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By Jack H. Schick
When Samuel Foulke of Richland Township became a representative for Bucks County in the Provincial Assembly in 1762, it was a critical time in the history of Pennsylvania.  Many long brewing grievances were reaching their climaxes.  Arguments between rural, interior settlements and the more developed regions of the colony over Indian relations and representation in the Assembly; an eighty year contention between the Proprietors and the Assembly over governmental control; a struggle between Quakers and other religious and ethnic groups for control of the colony’s conscience, politics, and economy; and a conservative reformation movement within the Society of Friends had all reached points of crisis.

Third generation Pennsylvanian’s, as Samuel Foulke was, witnessed an even larger surge of immigration than their grandparents had.  The Quaker migration was almost ended by 1700, but between the 1730’s and the 1750’s, huge numbers of Germans and Scotch-Irishmen came to the colony.  Driven from their native lands by religious suppression and economic difficulties, they were drawn by the same promise of prosperity and freedom that brought previous generations to Pennsylvania.  However, most of the land near Philadelphia and in the original counties was already occupied.  The Germans settled in more remote areas to the north and west, while the Scotch-Irish settled even further inland in the Susquehanna River valley.  Three, almost segregated, bands of settlement, each with different cultural backgrounds, national heritages, religions, and economic status developed. 

Between 1726 and 1755, Pennsylvania’s population grew from about 40,000 to over 150,000.  By then, English and Welsh made up only about a third of the residents. They were settled mostly in Philadelphia City and near the Delaware River in the three original counties--Bucks, Chester (then including what is now Delaware Co.) and Philadelphia (now called Montgomery Co.).  Through diligence and with the advantage of being the first to arrive, they were entrenched as the wealthy and social elite. The 40,000 Scotch-Irish and 60,000 Germans were forced to settle on the ‘poorer’ frontiers, which were still wilderness and Indian country.  
As Philadelphia grew into the largest commercial port city in America, the gap between the rich and poor dramatically widened. While the new immigrant groups were dispersed and fragmented, the Quakers, who made up perhaps 15% of the population, maintained a cohesive and powerful religious and economic presence that permeated the culture and politics of the colony. (Mancini, p 2-3)

Frontiersmen felt helpless against the “establishment.”  In the Provincial Assembly Philadelphia, Bucks, and Chester Counties each had eight representatives, and Philadelphia City, two. Whereas, Lancaster County had four; York, two; Cumberland, two; and Berks and Northampton Counties had a single representative each.  Petitions were repeatedly filed by the interior counties for more equal representation, but they were always ignored. Quaker religious leaders were usually also the political leaders. Between 1710 and 1755, Quakers held no less than 67% of the Assembly seats, and some years up to 90%.  Consequently, resentment over perceived governmental inequities was transferred to the Society of Friends and to rich Quaker merchants. Other sects and social groups felt religiously and ethnically discriminated against. (Mancini, p. 3)
Having always had good and friendly relations with the Indians and a pacifist philosophy, the Quakers did not support funding for local militia and constructed no frontier forts.  Quaker population areas were insulated from the wilderness fringe by areas occupied by, primarily, Germans and Scotch-Irish. The newcomers, who were in closer contact with them, did not have the same attitude toward the Indians that Quakers did.  They considered them un-equal, troublesome savages.  Many injustices and brutalities were inflicted on the Indians by frontiersman.  In retaliation, there were many reciprocal atrocities inflicted on Pennsylvania’s ‘whites’ during the French and Indian War (1754-63), and the subsequent Pontiac’s Rebellion (1763-66).  

When the Provincial Assembly called for war against the French and their Indian allies in 1754, many Quaker representatives voluntarily resigned their positions.  Their consciences and religious conviction would not permit the Friends to vote for violence, but they realized the need for, and the inevitability of, the measures being taken and stepped aside.  When, in 1755, the Society of Friends entered into an agreement with the Indian tribes, independent of the provincial government, frontier groups in Lancaster, York and Cumberland Counties were enraged.  They believed that the “Friendly Association for Regaining and Preserving Peace with the Indians by Pacific Measures,” which reinforced the relationship William Penn had established with the native inhabitants, was a further indication that the main problem with Pennsylvania’s security, and the prime cause of their suffering at the hands of the Indians, was the Quakers. 









(Mancini, p. 5)
The animosity and grievances between Pennsylvania’s east and west, between the cosmopolitan and the rural, between the rich and the poor, between Quaker and non-Quaker reach its climax in December of 1763.  Samuel Foulke was serving at his second session of the Provincial Assembly in Philadelphia at the time and witnessed the government’s reaction to the events, recording much of it in his journal.  An insurgency that broke out in Cumberland and Lancaster Counties became the greatest threat to the stability, if not the survival, of the Pennsylvania government since Braddock’s Defeat.

