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which beguiled at last my suspicion, and I believe that of the public

at large. Among those authors were Gordon, Ramsay, Marshall,

Belsham, and Weld. The most of them, you may tell me, perhaps,

wrote with zeal against the American war. Well, but Mr. John

Adolphus was never suspected of any such zeal, and yet he has said

in his Flistory of England, dec. (vol. iii. p. 110) "that a force of

sixteen hundred savages and Americans in disguise, headed by an

Indian Col. Butler, and a half Indian of extraordinary ferocity named

Brant, lulling the fears of the inhabitants (of Wyoming) by treach-

ery, suddenly possessed themselves of two forts, and massacred the

garrisons." He says farther, " that all were involved in unsparing

slaughter, and that even the devices of torment were exhausted."

He possessed, if I possessed them, the means of consulting better

authorities
;
yet he has never to my knowledge made any atone-

ment to your father's memory. When your Canadian friends, there-

fore, call me to trial for having defamed the warrior Brant, I beg

that Mr. John Adolphus may be also included in the summons. And

after his own defence and acquittal, I think he is bound, having been

one of my liistorical mislcaders, to stand up as my gratuitous coun-

sel, and say, "Gcntleninn. you ?nust acquit my client,for he has only

fallen info an error, which even myjudgment could not escape."

In short, I imbibed my conception of your fatlier from accounts

of him that were published when I was scarcely out of my cradle.

And if there were any public, direct, and specific challenges to those

accounts in England ten years ago, I am yet to learn where they

existed.
*

I rose fiom perusing the papers you submitted to me certainly

with an altered impression of his character. I find that the unfa-

vorable accounts of him were erroneous, even on points not imme-

diately connected with his reputation. It turns out, for instance,

that he was a Mohawk Indian of unmixed parentage. This circum-

stance, however, ought not to be overlooked in estimating tho merits

of his attainments. He spoke and wrote our language with force

and facility, and had enlarged views of the union and policy of the

Indian tribes. A gentleman who had been in America, and from

whom I sought information respecting him in consequence of your

interesting message, told me that though he could not pretend to ap-

preciate lus character entirely, he had been struck by the nawet<!

and eloquence of his conversation. They had talked of music, and

Brant said, " I like the harpsichord well, and the organ still better

;

but I like the drum and trumpet best of all, for they make my heart

beat quick." This gentleman also described to rne the enthusiasm


