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An Berly Episode in Lewves

1671-1673

December 24th, 1673 may or may not have been & cold, gray
day in lower Delaware, although the weathaer of that month was describded
by a resident as “"extream bad & could”. However, it was certainly e
grey time in the fortunes of the small settlement that straggled along
the banks of the Whorekill, now Lewes Creek, for on that day the
settlement wvas almost entirely destroyed.

On December 6th of thet year Captain Thomas Howell, of Balti-
more County, Maryland, arrived with a force of thirty-eight horsemen,

He took possession of the settlement, swore the inhabitaents to obedience
to lord Baltimore, Proprietor of Maryland, etayed for eighteen days,

and then on Christmas Eve burned all the buildings and their conteants
except for one thatched& barn standing on the land of Alexander Moulston.

The emell settlement thus wantonly destroyed contained perhaps
88 many as seventy-five men, women and children, and probably not more
than fifteen to twenty dwelling houses, with appropriate out dbuildings.
It was not a town in the modern sense since it seems apparent that each
dwelling was the center of a tract for farming, most of which ran side
by side down to the Whorekill, but some of which were inland, since one
18 described as eight miles distant from the Whorekill.

Despite its relative insignificance, however, the small
settlement had become a pawn ir the struggle for colonial power bgtween
the English and the Dutch on the one hand, and between Lord Baltimore
and James, Duke of York, to whose claims William Penn later succeeded
on the other. The devastation visited on this helpless community on

Christmas Eve, 1673 was the direct result of this struggle. Unfortun-~
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ately, the surviving records are fragmentary, but it is possible from
these fragments to reconstruct to some extent the events which culmine
ated in the destruction of this emall and peaceful egrarisn settlement.
To do so, howvever, ve must have in mind the background of some forty-
twvo years preceding the event.

In the spring of 1631 Capt. Pleter Heyes and twenty-eight
colonists from The Texel, Holland, esteblished a settlement at the
Whorekill and celled it Zwaenendale., Within the year, however, the
Indiens massacred the colonists and burned the fort they had erected.

A relief expedition of 1632 under Captain David deVries stayed only a
short time end then abandoned the attempt to settle at the site.

No further Dutch attempt at setilement in the area took -
place until 1658 when a small trading post was established. Nothing
further was done until July, 1663 when Peter Plockhoy and forty-one
Mennonlite settlers with their baggege and farm utensils landed from
the ship 8t. Jacob of Amsterdam. While Plockhoy's intention was to
esteblish a cooperative settlement in which all property was to be
owned in common, his enterprise was undertaken with the approval of
the Putch authorities as part of their effort at further colonization
of the BSouth, or Pelawvare River region.

Further Dutch efforts at colonization were brought to an
abrupt end by the English conquest for the Duke of York of New Hether-
lands on August 27, 1664, and the capture by 8ir Robert Carr on Sep-
tember 30th, 1664 of the Dutch settlements on the Deleware. B8ir Robert
is charged with destroying "the quaking society of Plockhoy to & naile"”,
but it is probable that this reference is only to the cooperative en-
terprise itself, for in a census of May 8, 1671 the names of the forty-

seven listed inhabitants of the Whorekill are predominantly Dutech, of
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whom undoubtedly a large percentage had arrived in 1663 with Plockhoy.

The Territory thus came under the government of the Duke of
York. DPuring that time land was grented, and of a certainty an influx of
English settlers in small numbers came to the Whorekill. However, in
1673, during the second Dutch war, the area was repossessed by the Dutch
and remained Dutch until Februery 10, 1674 when, by the Treaty of West-
minster, the territories of New York and the South River were restored
to the Bnglish and to the control of the Duke of York.

Thus, in the epace of ten years the inhabitants of the
Whorekill vere transferred from obedience to the Dutch to that of the
Duke of York, back to the Dutch and, finally, again to the Duke of York.
Theee were the changes in control between two groups who together may
be considered as only one side of the contesting clairants to the area.
What of the other contesting claimante~-the Province of Maryland?

On April 15, 1632, Cecil Calvert, Lord Baltimore, recéived
from Charles I a charter for the establishment of & coloany in America.
Broadly speaking, this charter embraced the entire peninsula up to the
fortieth degree of north latitude which roughly lies in the vicinity of
present day Chester.

