Summary under the Criteria and Evidence for
Proposed Finding against Federal Acknowledgment
of the

The Mchegan Tribe of Indians of the State of Connecticut

Prepared in response to a petition submitted to
the Secretary of the Interior for Federal
acknowledgment that this group exists as an
Indian tribe.
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INTRODUCTION

This report his been prepared 1in response to the petition received -y the
Assistant Secratary - Indian Affairs from The Monegan Tribe of Indians of the
State of Connacticut seekKing Federal acknowledgment as an Indian tribe under
Part 83 of Titl2 25 of the Code of Federal Reguiat:ions (2% CFR 83).

Part 83 establishes procedures by which unrecognized Indian groups may seek
Federal acknowledgment of an existing government-to-government relationship
with the United States. To be entitled to such a political relationship with
the United States, the petitioner must submit documentary evidence that the
group meets tie seven criteria set forth in Section 83.7 of 25 CFR. Failure
to meet any on2 of the seven criteria will result in a determination that the
group does not 2xist as an Indian tribe within the meaning of Federal law.

Publication of the Assistant Secretary's proposed finding in the Federal
Register 1initiites a 120-day response period during which factual and/or
legal arguments and evidence to rebut the evidence relied upon are received
from the peti:ioner and any other interested party. Such evidence should be
submitted in «writing to the Office of t*he Assistant Secretary - Indian
Affairs, 18 & C Streets, N.W., Mail Stop 4627-MIB, Washington, D.C. 20240,
Attention: Bran:ch of Acknowledgment and Research. :

a=

fcer consideration of all written arguments and esvidence receiveé during the
120-day respoase period, the Assistant Secretary will make a £final
determination r-egarding the petitioner's statug, a summary of which will be
published in :he TFederal Register within 60 days of the expiration of the
120-day response period. This determination will become effective 60 days
from its date of publication unless the Secretary of the Interior requests
the Assistant S:zcretary to raconsider. '

If at the expiration of the 120-day response period this proposed finding 1is
confirmed, the Assistant Secretary will analyze and forward to the petitioner
other options, 'if any, under which the petitioner might make application for
services or other benefits.

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 2 of 194



SUMMARY UNDER THE CRITERIA 83.7(a-g)

’ Evidence subm:.tted by The Mohegan Tribe of 1Indians of the State of
Connecticut (hereinafter, the petitioner) and obtained through other
interested parties and 1independent reszarch Dby the Acknowledgment staff

dzrzonstrates that the petitioner does not meet all seven criteria required

or Federai acknowiedgment. Specifically, the petitioner does not meet
criteria 2% IFVRO83.7(b} and ({c). In accordance with the regulations set
fortnh zn 23 CYVR 83, failure to meet any one of the seven criterla requires a
dcternination  that the group does not exist as an Indian tribe within the

zeaning of Federal law.

This s a proposed finding based on available evidence, and, as such, does
not preclude the submission of other evidence to the contrary during the
120-cday comment period which follows pubiication of this finding. Such new
evidence may result in a change in the conclusions .reached in the proposed
finding. The final Zetermination, which will be published separately after
the receipt of comments, will be based on both the new evidence submitted in
response to the provosed finding and the original evidence used 1in
foraulating the proposed finding.

In the summary of evidence which follows, each criterion has been reproduced

in boldface type as it appears in the regulations. Summary statements of the
evidence relied upon follow the respective criteria.

83.7(a) A statement of facts establishing that the petitioner
. has been identified from historical times until the
present on a substantially continuous basis, as
"lmerican Indian," or “aboriginal." A petitioner
shall not fail to satisfy any criteria herein merely
because of fluctuations of tribal activity during
. various years. ’

Documentary sources have clearly and consistently :identified a body of
Mohegan Indians lLiving 1in the general vicinity of the petitioner's base
village arsa encompassing Montville township and the city of Norwich) from
1624, when Dutsh traders first expiored the region, to the present. The
identification of a Mohegan tribal <cntity was established in the colonial
records of the English Colony of Connecticut {(1638-1776) and in the judicial
records of Eng¢land (1705-1773), including those of the King's Privy Council.
The State of Connecticut has also identified a Mohegan group consistently
from 1776 to the present. However, these identifications were less frequent
for the perioé between 1872, the year in which the Mohegans were granted
State citizenstip, and 1973, when the General Assembly created an Indian
Affairs Council with Mohegan as a member.

“chegan has similarly Dbeen identified as an Indian group in certain records
of the United States  Government beginning in 2822, when the Rev.
-Jedidiah Morse reported its status to the Secretary of VWar. President
Andrew Jackson mentioned the Mohegan in his annual message of 1829, Congress
appropriated "Civilization" funds for the benefit of the "Mohegan Indians"
from 183Z until perhaps as late as 1868, and a report of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs referred to the Mohegan in 1853.
: 1
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A Mohegan group was identified in administrative studies conducted for the

Bureau of ~ndian Affairs by Gladys Tantaquidgeon in 1934 and by
Theodore Taylor in 1972. Records of the U.S. District Court relating to the

group’'s pending land suit against the State of Connecticut have also
identified. a Mchegan entity.

A Mohegan Incian group has likewise been identified in travelers' accounts,
including Kencdall (1809); 1local and regional histories, including Holmes
(1904), Barber (1838), Hooker (1840), DeForest (1851), Fitch (1906), and
Peale (1930); and 1in Dbiographies, including Love (1899) and Voight (1965).
Identifications 1in the ethnological literature have included Prince and Speck

©{1903), Mooney (1907), Speck (1909 and 1928), Rouse (1947), Gilbert (1948),
Swanton (1952), Schusky (1957), and Simmons (1986). There have also been
numerous identifications 1in wmagazines and newspapers fronm 18%9 to the
present, particularly in the Norwich Bulletin and the New London Dav.

The petitioner has been identified as being an American Indian group from
historical times wuntil the present on a substantially continuous basis and,
therefore, meets criterion 25 CFR 83.7(a).

83.7(b) Evidence that a substantial portion of the
petitioning group inhabits a specific area or lives
in a community viewed as American Indian and distinct
from other populations in the area and that its
members are descendants of an Indian tribe which
hiistorically inhabited a specific area. .

The petitioner 1is based on 1land which was traditionally and aboriginally

" Mohegan. The property on which the Mohegan Church is located, and some
nearby plots held by individual members in the village of Mohegan, including
the site of the Tantagquidgeon Indian Museum, have been in the possession of
Mohegang througliout history.

The Mohegan suffered a drastic population decline during the early period of
European contact, perhaps as much as 93 percent by 1650, The resident tribal
population was further reduced from approximately 1,000 in 1650 to
approximately 135 in 1782. From 1809 to 1902, Mochegan population remained

relatively stakle, at Dbetween 50-69 resident members. In 1902 it was
reported that half of the Mohegan no longer resided within the traditional
community. Since that time the percentage of non-resident members has

increased steadily.

" Throughout history, members of the petitioning group have been identified
consistently as Mohegan people by others. They have also been viewed as
distinct from Pequot and other Indian groups in Connecticut, although at the

present they do not appear to be distinct socially from the non-Indian
population.

Until the ecarly 1940's, the Mohegan maintained a cohesive, albeit continually

declining, Indian community on an ever-dwindling land base, as its resident

population was gradually surrounded and interspersed by non-Indian

settlers. The 20,000-acre tract of aboriginal 1land sequestered by

Connecticut officials for the use of the Mohegan in 1671 was reduced to just
' 2
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2,600 acres Dby 1790 when the first land division was made. At this time
Mohegan members were assigned lands, and while they were not held in fee
simpie, some Mohegans considered them to be individually owned. Some tribal
lands remained. The tribal 1lands were divided in 1861 and the recipients
were given t:.tle in 1872. The church, the parsonage, and the cemetery lands
were not sold and remained as tribal lands. The Mohegan as a group and some
of its indiv:dual members continue to hold title to small parcels of their
historic land bhase.

After the division of the tribal lands in 1861, some of the ancestors of the
present -major fohegan families (Fieldings, Bakers, Storeys) sold their lands
and moved to Norwich and New London. The Mohegans who left, principally the
Fieldings and the Storeys, maintained family ties with their relatives in

- Mohegan. Many of these Mohegans and their descendants returned annually to
participate 1in the annual Wigwam, which served as both a fund-raising fair to
benefit the Church-and a Moh:zgan homecoming.

The Mohegan Church was built in 1831 on land centrally located in the village
of Mohegan and donated by two Mohegans. The church has never had a large
Mohegan membership and the membership has always been composed of both
Mohegan and non-Hohegan. Nonetheless, until the early 1940's, the church was
supported by tle Xohegans.

By 1860, the Mchzgan Church became a center of community activities. The
Wigwam festivel was held on the church grounds almost every year between 1860
and 1727. This possiblie survival of a Mohegan Green Corn Dance was organized
anéd sponsored by the "Ladies™ of the Mohegan Sewing Society, an auxiliary of

- the Mohegan <Church. The annual Wigwam festivals and homecomings in the

‘ Mohegan <commurity began to decline in the late 1920's. References have been
found <for oniy ‘three such community events between 1927 and 1941, when the
last successfvl festival took place. These were in 1935, 1936, and 1938. -
The 1938 evert was the last, apparently, to be sponsored by the Mohegan
Sewing Society, and ro further reference to this organization could be £found
after 1941.

A 1947 Wigwam was sponsored by the National American 1Indian Defense
Association {XNAIDA) under the leadership of Mohegan member John E. Hamilton.
This wigwam w=as the last Mohegan cooperative endeavor involving all of the
group leaders ané representatives of the three primary Mohegan families.
Even allowing for the disruptive effects of World War II on the Mohegan,
littie documentary evidence has been found regarding group activities since
this event.

Five years after the 1941 Wigwam. the Mochegan Church, which had served as a
community center for the Mohegan for over a century, was closed and fell into
disrepair. In 1956, a church restoration committee was formed, headed by
Courtland E. Fowler, the current chief and chairman of the Tribal Council.
While  Iocal  Mohegans were 1involved in the restoration and eventual
rededication c¢f the church, no evidence has been found that the membership as
a whole was 1involved. Also 1in 1956, an unsuccessful attempt was made to
revive the Wigwam festival.

Descendants of Mohegan Indians, Inc. For the first time since 1941, this new
organization brought together members of the three principal families who
3

. In 1967, John Hamilton and other Mohegans organized the Council of the
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previously had been active in Mohegan issues. They lived nct only in Mohegan

but also in Norwich and WNew London. Some of the group's meetings were -
attended by as many as 50 members.  Their principal concerns were the Mohegan

land c¢laims «and the Fort Shantok cemetery. However, the sale of the ‘
tribally-owned parsonage  was discussed at some of their mectinags.
Dissatisfactiorn with Hamilton's leadership led to the dissolution of the
Council of the Descendants in 1970. There is no =vidence of the continuation

of group mesetings following the dissolution. In 16980, a trikal constitution

wzs adopted and & new councll was organized.

Of the 1,332 YMohegan on the current membership list, at least 289 live in
southeastern Connecticut and 45 percent of thess live irn the New
_ondon-lorvwic area. There are 93 members who live in or near the village of
Mohegan, their traditional hcomelands. Another 104 l1live in Norwich, about
four miles ncrth of Mohegan. Eleven percent of the membership do not meat
the group's membership requirements. These non-Mohegans began to appear in
the Mohegan record in the 1970's and, for the most part, live in the
Hartford-East HRartford area or in Groton, Connecticut.

The lack of Mohegan tribal activities during the period between 1941 and 1967
and 1970 and 1979 1is corroborated by the statements of 23 group members
deposed Dby the Connecticut attorney general between 1980 and 1983. These
depositions were taxen from members representing the major families as well
as five who were non-Mohegan. Fivez of the deponents lived in Mohegan. The

rest lived =lsewhere 1in Connecticut®. These deposit.ons were taken in
conjunction with a land suit filed against the State on behalf of the Mohegan
in 1977. Evan though most of the deponents were more than 50 years of age,

than those described above during these periods. Most stated that they had
not attended more than one or two such activities prior to 1879. Some of the
deponents of Mohegan ancestry, although listed as menbers of the petitioning
group, indicated that they had had minimal or no social contact with the
petitioning group.

they did not specify or rzcall any tribal social or cultural events other .

Some of ‘the deponents who lived in or near Mohegan and who were of Mohegan
ancestry gave gvidence that there has been some 1level of informal
cohesivzness w.thin the group, particularly among the Fielding descendants.
Yet, even the statements of those members who had been most active in recent
group . events peinta2d to the paucity of Mohegan activities and social contacts
during the yzars between the 1941 Wigwam festival and the organization of the
Mohegar Tribal Council in 1980. The group members who do not appear to be of
Mohegan ancestry indicated that they had interacted socially and politically
with members .n the base villiage area, although only one of those deponents
claimed any contact prior to the early 1970's.

Although the Mohegans currently have a council, its principal concerns appear
to be the lard claims and Federal acknowledgment. On occasion, the council
discusses tae Mohegan burial g¢rounds. There is no svidence of extensive
interaction bDbetween the council and its members, and it is not known if or
how decisicons by this Dbody are communicated to the amembership. It is not
known 1f or tow issues raised by the membership come before the council.
There are no business meetings of the membership as a whole. .
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The Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum i1n Mohegan was built iz 1931 on private
property near the Mohegan Church. Although this museum of Mohegan and other
Indian artifacls has become an important symbcl of the Mohegans' pride in
their heritage; it bas never been a tribal iastitution in the sznse of being
run by the group. Neither has it served, except perhaps on rare occasions,
as a political neeting pl:c: or social gathering point for thc Meohegan.
ot encugh evidence has been found regarding group activities following the
tessation of the Wigwaz festlvals in 1941 to conclude that *he petitioning
group has maintained a distinct coheslve community within which significant
social interactilon exists since that time. The available documsntation shows
that since 1341, the Mohegan have had <few, if any., community events or
politicair meetings of a tribal nature. Ko <vidence was submitted or found
regariing other internai events which =xight have served to bring a
substantial uumber of group mermbers together, such as funerals, or sirthdays,
weddings. anniversaries, or other celebrations. There was no evidence of
La interaction between <ither the rimary Mohegan families or between
e fam:lies and the non-Xohegan families in the membership. The only
ccial activity which brings different families together is an annual
homecoming which was not started until the late 1970's. In sum, the
docunentary history of the pet:itioner since 1941 1is not indicative of a
cohesive  tribal comrunity Ve conciude therefore, that the petitioner does
not meet criterion 25 CFR 33.7(%).

83.7(c) A statement of facts which establishes that the
petitioner has maintained tribal political influence
or other authority over its members as an autonomous
entity throughout history until the present.

ARboriginal Mohegan leadership wzs provided by a chief sachem who made
decisions in consultation with a council consisting of influential tribal
cembers of similar social rarnk. The sachem and council form of govérnment
was contineed until 1769, when the Mchegan abandoned the leadership
position of sachex.

John Mason, deputy governor of Connecticut colony, assumed *he position of
"wrocurator” or guardian of Mohegan interests in the 1650's. This role
was continucd by other Mason family members for well over the next
century. most often without official zclonial sanction and, in fact, in
opposition to Connecticut in a notorious 1and claim litigated by the
¥asons on behalf of the Mohegan between 1705 and 1772.

The General Assembly appointed a special committee to serve as guardians
of Mohegan tribal lands beginning in 1719. The Colony worked overtly
thereafter to ranipulate thé internal political structure of the Mohegan
by backing those sachems and candidates for the sachemship who disavowed
the Masons and endorsed the Colony's positions. This, plus internal
dissension over who was the rightful sachem, led eventually to a severe
tribal schism which divided rival Mohegan factions into separate villages
throughout most of the 18th century. It also led to a growing
dissatisfaction wit the sachemship, *to the extent that by 1736 the
colonial-backed chief sachem no longer had majority support and could not
function effectively in his role. Following the death of sachen
Ben Uncas III in 1769, the Mohegan declined to name a successor.
5
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Connecticu: <:xntinued to maintain a guardian system over the Mohegan .
Tndians until 1875 (the law phasing 1%t out was passed in 1872). That ths

Mohegan continued to govern their affairs through some form of council in

the vyears beftween 1769 and 1903 is evidenced by several documents either

s.bnitted to or generatzd by the Connecticut Genera. Assembly or the New

wondon County Court. Tribal petitions indicate generally *that at various

times the courcil may have consisted of all resident adult male members or

the "chicf =en among the Mohegan," although some petitions are signed by

both men and women who appear to be aligned with a certaipn tribal faction.

AN obsarver wrote 1in 180% tha® the Mohegan "have now no Indian pract:ice
«xcept that «cf discussing their affairs in council." A special committee

of the Connecticut legislature reported in 1817 that the Mohegan continued
to abide by the "rules and principles of the Ancients and Elders of the

Tribz" in regard to defining ribal rembership and distributing tribal
Ye50Urces. Ther< 1s also evidence that the tribal group maintained some

I 0

ontrol over the land redistribution of 1861 and provided the impetus for
legisiation terminating the guardian system and granting Stats citizenship
t the Mohega: in 1872. 1In 1903, the group was described for the first
time as Deing governed by a "chisf" and an advisory council. Although
there are a lew 19%h century references to a primary leader and certain
individuals wers consistently the first signers of tribal petitions, this
was the first identification of a formal group leader since the

g~ - <

. -
S LN -
Sisszlutien 2f

ne sachemsiip in 1746,

Group representatives d:id 2ot petition the General Assembly between 1872
and 1899, There is little explicit evidence of polltical activity during .
this period. However, the continued ex:stence of 2 ¥ohegan community and
thc continuancs of the aanuval Wigwam festivais during this period
indicates that some level of group organizaticon and decision making
persisted. The Yohegan Sewing Society remained active, and group members

officers in the Mohegan Church. . There is limited evidence of some
continuity of 1leadership as well. Henry Matthews, who had been described
is "thz best man . . . in the tribe" when he spoke for the Mohegan at a
iegislative hearing in 1859, was also identified in 1903 by ethnologist
FranX Speck as the “chief” of the Mohegan. Speck's identification of a
triba. council a*so suggests the historical continuity of this form of
po.ltical organization among the Mohegan.

The Mohegan continued to hold a wigwam festival and homecoming on an
annua. basis through 1927, although only three such community events were
heid during the period from 1927 to 1941. Between 1896 and the mid to
late 1930's, the group made intermittent efforts to maintain some kind of
tribal political organization under various leaders and various
organizational ranmes. However, there 1is no evidence of any effort to
maintain a functioning tribal governing body and 1little evidence of
individual political leadership between <the early 1940's and 1967. &
similar documentary gap exists for the period between 1970 and 1979.

Lemuel M. Filelding was identified as a group leader between 1896 and

1902. He was head of the Mohegan Indian Association formed in 1920. In

1896, Emma F. Baker, president of the Mohegan Sewing Society, was elected

president of the Mohegan Indian League, an organization formed apparently

to pursue certain Mohegan 1land claims. Speck observed in 1903 that the
6
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tribal g¢group was governed by a chief and an advisory council of three
which held meetings, sometimes at the Mohegan Church, dealing with both

internal and external matters. In 1909 he also wrote that the council was
. elected by the membership for a set term.

