves insensible.
This sounds harsh--and it was. But Amerindians
routinely killed potential prisoners who were
unable to walk. They needed fit healthy captives
who could survive the march back to their communities. There wasn't much point in capturing someone they couldn't take home. Instead of resisting
their outnumbered assailants, the British withdrew.
The Amerindians pursued, and secured a total of
sixteen prisoners. The French considered these
captures to be a violation of the articles of capitulation, and the killings a treacherous war crime.
But for the Canadian Iroquois, it was business as
usual. And now, in their opinion, the campaign
was over and everyone could go home.
A year later, in 1755, the Canadian Iroquois were
back in the Ohio Valley. The British sent an army
over the Appalachians to capture Fort Duquesne.
A largely Amerindian force marched out to meet
them. In a few hours fighting, without much help
from the French, they obliterated a European
army and turned it into a fleeing mob. This time,
the French and Canadian Iroquois fulfilled their
aims in making war. The Amerindians collected
prisoners and matériel, with minimal loss to themselves; the French protected Fort Duquesne.
That wasn't the case on the Lake Champlain
frontier, when the British launched an offensive
against Crown Point. The French first planned to
dig in at Ticonderoga, and let the British come to
them. Then the French commander changed his
mind, and decided to attack a British detachment
on the Hudson River. A Franco-Amerindian force
marched south. But as they closed on their target,
scouts reported that the British had built a fort-Fort Edward. The French decided to attack; the
Amerindians refused to assault a fort. So the allied
army changed its target to the British camp at the
head of Lake George. On the way, they encountered a British column marching south. Following
an ambush, which didn't work out too well, the
British fled north, back to Lake George. The
French chased after them, and made a series of

entrenched camp . The Canadian Iroquois covered
their retreat, but were themselves ambushed and
defeated by a column from Fort Edward. For the
Canadian Iroquois, the Lake George campaign was
a complete and utter absolute failure. Instead of
returning with prisoners, they'd lost irreplaceable
fighters; instead of returning with matériel from a
defeated enemy, they lost their own effects in the
British ambush after the battle. For the French,
however, the campaign was a strategic success.
Or at least a half-success. The Battle of Lake
George was a blundering tactical failure that left the
British in place at the head of Lake George. But it
stopped the British advance on Crown Point. Before the battle, the British were building boats to
take their army north. Afterwards, they concentrated on throwing up fortifications against an apprehended French attack. So an absolute failure for
the Canadian Iroquois, was a strategic victory for
the French. This was possible, on account of their
different conceptions of war. The French suffered
heavy losses, but stopped a British advance So
they succeeded. The Canadian Iroquois suffered
casualties, and returned without prisoners. So they
failed.
Now we come to what I consider to be the best
example of parallel warfare--the expedition to Fort
Bull in 1756. In the course of this campaign, both
the Canadian Iroquois and the French strove to
impose their will upon the enterprise and adjust its
conduct and objectives to conform to their ideas of
waging war. For the French, this raid was critically
important. They believed that success or failure
would determine the course of the war in North
America. In the fall of 1755, they'd learned that the
British had built two warehouses on the portage
between the Mohawk River and Wood Creek--part
of the supply line from Albany to Oswego. They
assumed that their enemies were stockpiling provisions to support a spring offensive across Lake
Ontario.If correct, this represented a major threat to
New France. Waterways in New York opened
about two weeks before those in Canada. So the
British could attack the small winter garrisons of
forts Frontenac and Niagara before the French
could reinforce these outposts. Left undisturbed,
they might smash the French presence on Lake
Ontario and the Ohio with one quick stroke.
The French elected to strike first, and destroy the
warehouses and the stores they contained. To
achieve this, to lead them to the portage, they
needed specialists in forest warfare. So they approached the Canadian Iroquois. But they didn't tell
them the truth. The French could have explained
their intentions, and asked their allies to join a