The first settlement in Maryland in 1634 was at 8t. Mary's
on the Potomac River. BSettlement was shortly extended along the western
shore and into the eastern shore of Chesapeake Bay because of the ease
of communication by water. However, the rapid expansion of settlement
Justified the creation on August 27, 1666 by the Maryland authorities
of the County of Somerset, the northern and eastern boundaries of which
were lald down as the Nanticoke River on the north and the ocean on the
eaat. BSomerset thus enﬁtained within its boundaries the territory of
the Whorekill.

Thereafter, lord Baltimore became more and more concerned
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with what he regarded as inroads upon his territories, not as formerly
by the Dutch, but by the Bnglish who, by right of conquest in 1664,

had taken over the Dutch settlements loceted in aress he regarded as
rightfully his. His concern is mede evident by his instruction of
October 22, 1669 to his lLieut. Governor "that you use all means Possible
to procure that some persons be seated upon the Beaboard side of the
Bestern shoar and on Delavare Bay ### and particularly the Whorekill
[and] 3if any shall presume to oppo;;-you in it you are to maintain his
Lordships righte by force if Need be ###,"

Pursuant to these 1nstruet16;; the Maryland authorities
created the County of Durham out of the area running northerly from
Rehoboth Bay up the seacoast and the western shore of Delaware Bay.

No effort seems to have been made, however, to organise the County of
Durham as a governmental unit. |

The fellure to establish Durham County was sought to be
remedied in June, 1672 by the creation of the County of Worcester,
which embraced all and more of the territory previously allocated to
Purham. 8Seven prominent landowners and officials of Somerset County
vere appointed to be Commissioners and Justices of the Peace for Wor-
cester County. One of the Commissioners, FPrancis Jenkins, wes also com-
missioned to grant warrants of survey for land in the area. He esctually
moved to the Whorekill, settled along Rehoboth Bay and proceeded to
grant land under the suthority of Lord Baltimore, His grants of land
were recorded in a manuscript volume titled "Warrant Book 1671-1682 of
Somerset County, Maryland", now in the possession of the Historical
Bociety of Pennsylvanie.

It sesems that the commission of Prancis Jenkins as surveyor
general for Worcester County on June 19, 1672 must have been & confir-

mation of a prior and now unrecorded authorization to him to grant lend

varrants for on April 27, 1672, approximately two months earlier, wve
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find that the Maglstrates appointed by Governor lLovelace of New York
reported to him that Prancis Jenkins had “"surveyed several lands in
the bay by pretended commission from the Lord Baltimore threatening
the Inhabitants that denyeth hie power that they shall be sent for
into Maryland there to be punished.”

Oze month earlier, on April 20, 1672, Thomas Jones, one of
the Commissioners of Worcester County, and also an official of Somerset
County, haed been licensed by Maryland to trade with the Indians of that
Province "on the 8Seaboard side of the Whorekill on the Western Side of
the Bay." By this commission all other licenses for trading vere re-
voked, and Jones was authorized "to take seize or surprise® any unli-
censed traders "together with their ships, boats, ### & gkins, *#% and
to bring them to trial before the Governor." o -

At the same time Thomeas Jones vas commissioned Captain "of
all the forces horse and foot" of the County of Worcester for the pur-
pose of resisting all "Enemies whatsoever” and for the suppression of
all "mutinies Insurrections and Rebellions" with full power to impress
as many of the inhabltants as he required for military service. later,
on July 11, 1672, Captain Paul Marsh of Somerset County was ordered to
reise as large a party as should be required by Captein Jones to go
with him into Worcester County.

These steps justify the conelusion that in 1672 the Maryland
authorities had determined to wrest control of the western shore of
Delaware Bay from the Colony of New York and to insure that it should
become in fact what they believed it was as & matter of legal grant,
en integral part of the Province of Maryland.

In this first organized Maryland effort Captain Thomas Jones
Played a dominant role. Indeed, he had acted in advance of his commis-

8ion, for one year eerliar, in June, 1671, he made an attempt to reduce
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the Whorekill to Maryland obedience. It does not now appear whether
this was done on his own initiative or under provincial authority,
although it is probable that the latter was the fect, since only one
year later Jones received from the Maryland authorities the broad
povers contained in his license and commission. Irrespective of whose
idea 1t was, in any event in June, 1671, Jones, with six or seven men,
arrived at the Whorekill, plundsred the inhabitents, threw their powvder
in the creek, drank their gin, and cerried away "Deer skins, wvampum
Peake, Blankets, Trading Cloth, knives, pipes, looking glasges", and
furs of the value of sixty pounds sterling.