While in Philadelphia attending the Provincial Assembly, Samuel Foulke wrote in his journal that, on Wednesday, December 14, 1763, “Lawless Banditti in ye County of Lancaster” attacked and killed innocent Indians who were living peaceably in the Conestoga Manor.* Though they were no longer actually on the wilderness frontier, Foulke was concerned that Upper Bucks County and his home townships, could become embroiled in the violence.  The “banditti” had a particular hatred for the Quakers.
* A partial list of the victims can be found in the appendix to this article.

Although there had been no Indian attacks in the area, men from Paxton (Paxtang), a town on the Susquehanna River, and men from neighboring Hanover and Donegal Townships, claimed that the Conestoga tribe provided aid and intelligence to hostiles during the French and Indian War and Pontiac’s Rebellion which had begun in June. About fifty “Paxton Boys” marched onto Penn’s Conestoga Manor* near present day Millersville.  They brutally murdered and scalped six Indians and burned their cabins.  Rumors claim that there was found in a sack in the ashes of one of dwellings, the 1701 treaty William Penn signed with the tribe which pledged that the colonists and Indians “shall forever hereafter be as one Head and one Heart and live in truth and Friendship and Amity as one People.” (Franklin, p. 1)
* Find an explaination of a Proprietor’s Manor in the appendix to this article

Benjamin Franklin later wrote of the episode: “These Indians were the remains of a tribe of the Six Nations, settled at Conestogoe, and thence called Conestogoe Indians.  On the first arrival of the English in Pennsylvania, messengers from this tribe came to welcome them, with presents of venison, corn and skins. The entire tribe entered into a treaty of friendship with the first Proprietor, William Penn, which was to last “as long as the sun should shine, or the waters run in the rivers.” (Franklin, p. 1)

The new Governor, John Penn, William Penn’s grandson, issued a Proclamation* for the arrest of the murderers, and placed the surviving fourteen Conestogas (the very last members of their tribe), in protective custody in the Lancaster Work House, under the jurisdiction of the local magistrates.  
* The Proclamation can be found in the appendix to this article.

Samuel Foulke wrote that a special session of the Assembly was called by the Governor on December 22nd, in response to the Paxton Boy’s activities. Governor Penn asked the Assembly to commission 1,000 men and officers to join with other provinces the coming summer to “subdue the Savages who Infest Our Frontiers.” Foulke particularly noted that “B. Franklin” argued for the measure.  The following day, “after a great Deal had been said with Great Ingenuity and judgment, more particularly by Benjamin Franklin,” the measure carried by a great majority.  Foulke does not tell us whether he, a Quaker and Clerk (pastor) of Richland Friends Meeting, voted “yea” or “nay” on the issue.
However, it was too late to appease the insurgents by finally voting for increased security on the frontier. Regardless of laws, proclamations, or bounties on their heads, the Paxton Boys rode to Lancaster with murder in their hearts. They arrived there on Tuesday, December 27, 1763, and perpetrated the one of the most horrific atrocities in Pennsylvania history.  William Henry of that city describes the aftermath:

I saw a number of people running down the street toward the gaol, which enticed 
me and other lads to follow them.  At about sixty or eighty yards from the gaol, 
we met from twenty-five to thirty men, well mounted on horses, and with rifles, 
tomahawks, and scalping knives, equipped for murder.  I ran into the prison yard, 
and there, O what a horrid sight presented itself to my view!  Near the back door 
of the prison, lay an old Indian and his squaw, particularly well known and 
esteemed by the people of the town on account of his placid and friendly conduct.  
His name was Will Sock; across him and his squaw lay two children, of about the 
age of three years, whose heads were split with the tomahawk and their scalps all 
taken off.  Towards the middle of the gaol yard, along the west side of the wall, 
lay a stout Indian, whom I particularly notice to have been shot in the breast, his 
legs were chopped with the tomahawk, his hands cut off, and finally a rifle ball 
discharged in his mouth; so that his head was blown to atoms, and the brains were 
splashed against, and yet hanging to the wall, for three or four feet around.  This 
man’s hands and feet had also been chopped off with a tomahawk.  In this manner 
lay the whole of them, men, women and children, spread about the prison yard: 
shot-scalped-hacked-and cut to pieces. (Engles, p. 358)
The magistrates and authorities, including provincial militia who were stationed near by, did nothing to stop the massacre or to capture the criminals. Governor Penn issued a second Proclamation* offering larger rewards for the apprehention of the murders.  He offered amnesty for associates, “with no blood on their hands,” who turned in their leaders.  The Provincal Assembly was outraged as well. Benjamin Franklin wrote:

The barbarous Men who comitted the atrocious Fact, in Defiance of Government, 
of all Laws human and divine, and to the eternal Disgrace of their Country and 
Colour, then mounted their Horses, huzza’d in Triumph, as if they had gained a 
Victory, and rode off—unmolested! But the Wickedness cannot be covered, the 
Guilt will lie on the whole Land, till Justice is done on the Murderers.  THE 
BLOOD OF THE INNOCENT WILL CRY TO HEAVEN FOR VENGEANCE! 









(Franklin, p. 2)
*The second Proclamation can be found in the appendix to this article.
In his journal, Samuel Foulke said that the Assembly was “apprehensive of ye pernicious Consequences which wou’d accrue to the Community from such daring acts of inhumanity and contempt of All Laws, Divine, Moral, Civil and Military as the bloody massacre at Lancaster, if the Miscreant perpetrators were not brou’t Condign punishment.”  The Assembly quickly passed a bill, “framed by Franklin, Joseph Fox and John Morton, to apprehend and bring to trial before judges in Philadelphia, all of the insurgents.”  The assembly was afraid the revolt would spread, or support of the populous would be lost, if nothing was done about the situation. 

“Pernicious consequences” did “accrue.”  The Paxton Boys found hundreds of followers among the frontier settlers.  They vowed to kill all Indians in Pennsylvania.  They recognized a tempting target and began plans for further violence.  A group of 140 Moravian Indian converts were being ‘kept’ at Bethlehem. Samuel Foulke writes: “So great was the prejudice which possessed ye Minds of a great many of ye Frontier inhabitants against S’d Indians and ye maintaining them at ye publick Expense, and the disaffection appearing to Spread like a Contagion into the Interior parts of ye province and even in ye City it self,” that the government decided to move the Indians to a safer location in Philadelphia.

The Moravian Indians were taken to Province Island in the Delaware River. It was joined to the mainland by a dam which provided easy defense.  It’s reported that, as they passed through The City, thousands followed them “with such a tumultuous clamor that they might truly be considered as sheep among wolves.”  But, when settled in on the island “humane people from Philadelphia, especially some of the people called Quakers, sent them provisions and fuel and tried in various ways to render the inconvenience of their situation less grievous.” 



 (nanations/paxton-boys)

In 1880, an anonymous Native American historian gave his description of how the insurgents responded to hearing that the governor had moved the Indians to The City and had them under military protection:

But the “Paxton Boys” were now like wild beasts that had tasted blood.  They 
threatened to attack the Quakers and all persons who sympathized or protected 
Indians. They openly mocked and derided the governor and his proclamations, 
and set off at once for Philadelphia, announcing their intentions of killing all the 
Moravian Indians who had been placed under protection of the military there.


Their march through the country was like that of a band of maniacs.  In a private 
letter written by David Rittenhouse at this time, he says, “About fifty of these `
scoundrels marched by my workshop. I have seen hundreds of Indians traveling 
the country, and can with truth affirm that the behavior of these fellows was ten 
times more savage and brutal than theirs. Frightening women by running the 
muzzles of guns through windows, hallooing and swearing; attacking men 
without the least provocation, dragging them by the hair to the ground, and 
pretending to scalp them; shooting dogs and fowls: these are some of their 
exploits.”




(nanations/paxton-boys)


The frontier areas were so inflamed that the government was nearly powerless. Governor Penn decided that it would be safest for the Indians under his care to leave the province. The Moravian Indians were secreted out of The City and marched across New Jersey to New York. New York, however, would not have them. Governor Cadwallader Colden angrily issued orders that no Pennsylvania Indians were to set foot in his provence.  Any one who transported them or offered sanctuary would face heavy fines. The Moravians turned around and returned to Philadelphia through winter weather under military guard. 
 