strategic offensive to save New France. Instead,
they just asked the Amerindians to join in a raid
on the portage. So for the Canadian Iroquois, this
expedition is just another chance to go to war
grab some prisoners, scalps, and matériel.
The allies assembled at Oswegatchie. But before they left, a Canadian Iroquois war party
came in with prisoners. Interrogated by a French
interpreter, these captives told the French that
the storehouses had been fortified. There were
forts at both ends of the portage. The prisoners
didn't give the names of the forts, but they were
Fort Bull at the west end and Fort Williams at the
east. Instead of informing their allies, the French
decided this would just be their little secret. They
knew Amerindians didn't like attacking forts. So
why spoil everything by sharing intelligence with
their allies? But that didn't work out. On the way
south, the Canadian Iroquois met an
Oswegatchie traveller who told them about the
fortifications.
Given that they had no intention of assaulting
the forts, the Amerindians leaders met with their
French counterparts, rejected the original plan,
and proposed an alternative that suited their military customs. They suggested that the allies
should raid British settlements along the Mohawk
valley. From their perspective, this was a very
reasonable proposition. They'd been asked to
attack a few bark huts, not storm forts and risk
heavy losses. Now the target was known to be
fortified, they had every right to reconsider. The
French responded by stalling. The French commander argued that the allies should push on to
the portage, see for themselves, then decide
what to do. The Canadian Iroquois accepted this
deferral of a decision, but reserved the right to
reopen the topic at a later date.
Most of the Amerindians remained with the
French, and continued southward. A few broke
away in small parties to raid along the Mohawk.
By the time they reached the portage, the
French, but not the Canadian Iroquois, had run
out of food. So the Amerindians ambushed a
convoy of wagons on the portage road. They
captured ten prisoners and nine wagons of provisions. One teamster escaped, and ran towards
Fort Williams. For the Canadian Iroquois, this
didn't much matter. They'd struck the enemy,
taken prisoners, and not lost a man. They'd done
what they came to do, the raid was over, it was
time to go home. In their words: having secured
sufficient food “to take us to Oswegatchie and
English meat [prisoners], without the loss of a
man, it would be against the will of the Master of

Life to risk a second engagement."
The French, on the other hand, were just getting
started. For them, the ambush was a means to
capture the food they needed to continue the
campaign. After some discussion, the French
marched off to attack Fort Bull. They made a
frontal assault, and exterminated the garrison.
The Canadian Iroquois screened the French
against intervention from Fort Williams. They
ambushed a party of British scouts, and took
four more prisoners. The allies then returned to
Canada to celebrate their separate victories. Each
had fulfilled objectives that were incidental to the
achievement of those of their allies. The Canadian
Iroquois had gone to war to capture prisoners.
They were entirely successful. The fighters who
left the expedition on the way south took 10
prisoners. Those who continued with the French
took 14 more. The French firmly believed that
the elimination of a specific physical target had
contributed to the safety and security of the
French empire. By destroying Fort Bull and the
stores it contained they'd thwarted the British
spring offensive on Lake Ontario.

Croix de Saint-Louis
The Croix de Saint-Louis was the only military
order awarded in New France. Founded in 1693,
the Ordre royal et militaire de Saint-Louis went
to qualified, regular army officers serving the
King of France. In Canada, the decoration was
rare and retained its value, while in France its
value was diminished because it was too easily
obtained. The medal is a gold Maltese cross with
white enameling and gold fleurs-de-lis in the angles.

Commanders of the order wore it on a sash
and chevaliers wore it on a red ribbon. In
Canada by 1760 about 145 men had been
presented the cross.
Source: www.thecanadianencyclopedia.com

What’s in a Name

This wasn't quite the case. The provisions and
munitions at Fort Bull were on the way to resupply
Oswego, after a long, harsh winter that saw the
garrison reduced to near-starvation. Nonetheless,
each component of the expedition had gone to
war in its own way, fought according to its inclinations, and succeeded according to its own standards. But at the same time, they each contributed
to the overall success of the campaign. (To be
continued in the next issue) ◄

Calumet, the name for native pipe bowls, pipe
stems and entire pipes, derives from Norman
French. The calumets, religiously symbolic of
tribal solidarity and power, were used for trade
and commerce, and smoked as peace and war
pipes. Source:
www.thecanadianencyclopedia.com

Annual Dinner
The annual dinner is Friday, Oct. 23
at the Gran View Quality Inn.
Cocktails at 6 P.M. Dinner at 7 P.M.
$35.00 per person
Tickets available from Kinney’s and
the Ogdensburg Chamber of
Commerce.
This is the fort association’s major
fundraising event of the year featuring
a silent auction and a quilt draw.
Allan Newell
of the Sweetgrass Foundation
will be presented the
Persis Yates Boyesen Award for his
outstanding contribution toward the
historically accurate reconstruction and
ongoing presence of
Fort La Présentation.
The David L. Dickinson Annual
Volunteer Award for outstanding
commitment of time and effort dedicated
to Fort La Présentation will be awarded to
Jack and Donna Vargo of Croghan, NY.
For information contact the
Fort La Présentation Association:
315-394-1749
fortlapresentation@ymail.com