The Mohegan Indian Association formed in 1925 was led by various Fielding
farily members who played a very active and visibie rols in publ:ic
ceremonies throughout the 1920's. The Mohegans r=organized :gain sometime
orior to 1928, electing a new council and elevating EZverett Fielding to
the role of «chief. A 1933 petition, drafted zt a general meeting of the
Mohegan at Mohegan Church, was signed by four "officers of [the] Tribal
Council,” with Julian Harris as chairman.

John E. Hamilton, who had taken over responsibility for pursuing the
Mohegan 1land :laims in the 1930's, later claimed *that he was coafirmed as
“Grand Sachem” of the Mohegan at a general ftri%»al meeting in 21933. It has
been alleged »y Hamilton's supporters that he then became the leader of a
separate Mohegan group which met on a rzsgular Dbasis outside of the
Montville township area over the next 50 years. However, the existence of
such a group has not been vsrified prior to 1970.

In 1934, Gladys Tantaquidgeon, who has iong been the cultural custodian of
the group, 1identified Everett Fieldirng as chief of the Mohegan. She also
reported that tribal meetings were held at least once a year and more

often "if necessary." In 1935, the Tribal Social Club was formed in order
"to do things that need doing," including organizing another Wigwam
festival, adding improvements to the Mohegan Church, and continuing the
Mohegan claims. Burrill H. Fielding was elected president of this club..
. However, no other references to the Tribal Social Club have been found.

Although Burrill Fielding was also identified as a Mchegan leader in
documents from 1936, 1941, and 1947, and kept the honorary title of "Chief
¥atagha" until his death in 1952, the-available sources do not offer any
explicit examples of his political influence or other authority over group
menbers.

In 1941, 18 Mohegans, with John Hamilton as their representative,
petitioned the Connecticut General Assembly for monetary compensation for
land allegedly taken by the State. Hamilton also served as president of
the National 2merican Indian Defense Association (NAIDA), which sponsored
the 1941 VWigwam festival at Mohegan. Except for its avowed purpose of
pursuing Mohegan land claims, details regarding the origin, nature, and
membership of NAIDA and 1its relationship, if any, to subsequent tribal
organizations headed by Hamilton are not known. As NAIDA president and
"grand sachem cf the tribe,” he appeared before the Judiciary Committee of
the General Assembly in 1943 with three other Storey family descendants
who resided outside of the base village area (encompassing Montville
township and the city of Norwich). Bamilton <continued to seek .a
legislative remedy for the Mohegan land claims until 1951.

Secondary references published in 1965 and 1976 refer to Harold
Tantaquidgeon as being selected by the "Mohegan Tribal Council™ to be
. chief in 1952, following the death of Burrill Fielding. These are the
only sources between 1933 and 1980 that refer specifically to the
existence of a "Mohegan Tribal Council.” They are also the only sources

7
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that mention Tantaquidgeon's election. No documentation has been found to

show that Tantaquidgeon either presided over or was otherwise involved in -
a tribal meeting during the vyears in which he was the designated group

icader {1952-1470). Neither have any tribal council members been ‘
identified for these vears, or for the broader period between 1935 and

1980 (except the officers of the Council of the Descendants which
functioned betwveen 1967 and 1970). Although Harold Tantaquidgeon
serforrmed certain cer=mnonial and cultural functions, most often related to

the non-Indian community through the 4-H Clubs and Boy Scouts, there is

not =nough documentary evidence to measure if or to what extent he may

nav sxertzd political influence or authority over the Mohegan, or a

single exampie of a decis:ion he made which might have affected the entire

tribal group.

Whether or not there was an existing tribal governing body functioning in
the Dbase wvillage area 1in 1967, the Council of the Descendants of the
Mohegans Indians, Inc.. formed n that year under John Hamilton, attempted
to function =zs a tribal council for the Mohegan. The minutes of this
organization's meetings <reveal that it discussed and decided issues which
night otherwise have been dealt with by a group's governing body. Its
primary purpose was to pursue the Mohegan land <claims, and it was
chartered as a corpcration under Connecticut law because it was believed

that iucorporation was necessary in order to file litigation. However, it
also addressed such issues as the sale of tribal property and maintenance
oI T hribal burial ground at Fort Shantok. Its members met regularly at
the Min=gzn Ihnrch and included some individuals who had .previously had
lzadershlp roles both within and outside of the base village area.
According >t 1ts members, the organization was, nonetheless, viewed by -
Mohegans as  being "1 separate entity” from the Mohegan tribal group,
"bezzuss 1% was i <corporation” to which "not all. of the Mohegans
selonged.” :

Jot enough g xnown  about the Council of the Descendants to measure its
ievel of influence over or support from the Mohegan tribal group.
Zvidently. 1% did not generate enough interest to be continued for more
than a three yezr period (1967-1970). ts primary issue, the Mohegan land
claims, likewise failed to stimulate further tribal activity untiil 1977

-
!

when litigation was actuaily filed.

Jissatisi.zd with Hamilton's leadership and upset by his claim of being
the "Grand Sachexz"™ of all the Mohegan. his opponents replaced hixz as
president of the Council of the Descendants in 1970. They also initiated
a referendum among the heads of families on the question of whether or not
Courtland Fowler should be named as primary leader of the Mohegan. Since
there were no negative responses, "all"” heads of families were notified to
attend a meeting to confirm the nomination. Fowler was endorsed
unanimousiy at this meeting, after Hamilton's supporters walked out.

In reaction to Fuwler's confirmation, Hamilton filed papers with the State

to dissolve the Council of the Descendants as a corporation. This action

was taken witiiocut the knowledge of some of its officers. Yet, no effort

was macde by others t¢ continue the organization after this was
discovered. The attemp® to maintain a broad-based council at Mohegan thus ‘
came to an end after just 34 months of operation.

8
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Vithin three months of the dissolution, Hamilton formed a new organization
called the <Confederation of the Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation ané
Affiliated Algonquin Tribes, over which he again asserted his position as
. Grand Sachem of all the Mohegan. This new body, which met outside of the
Montville township om a regular basis until at least 1981, consisted of
+hose Mohegans who supported Hamilton and who, for the most par*, 214 ot
recognize the _eadership of Courtland Fowler. This new body included some
who had been involved in the Council of the Descendants and some who may
have also been affiliated with other Mohegan organizations wunder
Harmilton's 1leadership going back to the 1%30's or 1940's. Representatives
fror all three of the primary Mohegan families (Fielding, Baker, and

Storey) were claimed ¢ be among the Confederation's ‘“councilors."
Eowever, the organization's membership also included some non-Mohegans and
some non-Indians. Although *the petitioner claimed Hamilton and his

supporters of Mohegan descent as members, it has denied any affiliation
with the Confederation.

Acting on Dbehalf of all the Mohegan, but without tribal-wide consultation
or consent, Heémilton filed certain land claims in the U.S. District Court
in 1977 and petitioned the Department of the Interior for Federal
acknowledgment of the Mohegan as a tribe in 1978. Although these actions
were denounced initially by some of the Mohegans not aligned with
Hamilton, particularly those resident in the base village area, they were
subsequently erdorseé¢ by the new governing body in Mohegan which was
establ:shed under Courtland Fowler in 1980.

The Mohegans in the base village area who had confirmed Fowler as the
primary Mohegar 1leader were inactive between 1970 and 1979. The Council
of the Descencdants dissolved shortly after Fowler's election in 1970, and
there 1is "no evicdence that he presided over or was a part of any other
tribal governirg body prior to 1980. He stated that his leadership was
minimal prior to the drafting of a tribal constitution in 1979. He also
stated in. 198C that as tribal spokesman he "didn't have to speak at
anything” before then, and that there were no affairs for a Mohegan leader
to run. There 1s reference to only one possible meeting involving Fowler
between 1970 and 1979, and his only documented political act during this
period was *tc appoint an individual as the group's representative to the
Connecticut Indian Affairs Council. .
The petitioning group approved a constitution and elected a tribal council
under 1its provisions in 1980. Under the chairmanship of Courtland Fowler,
this governing body has assumed a more active role in directing Mohegan
affairs. However, there 1is evidence from the depositions taken between
1980 and 1983 by the attorney general's office that the membership of the
new - tribal organization, as determined by its governing body, has included
.the names of a few individuals, such as John Hamilton and others, who did
not recognize the authority of Fowler and the Tribal Council. It also has
included the names of several other persons of Mohegan descent who have
- had minimal or no social or political <contact with the new tribal
organization, and/or who have not previously maintained tribal relationms
wit the Mohegan. Three of the persons who have been elected to the
Tribal Council and two of its appointed representatives to the Connecticut
‘ Indian Affairs Council do not appear to have any Mohegan ancestry and
therefore do not meet the group’'s membership requirements.

S
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While the petitioner now has a formalized political structure, the

availablie =«vilence is not sufficient to determine the extent of the Tribal -
Council's political influence or other authority over the M¥ohegan
rembership. - For example, there 1is no evidence to indicate that the ’
membership considers the limited political issues (e.g., their land claim

and TFederal acknowledgment) focused on by the Tribal Council to be
iaportant. The extent to which the elected leadership has been involved

in the preparation and production ¢f such community activities as the

annual  Lemesorings is  alsc unknown. There is little or no evidence that

group =members who are not actively involved 1in the recent revival of

Mohegan activities have ever gmaintained a tribal relationship with the
petitioning organization.

The available documentation indicates that for most of the period siace
1941 the peti:tioning ¢group has not had demonstrable political leadership
or other politlcair process. Ve conclude, therefore, that the petitioner
has no* maintained tribal political influence or other authority over its
members  throughout history and, therefore, does not meet the criterion
established in &5 CFR 83.7(c).

83.7(4) R copy of the group's present governing document, or
in the absence of a wvwritten document, a statement
describing in £full the membership criteria and the
procedures through which the group currently governs
its affairs and its members.

The petitioner’s coanstitution was formulated in 1979 and approved by ballot
vote in  Januarv  1980. The constituetion defined the organization and the
powers of the ohegan Tribal Council, renmoval from office, the process of
clecticn.  txc process of initiative and referendurn, and the process of
amending -the constitution. Although the petitioner submitted a copy of
bylaws, the bylaws have not been adopted and are not in effect.

The constitution included a membership provision defining the criteria for
Tembershiz. The wmembership provision stated that any person who descends
from an ancestor who appears on a "Mohegan tribal roll as of or prior to
1861" is eligible for membership, and that every child born to a member of
the grouw shai. b2 zntitled to membership at birth.

The =membership «riteria were amended by vote taken in November 1985. Aas
anrended, the menbership criteria statzé that the membership consisted of
hose living persons who appeared on the membership lists submitted on
prii 15, 1985, to the Department of the Interior as part of the documentead
petition for Federal acknowledgment. The amended criteria also stated that
mexbership would be granted to any other person who could establish descent
from an ancestor on a "Mohegan tribal roll as of or pricr to 1861" provided
tiiat the ancestors back to such lists have maintained continuous tribal

ot

relations. Membership would also be granted to every descendant of any

nexber  provided  that the ancestors have maintained c¢ontinuous tribal

re.ations. Neither the amended criteria, nor the petition, define what is

meant by tribal relations in the context of the membership criteria. .
10
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The petitioner has provided a copy of its present governing document and the
aviteria it uses for determining membership. We conclude that the petitioner
o

meets criterion 83.7(d).

83.7(e) A list of all known current members of the group and
a copy of each available former list of members based
on the tribe's own defined criteria. The nembership
must consist of individuals who have established,
us.ng evidence acceptable to the Secretary,
descendancy from a tribe which existed historically
or from historical tribes which combined and
furctioned as a single autonomous entity.

The ‘total oumber of nembers being considered for acknowledgment purposes is
1.032. This total 1s the number of members Iiving as of November 3, 1987,
*he date when the petiticn was placed on active consideration. The members
appear on one cf four lists submitted@ by the petiticner as part of its
petition for Federal acknowledgment. Two of the four lists were submitted as
part of the documented petition. The other two lists were submitted during

the active consideration period in response to requests made by the Branch of
Acknowledgment and Research.

The pe+itioner sabmitted copies of three lists prepared in {(about) 1979, 1981
and 19%2. According to the petition, these lists, as well as a list prepared
about 1977 which was not submitted, were used to compile the membership lists
submit+zd for acknowledgment Dpurposes. A copy of a list prepared in 1983,
which was not relerred to by the petitioner, was submitted by the Connecticut
attorney general 1in response to the petition. The petitioner also submitted

. coples of four lists idzsntifying Mohegans living in 1934. GCther than the

1932 lists, no comprehensive lists of Mohegans prepared between 1861 and 1977
are known to exist. :

Both the ~<constitution's riginal and revised mnenbership criteria require
descent from an ancestor who appears on a list of Mohegans as of or prior to
1861. Copies of lists of Mohegan Indians prepared in about 1766, 1782, 1790,

1799 and 1861 were submitted. Aliso referred to as earlier lists are the
reports made to the county court by the court-appecinted Overseers of the
Mohegan Indiarns. Copies of four of these reports, called Overseer's

Accounts, dated 1337, 1838, 1839 and 1849, were submitted. Other lists of
Vohegans ‘“nown ftc  exist, but not submitted by the petitioner, include three
lists made in 1774 and a list made in 1827. The 1861 list, prepared for the
division of tribal lands, 1is the primary list used by the petitioner in
determining descent. .

£ the 1,032 membars considered for acknowledgment purposes, 381 menbers (85%
f the membership! can demonstrate that their ancestors appear on the 1861 or
eariier 1lists of Mohegans. Evidence of this descent 1s based on the
appiications made by Mohegan Indians in 1901 to share in the monetary
judgment award 1in the New York Indians" Court of Claims suit, and a
manuscript genealogy of the Mohegan Indians prepared in 1861 by a Mohegan.
Other Federal, State, and local records, such as Federal population census
schedules, 19th c¢entury petitions to the State and County made by Mohegans,

o O

I probate records, arnd vital records, corroborate this descent.

11
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Descent from the historical tribe could not be documented for 151 members

(15% of the membership). The descent claimed by 118 members can be disproved -
by the evidence available to the Branch of Acknewledgment and Research. For

the remaining 33 members, there was insufficient information to determine
whether they descend from the historical tribe.

The original membership provision did not make any reference :o raquiring
tribal relations. This requirement was inciuded in the 1985 amended
membership provision of +the constitution. The petitioner dces npot define
what 1s mean: by continuous tribal relat:ons. and there i1s no evidence *that
the petitioner actually determines that a member meets this criterion.

The petitione: has submitted lists that show all known current members of the
group, as well as available former Iists of members. Approxirataly 8%
percent of the membership can demonstrate that they meet the group's
menbership requirement which 1s descent from an individual on a lis%t of
Mohegan Indians prepared in or before 1861. Documentary evidence acceptabie
to the Secretary «xists westabiishing theilr ancestry Dback to such lists.
Therefore, we conclude that the petitiocner meets criterion 83.7(e).

83.7(f) "he membership of the petitioning group is composed
principally of persons who are not members of any
other North American Indian tribe.

There 1is 1no ev.dence that any of the petitioner's nembers are enrolled in a

federally recoagnized <tribe. We, therefore, conclude that the petitioner
meets criterion 83.7(f). .

83.7(g) The petitioner is not, nor are 1its members, the
subject of congressional legislation which has
expressly terminated or forbidden the Federal
relationship.

No congressiora. lzgislation 1is known to exist which has terminated or
forbiddsn a Federal relationship with the petitioner or its members. We,
therefore, conclude that the petitioner meets criterion 83.7(g).

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 14 of 194



ANTHROPOLOGICAL REPORT
ON
. THE MOHEGAN TRIBE OF INDIANS OF TEE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

SUMMARY

Since the -earliest contacts with Western Europeans, the Mohegan Indians
have 1lived 1in southeastern Nev England. Currently, their membership is
clustered in various towns 1in southeastern Connecticut, including a
village known as Mohegan just four miles south of Norwich, Connecticut.
This village is part of their traditional homeland. Some lands in this

village are s5till owned by the Mohegan and other lands have descended to
current Mohegaa members.

In early historic times, 1614-1700, the Mohegan were similar to other
southern New iIngland groups. They lived in villages which were surrounded
by stockades. Fort Shantok, in Mohegan, was a palisaded village with an
associated cenmetery vwhich the Mohegan still use. The Mohegan relied on
fishing, hunting and gardening for their food. The village was the basic
sociopolitical unit and it was governed by a village chief or sachem and
his councilors. The sachem was the spokesman for the tribe. Uncas, a
prominent Mohegan sachem, was a friend of the English colonists and joined
with them in their battles with other Indian groups. During Uncas' life,
John Mason, deputy governor, was considered the guardian and friend of the
Mohegan. Uncas, 1in various land transactions, deeded large portions of
Mohegan 1lands to Mason. - Some of these early land transactions created
. legal problems for the Mohegan, Mason and the Colony.

In 1640, Uncas allegedly deeded the tribe's lands to John Mason. This and
later land transactions became the subject of extended litigation which
lasted about 70 years. The final decision was not rendered until 1773.
In 1671, Mascn reconveyed a 20,000-acre tract to Uncas with the intent
that the landé. would be inalienable. This tract became known as the
"Sequestered lands". Owaneco, Uncas' son, deeded his right to these lands
to the Mohegan and these lands are the traditional Mohegan homeland.

In the early 1700's, the Colony passed laws which made contracting with
Indians invalid. Guardians or overseers were appointed for the Indians to
manage the sale and leasing of tribal lands. Any funds earned were to be
turned over to the sachem for disbursement.

In 1715, at the death of their sachem Oweneco, Uncas' son and successor, a
controversy arose within the Mohegans regarding who was the proper
successor. This was the beginning of a controversy which. lasted until the
death of Ben Uncas III in 1769. Because of the internal disagreements,
colonial interference, and the pending Mohegan land claim suit, the
Mohegan decided not to elect another sachem. Many of the sachem's duties
were assumed hy the overseer, since there was no obvious leader. Although
there was no formal 1leader, judging from various petitions submitted by
the tribe, some men were recognized as spokesmen for the tribe.

® 1
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Until 1769, a sachemship was in existence. The sachem had an appointed
council which was approved by the tribe. After the Mohegan refusged to
elect a sachem in 1769, the council system of government became less
structured. Factional disputes make it difficult to determine the exact
nature of the Mohegan political system. A council existed, but it is not
known how representative it was nor how it was selected. The council
operated in 1790 when the 1land apportionment was made. This body
determined who were members and who was eligible to have lands assigned.

Not only was the Mohegan political system changing but other aspects of
their 1lives were too. The English colonists were acquiring former Mohegan
lands and the Mohegan's ability to roam while hunting and gathering was
becoming restiicted. The Mohegan were more confined and more dependent on
their land and local resources to make a living. Some Mohegan men joined
the Colonial military service, and in 1704 approximately 100 were in
service. During the Revolutionary War, 17 or 18 died in service.

There were eirly missionary attempts at Christianizing the Mohegan, but
never was a praying town established among them. Uncas, their sachem, was
opposed to Clristianity and the missionaries made few conversions until
.the Mohegan sachem, Ben Uncas II, converted in 1736. During the latter
part of the 1700's, Christianity became more widely accepted. Some
Mchegan were educated by Eleazar Wheelock, a Christian educator who
established "Moor's Charity School" near Lebanon, Connecticut. Wheelock's
most famous pupil was Samson Occom, a Mohegan. Occom became a missionary
to various Indian tribes and was a political leader among the Mohegan.
He and other Christian Indians founded Brotherton, a Christian Indian
community on Oneida tribal 1lands in New York. Occom encouraged various
southern New England groups to move there. Some Mohegan moved to
Brotherton and some who moved there later moved back to Mohegan. .