(Wikipedia/Paxton Boys)



Foulke wrote in his journal that on February 3, 1764, John Penn again called the Assembly into emergency session.  He informed them that his intelligence indicated the numbers of the “riotous insurgents” was increasing daily, forming into troops and moving on The City by various routes. “The Governor requested that ye House immediately provide for defence of ye City, and provide ye promised protection of ye Indians.”  Penn requested a reinstatement of the Riot Act* of King George I, because “these were now extraordinary occurrences,” Foulke said.
* A definition of an English Riot Act is provided in the appendix to this article
Acting more quickly than normal for Quakers or politicians, the Riot Act was passed by the Assembly and sent back to the governor that same day. Penn approved it and “returned it to ye House within hours,” said Foulke.  The Law was published the next day and proclaimed at the State House before 3,000 citizens.  Foulke said: “here an Association was form’d for ye Defense of ye Indians and ye City, in which Many Hund’s of ye inhabitants cheerfully Engaged and made ye necessary preparations for Opposing ye rioters.”
The anonymous Native American historian continued his narrative:


The Governor, thoroughly in earnest now, and determined to sustain his own 
honor and that of the province, had eight heavy pieces of cannon mounted and a 
rampart thrown up before the barracks. The citizens were called to arms, and so 
great was the excitement that it is said that even Quakers took guns and hurried to 
the barracks to defend the Indians: and the governor himself went at midnight to 
visit them, and reassured them by promises of protection. 
(nanations/paxton-boys)

But the Paxton Boys did not enter Philadelphia that day. They were warned by confederates in The City of the preparations that had beed made to defend the Indians. They instead camped at Germantown to consider their options. Other insurgents joined them swelling their ranks to more than several hundred men. Some of them did begin an advance the following evening, but soon halted short of the city’s limits. They were merely trying to alarm the citizenry. They were successful.


On the night of the [February] 5th…The whole city was roused, church-bells rung, 
bonfires lighted, cannon fired, the inhabitants waked from their sleep and ordered 
to the town-house, where arms were given to all. Four more cannon were 
mounted on the barracks (where the Indians were staying), and all that day was 
spent in hourly expectation of the rebels.


(nanations/paxton-boys)

On February 6th, Governor Penn sent several clergymen out to the insurgents to “acquaint them with ye preparations they should expect to encounter if they entered ye City,” Foulke wrote. Among the delegates were Gilbert Tennent (son of William), and Parson Brycelins. The Paxton Boys asserted that there were murders among the Indians being protected. Some of their leaders were taken through the crowded, ‘up in arms’ city to the barracks and given an opportunity to identify the alleged killers. The rebels admitted that they could not, with confidence, accuse any one Indian of any specific crime. They accused the Quakers of having taken away the six Indians in whom they were interested. (Kirk, p. 2)

Benjamin Franklin saw through their deceit and reprovingly wrote:


If an Indian injures me, does it follow that I may revenge that injury on all 
Indians?  It is well known that Indians are of different tribes, nations and 
languages, as well as the white people.  In Europe, if the French, who are white 
people, should injure the Dutch, are they to revenge it on the English, because 
they too are white people? The only crime of these poor wretches seems to have 
been, that they had a reddish brown skin, and black hair…If it be right to kill men 
for such reason, then, should any man, with freckled face and red hair, kill a wife 
or child of mine, it would be right for me to revenge it, by killing all the freckled 
red-haired men women and children, I could afterwards any where meet with.









(Franklin, p. 4)