It appears that Jones and his horsemen came to Helmanus
Wiltbanck's house and tied him up, after wvhich they rode to the homes
of his neighbors in turn and tied them up, thereafter keeping guard
over them vhile the houses were plundered. The nature of the settlement
must certeinly have facilitated this raid dy a handful of men, outnum-
bered as they were by the men of the community, for we can imagine that
in June the edults living in the scattered dwellings were at work in
their fields and could not have known what was heppening at theilr
neighbors' some distance off.

The 1671 raid, however, if it was intended to secure the area
for Maryland, d4id not accomplish that result. However, it was followed
by the larger and more powerful effort of 1672 organized under the
auspices of the Province, itself.

Probably in June or early July, 1672, Thomas Jones, now
Militis Captein of Worcester County, set out from BSomerset County.

This time he led a troop of eixty horsemen. He wvas about half-way to
the Whorekill when he met & Mr. Parrott of Accomac returaing from there.
Jones learned from him that there were no persons at the Whorekill but
the inhabitants. He accordingly éismissed half his force and went for-

verd with only thirty men. Xt 48 not surprising that he considered
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thiriy men sufficilent for the job in hend for only one year before
the settlement at the Whorekill contained not more than twenty able-
bodied men, a fact well known to Jones from his raid of the preceding
year.

Upon arrival, Jones "made forcible entry"” into the Whorekill,
summoned the inhabitents and demanded an oath of allegiance to lord
Baltimore. @8ome of the inhabitants were unwilling. These were in-
prisoned for the space of one day "without meat or Prink", threatened
wvith trensportation into Maryland and confiscetion of estate. They
accordingly reconsidered and svore allegiance to lord Baltimore.

After some desultory plundering, Jones left the Whorekill but left
behind him Frencie Jenkins as Commissioner to govern the pleace.

Governox Francis lovelace of New York reacted promptly to
news of the raid. On August 12, 1672, he wrote Philip Calvert, Gov-
ernor of Maryland, protesting against the "horrid outrages" committed
on Bnglish sudbjects by "one Jones"™ who "bound the Magistrates and
Inhabitants, despitefully treated them, rifled, and plundered them
of their goods; and when it was demanded by what Authority, hee acted,
ansvered in noe other language but & cockt Pistol to his Breast”. This
letter concluded with a demand that Maryland punish Jones for his out-
rageous conduct.

If, indeed, Governmor lovelace sent his protest under the
assumption, as he says, that it wes "the rash action of some Private
Person” he soon discovered his error. He had sent his letter to the
Marylend Governor at Bt. Mary's by Captain Edmund Cantwell who vas
epparently instructed to press vigorously for the punishment of Jones.
Cantwell reported that he had seen both Governor Calvert and Captain
Jones at 8t. Mary's, and that lord Baltimore intended to keep the

Whorekill. He states that "when I ceme to 8t. Mary's Jones went %o
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the Governor and he writt upon the beckside of his Commission that he
would maintain" it.

Cantwell's report obviously disabused lLovelace of his belief
that the raid was the woxrk of a private person for he almost at once
notified James, Puke of York, in England, of the Maryland inroeads on
his territories. Whether lovelace lacked the means of retallation or
wvas in doubt as to his proper course in resistance to & neighboring
English Colony is not cleaxr, but it is cleer that from July, 1672 the
Maryland authorities exercised through Francis Jenkins, and an undis-~
closed number of other Marylanders, dominion over the Whorekill,

Meryland control over the ares extended to August, 1673, at
which time the Dutch in the course of the 8econd Dutch Wer regained
possession of the Province of New York, and demanded that their former
settlements on the Delaware return to Putch eallegisnce, A copy of the
demend was sent by Francis Jenkins to the Maryland Governor at 8t. Mary's.
What, if any, instructions he received from Bt. Mary's is nov unknown
but he and the other Marylanders abandoned the Whorekill which was soon
repossessed by the Dutch.