With ever diminishing resources, land and access to land became important
to the Mohegan. In 1790, the State made a partial division of the
Sequestered Lands. At this time, 2073 acres were apportioned. While
technically these were still tribal lands, some of the Mohegan felt that
the parcels should not revert to the tribe in case the individual to whom
they were ass:gned should die without issue. The overseer received rents
from these apportioned lands and he maintained separate accounting for the
individual and the tribe.

During the 1800's, the Mohegan had a church and school built for them. 1In
1827, Sarah Hurtington, a missionary/teacher from Norwich began work among
the Mohegan. Through her and her friends' efforts, funds were requested
from the Federal government to build a school for the Mohegans. They also
requested that the Congregational Church build. a church.  The Federal
government provided §500 for the construction of the school and provided
$400 a year for salaries and expenses of the teacher. The Congregational
Church assisted in building the Mohegan church which was situated in the
heart of Mohegan on land donated by two Mohegan.

The church is still in wuse today, although it has been remodeled and

restored several times. Although its membership has never been large nor

exclusively Indian, it became important in Mohegan tribal activities. It

served as a meeting house for the tribe. Also members of the church

started a Mohegan tradition known as the "wigwam". The wigwam is a church
2
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fair and Mohegan homecoming which appears in the records in 1842. It is
not known if the wigwam was ever given again between 1842 to 1860. It was
revived in 1860 by the Mohegan Sewing Society, a church auxiliary composed

. largely of Mohegan ladies. The church-sponsored wigwam was annual,
although there were some years it was not held. The last church related
one was in 1938.

The wigwam raised funds for the church and although many Mohegan were not
members of the church, they worked in its preparation and production. A
large brush arbor had to be built for the wigwanm. The arbor's
construction required time and skill on the part of the Mohegan men. The
women prepared food. They also manned the tables or booths for the sale
of various 1items, including Indian types of food and Mohegan handicrafts.
Funds from the fair were used to maintain the church. 1In the 1860's, some
tribal funds were used in painting and repairing the building.

At varying tines from 1790 to 1870, the Mohegan submitted petitions to the
State or the New London County Court. Some of the petitions were
concerned with the appointment of overseers, but most related to the sale
of individual or tribally-owned 1lands. 1In other petitions, the Mohegan
were requesting aid in preventing trespassers who were cutting Mohegan
wood without permission. One petitioner requested that -the overseer be
instructed to allocate land to him since he had none.

It is from these petitions that there is some indication of tribal
~ government. Some men are referred to as "the Ancients and Elders" or
"chief headman". While it is not known how these individuals became the
spokesmen for the Mohegan, they apparently represented the Mohegan in
their dealing with the government. It is not known if they had any other
role. i

In 1859, Martha Uncas died leaving a will dividing her real and personal
property. When the will was challenged in court, it was declared invalid
so far as it related to the real estate since she could not bequeath
tribal 1lands. This unsettled the claims of those Mohegan who had held the
lands under the conditions of the 1790 apportionment. The tribe
petitioned for a distribution of the common lands and in 1861, the General
Assembly passecd an act for that purpose.

A commission was appointed and the lands were surveyed and assigned to
Mohegans whom the group considered to be members. The present Mohegan use
the 1861 list of Mohegan vwhich was prepared for the land division in their
membership criteria. Lands not divided were the cemetery at Fort Shantok,
the church arnd parsonage lands, as well as a large parcel called "Fort
Hill Fara." Even with this division, the Mohegan still had an overseer
who had to aprrove the sale of their lands and who collected the rents for
the tribe from the Fort Hill Farm. The Mohegan petitioned to be free of
the guardianstip of the State and requested that they be able to hold
title to their lands. In 1872, the State passed an act giving the Mohegan
their request and citizenship. The act did specify that the church,
parsonage and Fort Shantok cemetery remain as tribally-owned lands.

‘ Following the division of the lands in 1861 and the receipt of title in
fee simple, some of the Mohegan families sold their lands and moved to
neighboring tcwns. Their descendants are on the acknowledgment roll.

3 : -
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Based on the number of descendants, there are three principal :
families-—-the Fieldings, the Storeys, and the Bakers who trace to the 1861

list of members prepared for the division of the common lands. The Baker .
descendants, -after the death of Emma Baker, became more or less socially

isoclated from the rest of the Mohegan descendants. The Fielding and

Storey descenfants maintained some social contact and some would return

annually to participate in the wigwam ceremonies.

Little is known about the Mohegan from 1872 to the late 1890's. In 1897
the Mohegan were claimants in the settlement in the New York Indians
claim's case for lands promised but not given in the Treaty of Buffalo

Creek. The Mohegan felt that they were entitled because some of their
menbers were .instrumental in the founding of Brotherton and some had moved
" there and joined with the Brotherton. While the Brotherton vwere

legitimate cliaimants, the Mohegan were not. Emma Baker, president of the
Mohegan Sewin¢ Society, was elected president of the tribal council and
was the tribial representative pursuing these claims with their attorney,
Francis Morriton. Most of the Mohegan claimants were denied since their
ancestors vere not members of Brotherton at the time of the treaty.

When Frank Sreck, an anthropologist, visited the Mohegan in the early
1900's, he stated that the Mohegan had a chief, Henry Matthews, and a
council of three men who were elected for set terms. The chief was
largely bhonorary. Speck did not provide any details on how these people
were elected to their positions. He did not provide names of any of the
council members nor discuss their duties. Today, the chief is still
considered to have an honorary role. .

At least from the 1890's, the Mohegan have had individuals that have been
designated as "chief" but the individual with this role did not initiate
any actions on behalf of the tribe. At various times, ad hoc leaders have
emerged to press for Mohegan issues. In 1897, Emma Baker was elected to
president of the Mohegan tribal council. According to Frank Speck, Henry
Matthews was <:he chief at this time. There is no evidence that Matthews
promoted action on any issue relevant to the Mohegan, but Emma Baker was
listed as tribal representative in the New VYork Indians lands claims
case. The honorary nature of the chief did not call for the person in
this role to take an active role in initiating political activities.

One of the most prominent ad hoc leaders was John E. Hamilton, a Storey
descendant. John Hamilton became involved in Mohegan land claim issues in
the 1930's when he was researching the group's history for his aunt who
had brought a land claims suit for the recovery of the "Royal Burial
Grounds” in Norwich, Connecticut. The suit died but Hamilton continued to
pursue the lapd claims issues and broadened them to include all those
lands that the Mohegan felt were unlawfully taken. In his endeavors, he
was supported by the Mohegan. In 1941, under Hamilton's sponsorship, the

Mohegan produced another wigwam which was successful with over 3000

people attending. This was the last large cooperative endeavor of the

Mohegan.

Hamilton 1left Connecticut sometime in the early 1950's and returned in the .
late 1960's. In 1967, he and other Mohegan descendants from the major

families formed an organization called the Council of the Descendants of
the Mohegan Iniians, Inc. While this organization was considered to be
4 . :
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separate from the tribe, the members discussed and voted on issues
relating to the group. For example, the members discussed the sale of the
tribally-owned parsonage. They were principally concerned with the
pursuit of the Mohegan land clainms

Hamilton's leadership was questioned by the Mohegan and his public actions
brought embarrassment to then. In 1970, the members decided that he no
longer should be president and Courtland Fowler, a Fielding, became their
leader. There 1is no evidence that Fowler initiated any action in behalf
of the Mohegan. He did appoint a representative to the Connecticut Indian
Affairs Council 1in 1973. The replacement of Hamilton with Fowler did not
deter Hamilton. He had the corporation dissolved without all of the
officers of record knowing and he created another organization. In 1977,
Hamilton had a land claims suit filed on behalf of the Mohegan which
clouded 1land titles and created land transaction problems in Mohegan. At
that time the Mohegan in Mohegan opposed the suit. In 1978, Hamilton had
filed a petition for Federal acknowledgment as an Indian tribe and aqa1n
some Mohegan in Mohegan and elsewhere opposed this action.

The Mohegan :in Mohegan organized and elected a tribal council and adopted
a constitution in 1980. Eventually they voted to join in the land claiams
suit filed by Hamilton and supported the petition for Federal
acknovledgment . :

The Mohegan have yet another kind of leadership which has been called the
sociocultural leader. Those individuals occupying this role are
recognized by the Mohegan and others as people who have extensive
knowledge of Mohegan cultural traditions. In one case when there were
some conflicting views between the chief and sociocultural leader
concerning the rights of a Mohegan member, the sociocultural leader
pointed out the traditional beliefs and that view prevailed.

The evidence ¢«f a council prior to the 1980 elections is scant. After the
mention of a tribal council by Frank Speck in the early 1900's, the term
does not appear again until the 1930's. Later a tribal council is
mentioned in reference to Harold Tantaquidgeon's election as chief in
1952, but these are from secondary references. The Mohegan today say that
the council tas all the power. In the 1980's, the term "elders” is used
in reference to a body of Mohegan who are concerned with the affairs of
the group. This may refer to a council.

Since the 1890's, after the Mohegan received citizenship, the Mohegan have
had an interrelated political system consisting of a chief, who acted as a
spokespan, a body which served as a "council”, ad hoc leaders, and a
sociocultural leader. Detailed information on each of these facets of the
political system and how they interacted is not available.

"~ An analysis of the membership rolls indicates that 11 percent of the 1032

members do not meet the membership requirements. These non-Mohegan first
appear 1in Mohegan records in 1973 when one of them was appointed to be the
Mohegan representative to the newly enacted Connecticut Indian Affairs
Council. "In the past, three non-Mohegans have been elected to the Mohegan
council and one currently holds a seat on the council.

5
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The act creating the Connecticut Indian Affairs Council (CIAC) gave it
broad powers over the 1Indians of Connecticut. The act, for example,
established the commission as a membership appeals board. One case has
come before the board regarding a person who applied for membership in the
Mohegan group and they were refused membership. This person appealed to
the CIAC bu: the group's decision was upheld. The Mohegan adamantly
declare that only the "tribe" can determine who is a member.

In the early 1980's, the Mohegan elected a nine member tribal council and
adopted a constitution. They formulated bylaws which were never submitted

to the membership for ratification. The council is elected for a set
number of years, but elections have not been held recently to replace
those who have resigned. The principal issues discussed by the council

are the land <claims, acknowledgment and the Mohegan cemeteries. The
cemeteries in Mohegan, 1include the Ashpo cemetery, a small family
cemetery, and the cemetery at Fort Shantok, now owned by the State. The
membership has voted to 3join the 1land claims suit and they are
participating in the acknowledgment process. :

While the State owns the Fort Shantok cemetery in Fort Shantok State Park
and controls access to the grounds, the Mohegan, through a cooperative
arrangement with the State, controls who can be buried in the cemetery.
Only Mohegan and their spouses are entitled to be buried there. The
Mohegan have a cemetery committee which is notified when someone plans to
bury a deceased member and the committee notifies the Park superintendent
that a funer:cl 1s to take place. Earlier formal arrangements did not
exist, but no ron—-Mohegan were ever buried there.

Communication within the group appears to be limited. There is no annual .
business meeting. They have a homecoming which started in 1977, but this
is largely a social occasion. No evidence was presented to show that
tribal Dbusiness was discussed, except perhaps informally, at these
gatherings. It was reported that communication of group-related issues
went to "heads of families" who were to relay the information to the rest
of the family. While there is evidence of communication within families
and relatively close kin groups, there was no indication that extensive
cross communhication or social interaction occurred between different
families. Also, it is not known if or how the membership communicates its
concerns to the council. The petitioner's documentation indicates that
the communication is one way---from the council to the membership.

In the heart of Mohegan and near the Mohegan Church is the Tantaquidgeon

Indian Museum built in the 1930°'s. This museum was built by and is
located on lands owned by the Tantaquidgeon family. It houses Mohegan and
other Indian artifacts. It is  open to the public and, in the 1950's,

museum education programs instructed young people in the history and arts
and crafts of the Mohegan. The museun has been family-operated since it
first opened it doors. '

6 @
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ANTHROPOLOGICAL REPORT ON THE MOHEGAN PETITION

Since earliest contacts with Western Europeans, the Mohegan Indians have
lived in southern New England. Today their membership is clustered in
various towns 1in southeastern Connecticut, including an area known as
Mohegan just four miles south of Norwich, Connecticut (Map 1). Mohegan is

the traditional Mchegan homeland. The Thames River formed the eastern
boundary of their lands and provided a route to the south and Long Island
Sound. According to Salwen, an anthropologist and specialist in

northeastern Indians, across the river to the east were the Pequot who
were related to the Mohegan but who were traditional enemies. Several
other 1Indian groups lived 1in southeastern Connecticut and southwestern
Rhode Island namely the Mohegan, Pequot, Narragansett, and Eastern and
Western Niantic. The Montauk and Shinnecock lived on Long Island (Salwen
1978, 161).

At contact times 1in the 1600's, the geographical diversity of the region
provided a variety of natural resources including those from the coastal,
riverine, and upland environments. A variety of foods were consumed. In
the wooded uplands, gardens were made in clearings for the growing of some
foods including corn, beans and squash. The uplands also provided some
wild foods. Protein requirements were provided largely by deer, but other

mammals were consumed. Water resources included a variety of fish and
shell fish (Salwen 1978, 162). The forests provided timber and other wood

and plant resources for the construction of shelters and the manufacture.

of various wutilitarian objects such as baskets, wooden mortars, spoons,
tc. Dug out canoes may have been used. :

The Indians lived 1in villages but in the summer, the group dispersed and
lived in or near their farmlands in small, bent-sapling dwellings, 14 to
16 feet in diameter. These were large enough to hold one or two families
(Salwen 1978, 164). @ For the winter, they would return to the village
where they lived in larger and longer structures housing 40 to 50 people.
The villages claimed use-rights to certain areas such as wild-plant
collecting areas, deer hunting territories, and <fishing statiomns. 1In
pre-contact times these villages were situated in wooded areas to afford
protection frcm winter storms but it appears that with Europeadn settlement
and increased hostilities that the villages were located and constructed
for defense. Palisaded villages may have become more common (Salwen 1978,
166).

The village was the basic sociopolitical unit of the southern New England
Indians (Salwen 1978, 166). The village was governed by a village chief
or sachem and decisions were arrived at in consultation with the "great
men" of ¢the village who were probably the sachem's council (Salwen 1978,
167). The villages were allied with others and Salwen citing Brasser
(1971, 65-70) suggests that precontact sociopolitical units were quite
small, consisting of a number of extended families living in a village.
The later and larger sociopolitical alliances, based on intermarriages of
menmbers of leading families from neighboring groups, developed in response

7
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to new needs that arose in the 1600's and 1700's with the fur trade and
European settlement (Salwen 1978, 168).

While the eurly documents do not make it clear, it appears that the
Indians in uouthern New England including the Mohegan were governed by a
village chief, or sachem, and a council (Salwen 1978, 167). The documents
mention leaders, e.g. chiefs/sachems, and to some early observers these
leaders were described as "monarchical" (Salwen 1978, 167). This was
perhaps an inappropriate interpretation of the role of these individuals.

The description of specific events clearly indicate that
saclems had very 1limited coercive power... Inportant
decisions were always arrived at in consultation with the
'great men' of the village who may have comprised a more
or less formal sachems' council (Salwen 1978, 167)

The sachem acted as the spokesperson for the council and the tribe.

The New England Indian sachems generally came from recognized "chiefly"
lineages. Marriages appear to have been arranged along class lines and
“"among leading families...they were some times polygynous" (Salwen 1978,
167). There was a tendency toward patrilocal residence among the chiefly
lineages. . For the ordinary village members who could easily change
village affiliation these residential rules were not rigid and may have
been more ambilocal (Salwen 1978, 167).

In Mohegan, in what is now Fort Shantock State Park, there once was a late
seventeenth-century palisaded Mchegan village. It was situated on a bluff
on the east side of the Thames River and it may have been home to Uncas, a
Mohegan sachem (Salwen 1979, 166). Evidence was ' found during two

different excavation seasons (Salwen 1984) showing that. the site was.

occupied at least two different times. The earliest occupation was from
ca. 1635/1640 to «ca. 1680/1685 and the latest was in the early
18th-century (Salwen 1984). Evidence uncovered at the site indicated that
during the earlier occupation, wampum manufacture was important and the
inhabitants were using some non-Indian trade goods including domesticated
animals (Salwen 1984). Adjacent to the village is a Mohegan cemetery
which is in use today solely for Mohegan Indians. '

MOHEGAN: CONTACT TO 1740's
Intergroup Hostilities

The interaction of the various Indian groups among themselves and with the
colony was not always friendly. The Pequot were known to the Dutch in
1614 as "enemies to the Wapanoos" (Salwen 1978, 172) who lived on the
Connecticut coast. In the 1630's the Pequot "held dominion...over part of
Long 1Island" (Salwen 1978, 172). The hostile feelings between the groups
was known to the English and they were able to capitalize on these in
creating alliances which supported British interests. A strong Pequot
nation was not in the interest of the British.

9
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One of the groups the British allied with was the Mohegan who had broken
from the Pequot. In 1631 or 1632, the Dutch, in a trade dispute, killed
the Pequot sachem, Woopigwooit. After Woopigwooit's death, his son
Sassacus becane sachem. Uncas who had married the daughter of Saccacus
before he became sachem, challenged Saccacus for the sachemship on the
death of Woopigwooit (H. Baker 1896, 5). Uncas lost this political
maneuver and was banned. He was joined by some other groups and
established his territory west of the Thames River (H. Baker 1896, 6).
Uncas was friendly to the English colonists and in 1637, combined forces
of English, Narragansett, and Mohegan attacked a Pequot village at Mystic
killing at 1least 300 men, women and children and soundly defeating the
Pequot (Salwen 1978, 173). Following this battle, the history of the
Mohegan 1is closely tied to the English colony and subsequently the state
of Connecticut.

Political Organization

During the early colonial period, the Mohegan political system apparently
was based on a sachem and council like that described by Salwen (1976) for
the southern New England tribes. The Mohegan sachem was Uncas who was
widely recognized as a prominent Indian leader and it is not known what
role a counci.. may have had, if any, under so powerful a leader. After
the death of Uncas in 1682-3 (DeForest 1851, 296) and during the tenure of
the succeeding sachems, men serving as councilors are mentioned.

The making ané implementation of decisions by the Mohegan was complicated
by the colonizl involvement in Indian affairs. During the time of Uncas,
John Mason, deputy governor, was considered as guardian of the Indians
both by themselves and the English authorities (DeForest 1851, 293). Land
transactions were negotiated by Mason and in 1671, he set aside a tract
which was known as the "Sequestered Lands" (DeForest 1851, 294) for the
Mohegan.

In the early 1700's, because of laws which made contracting with Indians

invalid, (DeForest 1851, 318) overseers were appointed for the Mohegan.
The overseers were empowered by the Colony to handle certain aspects of

Mohegan affairs. The overseers managed the leasing of tribal lands and
turned the procezds over to the sachem for use and distribution.

Events in the early 1700's indicated that the Colony of Connecticut was
involved in Mohegan internal political affairs. Following the death of
the Mohegan sachem Caesar Uncas in 1723, a dispute regarding the proper
successor which first arose in 1715 was renewed (Chart 1).