The following day Governor Penn sent out several of his councilors and members of the Assembly. Among them were Franklin and Philadelphia Mayor Thomas Willing. The insurgents were warned to disperse immediately or the government would respond militarily to their assembly, which was unlawful under the newly passed Riot Act. The rebels had expected to meet no opposition from the population. They claimed they had been invited and encouraged by many people in The City to come and kill the Indians.  Finding that they were being guarded by “the King’s men,” (and a dozen cannon), they professed loyalty to His Majesty and said they would not fight the English guards. (Wikipedia/Paxton Boys)
Samuel Foulke sneered at this development, writing in his journal: “a very poor thin Guise this, to Cover the disloyal principles of ye faction, which Appears to be a presbiterian [Presbyterian] one-- that Society thro’ out the province being tainted with ye same bloody principles with respect to ye Indians and of disaffection to ye Government.” Realizing they could never successfully take the Indians, the “Shabby Gang,” as Foulke called them, agreed to talk and not attack.  Foulke could not believe their audacity when they “proposed to Extenuate ye Enormity of their Crime,” by writing to the Assembly a list of demands for which they wanted redress. But, the ‘rebel army’ began to disperse, leaving several leaders behind to “draw up and lay before ye Governm’t their pretended Grievances.”
The insurgents requested that some of their men be permitted to enter Philadelphia on lawful business, or to travel to their homes. The request was granted by Governor Penn.  The next day a larger than expected gang rode toward The City. As Foulke put it: they were “seen on ye road by some weak person, who (frighten’d out of his wits at so formidable an appearance), rode with ye utmost speed to town, told ye first company he met with that four hundred of the rebels were coming, all arm’d.”  The alarm was quickly spread.  Panic ensued.  The militia was again called to arms and, in about half an hour, over 1,000 armed citizens had been mustered ready to “give ye Rapparees a warm reception!” Fouke huzzahed.
There were actually only about thirty insurgents in the rebel group. The Governor sent Secretary, Joseph Shippen, Jr., with Col. John Armstrong, who had originally been assigned by Penn to capture the Indian murderers, to investigate the situation.  The gang was escorted by a back way into town, “to shun ye fury of ye disturbed populous,” Foulke said.  The incident provoked Penn to order the Assembly to form a formal, regulated militia troop to permanently stand at arms and avoid another chaotic, panicked mustering.  (Wikipedia/Paxton Boys)
Nothing had ever been seen like the turmoil created in Philadelphia by the presence of an insurgent rebel army camped at Germantown for weeks. John Hay, in his 1774 Paxton Papers said: “Wild rumors spread: there were five hundred, two thousand, three thousand Paxton Boys; they were coming from the east, from the north; they were near, they were far, etc. Business stopped, shops remained closed, couriers charged back and forth through the streets, the citizens gathered to gape and gossip….” (Hay, p. 94) 
In the following weeks, the Governor sent to the Assembly several ‘papers’* presented to him by the insurgent leaders. One was a manifesto directed to the government.  Foulke says it was “Couched in ye most audacious, daring, Insulting Language that can be imagined.”  The second ‘paper’ was a remonstrance directed specifically to the Governor and Assembly.  Though “Express’d with somewhat less Insolence and Scurrillity than ye former,”  Foulke said, it contained “most scandalous invectives and false accusations against ye Government in General and some leading persons in particular as well as our whole religious Society call’d Quakers.”
* Find a reproduction of the lengthy Paxton Declaration and Remonstrance at the 
following Internet site: http://www.archive.org/details/declarationremon00smit
The Assembly agreed to consider the demands simply to satisfy the rebels. Foulke shows disgust for some Philadelphians, saying that the arrogance and boldness of the insurgent leaders was “probably occasion’d by Conversation with some State Incendiaries in the city, who not willing to miss any Opportunity of fomenting intestine troubles, Endeavor’d to rekindle ye flames of rebellion against ye Governm’t.” As the weeks dragged on tensions eased but did not disappear.
In response to the insurgency, Governor Penn presented an amended Militia Bill to the Assembly several weeks after the situation had settled down.  His modifications enraged the Assemblymen, including Samuel Foulke.  It demanded a tax on all, including vacant, property.  Only the Governor’s deputies could appoint militia officers. A Court Martial, consisting of these appointed officers, would have the power and authority to inflict whatever punishment they pleased, even death, on “any Free Men of ye province who, by their conduct…shou’d be unfortunate enough to incur their displeasure,” Foulke complained.
A battle for control of the colony had been going on since its founding. From 1682 onward, the Assembly felt that they, as elected representatives, should have the final word on provincial laws. William Penn’s second trip to America in 1699 was, in part, to regain control of the Province from powerful merchants and politicians. At the time of the Paxton insurgency, the Assembly had been deadlocked with the Proprietor over taxation and public revenue since 1740. The debate rekindled in earnest in the months before the Paxton crisis dominated attention. Various conflicts between the Assembly and the Penn family had persisted for over eighty years. (Mancini, p. 5)
In a passionate journal entry, Samuel Foulke expressed frustration and a common sentiment that would lead to the American Revolutionary War in the next decade:

 
These most glaring discoveries of a Tyrannical disposition in the proprietaries to 

enslave the good people of this flourishing and Opulent Country kindled in their 
representatives a Just resentment of which breathed forth Genuine principles of 
Freedom, detesting and despising that Monster of arbitrary power swell’d to an 
enormous size 
by ye possession of immense wealth, and perpetually stimulated to 
acts of Oppression by the most Sordid avarice and an insatiable desire of 
increasing the Heap even at the Expense of ye lives and fortunes of those whom, 
by ye Laws of God and Nature, they (ye prop’rs [proprietors]) are bound to 
cherish and protect, instead of which they go on with unrelenting Cruelty preying 
upon the vitals of that 
excellent and salutary constitution of Government 
establish’d by their Father, Our first worthy Proprietor. These sentiments the 
house, with becoming Freedom and boldness, expressed in their Messages to ye 