There is an unfortunate void in the Maryland records as to
the immediate Maryland reaction to the Dutch demands. But since Jenkins
vwithdrew, even without the presence of Dutch armed force to support the
demeands, it is probably safe to assume that the Maryland eauthorities
directed the sbandonment in order to prepare a counter stroke. The
first step of this counter stroke was taken on October 1, 1673 by the
commissioning of Captain Thomas Howell of Baltimore County, Marylend,
to retake the Whorekill.

Howell's commission was as Commander in Chief of forty men
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to be raised in Baltimore County to retake Worcester County from the
Dutch, and to restore the area to allegience to lord Baltimore. He
vag directed "by force or otherwise to surprize and take and possesse
the said place celled the Horekeele ##¥% the game to keepe and Defend
##% and in case of any Rcsiotanco‘by";ﬁy Enemy or Enemyes to fight and
overcome Kill Destroy and vaenquish as occasion shall Regquire."

Pursuent to hie commission, Howell raised and equipped his
force and on December 6, 1673 appeared at the Whorekill "with swvords
dravn, and threatened & terrified the Inhabitants, whoe being frighted
thereby submitted". The inhabitants apparently willingly, or st least
vith no open show of reluctance, returned to obedience to Lord Balti-
more. JIndeed, it is possible to assume that the rroqgent harassment
by contending powers had given them a feeling of indifference as to
their rulers. 1In any event, upon their submission, Captain Bowell pro-
claimed, "we are come now to Defend you, end if it cost the Province of
Merry-Land & million in Tobacco we will protect you." Thereupon, he
and his Marylanders marched in and "did eat and Drinke" with the inheb-
itants for at least eighteen days.

The precise events which followed the occupancy of the Whore-
kill by Howell and his men cannot nov be reconstructed with certainty.
Such details as there are come from e series of depositions made in
1683 by seven inhabitants of the time, and a further series of nineteen
depositions made in 1736, based almost entirely on hearsay, all of which
were given in support of the Penns in their dispute with Lord Baltimore
over boundaries. These depositions in many particulars are in conflict,
and in all probability do not minimize the outrageous nature of Howell's
activity since they were all made in support of the later Penn clainm to
the area. They do, however, permit the reconstruection, partial though

it is, of what took plsace.
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It thue appears that fourteen days after occupying the
Whorekill, Captain Howell left, stating that he was going to the Mary-
land authorities to tell them the place was too poor to support forty
men. There 1s doubt as to wvhether Howell actuelly went to the authori-
ties at 8t. Mary's, or wvhether he merely pretended he was going. It
seems likely, hovever, that he in fact went to Bt. Mary's even though
his absence of four days seems & short time in 1673 to make a jJourney
across the Chesapeake Bay and back. In view of the positive language
of his commission "to keepe and defend" the area, however, it does not
seen likely that he would thereafter have acted as he 4id without in-
structions from 8t. Mary's. In any event, he was back at the Whorekill
on December 24, 1673.

Upon his return, he summoned all the inhabitants of the area
to attend a meeting, bringing with them their arms and ammunition. We
may assume that he first disarmed them before he ennounced that he had
orders to burn all the houses of the cettlement. He thereupon told
off his soldiers in pairs to set fire to all the buildings.

Following this announcement some women of the settlement
entreated him to leave one house for their shelter. He replied that he
wvas not permitted to spare even one but "that if God would save thenm
one they should have 1t but not Else." In the course of the burning a
thateh bern thrice caught fire but each time the fire went out. “Upon
thet Captein Howvell said that God had saft the tateh Barne; And he did
not dare to meddle any more with 1t."

While their houses were burning the people were kept under
restraint and were not permitted to attempt to salvege anything from
the flames. If we can believe the deposition of Richard Patte, Captain
Howell "caused near ell the Housees both in the Town & Whole Country to

be Burnt to Ashes, not giveing us time to take our goods out of the




Houses, but his party tooke what they plessed themselves & left the
rest to be consumed by the fire."

Not only this, when the fires had burned out it seems appar-
ent that Howell forbade any rebuilding of the settlement. When this
same Richard Patte desired leave to build & “"small thatch shed oxr Cab-
bin to shelter himself Wife & smsll children” Howell ansvered that it
vas "death for any to build anything”. We can imagine the despair of
the people since Patte then told Howell that he "desired him to knoek
them on the Head & end there days”. Howell answered, howvever, that
his commission did not permit him to go that far., When the destruction
vas complete the Marylanders marched awvey taking with them their spoils
and the arms of the inhabitants.