This dispute first arose at the death of Oweneco (1683-1715). When
Oweneco died, Lis two eldest sons, Josiah and Mahomet, had died earlier.
Before Mahomet's death, he had a son, whose name was also Mahomet. The
young Mahomet would have been the 1legitimate claimant to the position
(Chart 1). Because of his young age, the elder Mahomet's brother, and the
young Mahomet's wuncle, Caesar Uncas, assumed the sachemship (DeForest
1851, 314-95). At Caesar Uncas' death the controversy was renewed since
some of the Mohegan felt Caesar Uncas was not the proper successor and
that Mahomet had legitimate claim. Major Ben Uncas I became a competitor
10
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tco Mahomet's claim to the sachemship (DeForest 1851, 3
Assembly declared itself in favor of Ben Uncas. it
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Chart 1. DESCENT OF EARLY SACHEMS '
{after Talcott 1892)
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Sachen Attawanhood Sachen
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John Mason, the deputy governor, to prevent a quarrel betwveen the Mohegan
and the colony also supported Ben Uncas. Facing the opposition of the

. colonial government and the death threat by Ben Uncas, Mahomet withdrew
his c¢laim (DeForest 1851, 318). Major Ben Uncas I, Uncas's son by his
wife with leus status than his other wife, took the office in the Mohegan
fashion in 1723 (DeForest 1851, 321). He was ratified by the colonial
court. This produced a leadership favorable to the colony but left
internal dissension among the Mohegan.

This internal dissension continued for many years. John Mason, the
grandson of the deputy governor who had the same name, was overseer and
school teacher to the Mohegan in the 1720s. During this time, he was
attempting to recover 1lands and money his grandfather had lost in court
costs in an unfavorable decision by the colony. Mason, capitalizing on
his family name and the Mohegan factions (Love 1899, 122), was able to
recruit a majority of the tribe to his side (DeForest 1851, 322). This
further solidified intra-tribal dissension.

Ben Uncas II, who succeeded his father in 1726, being upset with John
Mason's position on lands and Mohegan internal affairs, asked the court to
remove Mason by appointing new overseers, which it did in 1726. At the
‘same time the court took the opportunity and reconfirmed Ben Uncas II as
sachem (DeForest 1851, 322). However, not all of the tribe agreed that
Ben Uncas II was the rightful sachem and at a dance they voted unanimously
in favor of Mahomet (DeForest 1851, 324). Unfortunately Mahomet died on a
trip with John Mason to England in 1736 during which a petition was being
presented to the Crown to have him declared sachem (DeForest 1851, 323).
After Mahomet's death, the Mason faction then supported John Uncas for
sachem. John Uncas was a cousin of Ben and son of Oweneco's next oldest
brother John (DeForest 1851, 324).

Eventually the two sides submitted memorials to the government complaining
of actions taken by the opposing side. In June 1737, England intervened
and appointed conmmissioners to investigate the land and other internal

problems with the Mohegan. The English government appointed
commissioners, some from other colonies, and a series of hearings were
held. The hearings became quite controversial, leading to vigorous

dissent within the - commission and eventually the walking out of some of
the commission:rs (DeForest 1851, 325-32). While Ben Uncas II, a leader
favorable to the colony, continued as the recognized Mohegan sachem after
these hearings, the issue of the legitimate leader continued among the
Mohegans.

During the sachem controversy, the Ben Uncas faction, in April 1736,
outlined the process of electing their sachems. They argued that they
followed certain rules and principles. In this document, they were
protesting John Mason's transporting Mahomet to the "“Court of Great
Brittaine" to have Mahomet named as sachem of the Mohegan. The Mohegan
council states that although their predecessors had elected their sachem
from certain families, they never felt obliged to elect the next male heir
of the deceased sachen. The Mohegan would choose the most worthy and
. promising branch of the family (Baneage et al. 1736). The sachem would be
voted on -and he majority ruled. Once a new sachem had been selected and
13
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the news spread, the neighboring tribes would send a present (Baneage et
al. 1736). These "rules and principles" were presented in a petition by
the Ben Uncas party. Had these rules been widely accepted by the Mohegan,
there would not have been a controversy.

Ben Uncas II did not always consult with his council on important issues
and this contributed to the dissension. In 1745, a complaint was filed
with the Connecticut General Assembly pointing out that Uncas had leased
Mohegan lands with the permission of the overseers but without consulting
the tribe (B. Uncas Jr., et al. 1745). 1In all 14 names appear on the
complaint and the first signature on this document was Benjamin Uncas, Jr.
who became sachem after his father's death. ‘'Signatures of council members
included Joshua and John Uncas.

Economic Conditions

The Mohegan, {rom the time of contact to the conversion of their sachem to
Christianity, changed from a group who could freely move about to obtain
food and supplies to one largely confined to a limited area and subject to
the laws of the Colony. Although they had lands, they were poor. Even
the sachems +ho were given the rents were poverty stricken. Oweneco who
died in 1715 at about 70 to 75 years of age supported, to some degree,
himself and his wife by wandering about the nearby settlements begging
food (DeForest 1851, 314). Ben Uncas I, who received rents from the
tribal 1lands, was poor. According to Deforest, one of the overseers was
ordered to provide Ben Uncas with "...suitable clothing to appear before
the commissioners" (DeForest 1851, 327). DeForest speculates from this
"...that the sachem was ordinarily somewhat ragged and dirty in his
equipments..." (DeForest 1851, 327). Some families had small gardens and
they could hunt and gather. 1In 1704 approximately 100 were in military
service of the Colony (DeForest 1851, 316). :

Missionary Activities and Conversion

Early  missionary activity among the Mohegan was ineffective until
ca. 1740. While other southern New England Indian groups felt the early
inroads of nissionary activity, the Mohegan through the "skillful
manipulations by their chief" were able to retain their traditional way of
life (Brasser 971, 79). Praying towns, communities of converted Indians,
were -established for various New England groups and by 1674 (Brasser 1971,
79) fourteen such towns existed. None of these were established among the
Mohegan. This early phase of missionary activity in New England which saw
approximately 4,000 converts by 1674 (Brasser 1971, 79) was brought to an
end by King Fhilip's War which started in June 1675 and lasted until the
fall of 1676 (Brasser 1971, 79; Conkey, et al. 1978, 185).

Several early missionaries 1labored among the Mohegan. In the later
1600''s and early 1700''s, there was James Fitch, Eliphalet Adams, David
Jewett, and Jcnathan Barber (McCallum 1932, 13). It was Barber who is
said to be the most effective because it was during his mission that Ben
Uncas II, sachem of the Mohegan, publicly accepted Christianity in 1736
(DeForest 1851, 345).

14
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Fitch lived in Norwich in 1660 but it was not until 1671 that he began
preaching * among: the Mohegan (DeForest 1851, 274). By 1674 about 30 men,

‘ women and children had been converted. This group was supported by a
missionary organization based in England and Fitch, who gave them 300
acres as long as they remained Christians (DeForest 1851, 275-6). King
Phillips War (1675-1676) '"cooled the religious interest which existed in
the 1little bani" (DeForest 1851, 277) but Uncas, the Mchegan sachem at the
time, may also have been instrumental in the damping of the group's
interest in Christianity. Fitch accused him, among other things, of being
a "liar" and a "great opposer of godliness among his own people" (DeForest
1851, 277).

Christianity may have been given a boost in the summer of 1676 when a
severe drought hit the area and Uncas went to Fitch to seek help since the
"powwows" or I[ndian medicine men (rain-makers) had been unsuccessful in
their ceremonies to produce rain. Fitch outlined a regimen of prayers and
fasting but required that Uncas publicly announce that if it should rain
afterwards tha: it was the result of prayers to the Christian God. The
next day the rains came and the river rose two feet (DeForest 1851, 278).

Jonathan Barberr began missionary activities among the Mohegan in 1733 but
found rum and cider so abundantly available that he probably convinced Ben
Uncas to petitcion the assembly for stronger legislation to reduce the
trade - and consumption of spirits among the Mohegan. Such legislation was
enacted (DeForest 1851, 345). Ben Uncas II publicly embraced Christianity

in early 1736 (DeForest 1851, 345-6) and for this he was given a hat and
. coat; his wife received a gown.

The rest of the Mohegan did not convert to Christianity overnight. After
Ben Uncas II, it became more acceptable to convert but, as will be seen,
even with Samson Occom and Joshua Johnson, both Mohegan Indians and
trained missionaries working in Mohegan, many Mohegan retained their
aboriginal beliefs and ways.

Mohegan Lands

The history of Mohegan involvement in the English land system is quite
complex but it. began in September 1640 when Uncas allegedly "deeded” the
tribe's 1lands to Major John Mason who was the deputy governor of
Connecticut (Bowen 1882). The authenticity of this transaction was later
challenged by some Mohegan (Smith 1950, 423). Uncas continued to deed
various portiors of Mohegan 1land and in June 1659, Uncas and his sons
Owaneco and Attawanhood deeded a nine square mile tract north of Shantok

and this subsequently became the town of Norwich (Barber 1836, 290-91;
~Crofut 1937, 717).

In 1659, Major John Mason, still the deputy governor of the Colony,
received all of the remaining Mohegan lands {Uncas & Wawugray 1659) and
the transactior stipulated that no future conveyvance could be made without
the consent of Mason. This transaction was confirmed by deeds in 1661 and
. 1665 (Commissiorers of Review 1769, Chrony, 2).
15
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In 1671, John Mason reconveyed a 20,000 acre tract between the settlements

at Norwich and New London to Uncas. This tract became known as the
"Sequestered Lands" and the intent was that they would be inalienable
(Commissioners of Review 1769). After Uncas's death, his son Oweneco, .
deeded his right to the sequestered lands to the Mohegan (Commissioners of

Review 1769, 23, Chrony, 5; Williams 1972, 25).

Due to various interpretations and claims based on various Mohegan land
transactions, the tribe was involved in extended 1litigation with the
Masons and the Colony. These disputes were heard before various
crown-appointed commissions in 1705, 1738, 1743 and final judgment was not
rendered until 1773, shortly before the Revolutionary War (Haughton 1801).

In 1719, during the land dispute, the Mohegan requested that overseers be
appointed to help them manage their lands and resources (CT Public Records
1718). Prior to this, the Mohegan relied upon guardians such as the Mason
family to help manage their lands. For example in 1706, John Mason was
the guardian of the Mohegan (DeForest 1851, 312) and in 1711, William
Pitkin and five others served as guardian/overseers (DeForest 1852, 313).

16
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CHRISTIANIZATION TO THE 1790 APPORTIONMENT

With the re.igious fervor of "The Great Awakening", a series of religious
revivals among Protestants in the American colonies ca.1725-1770, there
was renevwed i1nterest in the Indian missions. Dr. Eleazar Wheelock was one
of the teacler-missionaries of this period and he trained a number of
Mohegan individuals as well as members of other Indian groups. Wheelock
#as the prircipal mentor of Samson Occom, who was a well-known Mochegan
missionary.

Samson Occom and Eleazar Wheelock

Samson Occom (1723-1792) was exposed to school as a youngster after a
school house had been built by the Connecticut General Assembly at Mohegan
in 1727 (DeForest 1851, 344; Love 1899, 27). This seems to have awakened
an interest in religion and learning in Occom. Occom, who had heard of
Wheelock and his teaching, related that when he was twenty, he asked his
mother who was planning on taking a trip to Lebanon, Connecticut, where
WVheelock 1lived, to stop by and ask him if Samson could come for a short
period of tine to learn to read. Occom further relates that he went to
Wheelock's with the intent of staying two or three weeks, but it turned

_into four years {Love 1899, 36).

Samson Occom vwas so successful in his studies that he was licensed to

preach, and his success as an “educated Indian" increased Wheelock's.

reputation as an educator. This encouraged Wheelock to establish

"Moor's Charify School” for the training of both Indians and non-Indians
in Lebanon, about 11 miles northwest of Norwich, Connecticut. While it
was operating, eight Mohegan attended, among whom were Joseph Johnson and
Aaron Occom, Sanmson's son, in 1758; Isaiah Uncas in 1760; Amy Johnson in
1761; Sarah Vyog, Patience Johnson and Samuel Ashpo in 1762; and Hannah
Nonesuch in-176¢8 (McCallum 1932, 293-6).

In 1770, Wheelock, wutilizing missionary funds raised in England and
Scotland by Samson Occom and Nathaniel Whitaker (McCallum 1932, 18-9),
moved his school to Hanover, New Hampshire, to be closer to the Six
Nations. He had received a charter from the Crown in the prior year for
Dartmouth College and Wheelock became Dartmouth's first president McCallum
1932, 24). Moor's Charity School remained part of Dartmouth uatil the
Charity School was suspended in 1829 (McCallum 1932, 307). Moor's Charity
School was reopened in 1837 and about 1850 it was finally closed. During
its history one of its purposes was educating Indians.

Wheelock's goals were to educate and Christianize the Indians so they
could become npissionaries (McCallum 1932, 15), but he encountered cross
cultural problems. In 1761 he wrote describing some of the problems of
indoctrinating the Indians into white values and mores. He stated that
among other things, the Indians were accustomed to sit on the ground, the
only clothes they wanted is what they wore and these they did not take
care of, they did not like to be clean, they were not used to furnlture,
and they had no care for the future (McCallum 1932, 17).
17
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0f the Mohegan students, Samson Occom and Joseph Johnson were the ones who

were most successful in meeting Wheelock's goals. Samuel Ashpo was
relatively successful since he was licensed to be a missionary and preach .
but in 1767 he was suspended from his duties. The other Mohegan students

attended the school for relatively short periods and while there, some

were not on tteir best behavior (McCallum 1932, 232).

Brotherton Movement

Both Occom and Johnson were assigned missionary-teaching positions with
various New England and New York tribes. While traveling and preaching
they observed the condition of fellow Indians. They developed the idea of
creating a Christian 1Indian town. From March 1773 to October 1774, they
negotiated with the Oneida for lands which were finally deeded to the New
England Indians. Indian converts were recruited from different tribes to
move northwest to Oneida country and found the Brotherton settlement of
New England Christian Indians. Joseph Johnson, in 1775, indicated that 58
men from various tribes were ready to go and prepare the site for others.
Ten, who had indicated with some certainty that they were willing to go,
were from Mohegan (McCallum 1932, 189). Other tribes had expressed
interest and wanted to be involved but, they were so much in debt that
they said they could not participate at that particular season.

The Revolutionary War upset the plans for the migration and those who had
gone in 1775 vere driven out of the area (McCallum 1932, 155). After the
war, in 1783, they began to return to New York and were deeded land by the
Oneida. There was still pressure on the eastern Indians to move further
west and some of the migrants to Brotherton began to move in 1818 to White
River in Indiana and some in 1821 to Wisconsin (McCallum 1932, 155).

Evidently, many of the Christian Indians moved from Mohegan. According to
Love (1899, 205), only one Indian church member, Lucy Tantaquidgeon,
sister to ‘Samson Occom, was left (Love 1899, 205). However, since the
move to Brotherton was not en_ masse but g¢gradual, with some families
beginning the move in 1783, others in the 1790's, and some as late as
1827, Mohegan was not devoid of Christian Indians. The actual number of
Mohegan who .eft for Brotherton is not available, but at least 34 Mohegan
individuals are mentioned as 1living there in W. Deloss Love's "Family
History of the Brotherton Indians" (Love 1899, 335-67). 1In 1787, Samson
Occom reported that there were 30 families living in Mohegan with about
"half a dozen scattered elsewhere" (Dexter 1901, 263), so it does not
appear that u sizeable number 1left Mohegan for Brotherton (Table 1).
Those vwho moved to New York were not always permanent since some
individuals returned to Mohegan during the 1783-1827 period (Love 1899).

18
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Table 1. MOHEGAN POPULATION

. Date Number and Comments Source

1600 2,200 swanton 1952,30
1704 150 warriors 100 of these in service DeForest 1831,316
to the Colony
1705 750 Swanton 1952,30
1725 351 Love 1899,21
1738 30 in Mohegan, 19 males over 16 Love 1899,121
1743 100-120 men 400-500 individuals DeForest 1851,14¢
1763 80-100 warriors NeCallum 1932,39
1768 180 including children
1774 40 families ‘ DeForest 1851,47J
17-18 died in the Revolutionary War DeForest 1851,475
1782 134 2 in service (8 not listed died
in service) B.Baker 1896
1782 30 families {132 individuals) Love 1899
1787 30 families, half a dozen elsevhere Dexter 1901,263
1790 37 on list of Indian landholders Anopymous 1790
1797 _ 400 survivors, 69 on Mohegan lands Kendall 1809%,301
1799 84 living in Mohegan Bolnes 1804,4
1804 84 Speck 1909,185
1804 not more than 80 remaining Bolmes 1804,
1806 71 Griswold and Shipman -
1814
. 1807 69 on their lands Speck 1908.212
1814 52 Griswold and Shipman
, . 1814
1822-25 300 . Nooney 1907
1831 100 left Hooker 1840
1832 350 ‘ ' Speck 1909,185
1842 13 families, 60-70 individuals Uncas Nonument 1842
1845 125 (60 on reservation) DePorest 1851,488
1848 60 on reservation Speck 1928
1849 125 (25-30 full bloods) with DePorest 851,488
about 60 on reservation
1860 85 (60 on reservation, 25 elsewhere) Speck 1909,212
1861 102 Naynard 1861
1870 59 listed as being on the "reservation" Bureau of the Cemsus
ca. 10 others on the Montville schedule 1870
1880 ca. 68 in Montville Bureau of the Cemsus
1880
1902 about 100, including those scattered Speck 1909,312
1903 50 in Mohegan and they work as farm Prinsce and Speck 190]
and factory hands
1908 ca 100 Speck 1909,185
1910 22 Swagton 1952, 10
1920 122 claimed by Mohegan Association Gilbert 1948
31 at Mohegan, 73 in neighboring Speck 1909,112
towns, others scattered
1923 139 living, with 30 in Mohegan Norwich Bulletin 192)
. 19
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1931 . 150 and 50 attended church centennial New _
: London Day 1931
]1.334 33 resident, 47 non resident Sword 1939 :
19;; 267 _ . Hamilton 1980
1032, 93 resident in Mohegan Aek. List

20
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After the Sachems

produce virtual "anarchy and confusion”" among the Mohegan (DeForest 1851,
472). The most obvious was the lack of a formal leader recognized both by
the Colony and the Mohegan. Another was the issue of land, not only the
land claim case against the Colony, but also who was entitled to Mohegan

. With the death of sachem Ben Uncas III in 1769, two issues merged to

land.

The disagreemant over succession began immediately after Ben Uncas III's
death. Samson Occom and his followers left Ben Uncas's funeral before it
was concluded. This created some immediate problems since there was

difficulty in getting the body properly buried (Hillhouse 1769). The
issue of valid succession created with the first Ben Uncas had not been
resolved, although the tribe had indicated that they approved of Ben Uncas
III in 1750 (B.Uncas III 1750). Some strongly felt that Ben Uncas III was -
not legitimate and in spite of the urging of the colonial government, this
time the Mohegin could not agree on a successor.

The Colony did have a specific individual in mind and indicated that any
other choice would not be acceptable to the Colony. Samson Occom, John
Cooper, Jo Wyacks (Wyyongs) and most of the "leading men" were in favor of
John Uncas beconing sachem. Others in the tribe favored Ben Uncas' son,
Isaiah Uncas, who was sickly (H. Baker 1896, 51), and who was the Colony's
choice. Rather than select the person the Colony wanted, the Mohegan did
not offer a formal candidate to the Colony for approval. The Mohegan felt
that the Colony's choice of a representative would prejudice their land
. claim pending in England (H. Baker 1896, 51).