Governor on ye Occasion hoping thereby to inculcate in his breast and his prime 
minister, B. Chew, a sense of Shame, if not of Honor, but it seems they are proof 
against everything of ye kind. 
The Paxton Boys rebellion did not soon fade from citizens’ minds. Opinions on the incident were expressed in almost every medium: in songs, plays, essays, mock epitaphs, parodied speeches and prayers, caricatures, and satirical drawings. A ‘pamphlet war’ continued for months. A vicious back and forth dialogue exposed the great division that had arisen in Pennsylvania. The frontiersmen’s side exposed feelings of inequality and under representation, their distrust of the merchant class and social elite, and the Quakers, in general.  The ‘other side’ exposed the sense of superiority the ‘easterners’ felt. They believed the frontiersmen were crude, ignorant and a threat to social order. The dialogue deteriorated into a religious slandering campaign. Some blamed the Quakers. Some blamed the Presbyterians. The divisions exposed were not just between the east and the west. There was also a great division among Philadelphians on all of the topics. (Mancini, p. 6-8)
Writings on the Paxton affair comprised 20% of all Pennsylvania’s printings in 1764, a year in which the province experienced a 40% increase in publishing. It was the most publicly contested issue in Pennsylvania up to that time. For the first time, Philadelphia surpassed Boston in producing printed material. People were now awake and listening. Great changes were coming to the province. Many who had remained disinterest in, or silent about the ‘old order’ were ready to speak. (Kirk, p. 3)
 



                        

On July 26, 1764, as Pontiac’s War raged on across the American frontier, another atrocity occurred.  Perhaps in retaliation for the Paxton Boy’s massacre, four Lenni-Lenape Indians, who had always been friendly to Pennsylvanians, captured a school house in what is now Franklin County, PA. Teacher Enoch Brown was shot and scalped. Then, the warriors tomahawked and scalped the twelve children. Only two survived. In response to these killings the Provincial Assembly, of which Samuel Foulke was still a member, reintroduced scalp bounties. Foulke does not mention this legislative action in his journal. We can only assume he voted against it. The government would pay money for the scalp of any Indian above the age of ten, including women. Governor Penn approved the bounty. (Wikipedia/Enoch Brown)
The Moravian Indians who were targeted by the Paxton Boys continued to be housed, almost as prisoners, in the barracks on Province Island through the spring and summer. The prolonged confinement took a toll on their mental state and their health. Smallpox broke out that summer and fifty-six of them died. Finally, in December, Pontiac’s Rebellion was defeated in Pennsylvania and peace was declared.

It was still unsafe for the Moravian Indians to return to their homes in the Lehigh Valley.  The frontier settlers there were no less hostile against Indians, Christian or not, simply because the wars were over. It was decided that they should move to the “Indian country” on the upper Susquehanna River. They bid farewell to their Bethlehem congregation and expressed their gratitude to Governor Penn, who had protected them for sixteen months. They praised God and Jesus for their salvation and prayed for His blessings before setting off on another difficult journey. (nanations/paxton-boys)

Perhaps Benjamin Franklin’s assessment of the events remains the appropriate epitaph. 

O ye unhappy Perpetrators of this horrid Wickedness! Reflect a Moment on the 
Mischief ye have done, the Disgrace ye have brought on your Country, on your 
Religion, and your Bible, on your Families and Children! Think on the 
Destruction of your captivated Country-folks (now among the wild Indians) 
which probably may follow, in Resentment of your Barbarity! Think on the Wrath 
of the United Five Nations, hitherto our Friends, but now provoked by your 
murdering one of their Tribes, in Danger of becoming our bitter Enemies. -- 
Think of the mild and good Government you have so audaciously insulted; the 
Laws of your King, your Country, and your GOD, that you have broken; the 
infamous Death that hangs over your Heads: -- For JUSTICE, though slow, will 
come at last. -- All good People every where detest your Actions. -- You have 
imbrued your Hands in innocent Blood; how will you make them clean? -- The 
dying Shrieks and Groans of the Murdered, will often sound in your Ears: Their 
Spectres will sometimes attend you, and affright even your innocent Children! -- 
Fly where you will, your Consciences will go with you: -- Talking in your Sleep 
shall betray you, in the Delirium of a Fever you yourselves shall make your own 
Wickedness known. 

From his journals, we can insinuate some of Samuel Foulke’s attitudes and feelings about the historic events he was witnessing.  However, he does not indicate how he voted on any of the issues that came before the Assembly while he was in attendance representing Upper Bucks County. During the 1750’s and 60’s there was a radically conservative movement under way in the Society of Friends. There were efforts, led by John Churchman, John Woolman, Samuel Forhergill, Anthony Benezet and others, to rein in the more liberal, cosmopolitan and capitalistic elements in the Society. Over the next several decades this movement would decimate membership in Quaker Meetings across the continent.  Disownments sky rocketed.  Quakers became more and more isolated and rapidly faded from significance in American and Pennsylvanian culture.
Samuel Foulke was the best remembered member of Richland Friends Meeting and citizen of Upper Bucks County in the 18th Century.  He was well educated, wealthy, respected and ‘known to everyone’. There were few events or activities in the “Quakertown” community in which he was not involved.  He also played a role on the larger stage, representing this region in both the Provincial Assembly and in the Pennsylvania State House of Representatives toward the end of his life.  