Distance in New France
In 1668, measurements were standardized in
France with the official Pied du Roi. The French
foot, used in New France, is somewhat longer
than the English foot at 12.789 inches.
When reading descriptions of French exploration and construction, the following are useful:
12 lines equal 1 inch; 12 inches equal 1 foot;
6 feet equal 1 toise; 1000 toises equal 1 mile;
and 2 miles equal 1 lieue.
Complete documentation and tables can be
found in: Lester A. Rose, Archeological Metrology: English, French, American and Canadian
Systems of Weights and Measures for North
American Historical Archeology, Parks Canada,
Ottawa, 1983. Source: http:phmc-cmgh.gc.ca.

Abbé Picquet Monument
Returned to Lighthouse Point
There is solid proof on Lighthouse Point of the
Fort La Présentation Association’s commitment
to rebuild the fort. In early July, the Abbé Picquet
Monument was returned to the point with the
cooperation of the Swe-Kat-Si Chapter of the
Daughters of the American Revolution and Notre
Dame Church.
The granite obelisk, now close to where it first
stood in 1899, was rededicated on Founder’s
Day Weekend. The monument is accompanied
by two interpretive panels telling the stories of
Fort Lévis and Fort de La Présentation. The fort
association and the Great Lakes Seaway Trail
Association collaborated on the project.
The Federal Highway Administration’s Scenic
Byway Program and a Dickinson Grant funded
the project that also includes a soft-cover guide
to French and Indian War forts and battlefields.
Waterways of War: The Struggle for Empire
1754-1763, A Traveler’s Guide to the French &
Indian War Forts and Battlefields along America’s
Byways in New York and Pennsylvania is a 60page, full-color guidebook to 19 French and
Indian War historic sites. ◄

War of 1812 Symposium
The Fort La Présentation Association will
sponsor a second annual War of 1812 history
symposium at the Freight House Restaurant in
Ogdensburg, Friday evening, April 30 and
Saturday, May 1, 2010.
Planning continues for the seminar that will use
the entire restaurant with a reception on Friday
evening and a full-day schedule Saturday.
Presenters are the distinguished historians Donald Graves, Rene Chartrand, Robert Henderson,
Dianne Graves and Nicholas Westbrook; others
are expected to join the roster. Activities planned
are an 1812 living-history encampment, a walking tour of the 1812 Fort Présentation site, exhibits and vendors.
Tuition is expected to be $88.00 for fort
association members and $110.00 for others.
Included will be light foods at the Friday
reception; and Saturday a continental breakfast,
a buffet lunch, and a sit-down dinner with entertainment.
We are working to provide a limited number
of scholarships for high school and college
students.
For more information contact the fort
association at fortlapresentation@ymail.com.

Fort La Présentation Association
P.O. Box 1749
Ogdensburg, NY 13669

Reminiscences of Ogdensburg,
1749-1907
Swe-Kat-Si Chapter
Daughters of the American Revolution
…Near where the black waters of the Oswegatchie
mingle with the blue of the St. Lawrence, in the
city, then village of Ogdensburg could be seen
as late as the year 1853 traces of a broken
wall, the foundation of an edifice erected by the
Sulpitians (sic) more than a century previous.
Their purpose was to attach to the interests of the
French, then masters of Canada, such of the
Iroquois or "Six Nations” confederacy of Indians
as could be persuaded to embrace Christianity
and espouse the cause of their white brethren.
These buildings, or others erected on their site,
were subsequently for many years occupied by
a British garrison, and as a court-house, jail, store,
dwelling and barracks for troops. With them
commences the earliest authentic history of
St. Lawrence Co...
Source: www.archive.org/stream/
reminiscencesofo00swekuoft/
reminiscencesofo00swekuoft_djvu.txt
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AMBUSH AMERICAN BRITISH CAMPAIGN
CANADIAN CAPTIVE DETACHMENT
ENCOUNTER EUROPEAN FORTIFICATIONS
FRENCH FRONTIERS GARRISONS HOSTILITIES
IROQUOIS MILITARY OFFENSIVE PRISONERS
STRONGHOLDS VICTORY WARFARE