The 1lack of a formally approved and internally accepted spokesperson
created more dissension among the Mohegan. Some of the old councilors
(council members), including Zachary Johnson and Simon Choychoy, attempted
to take the government of the tribe into their own hands, but others
refused to allow this (H. Baker 1896, 57-62). Zachary Johnson, while not
formally a sachem during this period, emerged as the spokesperson for the
pro-sachem faction and he was referred to by the non-Indians as "the
Regent of the Mohegans" (H. Baker 1896, 57-62).

In 1774, the disputes between the factions became more acute. Zachary
Johnson and several of his friends, including John Tantaquidgeon, sent a
memorial to the Assembly charging that there were interlopers in Mohegan
who had no lusiness there (DeForest 1851, 472). Among the 19 names of
individuals whom Johnson was charging were non-Mohegan, were his opponents
the Reverend Samson Occom and the Reverend Samuel Ashpo (Johnson et al.
1774). The Colony, in response to these charges, sent a committee to
Mohegan.

A 1list of Mohegan entitled to be on the land was prepared by commissioners
that were sent to investigate Zachary Johnson's charges that his opponents
were "interlopers from other tribes who had no business among the
Mohegans" (DeForest 1851, 472). The commissioners found that the alleged
‘ interlopers were connected with the tribe, either by blood or marriage
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(DeForest 1851, 473). They made a report to the Assembly and recommended
that more authority be given to the overseers (DeForest 1851, 473).

A code of directions was formed for the .
regulation of ‘these a&affairs. The overseers

were instructed and empowered to prosecute
"trespasses upon the Indian lands, to summon

the parties, give judgment and award damages.

If any Indian wanted land for himself he was

2o apply to the overseer, who might set off

for him a suitable tract to be improved for

his personal benefit (H. Baker 1896, 57-8).

The charges o the overseers included the settling of trespass disputes
within the tribe. If an Indian was found guilty of trespass on another
Indian's 1lands, the overseers could award damages which were "just and
reasonable to the party injured" and if the trespasser refused to pay, the
overseers could take the damages out of the next rent dividend of the
person refusing to pay.

Other duties of the overseers included some of those formerly held by the
sachem. The overseers vere empowered to distribute the rents from the
Indian lands which were divided among the families of the tribe after

deducting the support of the poor (DeForest 1851, 474; CT.General Assembly
¢.1780~-90).

Apportionment cf lLand .
By the '

Revolutionary War, many of the smaller tribes in New England had
- lost their 1lands to white settlement. Zachary Johnson was complaining
that many of the displaced Indians sought to settle among the Mchegan.
Trespassing and squatting by whites and by displaced Indians, caused
problems among the Mohegan (Johnson ¢ca.1775-83; Hamlin et al. 1774).
Whether all these were legitimate complaints on the part of Zachary
Johnson, at a time when the Mohegan political system was in turmoil, is
unknown. Some of the trespassers where later found to be legitimate
Mohegan. Johnson complained that the presence of these people prevented
the free exercise of Mohegan tradition:

for a mxan to take up as much as he can secure and possess
it as long as he lives and then it descends to his children
if he 2as any; and if a family is extinct, it is free for
any new possessor, which seem to answer their purpose while
their .improvements were small and ye 1land abundantly
sufficient (Hamlin et al. 1774).

In 1790, Connecticut made a partial division of Mohegan tribal lands and

the commissioners overseeing this division prepared a list of recipients

and amount of 1land each received. At this time, Samuel Cooper received

the largest anount of land, 268 acres, Samuel Ashpo received 200.2 acres,

and even Samson Occom, a Mohegan who had moved to Brotherton in New York .
received 111 acres. - There were 29 different allocations involving a

little more than 2073 acres (Anonymous 1790).
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This division did not resolve Mohegan 1land questions. In 1799, the
Connecticut General Assembly received a petition asking that upon the
death without issue of certain Mohegan after improving their lands, that
the lands not revert to the tribe, but rather be allowed to descend to the
families of the deceased (MT 1799).

After the 1790 allotment of some of the Mohegan lands, the overseer's
books reflect that they had individual Indian accounts as well as tribal

accounts. The overseer could, at the request of the individual Indian,
lease his lands so the individual Indian would receive the money directly
from the lessor. The Indians were powerless to collect any unpaid and

past ‘due rents. To rectify this situation, overseers changed the systen
and had the rents paid directly to them (MT 1823). As the system evolved,
the overseer was responsible for managing the rents for the tribe as well
as the individval (Maynard 1861) (e343).

The Mohegan Council

Prior to the 1last sachem, the council system of government was more

formal. The records suggest that before the Mohegan refused to elect
another sachem there were specific individuals carrying the title of
councilors (Hoadly 1874). Ben Uncas II submitted a memorial to the

General Assembly in 1742 requesting approval of his appointed council. He
stated that the tribe approved of his choice (Hoadly 1874). Ben Uncas
III, the last sachem, alsc had a council and it seems that Zachary Johmnson
. acted as his principal councilor.
With the death of the last sachem, the council system of government became

- less structured and it is unknown how the spokespersons of the tribe were
selected after the death of Ben Uncas III in 1769. Because of the
factional disputes it is not c¢lear who, if any, were the legitimate
spokespersons. Petitions and memorials submitted to the General Assembly
carried the names of some people who were seeking relief to problems
facing the Mohegan. There are no womens' names listed during this time.
Zachary Johnson, who was the 1leader of one faction, signed various
documents alony with others purporting to represent the tribe. Mohegan

affairs were discussed in council (DeForest 1851, 481) but we do not know
the nature of tribal affairs discussed.

The power of the council was exemplified during the 1790 allotment. The
conmissioner's report in 1817 states that the distribution followed
certain tribal rules and principles: "the Ancients and Elders of the
tribe bave uniformly been tenacious” to identify tribal membership and
determine who was eligible to receive lands. The "father must be of the
tribe-~that if a female married out of the tribe she ceased to be of the
" tribe and the issue were considered strangers the mother if not of the
tribe must still be one of the pure aborigines.... Of those who claim
connection witlhh the tribe and an inheritabilities who by the rules are of

the tribe are excluded, there are about thirty-two” (Griswold et al.
1817).
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While patrilineal descent may have been the stated i i
. al : rule,
various membership 1lists show that there were tons mination of

. e exceptions in actual
prac;zce. For example, the Hoscotts are descended from a Niantic man who
magrled a Hohegan'yonan. He and his descendants appear as members of the

tribe and they received lands in the 1790 apportionment (Anonymous 1790)
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‘ fable 2. Partial list of Nohegan Leaders, Overseers, and Spokespersons

LEADERS TATES
Oweneco 1881 - 1715

Caesar Uncas = 171F - 1723

ajor Ben Uncas 1733 - 1726

Ben Uncas II 1726 - 1749

Ben Uncas III 1749 - 1768
(Last of the Sacheas

Zachary Jobnson 18
‘regent”/councilsan

Robert Ashpo 17¢5
"their agent”

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

NON-INDIAN
OVERSEERS

1719 James Wadsworth,
John Hooker

to 1900

COUNCILNEN/
SPORESPERSONS

Capt. Jobn Hall (C7 {718)

1723 John Mason (DeForest 1851, 320)

1726 James Wadsworth,
John Hall,
(guardians)
{Boadly 1873)

1730 Pitch and Avery
{DePorest 1851,345)

1754 Hezekiab Huntington

1774 ¥r. Coit

1771 “overseers"
{Boadly 1887)
1789 Richard Law,

¥illiam Willians,

Willian Hillbhouse,
James Horten

25

1736 Wambaneage, John Uncas,
Robert Ashpo, Tomockham, Joshua
Uncas, Chebucks, Wooquoqus, San
Ashpo, Pompey Uncas
{Baneage et al. 1736)

1743 014 Wambaneage, Ole Jo Pye,
Joshua Aukum (Occom), John Uncas,
Simon Chawchoy, Samuel Pye, Joshua Uncas
Semson Aukum, Ephraim Johnsonm, lachariah
Johnson, Johr Wambongeage

(Hoadly 1874)

1750 Zachary Johnson, John Dantequejan,
Simmon Choychoy, Hemry Quanquanquid,

.- Moses Mazzeen, Joseph Johnson,

SEI_SOD Occon

1774 Zachary Johmson
his councilors [DePorest, 1851, 474)

1790 Robert Ashpo, Henry Quaquaquid
{¥? 1740)

1790-1806 Robert Ashpo, Henry Quaquaquid,
John Cooper, Mazzeems, other Coopers,
Johr Tantaquidgeos, Jonnathan Occon,
Isaiah Boscoat, Andrew Ashpo
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Henry Quaquaquid

John Cooper
Andrew Ashpe

Benoni Occom
"chief headman

Joha Cooper

Jacob Cooper
Nartha Uncas

Henry Matthews

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

Leaders, Overseers, and Councilmen (cont.]

1799 (N7 1799}

1807

{Pegee et al. 1807)

1822 (NT 1823)

1834 (NT 1834)

1838 (CT 1838)

1883 (CT 1853)

1799 ----Law
James Haughton

1800 John G. Hillhouse

1799 John Tantaquid, John Coopper,
Robert Ashbow, Salomon Coopper. John
Coopper Jun™, Jomathan Occom

1804 James Haughton (Holmes 1804) {el39)

1806 James Fitch
1807 James FPiteh,
V.¥. Haughton

1817 Josiah Brainard
W.¥. Haughton

1822 Mark Stoddard

1837-1849 John G. Fiteh

1860 Delana Niller
(Pres. Sewing Society)
1861 Samuel E. Maynard
1861 tribe as a whole
{Rebard et al. 1861}
1872 Daniel Browning
(CT 1872)

1897 Eama Baker

26

1817 Ancients and Elders
(Griswold et al. 1817)

1822 Bemoni Occom, Charles Cooper,
Ezekil Marzeen, ete.

1834 Gurdon Wyongs, John Uncas, Nolly
shantup, David Shantop, Charles X.
Wyyongs, David Cooper, John
Tantequiggeon, Martha Quigin, Kamcy
Hoscott, Sarah Smith, Bster Cooper
Lucy Shantup, Polly Shaatup, Hanna
Wyongs, Nargaret ¥yyongs, Lucy Cooper,
Sally Quidgeon, Bartholomew Smith, Jacob
Cooper, Peter Cooper

1838 “other Indians”

1853 "other Indians"

1872-1900 Church members
Fieldings, Coomewases,
Fowlers, Boscotts, Millers,Bakers,
Marthers {Matthews), Storeys,
¥yyongs, Leauel Fielding,
Bdwin "Paucher® (Powler),
Fidelia A. Fielding, W.H. Harris,
Nary Storey, Coopers, Dolbearers
Hamilton, Tantquidgeons

MOH-V001-D004 Page 40 of 194



United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

Mohegan way of life - 1700's

The impact of the 1lack of a sachem, the factional divisions within the
Mohegan, the Revolutionary War, the distributional problems in the land
system, and the encroachment of non-Indians took its toll on the Mohegan.
In a 1789 memorial requesting a division of their lands to the General
Assembly, the spokesmen for the Mohegan surveyed some of their problems.
They pointed out that the “times are upside down". No longer vere they
able to get food by hunting, fowling or fishing. They began working their
lands and keeping horses, cattle, and hogs and they built houses with
fenced-in lot:s (H. Baker 1896, 63). Some individuals were better off than
others. John Cooper, who was the religious teacher of the community, was
one of 1its richest members and he owned two cows and yoke of oxen
(DeForest 1851 . 481). .

Some of the Mohegan maintained an attachment to the sequestered lands and
the community. Some who moved to Brotherton and were given land there
relinquished it to return to Mohegan. Economic pressures encouraged the
men to leave the Mohegan area to work on whaling ships or in military
service. Religious values associated with the Brotherton movement
prompted a few to migrate, leaving . behind the more religious
conservatives, but some of the Christian migrants returned later. ~

Some of the Mohegan continued in traditional life ways. Some would not
sit at tables. Some continued to dress traditionally and preferred their
native language over English (Love 1899, 153). Shortly after the
Revolutionary War, the Mohegan women were wearing "English attire except
for a small blanket and a 'round bonnet of blue cloth, in a shape peculiar
to themselves, and somewhat resembling a scallop shell'" (Butler 1947,
42). - The women at this time used the tumpline, a rope or strap which went
across the chest and attached to a basket or other container on their
back. 1Infants were carried in this- manner.

During the Revolution, many of the Mohegan enlisted in the army of the
colonies and 17 or 18 died in the service. Three of these were Rev.
Samuel Ashpo's sons (H. Baker 1896, 62). Such sacrifices were unnoticed
by the Mohegan's non-Indian neighbors. The non-Indian tenants on Mohegan
lands wasted the reservation wood and allowed their cattle to pasture at
vill at the expense of the fields of the Mohegan (DeForest 1851, 475). By
1800, the earlier way of 1life had drastically changed, but the Mohegan
continued to discuss their affairs in council (DeForest 1851, 481).

Mohegan population

"While population records are far from being precise, scattered references

from 1704 to 1790 suggest that while the Mohegan population fluctuated, it
was in a gencral state of decline. In 1704 there were 150 warriors, but
twvo thirds of these were in service to the Colony (Table 1) and presumably

27
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away from <:heir homelands. 1In 1774, DeForest reports that

families (DeoForest 1851, 473). A list givenpthat same ;2:§eb;e§:r:3
Quaquid shovws 236 adults, 11 of them widows (Quaquid 1774). By the time of
the 1790 lund division, there were approximately 135 to 140 members (H
Baker 1896, 64) and of the 29 allotments not all of the recipients wer;
resident in Mohegan. 1In examining the population figures, one pattern is

consistent. Somg Mohegan have always lived in their homeland, yet there
are others who live apd/or work away from the area but who are considered
members.

28
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’ FROM APPORTIONMENT TO THE SECOND LAND DIVISION, 1860's

After 1769, the Mohegan were vithbut a formal leader recognized by the

State. . Various individuals appear in the records as "chief headman”
(Mohegan Tribz of Indians 1822) with the names of others who were
designated as ancients or elders. Some individuals or groups of
individuals emerged as spokespersons for the group throughout this period
(Table 2). The group was under the external political control of the
overseers who attempted to carry out the wishes of the group and the
State. Also during this period, another push for Christianization

occurred and a church was built. Most of the issues facing the tribe,
judging from the petitions and memorials, were land related. The State
treated the Mohegan as a tribe and as non-citizen Indians. With the £final

land division and assigning of the 1lands in fee simple in 1872, the
Mohegan became citizens of Connecticut. .

Mohegan Church

The Mohegan. Church since 1its founding has been an institution which
contributed fo the perpetuation of Mohegan identity, although its
membership has never been exclusively Indian. Since its inceptionm in the
1830's, the <c¢hurch building has served as a Mohegan meeting place. The
activities associated with the church, such as the sewing circle and
wigwam, figure prominently in later Mohegan Indian history. Although some
. Mohegan council meetings are now held in homes, in the past, council
meetings and tribal meetings were held in the church.

In 1827, Sarah L. Huntington (DeForest 1851, 482), an -early
missionary/educator from Norwich, began teaching and ministering to the

Mohegan. She enlisted the aid of some of her friends, including Miss
Breed * and .later, vwhen Miss Breed left to get married, Miss Raymond who
taught school on alternate weeks. Huntington and her assistant would

minister to the Mohegan on Sunday (DeForest 1851, 483). Huntington also
enlisted the aid of Joseph Williams of Norwich to help raise funds to
build the church, school, and to provide "steady and public religious
instruction” (DleForest 1851, 483).

Through Huntitgton's efforts funds were raised from the Federal Government
to build a school and from the Congregational Church to erect a church on
lands donated by Lucy Teecomewas and Cynthia Hoscott (Teecomewas and
Hoscott 1831), both Mohegan 1Indians. These lands were on Uncas Hill in
the heart of traditional Mohegan lands. Miss Huntington envisioned the
church not orly as a spiritual center but as a means of educating and
keeping the Yohegan together on their own property. Huntington wrote to
both Lewis Cass, Secretary of War, and Jabez Huntington, a kinsman to Miss
Huntington ané U.S. representative from Connecticut, requesting assistance
in the raisirg of funds. As a result of these efforts, the Federal
Government appropriated $500 from its Civilization of the Indian fund to
assist in building the school .and provided $400 annual support for a
. teacher. These funds were not paid to the  tribe but to others who
presumably were the teachers.
29
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On May 31, 1832, the Federal Government disbursed $500 to Joseph Williams
to cover the expenses of erecting a school building for the benefit of
Mohegan Indians (U.S. Congress 1843, 23). After this, quarterly payments
of $100 frcm the civilization fund were given to cover the teachers’
salaries and expenses. Statistics are not readily available for the
number of Indians educated, but in 1837 the school had one teacher and 22
students (U.S. Congress 1837, 601). 1In 1846, there was one teacher with
eight boys and 10 girls (U.S. Congress 1846).

The first quarterly salary/expense checks were made out to Williams, who
had also received the school construction funds. He continued as the
recipient wun:il June 1834 when he was replaced by Charles Hyde. Hyde was
issued the mnoney until June 1835 when Edward Whiting began receiving it
(U.S. Congress 1843, 23, 27-31). 1In January 1841, Whiting was replaced by
the Rev. Anson Gleason who remained as the teacher and pastor until the
funds vwere reduced to $100 annually in 1845 (DeForest 1851, 487). Gleason
no longer could afford to teach and to minister. He was replaced by Rev.

Sterry who was there in 1849 (DeForest 1851 487). 1In 1849 there were 10
or 12 students still in attendance.

According to Rev. Anson Gleason, in 1842 the students, who could include
adults, vere instructed in reading (including Latin), writing,
composition, grammar, history and arithmetic. The females were taught
needle work, millinery, dressmaking and tailoring (DeForest 1851, 483).
The Sunday services included singing and one of the young Indians served
as leader of the church choir. There were about 40 members of the church

but only 13 of them were Mohegan and 10 of these were women (DeForest.

1851, 487). There were about 60 Mohegan on the reservation at this time
(Table 1; Del'orest 1851, 488) and it is possible that some of them
~ attended other churches in the area.

On June 17, 1842, the church sponsored an event which set a pattern which
became more iJmportant in later times when it evolved into what was called
the wigwam. The chapel, which was repaired, enlarged and entirely
remodeled, was reconsecrated at this time. This ceremony was attended by
the congregation and after the service a fair was held to help defray the
remodeling expenses. Several hundred people gathered from the neighboring

towns and people continued to arrive and depart in carriages and by
steamboat throujh the afternoon.

A pleasant grove had been enclosed for the occasion,
with a fence of interwoven boughs and appropriately
decorated, vwhere refreshments were displayed suited
to al. fastes. Here a huge wooden bowl of savory,
smokin¢ succotash, stood with its wooden ladle,
invitingly ready. ...Suspended from the trees and
over the tables were articles of Indian manufacture,
baskets of various shapes and hues; wooden spoons
and birch brooms, hung beside fancy work of modern
invention, delicately executed by the younger hands,

in the school and sewing c¢ircle (Uncas Monument
1842). '
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The church membership was never large and from its beginning was both
Mohegan and non-Indian. Although the 1842 fair had an Indian theme, it is
. unknown whethel: Indians or non-Indians held the church offices.