Appendix and References to: 
Samuel Foulke and the “Paxton Boys” Insurgency
I. Some Conestoga Victims
Benjamin Franklin introduced us to some of the Conestoga Indians who were murdered by the Paxton Boys:
Of these, Shehaes was a very old Man, having assisted at the second Treaty held with them, by Mr. PENN, in 1701, and ever since continued a faithful and affectionate Friend to the English; he is said to have been an exceeding good Man, considering his Education, being naturally of a most kind benevolent Temper. 

Peggy was Shehaes's Daughter; she worked for her aged Father, continuing to live with him, though married, and attended him with filial Duty and Tenderness. 

John was another good old Man; his Son Harry helped to support him. 

George and Will Soc were two Brothers, both young Men. 

John Smith, a valuable young Man, of the Cayuga Nation, who became acquainted with Peggy, Shehaes's Daughter, some few Years since, married her, and settled in that Family. They had one Child, about three Years old. 

Betty, a harmless old Woman; and her Son Peter, a likely young Lad. 

Sally, whose Indian Name was Wyanjoy, a Woman much esteemed by all that knew her, for her prudent and good Behaviour in some very trying Situations of Life. She was a truly good and an amiable Woman, had no Children of her own, but a distant Relation dying, she had taken a Child of that Relation's, to bring up as her own, and performed towards it all the Duties of an affectionate Parent. 

The Reader will observe, that many of their Names are English. It is common with the Indians that have an Affection for the English, to give themselves, and their Children, the Names of such English Persons as they particularly esteem. (Franklin, p. 1)
II. Proprietor’s Manors:

In the British Empire, all land belonged to the monarch. It could be divided and sold as he/she chose by issuing charters. There were four types of charters: royal, joint stock, covenant and proprietary. King Charles II used the proprietary charters to reward friends and to alleviated personal concern so he could focus his attention on Britain  The charters made the proprietors, in effect, rulers (within British laws), of the chartered lands. In America, King Charles II gave New Netherland to his younger brother The Duke of York, who named it New York. He also gave an area to William Penn and personally named it Pennsylvania.
Proprietors could divide and sell the land. When areas of Pennsylvania were being opened for development William Penn and his heirs had specific regions deeded to themselves or friends. Usually they claimed between 10,000 and 16,000 acres. Over 421,000 acres were eventually designated as manors.  Land in the Manors was sold to friends or to pay debts by the family. Manors were sometimes given to the Indians as a free, safe place to live.  Conestoga and The Forks Manor near Easton are two examples. Manors, such as Richland, were often already occupied prior to their designation. Occupants were required to pay ‘rent.’ After William Penn’s death, property in Richland Manor (which extended from Main St. in Quakertown west to the county line) was sold to individuals.
III. The First Paxton Proclamation by Governor John Penn:
"WHEREAS I have received Information, That on Wednesday, the Fourteenth Day of this Month, a Number of People, armed, and mounted on Horseback, unlawfully assembled together, and went to the Indian Town in the Conestogoe Manor, in Lancaster County, and without the least Reason or Provocation, in cool Blood, barbarously killed six of the Indians settled there, and burnt and destroyed all their Houses and Effects: And whereas so cruel and inhuman an Act, committed in the Heart of this Province on the said Indians, who have lived peaceably and inoffensively among us, during all our late Troubles, and for many Years before, and were justly considered as under the Protection of this Government and its Laws, calls loudly for the vigorous Exertion of the civil Authority, to detect the Offenders, and bring them to condign Punishment; I have therefore, by and with the Advice and Consent of the Council, thought fit to issue this Proclamation, and do hereby strictly charge and enjoin all Judges, Justices, Sheriffs, Constables, Officers Civil and Military, and all other His Majesty's liege Subjects within this Province, to make diligent Search and Enquiry after the Authors and Perpetrators of the said Crime, their Abettors and Accomplices, and to use all possible Means to apprehend and secure them in some of the publick Goals of this Province,that they may be brought to their Trials, and be proceeded against according to Law. 