The result to the Whorekill settlement was almost complete
destruction. Most ol the people were forced to leave for want of food
and shelter. B8Some fev men stayed “"because their Wives were bigg with
child" and unable to travel. At least two deaths resulted from the
reid for John Roades, 8r. and Thomas Tilley were murdered by the Indians,
apparently as they tried to make their way overland to Nev Castle. Ve
do not know how many persons remained to stert life anew, but it does
seem apparent that for the time being the settlement at the Whorekill
ceased to exist.

Further Maryland attemptis against the Whorekill were fore-
stalled in November, 1674 when the English regained possession of New
York and the Delaware Bay from the Dutch. On November 3, 1674 Governor
Andross of New York wrote the Covernor of Maryland to the effect that
he had taken over the government of the Duke of York's territories on
the Delaware Bay and that he had given orders to the officers and

magistrates of that area to teke all possible care to avoid any injury




of any kind to Maryland. He stated that, consequently, he hed no doudbt
but that the Governor of Maryland would take the same precaution to re-
strain the Marylanders from aggressive attack ageainst the settlers on
the Delavare. It seems justified to assume that fear of the displeasure
of the Duke of York, later James II, dampened the Maryland ardor to
occupy the Delaware Bay shore. To be sure, lLord Baltimore continued
to dispute over boundaries for another ninety years, but he made no
further attempts by organiged forece to extend the Province of Maryland
to the Delaware Bay.

It is impossible today to point to the precise reason the
Whorekill was burned by Captain Howell. It seems apparent from Howell's
commission that his expedition was organized to retake the area from the
Dutch and restore it to the Province of Maryland. There certainly was
no intention at the outszet to destroy the settlement. This conclusion
seens Justified, not only by Howell's commission, but by the fact that
in those times every effort vas being made by Maryland to attract, not
repel, setitlers. Furthermore, Captain Howell was expressly ordered to
take, keep and defend the place.

What, therefore, happened to change the ultimate objective of
Hovell's raid? This 48 nowv pure conjecture. It might well be that
sometime between December 6 and December 18, 1673 inteliigence was re-
ceived of an impending Dutch attack in such force that Howell's Mary-
landers would be unable to withstand it. However, there is not a hint
in the existing records that a Dutech counter attack was contenplated,
or even that Dutch authorities at New York wvere awaere at this time that
Captain Howell had taken the Whorekill.

The only reason for the destruction of the settlement given

in the survivors' depositions 1s the poverty of the place and its
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inability to support the force of Marylanders sent to occupy and defend
it. It would seem probable that en addition of forty men to be sup-
ported by the small settlement would have imposed an additionasl burden
impossible to discharge, but this alone would hardly eeem to justify
the extreme measures that were finally taken. If a cholce must be
made, however, this seeme the more likely. Particularly, since the
Marylanders at the time certainly regarded the settlement as the pos-
session of a foreign power with which they, as Englishmen, were at war.
They may have reasoned that 1f the place could not support their oc-
cupying force, at least its destruetion vould deny it to the enemy and
leave it open to future occupancy by Maryland.

Whatever the reason, however, it is clear that the burning of
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the Whorekill met with the approval of the Maryland authorities for,

by an act for paymernit of the Public Charges, the Maryland Assembly
ordered the payment of 20,376 pounds of tobacco %o Captain Thomas Howell
and his men for their "march to the Whorekill"™. It is inconceivable
that 1f Howell had grossly exceeded his commission or other instructions
that the Province would have paid him for his services. W¥e may safely
assume, therefore, that this c¢ruel and needless act of destruction was
done either at the express direction of the Maryland Governor, or at
least with his later bestowed approval.

This was the last attempt of the Marylanders to occupy by

armed force the western shore of Delaware Bay. From 1669 to 1673 Mary-

land made a concerted effort toward this end which culminated in 1672-1673

in direct efforts to seize and hold it by force of arms. Followving ite
destruction and abendonment in 1673, however, the Maryland claims to
the area were gradually relinquished and finally wvere confined to the

legal struggles betveen the Penns and the Baltimores over the southern
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