Mohegan Way of Life - 1800's

In 1842, it was reported that the 2500-3000 acres of tribally-owned land
was under «cultivation. How much of the cultivated land was being worked
by Mohegan is unknown. Much of it was rented and the rents of the land
were distributed partly in money and partly in provisions (DeForest 1851,
487-8). At Christmas and Thanksgiving, the overseer parceled out rations
of beef and flour to all the tribe who called for them. Generally 65 or
70 would show for the distribution with some coming from Brotherton in New
York (DeForest 1851, 489). 1In earlier times rations were distributed only

"to the full blooded Mohegan, but later they were given to those of mixed
blood (CT General Assembly 1861). :

Some of the men worked on the whaling ships and when at home during the
church fair, sold schrimshaw and inlaid cedar buckets made on the ships
(Uncas Monument 1842). Some of the widows of Revolutionary War soldiers
received pensiaons.

According to DeForest (1851, 489), in 1849 there were 18 houses on tribal
lands. Eleven were occupied by Mohegan. These were all of frame
construction, and most of them were lathed and plastered. Some Mohegan
did cultivate 1land. Stock owned by individual Mohegan families included

‘ 10 oxen, 12 cows, 17 calves and one or two horses. English was the
language of most of the community, but some still spoke Mohegan (DeForest
1851, 488). By 1860, there were still 18 dwellings on the reservation.
Fourteen of them were occupied by Indians and the others by non-Mohegan
who rented Mohegan-owned farms (CT General Assembly 1861). There were a
number of baras. At the time of the report, the church had been
thoroughly repaired and painted using funds from the rents of tribal lands
(CT General Assembly 1861).

Land and the Political system

After the partitioning of some of the tribal land and assigning it to
specifie individuals in 1790, those lands assigned vere regarded by the
individual recipients and their heirs as belonging to the individual. Not
all of the Mohegan lands were allocated, some remained communally owned.
The General Assembly received requests at various times to allow
"individually"” held 1lands to be sold with the proceeds to be used by the

" individuals ani, on occasion, the sale of tribal lands with the proceeds
to be used f£for tribal purposes. It is from these petitions, as well as
others concerning other tribal issues, that there is some indication of
the tribal political process from 1790 to 1870. :

Fitch ~ appointed overseer since their previous overseer had recently died.
This petition was signed by John Cooper, Robert Ashbo, and Andrew Ashbo as
: . 31

I In October 1805, the Mohegan petitioned the General Assembly to have James
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"Commissioners for the tribe"™ (MT 1806). When the General Assembly
responded to the wishes of the tribe they referred to the "commissioners"
as a "Committee of 0ld men" (MT 1806).

In the first half of the 1800's, the General Assembly or the County Court
in New London received petitions from various Mohegan requesting
permission to sell tribal 1land. In 1804, John Cooper and Robert Ashbo
requested permission to sell some lands (Cooper and Ashbo 1804). 1In 1807
Ester Pegee was permitted to sell 25 acres and Ann, Josiah, and Elizabeth
Horsacoate were allowed to sell 20 acres which they regarded as being
individually owned. The funds were to benefit the petitioners whose house
had burned (Pejee et al. 1807). The Pegee et al. petition was approved by
the "Indian Overseers or Headmen" of the tribe. It also was signed by the
two non-Mohegaa overseers. Also in 1807, a petition was sent to the
General Assembly by Benoni Occom and Tabitha Cooper requesting permission
to sell four acres. In this petition, signed for himself and the other
Mohegan who siygned are referred to as "Indian overseers or headmen of said
tribe" (B. Occom and T. Cooper 1807). 1In 1822, Benoni Occom was referred
to as the "chief headman" (MT 1823).

In a June 1825 petition, Samuel Hoscoate, a Mohegan Indian, requested that
the New London County Court order the overseer to allot him tribal land.
In the petition he stated that his grandfather, Jacob Hoscoate was one of
the "Headmen anc¢. Elders of said tribe" (MT 1825).

In February 1834, a complaint was submitted to the New London County Court
stating the problems the Mohegan were having with trespassing on their
woodland by white people and by colored people who were cutting and
selling wood without permission and requesting that the court "do all in
their power to prevent such trespasses” (MT 1834). "This petition
contained the names of 11 women and 10 men. Prior to this time, women's
names generally were only found on petitions which requested the sale of
lands. There 1is no indication that this petition was approved by the
headmen or the overseer.

In 1852, two petitions indicate that there was disagreement within the
tribe. Martha Uncas and other Indians petitioned the general assembly to
allow the sale >f tribal lands to Samuel Maynard, a physician and surgeon,
who had been ©9racticing for more than seven years among the Mohegan (CT
General Assembly 1853). The original petition was not seen, so it is not
known what othe:r categories of signatures might appear. In a remonstrance
sent to the County Court of New London against allowing the sale of any of
the tribal 1lands (MT 1852), some Mohegan protested the sale arguing that
the continual sale of tribal lands, which constituted their only means of
subsistence, would 1lead to their having to live on charity. The names of
seventeen people including seven women appear on this petition. Four are
known to have been living in Mohegan at the time and ten, who did not live
in Mohegan, are from the same family. No headmen or overseers signed this
petition. The State passed an Act allowing the property to be laid off
and properly appraised for sale. The funds were to be invested by the
overseer for the benefit of the tribe. Whether there was more than just
land issues involved in this difference of opinion is not known.

32
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In 1859, Martha Uncas died 1leaving a will which divided her real and
personal property (M. Uncas 1859). The will was challenged in court and
it was declared invalid so far as it related to real estate (CT General

. Assembly 1861). This decision unsettled the title to a large amount of
real estate ir Mohegan and, according to the commissioners report in 1861,
"opened a field for quarreling and 1litigation, and called for the Act
passed by the present session of the Legislature" (CT General Assembly
1861). The Act referred to was approved in June 1860 (CT General Assembly
1860a) for the purpose of making "a new distribution of the 'common' lands
{except ‘'Fort Hill Farm') of the Mohegan Tribe of Indians, living in the
town of Montville" (Hebard 1861). It also mandated the appointment of
three commissicners to survey the lands and to make the allocations.

Second Division of Tribal Lands

The commissioners arranged for a survey of Mohegan lands stating in their
report their embarrassment at not being able to find earlier land records
of the 1790 division. They talked with various Mohegan and, after
advertising a meeting to be held at Mohegan, met with them and other
claimants in the meeting-house in January 1861 and allowed them to prove
their claims. The commissioners reported that many who presented
themselves failed to substantiate their claims (Hebard 1861). One
family's claim was disallowed after a separate hearing and collection of
evidence on both sides. Tribal testimony indicated that the claiming
family was not entitled because their ancestor was not a Mohegan
descendant but that he had been raised by a Mohegan. Accompanying the
report was a map showing the properties and the names to whom the
properties were assigned. Also there was a list of Mohegan who resided on
the Mohegan Reservation and belonged to or were connected with the tribe

" in 1861. The present Mohegan use this list and others in establishing
their ancestry and membership criteria.

Only Fort Hill Farm was left undivided and remained as the largest parcel
of communally-owned property. The common lands were divided into lots and
the specific amount owned by each individual entitled was recorded. Land
and property previously inherited was recorded and titles prepared. In
some of these cases, even improvements on the property were divided. For
example, the property received by Eliphalet Fielding included dividing the
house on the property with Sarah Goddard, his sister, with Eliphalet
receiving the long kitchen and a bedroom in the house, and six feet of the
east end of the cellar.

Citizenship

After the division of most of the common lands, Fort Hill Farm was still
held communally. There was still an overseer (CT General Assembly 1872},
Daniel L. Browning, who managed the rents on Fort Hill Farm and who had to
approve any sile of property. -The Mohegan petitioned the legislature to
be free from the guardianship of the State and allow them to become the
owners 1in fee simple of their lands (Kingsbury 1872). 1In July of 1872, an
‘ act was approved which made the Mohegan Indians citizens of Connecticut
(CT General Assembly 1872) The act required that the meetlng house and
33
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parsonage be repaired with tribal funds and enclosed with a fence. The
school house was annexed by the school district, and the law stipulated
that the school site could not be changed except with the consent of
two-thirds of the male members of the tribe who were over twenty-one years
of age. All tribal land not assigned except the church, the parsonage,
and the cemetery, was to be sold at auction and the funds distributed to
members of the tribe. The act stipulated that the Mohegan Indians would
be 1liable for the taxes of real and personal property and the overseer's
duties would terminate in October 1872 (CT General Assembly 1872).

Summary

From 1790 to 1860, the Mohegan were under the control of the State and the
overseers and evidently the Mohegan could request specific individuals to
be appointed as overseers. The exact duties of the overseers is not
clear. The overseers' signature could be present on petitions concerning
some land transactions. Whether they signed Martha Uncas' petition to
allow the sale of tribal land to Dr. Maynard (CT General Assembly 1853) is
not known. A system of headmen and elders (council) operated but, other
than land 1issues, it 1is not known what else came before them. Some
disputes and disagreements could be taken to the State. Individuals could
bypass both =:he headmen and the overseer and petition directly to the
General Assembly or the County Court. 1In the 1860's land division, the
tribe was involved in the decisions regarding the distribution of the
tribal 1lands and in 1872, the Mohegan became Connecticut citizens and the
last overseer was removed. The tribe retained title to the church,
parsonage, and Fort Shantok cemetery. Yhen they became citizens, the ‘
State gave the tribe the right to have the final decision, should the
occasion arise, on whether to allow the school to be moved. Two-thirds of

the male Mohegan over the age of 21 had to agree to the action before the
school could ever be moved.
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AFTER CITIZENSHIP

not too much different from what they had been during the previous twenty
years. They lived much the same as their neighbors, with some
differences. The Indians continued to hold tribal lands, e.g. cemetery,
church and péarsonage. The Mohegan sociopolitical organization continued
to be 1largely informal. They maintained their Mohegan identity and had
annual activitieg which reinforced this identity. The "wigwam" was an
annual church fair sponsored by the Mohegan Sewing Society, an auxiliary
to the Mohegan church. The last speaker of the Mohegan language, Fidelia
Fielding, died in 1908. Land claims were important issues for the Mohegan
and a council, according to Speck (1903), was in existence.

. By 1900, after the Mohegan received State citizenship, their lives were

From the late 1890's to the present, the records indicate that their
sociopolitical system, when functioning, consists of a complex interaction
of descendants from two or three principal families. Leaders, council
members, and individuals who on occasion emerge as tribal representatives
come from these families.

Principal Families and their Movements to the 1930's

Current Mohegan membership can be divided into five families based on
descent from an ancestor whose name is on a 1861 list prepared by the
State at the time Mohegan common lands were divided or on earlier
overseer's lists. Four of the families are on the 1861 list. One

additional group of descendants has an ancestor on an earlier 1838
overseer's list.

There are three larger family lines -- the Fieldings, Bakers and Storeys.
The Fieldings, with 431 present-day members descend from Eliphalet Pegee
Fielding. Fielding descendants include the _Barris', Fowlers and

Tantaquidgeons. The Bakers, including the Meechs, Sturges', and Cholewas,
with 224 present members, descend from Emma Tyler Fielding Baker. The
Storeys, including the Hamiltons and Grays, with 198, descend from Mary
Tracy Fielding Storey. The Coopers and Hunters are minor families since
they have fewer members. There are 20 descendants of David Cooper whose
name 1s on -an 1838 overseers list and there are 6 descendants of Rachel
Fielding.

After 1870, some Mohegan families left the reservation. Six families who
received land had moved from Mohegan prior to the division of the common
lands. After the division some allottees and residents of Mohegan and
some children >f allottees also moved away. For example, between 1880 and
1885, Mary Storey, an allottee, moved her family from Mohegan toc Groton,
Connecticut, where she lived the rest of her life.

Emma Baker's three oldest children, who are named on the 1861 list, also

moved away. Two moved before 1880 and the third after 1880. Two lived in

Norwich and taie third in New Haven. The Baker family became somewhat
. socially isclat:d from the rest of the Mohegan at the turn of the century
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and while Baker descendants are on the Mohegan membership list, the
Baker's have not been extensively involved in Mohegan internal affairs
since Emma Baker's death in 1916. They did, however, continue to bury
family members in the Fort Shantok cemetery, with the most recent burial
being in 1973. One Baker was active in a later "Council of the
Descendants" organization with a Storey descendant, John Hamilton, a
Mohegan active in 1land claims. Currently another Baker descendant is on
the Mohegan Tr:ibal Council.

0f the Field:ng family, some children of Eliphalet who are on the 1861

list as residents of Mohegan also moved. By 1900, Eliphalet's son,
Lemuel M. Fielding, who later became chief of the Mohegan, was living in
Norwich. Also the John Tantaquidgeon family, alsc Fielding descendants,

was living in MNew London.

The principal towns of New London and Norwich where the Mohegan were
moving are nct far from Mohegan. Mohegan 1is about 4 miles south of
Norwich and about 9 miles north of Groton-New London (Map 1). By the
second and third generation, more of the Mohegan had moved away, but there
was still a core of 34 Mohegan in Mohegan. In 1934 a "List of Mohegan
Descendants Residing at Mohegan, Conn." and its companion list "Names of
members of families on List I 1living elsewhere" was prepared (Sword
1939). There were Mohegan 1living in various places, largely Norwich,

Connecticut, but also in New York, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, California
and Texas.

many still lived in New London-Groton or Norwich and they still maintained
social contact and political ties with their relatives "back home". The
families <contiaued to come back to participate in the church Wigwam. The
Storey family had moved to Groton by 1885 (Beers 1905, 552), and they
remained active in Mohegan affairs.

While many of the Fieldings and Storeys had left the village of Mohegan, .

In 1899, Mary Storey (Anonymous 1899}, who lived in Groton,
Lemuel Fielding and Edwin Fowler both of whom lived in Norwich, and
Fidelia Fielding, who 1lived in Mohegan, and other Mohegan, of unknown
residence, signed a petition that was sent to the Connecticut General
Assembly requesting permission to bring suit against the State for alleged
taking of lands. One of Mary's children, Alice M. Storey and her husband,
Norman E. Hamilton, moved back to Mohegan, probably in the later part of
the 1890's. 1n 1899, Norman Hamilton, John Hamilton's father, joined the
Mohegan Church (Mohegan Congregational Church 1870-195¢).

At the 65th JAnnual Wigwam held in August, 1925, descendants of all three
major families were present or worked on its production. In addition to
the Mohegan residents, some members came from Hartford (e.g., Julian
Harris), Norwich (e.g., Lemuel Fielding), New London (e.g., Beatrice
Sword), and Rhode 1Island (e.g., Gertrude Harris) (Anonymous 1925). 1In
1933 Julian L. Harris, his son Raymond, Loretta Schultz (all Fieldings)
and Marion Capwell (a Storey) signed a resolution to be submitted to the
Missionary Society of Connecticut requesting that some of the funds from a

trust, established by Sarah Huntington for the Mohegan Indians in 1871, be

spent- as a retainer for an attorney to investigate their land claims

case. This document, witnessed and signed in the
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presence of the Mohegan Indians at the Mohegan Church, Mohegan,
Connecticut, was notarized by the non-Indian vwife of John Hamilton (a
Storey) (Officers of the Tribal Council of Mohegan Indians 1933).

Political Organization

There is no evidence that, between the time of the last sachem and prior
to the Mohegin receiving citizenship, the Mohegan had a formal governing
systenm. During the last quarter of the 1700's and the first half of the
1800's, before the lands were allotted and the group received citizenship,
some informal system of council and leaders was in existence. While the
character of this political organization 1is not clear, the documents
indicate that a council or some body of individuals were acting on behalf
of the tribe (Table 2). Also there was a person who would act as the head
spokesperson for the tribe. It 1is not known how individuals acquired
these positions nor is the extent of their roles and duties known.

Role of the Chief

When Frank Speck, an anthropologist, worked among the Mohegan in the early
1900's, he described them as has having a "chief". This is the first time
that this term appears as applied to a leader of the Mohegan. Speck
commented that the ‘"chief" was Henry Matthews, whose duties were largely
honorary and Speck noted that like the sachems in the past, his tenure was
for life (Prince and Speck 1909, 193). It is not clear what role the
“"chief" had at the turn of the century other than the honorary component.
There is no evidence that Matthews initiated action on any issue relevant
to the tribe.

While there have been exceptions in Mohegan history, the person with the
title of chief has geperally been an elder Mohegan male. While it is not
known when or how Henry Matthews became chief, he was considered in 1859
(Norwich Daily Courier 1859) as one of the chief men among the Mohegan,
when he was 41. In the early 1900's when Frank Speck visited the Mohegan
and reported Henry Matthews as being chief, Matthews was 84. Of the later
chiefs, Lemuel Fielding was 60 when he took office in 1920, Julian L.M.
Harris was 63 in 1935 when he became chief, Burrill H. Fielding was 65 in
1937 when he first acquired the position, and Courtland Fowler was also 65
wvhen he came into the office in 1970. The two exceptions are Everett
Fielding who was 41 when he received the title in 1928 and BRarold
Tantaquidgeon who was 47 when elected in 1952.

Speck states that "The chieftaincy ... which is a life office, is largely
nominal so far as authority goes. The duty of the chief is primarily to
preside over the council meetings which deal with internal matters or with

~affairs relating to other eastern Indian remnants" (Prince and Speck 1903,

163). Unfortunately, Speck does not describe what "internal matters" were
discussed but his description of the duties of the chief is basically the
same as that given today and at various times in the past.
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In 1934, Gladys Tantaquidgeon reported that the chief "does not exercise

any authority over the members of the group but acts as the presiding ’
officer at tribal meetings, ceremonies, and public gatherings." She also

noted that feor the past 20 vears the chief had not been a resident of .
Mohegan, that other officers were also non-residents, and that there was a

feeling that there should be a resident chief (G. Tantaquidgeon 1934).

While Tantaquidgeon mentions there is a ceremonial component to the role
of the chief, it 1is not always enacted. 1In 1896, when Lemuel Fielding
accepted "in behalf of his tribe" an invitation to march in a parade in
honoring John Winthrop, Jr., the town's founder, "chief" Henry Matthews
was not among those participating. The Mohegan group was led in the
parade by VWilliam Williams Fielding (New London County Historical Society
1897, 322). For some occasions, the chief does have a ceremonial role.
In 1967, HRarcld Tantaquidgeon, as chief of the Mohegan, participated in
the plaque unveiling at the dedication of the Mohegan-Pequot Bridge
(Thames River Bridge Commission 1967) and more recently, Courtland Fowler,
as chief, participated at the dedication of a nev health center on the
Mashantucket Pequot Tribe of Connecticut reservation (fd).

Since the term ‘"chief" was introduced by Speck, it has been used in
reference to certain individuals by the Mohegan and newspaper reporters.
Its manner of use does not always make clear its meaning. Harold
Tantaquidgeon, in 1935, sent out a letter calling for a meeting to revive
the 1local tribal organization. 1In it he recommended that Burrill Fielding
be chief, and Everett Fielding and John Tantaquidgeon be "second chiefs".

The duties of these positions are not defined. According to other
accounts, in 1935, Everett M. Fielding was the accepted chief of the
Mohegan (Mills 1958, 139).