"And whereas a Number of other Indians, who lately lived on or near the Frontiers of this Province, being willing and desirous to preserve and continue the ancient Friendship which heretofore subsisted between them and the good People of this Province, have, at their own earnest Request, been removed from their Habitations, and brought into the County of Philadelphia, and seated, for the present, for their better Security, on the Province-Island, and in other Places in the Neighbourhood of the City of Philadelphia, where Provision is made for them at the public Expence; I do therefore hereby strictly forbid all Persons whatsoever, to molest or injure any of the said Indians, as they will answer the contrary at their Peril. 

GIVEN under my Hand,and the Great Seal of the said Province, at Philadelphia, the Twenty-second Day of December, Anno Domini One Thousand Seven Hundred and Sixty-three, and in the Fourth Year of His Majesty's Reign. JOHN PENN." 

By His Honour's Command,
JOSEPH SHIPPEN, jun. Secretary. 
GOD Save the KING.
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IV. The Second Paxton Proclamation by Governor John Penn:

"WHEREAS on the Twenty-second Day of December last, I issued a Proclamation for the apprehending and bringing to Justice, a Number of Persons, who, in Violation of the Public Faith, and in Defiance of all Law, had inhumanly killed six of the Indians, who had lived in Conestogoe Manor, for the Course of many Years, peaceably and inoffensively, under the Protection of this Government, on Lands assigned to them for their Habitation; notwithstanding which, I have received Information, that on the Twenty-seventh of the same Month, a large Party of armed Men again assembled and met together in a riotous and tumultuous Manner, in the County of Lancaster, and proceeded to the Town of Lancaster, where they violently broke open the Work-house, and butchered and put to Death fourteen of the said Conestogoe Indians, Men, Women and Children, who had been taken under the immediate Care and Protection of the Magistrates of the said County, and lodged for their better Security in the said Work-house, till they should be more effectually provided for by Order of the Government. And whereas common Justice loudly demands, and the Laws of the Land (upon the Preservation of which not only the Liberty and Security of every Individual, but the Being of the Government itself depend) require that the above Offenders should be brought to condign Punishment; I have therefore, by and with the Advice of the Council, published this Proclamation, and do hereby strictly charge and command all Judges, Justices, Sheriffs, Constables, Officers Civil and Military, and all other His Majesty's faithful and liege Subjects within this Province, to make diligent Search and Enquiry after the Authors and Perpetrators of the said last mentioned Offence, their Abettors and Accomplices, and that they use all possible Means to apprehend and secure them in some of the public Goals of this Province, to be dealt with according to Law. 

"And I do hereby further promise and engage, that any Person or Persons, who shall apprehend and secure, or cause to be apprehended and secured, any Three of the Ringleaders of the said Party, and prosecute them to Conviction, shall have and receive for each, the public Reward of Two Hundred Pounds; and any Accomplice, not concerned in the immediate shedding the Blood of the said Indians, who shall make Discovery of any or either of the said Ringleaders, and apprehend and prosecute them to Conviction, shall, over and above the said Reward, have all the Weight and Influence of the Government, for obtaining His Majesty's Pardon for his Offence. 

GIVEN under my Hand, and the Great Seal of the said Province, at Philadelphia, the Second Day of January, in the Fourth Year of His Majesty's Reign, and in the Year of our Lord One Thousand Seven Hundred and Sixty-four. JOHN PENN." 

By His Honour's Command, 
JOSEPH SHIPPEN, jun. Secretary. 
GOD Save the KING. 
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V. The English Riot Act 
The Riot Act (1714), was an Act by the Parliament of Great Britain that authorized local authorities to declare any group of twelve or more people to be unlawfully assembled and require them to disperse or face criminal action.  Its long title being, “An act for preventing tumults and riotous assemblies, and for the more speedy and effectual punishment of the rioters.” It came into force on August 1, 1715, and remained on the books until 1973.
The Riot Act was required to be read aloud to the group in question, and had to follow the exact wording spelled out in the Act:
Our Sovereign Lord the King chargeth and commandeth all persons, being assembled, immediately to disperse themselves, and peaceably to depart to their habitations, or to their lawful business, upon the pains contained in the act made in the first year of King George, for preventing tumults and riotous assemblies. God Save the King! 

If a group of people failed to disperse within one hour of the Riot Act being read, the authorities could use force to disperse them. Anyone assisting the authorities was specifically exempt from  any legal action if any of the crowd was injured or killed. The act also made it a felony punishable by death “without benefit of clergy” for “any persons unlawfully, riotously and tumultuously assembled together" if they caused serious damage to “places of religious worship, houses, barns, and stables.” However, prosecutions were restricted to within one year after the event.    (Wikipedia/Riot Act)
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