A newspaper a:xcount of the 1941 Wigwam Corn Festival lists five Mohegan
men as being a chief, but wuses that term with their Indian names and
points out that they are in native costume. It is unlikely that the term
as used in this article meant that these men occupied the same position as
Burrill H. Fielding who was the chief at that time.

There is also a category of "Honorary Chief" which is carried by Harold
Tantaquidgeon. Tantaquidgeon was elected chief in 1952 and held office

.until 1970 when Courtland Fowler was selected. The role and duties of
this position are not defined. It does not require the individual to be
actively working with the council. Tantaquidgeon did not serve a life
term as did the chiefs in the past and the title "Honorary Chief” may be a
recent innovation to account for this. The term is not known to have
existed prior to Courtland Fowler's election.

-Today, the Molegan say that the role of the chief is honorary and that he
speaks for the council (Fowler 1980, 19; fd). The chief presently serves
-as the chairman of the council. The combination of being chairman and
chief has not always been the case. In 1897, Emma Baker, who was also the
president of {he Mohegan Sewing Society, was elected President of the
Mohegan Indian Council (MT 1899). In 1933, Julian L.M. Harris signed as
"Chairman" of the Tribal Council of Mohegan Indians (Officers of Tribal
Council of Mohegan Indians 1933) when Everett M. Fielding was chief. .
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While the <chief may have an honorary component to his role, he is
consulted by Mohegan at various times on tribally-related issues. For
example, when some of the current members received a subpoena to make a
deposition in the 1land claims case, they went to Courtland Fowler to
discuss it with him (Brown 1983). One deponent, when asked if she ever
discussed trital business with Courtland Fowler responded, "Not really,
no. I haven't seen Cort to really talk to until I went over there a few
months ago to talk to him. . . . It was right after . . . the first time I
got a letter (about the deposition)" (Brown 1983, 23).

Also the chief can initiate action on certain issues. When it was learned
that a group who also call themselves "Mohegan" were going to have a
"homeconing"” at Fort Shantok Park, the current chief called the
Connecticut Indian Affairs Council to see if there might be possible to
deter their use of the park (fd). The term "spokesperson" is a better
descriptor than the term ‘'"chief" for the individual who occupies this
sociopolitical role in Mohegan society. In addition to the honorary
component, the principal role of the chief is to serve as a kind of
sociopolitical leader who <closely works in conjunction with other

political aspects of the group and is the spokesperson for the group's
consensus. .

The documents indicate that, after citizenship, in addition to the role of

the chief, three additional political subsystems are operating. One is

the council. The other two may or may not have historical antecedents.

One can be referred to as ad hoc leaders and the other is the
‘ sociocultural l:ader. Each will be discussed later.

Council and other Political Processes

It 1is not known how a council or body who represented the group was
selected befor: the Mohegan received citizenship. In 1909 Speck reports
that councilo:s were elected for a term (Speck 1909, 193), but
unfortunately 3peck did not provide much information about the actual
political process of the Mohegan in this early work. Formal designations
of a "Tribal Council" are scarce in Mohegan history. After the Speck
report, the term "Tribal Council” does not appear again until 1933. The
term, "Officers of the Tribal Council," appears on a document signed by
Julian L.M. Harris wvwhen he and others were asking for the release of
tribal funds {(Officers of Tribal Council of Mohegan Indians 1933). 1In
late 1934, Gladys Tantaquidgeon reported that tribal meetings were held at
least once a year with other meetings held as necessary (G. Tantaquidgeon
1934). She d..d not mention a tribal council specifically. Tantaquidgeon
did not indicute whether these were meetings of the tribe as a whole or
whether they were council meetings. Issues discussed at these meetings
are also not known.

While there is no evidence that the Mohegan Sewing Society, an auxiliary
to the Mohegan church, acted as a council, this group was important since
it sponsored the church wigwam almost every vear from 1860 to 1938. They
vere able to mobilize Mohegan resources in the production of the wigwam
. and funds raised were for the maintenance of the church. Both the church
and the wigwvam were important in Mohegan tribal affairs. While decisions
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were made by the sewing society it is not known hovw these decisions were
made. Considering that the group as a whole was affected by the decisions
of the ladies, since many of the group had to work to make the operation a
success, the decisions involved informal communication and decision
making. However, there are no records to indicate the involvement of the
sewing society with other tribal affairs. It is not known, for example,
how decisions vwere made about the cemetery.

In 1941, a Wigwam Corn Festival (National American Indian Defense
Association 194la) was held in Mohegan. This event was sponsored by the
National American Indian Defense Association, Inc., with John Hamilton, a
Mohegan, as president. This event was successful with over 3000 visitors
{Anonymous 1941). The production of this festival required the
cooperative endeavors of the Mohegan membership. Again, the decision
making process involved in this event is unknown. The Hamilton wigwam
held in 1941 was the 1last record of a large, face-to-face, cooperative
endeavor on the part of the Mohegan.

Between 1941 and 1952, there 1is no indication that group actions were
being taken. World war 1II and the Korean War may have interfered with
group activities during this period.

Harold Tantaquidgeon's biography, reports that in 1952 the "Tribal

Council" elected Harold as chief (Voight 1965, 180). No documentation for

this election was provided. From 1952 until 1967 there is no evidence
available that would indicate that a council was operating. In 1956, the

Mohegan church was restored. While some of the Mohegan in the village of

Mchegan were leaders and participated in this project, there was no

evidence that this project involved the membership as a whole. The
available documents indicates that this was largely a project of the .
church and the church members.

In 1967, a group was formed called the Council of the Descendants of

Mochegan Indians, Inc. While this was an organization that was nominally
separate from tie group, the minutes of its meetings indicate that Mohegan
issues were discussed. For example, in October, 1968, there was a

discussion of nthe sale of the tribally owned parsonage and the need for
fences to protect the Fort Shantok cemetery, (Council of the Descendants
1968b) which suggests that it had some functions of a council.

Today, the council members are elected and, as in the past, council
members tend to be older Mohegan members. In 1899 the average age of the
tribal council members was 56 years and they ranged in age from 75 years
to 18, with five of the eight being over 59. In 1933, the average age was
45, with two c¢cf the four being over 55. The average age of present
council members 1is 65 years, with the oldest being 84 and the youngest
46. When Gladys Tantaquidgeon, while a student at the University of
Pennsylvania in 1920-1925, was asked by a newspaper reporter whether she
was 1in politics she replied, "No, I haven't got into politics yet...I'm
not quite old enough, but I probably shall™ (Philadelphia Public Ledger c.
1920-25). While this question may have referred to non-Mohegan politics,
the response was an appropriate Mohegan response. At that time Gladys was
in her early twenties. When another member was asked if she was involved
in the council, her reply was that she probably would after she got older
and her grandchilidren were grown (fd).
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Today, the Mohegan recognize the power of the council (Fowler 1980, 19;
fd). The chief is one of the council members and, serves as chairman of
the council. While this may be the situation today, it was not always the
case 1in the past. In 1899 when Emma Baker was president of the Council of
the Mohegan ‘'ribe of Indians (MT 1899), Henry Matthews was the chief. In
1933, while Everett Fielding had the title of chief, Julian Harris was the
chairman of fhe tribal council (Officers of Tribal Council of Mohegan
Indians 1933}).

Ad Hoc Leaders

At the turn of the century when Speck indicates that Henry Matthews was
the chief, other political events were taking place that demonstrate

. another facet to the Mohegan political systen. This pattern has

reoccurred since that time and is part of the Mohegan political system.
The documents make it apparent that the chiefs are not necessarily the
ones who 1initiate action on behalf of the tribe. There are, on occasion,
ad hoc leaders. '

Ad hoc leaders are individuals who, representing the tribe, can start
and/or execute specific projects which, from an outsider's point of view
of the chief as a 1leader, should be in the chief's domain. While the
project 1s under way, the council and cooperating tribal members recognize
the leadershir of the ad hoc leader for that particular purpose.  In some
cases the 1individual is selected by the council to lead for that specific
task. In other cases it is not known whether the ad hoc leader discusses
the action tc be undertaken with the council before it is initiated or
proceeds alone and receives support of the council later. The fact that
the membershir and/or council can 1later support the project indicates
approval.

Table 3 shows the 1list of chiefs/spokespersons and ad hoc leaders since
the 1890's based on the documents submitted with the petition. In May
1897, Mrs. Enmma Baker was elected president of the Mohegan Indian Council
{MT 1899) and Henry Matthews was the chief at that time. Emma Baker was
tc pursue the settlement made in the New York Indian land claims with
attorney Francis M. Morrison (MT 1899). Also while Matthews was chief,

Lemuel Fielding was a representative of the Mohegan council at a 1900 -

intertribal hearing in New York of a Senate Indian Affairs subcommittee
listening to charges of the fraudulent taking of Indian lands. Although
Fielding did not testify, he committed the tribe when he said that the
Mohegan would send affidavits to the committee {(New York Times 1900).
There is no evidence to show that Henry Matthews was involved in either of
these cases. Lemuel Fielding later became chief from 1920-1928.

Everett M. Fielding was chief between 1928-1935. 1In 1930 Edith Gray filed
suit in 1930 against the State of Connecticut, its attorney general, the
city of Norwich, its Masonic Temple, and other parties to quiet title on
the "Royal Burial Grounds" in Norwich (Norwich Bulletin 1930; Norwich
Record 1930). In her endeavors she was assisted in the research on the
case by her nephew, John Hamilton, and in contributions by Mohegan members

(Gray 1935). In 1933 Julian L.M. Harris, a Fielding descendant, signed a
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document as chairman of the Tribal Council (Officers of the Tribal Council

of Mohegan Irdians 1933). The document was a resolution to spend some of

the monies held in trust for the tribe for an attorney's retainer fees who

was pursuing the 1land claims. Everett M. Fielding's name appears on a ‘
list of contributors to this project.

Also when Everett M. Fielding was chief, Harold Tantaquidgeon wrote a
letter to the membership calling for a meeting "to get active"
(H. Tantaquidgeon 1935). Everett Fielding was present at this meeting
when Tantaquidgeon suggested "building a stone wall around the church and
maybe a well" (Gray 1935). Also at this meeting, Edith Gray reported on
the new developments of her pursuit of the claims on the Royal Burial
Ground in Norwich and a collection was taken up to help finance
John Hamilton's continuing research work in connection with the Royal
Burial Ground claim (Gray 1935).

"Julian L.M. Harris was chief between 1935 and 1937. During his tenure,

Edith Gray and John Hamilton continued their work on the "Royal Burial
Grounds," on behalf of the tribe.

Burrill H. Fielding was chief between 1937 and 1952. During this time
John Hamilton, became more prominent in Mohegan affairs and in the 1940's
and early 1950's he was petitioning the Connecticut legislature for just
compensation for lands wrongfully taken (Anonymous 1943; Mohegan Indians
1943; New London Day 1941). Hamilton broadened the land claims to include
not only the "Royal Burial Grounds" but a larger portion of the lands
originally claimed by the Mohegan (Mohegan Indian 1943). Whether Burrill
Fielding was involved in these activities is not known. .

From 1952 to 1970 Harold Tantaquidgeon was chief. In 1954,
Courtland Fowler, a Fielding, received correspondence from the Bureau of
Indian Affairs regarding 1land claims (Dwight 1954) and the Bureau

suggested that they employ a ‘'"reputable attorney." Also during
Tantaquidgeon's tenure, Hamilton continued to act on behalf of the
Mohegan. Hamilton formed an organization known as "The Council of the

Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, 1Inc." in 1967 (Damon 1981, 12,16).
Tantaquidgeon was not centrally involved in this organization. Likewise,
when problems of proper leadership developed within this organization, it
was Virginia Damon, who, at the request of the group's elders, called a
meeting, in 19370, of Mohegan at the Mohegan church. This meeting was to .
determine the M¥ohegan's rightful leader (Andrews 1970b). At this meeting,
Courtland Fowler was confirmed as chief.

Courtland Fowler's designation as chief was not sufficient to stop John
Ramilton from acting on behalf of the Mohegan and claiming he was their

~ "Grand Sachem.” In February 1972, during Fowler's tenure, Jayne Fawcett,
a Fielding descendant, sent out a form letter to the Mohegan membership
stating that she did not recognize John Hamilton as Grand Sachem or
emperor and ‘asking the recipients to date and sign the statement if they
agreed (Fawcet: 1972). There is no evidence that Courtland Fowler
attempted to involve the membership in the Hamilton controversy.
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‘ Table 3. Mohegan Leaders and "Councilaen’
{since 1890}

CEIBPS/SPORKESNEN DATES AD BOC "COUNCILORS'
LEADERS
Henry "Wigun" Matthews  18?7-130] Eama 7. Baker 1397 Adelaide Babbitt, L.N. Pielding,

Bdwin C. Powler, Julian L. Barris.
Nathan Cuffee !
Leauel Pielding 19000  Three councilmen?

Lenuel Fielding 1920-1928 Everatt Fielding, Albert Fielding,
Gladys Tantaquidgeon, Bdith Gray,
Mary Morgan, Juliam Barris,
Battie Morgan

Bverett X. Fieliing 1928-1915 Bdith Gray 1930's
John Ramilton 1930's
Julian L.N. Harris 1933 Raymond X. Barris, Maria B. Capwell
{cbairman) Loretta P. Schultz

Rarold Tantaquidgeon 1835

Julian L.M. Bar:is ©1935-1937¢ Bdith Gray 1930's
‘ John Bamilton 1930's
Burrill B. Fielding 1937-1982 John Hanilton 1940's
Barold Tantaquidgeoﬁ 1952-1970 Courtland Fowler 1954 ‘tribal council®

John Hamilton 1966-1970
Virginia Dasen 1970

Courtland Féllef 1970 to date John Eaiilton 1970's Courtland Powler, Ernest Gilman,

Jayne Fawcett 1972 Donnell Hamilton, Catherine Lamphere,
Stilson Sands, Ralph Sturges

References: 1 N'! 1899; 2 New York Times 1900;
3 Prince and Speck 1903; {4 Officers of the Tribal
Council of Mohegan Indiams 1933; 5 Nills 1958
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Hamilton cont:nued his pursuit of the land claims. He and his attorney,
Jerome M, Gr:ner filed two suits on behalf of the Mohegan in 1977 (uU.s.
District Court 1977; Krulitz 1979). Also Hamilton and his attorney had a
petition fileidl for Federal Acknowledgment in 1978 (Griner 1978). It is
not known whit portion of the Mohegan membership initially followed
Hamilton in . these actions. Some objected. In the 1980's, the Mohegan
agreed to join the law suit and pursue acknowledgment.

The ad hoc leader in the Mohegan sociopolitical system has been important
in pursuing the 1interests of the tribe. It is also a pattern which has
lead to external confusion and misunderstanding about the nature of the
- leadership of the Mohegan. John Hamilton, one of the ad hoc leaders
furthered the copfusion however when he overstepped the authority
recognized by some of the Mohegan of any holders of this position.
Hamilton continued to proclaim he was the Grand Sachem of the Mohegan.

John E. Hamilten

Of all the ad hoc leaders, John E. Hamilton, born in 1897, had the longest
and most prominent role. His work amd activities had a major impact on
Mohegan affairs. He was the grandson of Mary T. Storey, a sister to
Delana Miller and Emma T. Baker, the £first and second presidents
respectively of the Mohegan Sewing Society.

As a vyoung man, he lived in Mohegan about 10 years and during the rest of

his 1life he lived in various towns in eastern Connecticut. Later he lived
in the Midwest and, for a while, in California (fd). .

He became actively involved in Mohegan land claims in January 1930 when he
engaged the 'services of Alexander L.W. Begg, an attorney in New York
City. In Februaary 1930, he was seeking a meeting with the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs in Washington D.C. to discuss the Mohegan land claims in
Connecticut ani New York. Later that same month he telephoned the
Commissioner and discussed the situation (Scattergood 1930). The
Commissioner's response, both by letter and by phone was that Congress had

not directed the Bureau to exercise any jurisdiction over the Mohegan
(Scattergood 1930).

In August and December 1931, Hamilton contacted Congressman Schneider
seeking his assistance in resolving the claims the Mohegan were making for
lands 1involving a Mohegan Cemetery in Norwich, Conmecticut. Hamilton also
asked the congressman to assist in clarifying the Mohegan's right to share
in the claims of the Stockbridge 1Indians 1in Wisconsin (Rhoads 1932).
Hamilton's 1letters were sent to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for response
and the Bureau reiterated that only those Mohegan who had left Connecticut
and joined with the Stockbridge Indians when they resided in New York and
prior to their movement to Wisconsin were eligible to share in the

Stockbridge award (Rhoads 1932).
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John Hamilton <claimed that in 1924 his mother had bestowed on him the
title of "Grand Sachem of the Mohegan” and that this position was
confirmed by the mebership 1in 1933 after announcements of the pending
. event were published in the newspapers and letters were sent to heads of

families. When he was asked if anyone ran against him he replied, "Oh,
no, they all fell for it. We need somebody to go ahead with things. So I
stepped in and I be going [sic] every since." (Hamilton 1981, 19). No

evidence was found to support Hamilton's claims and they have been
‘challenged by other Mohegan. :

Hamilton's actions on behalf of the Mohegan in the 1930's were supported
by the Mohegan (Gray 1935). 1In 1935, in calling a meeting to discuss the
reorganization of the tribal organization Harold Tantaquidgeon suggested
that John Hamilton be made one of the "Councilors" (H. Tantaquidgeon 1935)
an indication of support. Tantaquidgeon indicated that the issues to be
discussed at this meeting were the wigwam for that fall and the Mohegan

claims. The meeting was to be held at the Mohegan Church. Hamilton was
subsequently referred to as their "Representative on Indian Claims" (Gray
1935).

John Hamilton's work on the land claims continued, but funds were always a
problem. In August of 1941, Hamilton and the Mohegan temporarily revived
the Wigwam Festival, a traditional Mohegan activity, last held in 1938, to
help raise mcnies for the pursuit of the land claims case. Hamilton's
Wigwam, which was called the "Festival & Wigwam" (National American Indian
Defense Association 1941a) or "Wigwam Corn Festival" (National American
Indian Defense Association 1941b) held in August of 1941 was advertised as
the 76th annual wigwam. This may be a mistake in the numbering of annual
wigwams. Acccrding to one document, the 76th wigwam may have been held in
1936 (Ladies cf the Mohegan Church 1936). The 1941 event was sponsored by
the National American Indian Defense Association, of which John Hamilton
was president (National American Indian Defense Association 1941b).

The 1941 festival was held at the Mohegan church in Mohegan and, as in the
past, the Mohegan men built an arbor and the women prepared and sold

Indian food. Mohegan arts and crafts were on display (New London Day
1941b). ¥While individuals from other Indian tribes seem to have had the
spotlight in this event, various Mohegan were present, dressed in tribal
costune. Lieutenant Governor Odell Shepard and other dignitaries attended
the event and the Lieutenant Governor spoke to a crowd of approximately
3,000 (New London Day 1941b). As part of the ceremonies, Lieutenant
Governor Shepard was adopted and given the name of "Chief Many Suns of the
Mohegans." The event was so vwell attended that reporting of the event

included mention of the traffic jams and the number of traffic police
needed to assure a flow of traffic (Hartford Times 1941).

In early May 1941, John Hamilton presented a petition to the state
legislature to allow the Mohegan claim to be submitted to the courts for
adjudication (New London Day 194la). This was one of many petitions
Hamilton submitted to the legislature for this cause and the last one was
in 1951 (Mohegan Indians 1943; Anonymous 1943; CT General Assembly,

. Judiciary Committee 1943).
After this last petition, John Hamilton moved from Connecticut. While
absent from ca. 1941 to 1966, Hamilton lived in California. There was no

evidence presented for his working 1in behalf of the Mohegan during his
absence. T
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By 1967, John Hamilton was back in Connecticut and he and other Mohegan

formed "The Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc." The

names of some of the Mohegan participants in this new organization were

the same as those active in Mohegan affairs in the mid to late 1930's and ‘
early 1940°'s. John Hamilton and Loretta Schultz were in leadership roles

in the  mic to late  1930's. The names of Virginia Damon,
Beatrice Labenski, and Mildred Chapman were on lists of people involved in

Mohegan activities in the 1930's (Gray 1935) and 1940's.

" The Council of the Descendants, like Mohegan activities of the 1920's and
1930's,  involved individuals from the principal families. Officers and
members from the Storey family included John E. Hamilton, president: his
cousin, Mary V.M. Goodman, vice president; his niece, Virginia H. Darmon,
secretary; Mildred Chapman, assistant secretary: and Virginia's
daughter, Cheryl I. Harris, assistant treasurer with Beatrice Engelgau and
Faith Davison, - directors. From the Fielding family there was
Lawrence Schultz, treasurer, and directors, Loretta Schultz,
Loretta Roberje, Beatrice Labenski, and Courtland Fowler (Council of the
Descendants 1367). Later, in September 1968, the board of directors was
expanded and Albert Baker from the Baker family received a position
(Council of the Descendants 1968b).

The Council of the Descendants, Inc. was considered a separate

organization from the rest of the Mohegan. To be a member of this
organization one had to pay dues and according to its bylaws only the
Board of Directors could vote. The minutes of meetings of this

organization indicate that while it was a separate organization, any lines

of authority between the corporation and the Mohegan group were blurred. .
In May 1969, the minutes of the Board meeting indicates that after the

Board Meeting was adjourned, the Mohegan General Council meeting began

(Council of the Descendants 1969), The information provided with the

petition 1is not sufficient to determine whether the "General Council" was

only those whc were dues paying members or whether the meeting was open to

all Mohegans. The same individuals participated in both meetings. Other

minutes of the corporation make it clear that Mohegan group business was
discussed and acted upon.

Other indications that the corporation was acting in behalf of the Mohegan
was the corporation's attempt to contact all the descendants of the
Mohegan to attend a meeting at the Mohegan Church in Mohegan in August
1968. A notice was sent to those who were on mailing lists that the
corporation officers recognized were outdated. The request pointed out
that children on the existing lists might now be grown and have families
of their own. Recipients were asked to notify the families they knew vho
night not have received the notice (Damon 1968).

In October 1963, a meeting of the Board of Directors of the Council of the
Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc. was held at the Mohegan Church in
Mohegan. During this meeting a resolution was passed authorizing
John Hamilton, then titled President and Grand Sachem, "to act in our
stead, with full power and authority to sign the lawyer contracts; and
things connected with our general welfare" (Council of the Descendants
1368c). Those in  attendance and voting included John Hamilton, ‘
Mary Goodman, :nd Beatrice Labinski of the Storey family; Charles Harris,
Loretta Schult:, Courtland Fowler, Olive Coderre, Roberta Cooney, Lawrence
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Schultz, Beatrice Engelgau, Emma Gucfa, Loretta Roberge, Meryl Heberding,

and Jerolyn Fink of the Fielding family. These Mohegan lived various

places, some traveled approximately 45 miles to the meeting from
. Pawtucket, Rhode Island.

The minutes of this same meeting make it clear that this organization was
operating on behalf of the Mohegan as well as the Council of the
Descendants since there was a discussion of the sale of the parsonage land
which was tribal land. The minutes indicate that the sale was approved by
the majority of the legal voting members of the Mohegan Indians (Council
of the Descendants 1968c). The minutes also indicate that 50 members were
present at this meeting. This issue became controversial in a latter
meeting of the Council of Descendants when the argument was raised by some
of the members that the sale of the parsonage should be in the hands of
the Church Building Committee (Council of the Descendants 1968e) and that
the deed of sal: would be signed by individuals sélected by the Council.

Funds to pursie the research and 1legal aspects of the 1land claims
continued to e a problem. In a board meeting in May 1969, the Board of
Directors of <:he Council of the Descendants discussed how to raise the
$§750 needed for the preparation and printing of the legal briefs. While
there were various suggestions, the consensus seems to have been that they
would make a general appeal through the newspapers rather than try and to
assess each fanily $10 (Council of the Descendants 1969). No records were
provided to show the results of this project.

Hamilton, as it result of the lack of progress on the land claims suit and
some of his actions and statements in the latter part of 1969 and early
1970, was faliing out of favor with the Mohegan. He was using the title
of "Grand Sachem of the Mohegan-Pequot Inddian Nations" and, according to
some of his c¢ritics, was releasing news articles which angered and
embarrassed sone of the Mohegan families. Hamilton based his power on his
story that his mother had made him. Grand Sachem when she died in the
1920's and also on the resolution authorizing him to act in behalf of the

Mohegan passed by the Council of the Descendants in 1968 (Council of the
Descendants 196ic).

Hamilton's act:.ons had upset the Mohegan. Virginia Damon, John Hamilton's
niece, 1in her 981 testimony, stated that she was asked by "all the elders
of the Tribe" to send letters to the 38 heads of Mohegan families asking
them "if there¢ was any reason why Courtland Fowler could not be Sachenm"
{(Damon 1981, :8). Damon explained in her deposition that it was
traditional to notify the heads of families (Damon 1981,18). This form of
balloting would g¢give the approximately 300 eligible MXohegan voters a
chance to express their views. A meeting was called at the Mohegan Church
for May 1970 by Virginia Damon, who was living in Niantic. By this time
the letters should have been returned stating why the person objected to
-Fowler as Sachenm. On May 17 a meeting was held at the Mohegan Church.
The estimates on the number of people attending ranges from approximately
20 to 37 members (Andrews 1970b; Norwich Bulletin 1970; Fowler 19804,
15-16; Bishop 14981, 32).
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At the time of the May meeting, there was confusion in the media over the

nature of the Mohegan. Bea Andrews, a reporter, first referred to the

group as the "Mohegan-Pequot 1Indian Nation” (Andrews 1970a), probably

deriving the name from the title that Hamilton had assumed as "Grand .
Sachem of the Mohegan-Pequot Nation." 1In a subsequent article, however,

she dropped the term "Mochegan-Pequot Indian Nation" and she refers to the

"Mohegan Indiaa Tribe." (Andrews 1970a; 1970b).

Criticism of Hamilton during the May meeting focused on his failure to
keep the Mohegan informed on the progress of the claims case; also his
presumed Grand Sachem status with the Pequots which some Ledyard,
Connecticut, Pequot vigorously denied; his dissolution of the bylaws of

the corporation; his naming a new board of directors; and the recently
published accounts of the »tribal genealogy given to the press (Andrews
1970b). Ham:..lton's supporters at the meeting stated, in identically

worded affidavits, that they considered the meeting illegal. They claimed
that the "elders" who called the meeting did not have elder status and the
only one vwho did "had been removed by the Grand Sachem's Edict of May 10,
1970" just 7 days before the meeting at the church (A. Baker 1970; Rundell
1970; Cholewa 1970).

In response to the May meeting, Hamilton, without notifying the Mohegan,
filed dissolution papers for the corporation in June 1970 (Bishop and
Hamilton 1970). The Mohegan 1in Mohegan did not know that the formal
structure the group was operating under had been dissolved.

Although Hamilton no 1longer was supported by the Mohegan in Mohegan, his

actions subsequent to his loss of office still had an effect on the
petitione:s. He was adopting people as Mohegan. Once, while in the
hospital, he adopted his nurse (fd). In the fall of 1970, Hamilton

created an organization which he called "The Confederation of
Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliated Algonquin Tribes:
{Confederation of Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliated
Algonquin Tribes 1970), a group which has been confused with the Mohegan.
"Article I Governing Body" of the constitution for Hamilton's group
states regardinj the leader:

His powers are undisputed. He is the sole determiner
of ecitizenship in our Nation. His is the power to
adopt or remove individuals at will, into, or from,
the Tribal Rolls (Confederation of Mohegan-Pequot
Anerican Indian Nation and Affiliated Algonqguin Tribes
1470) .

This organization’'s constitution was created in September 27, 1970, four
months after {he Mohegan meeting at the church. It was signed by
John Hamilton and Roland Bishop and was notarized November 2, 1970. No
evidence was Jresented that the constitution was ever ratified by the
‘membership nor was there any evidence that this document represented the
Mohegan who reccgnized Courtland Fowler as chief.

the documents submitted for this petition. Those that were submitted
indicated that at least some Baker and Storey descendants considered
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themselves members of Hamilton's group. Some of the members of the
"confederatioa of the Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliated
Tribes" include individuals on the Mohegan membership list, largely Baker
descendants, who continued their allegiance to Hamilton. Some members of
the Confederiation were descendants of other Indian groups in the area, and
some were non-—-Indians whom Hamilton had adopted.

Because of the lack of documents describing this organization, it is not
known whether the present group of people Xxnown as the Preston-Mohegans
are the successors to the confederation or an entirely different group.
The fact tha! John Hamilton was involved with the Preston-Mohegans, Albert
Baker's present involvement (fd), and Eleanor Fortin's statement that she
was selected by Hamilton to be his successor (Fortin 1988) suggest that
the groups &re somehow related. Nonetheless, the attorneys and leaders
for the Preston-—-Mohegan claim that its members are Mohegan descendants and
have asked the Branch of Acknowledgment and Research to include them as
part of the petitioning group. Since these people’'s names were not on the
lists of rembers submitted by the petitioner, they could not be
considered.

Based on his alleged confirmation as Grand Sachem and reinforced by the
1970 constitution of the <Confederation of the Mohegan-Pequot American
Indian Nation, Hamilton continued to publicly present himself as "Grand
Sachem of the Mohegan and Pequots” and made statements that were
embarrassing to some of the Mohegan. 1In February of 1972, another ad hoc
leader, Jayne Fawcett, a Fielding descendant, sent a letter to those
Mohegan for whom she had addresses. The 1letter outlined some of
. Hamilton's recent activities vwherein he described his role as "basically
that of an emperor” and made what she considered to be ‘"rash and
inaccurate" statements. At the bottom of the letter a place was provided
for the 1individual signatures and the addresses and any of the older
children, 1if ¢they agreed that they did not recognize John Bamilton as
Grand Sachem o>f the Mohegan Indian Tribe (J. Fawcett 1972). Approximately
157 names .appear on the returns agreeing that they did not recognize
Hamilton as their Grand Sachem.

In 1977, Hamilton, through his attorney Jerome Griner, filed two land
claims suits in the U.S. District Court in Hartford with unanticipated
impact on the Mohegan in Mohegan. Approximately 600 acres were claimed to
have been talken in violation of the Indian Non-Intercourse Acts (U.S.
District Court 1977; Krulitz 1979). The suits, which were later
consolidated, were filed without the consent of the Mohegan in Mohegan.
The 1law suit affected the financial institutions in the village and these
institutions 1reacted in different ways. Some were requiring that a bond
be posted before selling or purchasing property causing some land
transactions to become difficult. This affected both Mohegan and
non-Mohegan. Some families reported that they encountered difficulties
with land transactions while others indicated that their land transactions
during this period were not affected (fd).

Because of the financial problems caused by the suits, some non-Mohegan in
the area became embittered. The local non-Mchegan, confusing Hamilton's
‘ group with the 1local Mohegan, felt that the Mohegan were out to reclainm
all the 1land and take the homes of those living there. Some non-Mohegan
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were quoted as saying, "Oh, you 1Indians are going to take our homes"
(Brown 1983, 32). A "Mohegan Citizens Action Committee”" headed by
Richard Fawcett, a spouse of a Mohegan, formed to protest the claim
(R. Fawcett 1977). To allay the fears of the people in Mohegan, a public
meeting was held at the Mohegan Fire Station where concerned Mohegan and
non-Mohegan met and resolved their problems (fd). Also "steps were taken
by the State and all banks involved so that property transfers are going
on without hindrance by the pending action. . ."™ {(Griner 1985).

At that time, the Mohegan in Mohegan did not claim part in the law suit
since they did not recognize John Hamilton as leader (R. Fawcett 1977).
Further, many were under the impression that if Hamilton won the suit that
the 1local Mohegan would 1lose Fort Shantok and the burial grounds to
Hamilton and his followers (J. Fawcett 1979a, Strickland 1979a; Lamphere
1979). While the Mohegan in Mohegan originally objected, in August 1980
at a special Tribal Council meeting, the secretary reported that the

membership haid decided by a vote of 96 to 3 to intervene in the land
claims suit (Damon 1980c).

In July 1978, on behalf of Hamilton, attorney Griner submitted a letter
petition for Federal acknowledgment as an Indian tribe to the Department
of the Interior. This action was undertaken without the knowledge of the
Mohegan in Mchegan. After learning about the intent to petition, the
Mohegan family communication network was set in motion and the Bureau of
Indian Affairs received 1letters from Savannah, Georgia (a Fielding
descendant} (Strickland 1979); Noank, Connecticut (a Storey) (Goodman
1979); New London, Connecticut (a Storey) (Damon 1979); Miami, Florida (a
Storey) (Sword 1979); and Uncasville, Connecticut {(Fieldings) (J. Pawcett - .
1979;: Lamphere 1979) protesting the petition with John Hamilton as the

leader. This protest was part of the continual battle the Mohegan fought
in their attempts to get the public to understand that John Hamilton was
not their "Grand Sachem”. The concerns being expressed were that Hamilton

did not have the authorization to take such actions and also that if the
group were acknowledged John Hamilton would be accepted as their leader.

In the January/February 1979 issue of Wassaja is a lead story "Mohegans
Protest Hearst Publicized Marriage Ritual.”" Patricia Hearst, whose father
owned the Hearrst newspapers, had planned to be married. It is not known
how it evolved, but Hamilton had plans to give the couple an "Indian
marriage." The article states that the Mohegan of Connecticut signed a
petition denying Hamilton's claim of leadership (Costo 1979a). Costo
wrote an open letter to Hearst in which he stated "All over the country
Indian tribesmen and tribeswomen are laughing at the described ritual,
when they are not disgusted with this spectacle planned by Hamilton"
(Costo 1979b).. Richard A. Hayward, Chairman, Mashantucket Pequot Tribal
Council, a federally recognized tribe located across the Thames River from
the Mohegan also wrote to Hearst about the "unfounded claim of John
Hamilton to be 'Grand Sachem' of the Mohegan and Pequot Tribes™ and the
fact that the Mohegan had sent a delegate to the Pequot tribal council
meeting on January 21 asking support in their position. He further
states "Both Tribes have attempted without success to inform news people
in Connecticut about this position; he [Hamilton] is still referred to in
the Norwich Bulletin, for instance, as 'Grand Sachem' without
attribution. This is shoddy journalism, but we seem to be stuck with it"
(Hayward 1979).
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Hamilton was not entirely ostracized by the Mohegan for his actions. His
name was on the ballot as a candidate for tribal council in 1980

. (Cadwalader 1980) and, it is alleged that he did attend some later Mohegan
tribal meetings. He continued to use the Mohegan Church until 1981 when
the local Mohegan changed the locks on the church door (C.Baker 1983, 8).
Hamilton was present in November 1985 when the membership clause in the
tribal constitution was being amended. All legitimate Mohegan in
attendance received ballots and voted on the issue and since no dissenting
vote was cast, Hamilton is presumed to have voted for the membership
change (MT 1985¢, 76).

In late May 1988, after Hamilton's death, Eleanor ¢. Fortin (aka Queen
Rippling Waters) of the Preston-Mohegan sent out letters to the people on
her membership 1list indicating that Hamilton had appointed her as his
- successor and requesting a yes vote of all those that agreed and a no vote
from all those who disagreed with the appointment (Fortin 1988). As
pointed out above, it 1is not clear what relationship existed, if any,
between the Preston-Mohegan and the Confederation of the Mohegan-Pequot
American Indian Nation and Affiliated Algonquin Tribes. ‘

Those Mohegan who received a letter from Fortin ignored the request for a
vote since ‘they do not recognize Fortin nor many of her followers as
Mohegan (fd). The current Mohegan tribal council realizes that some of
the people on Fortin's list are also on the Mohegan membership list. The
State of Connecticut does not recognize Fortin or her followers as being

Mohegan (Figueroa 1988, 9).
’ Despite the ill-will that Hamilton created both while he was president of
"The Council of Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc." and after he was

dismissed from office, his -influence cannot be denied. -He was
instrumental in getting the land claims case filed and in this pursuit he
was supported by many Mohegan. Also, it was under his name that the °

Federal acknowledgment petition for the group was filed. While he later
denied that some Mohegan families were truly Mohegan, it was never denied
that Hamilton was a Mohegan.

When the request was made of the tribal council to have memorial services
for Hamilton in the Mohegan Church, there was some discussion. Some.did
not want him to have this privilege. The fact that he was Mohegan was the
deciding factor and permission was granted. The service was not
well-attended, however, and consisted of a few close relatives and some
close non-Mohegan friends (fd).

Reviev of Ad Hoc Leaders

The general c¢onception of a chief with centralized power, does not apply

in the sociopolitical system of the Mohegan. The ad hoc leaders
demonstrate tlrat the person who carries the title of chief of the Mohegan

is not necessarily the one to initiate actions for the group. While the

chiefs may 1iritiate sociopolitical actions, one of their more important

. functions appears to be to serve as a public representative for the
~Mohegan at ncn-Mohegan ceremonial affairs. Ad hoc leaders take action on
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behalf of the Mohegan, but they do not serve as the group representative
in non-Mohegan affairs,

It is not always clear if the ad hoc leaders undertaking action on behalf .
of the Mohegan discusses the intended action with the council or
membership. In some cases the individual has been given this role by the
council. Emma Baker was elected in 1897. Julian Harris had the title of
"chairman” and presumably he was elected. In 1967, Hamilton was elected

as President of the Council of the Descendants. Virginia Damon's
involvement in the 1970 ouster of John Hamilton was requested by the
“elders”.

Ad hoc leaders, in other instances, were supported by the membership, but
it 1is not known if the individual was requested to take on the task or if
they commenced the task and later received support of the membership.
Lemuel Fielding was a member of the council in 1899 and in 1900 he
committed the group to supply affidavits. Edith Gray's work, in the
1930's, for the recovery of the "Royal Burial Grounds" was supported with
financial contributions from the membership. John Hamilton also received
contributions from the wnmembership €for his work in the 1930's. In 1941,
Hamilton was supported when the Mohegan produced a wigwam for the raising
of funds. It is not known if there was prior approval for Harold
Tantaquidgeon's actions in 1935 when he called a meeting; Courtland
Fowler's sending a claims letter im the 1950's; or Jayne Fawcett's
request of the membership regarding Hamilton's "Grand Sachem" status. The
ad hoc leaders can initiate action as long as it meets the approval,
formally or informally, of the council and/or membership. In the case of
John Hamilton. when his actions became offensive or inappropriate to the
Mohegan, then he was removed as an ad ho¢c leader (Andrews 1970a, 1970b).
After his renoval, Bamilton filed suit for land claims and also the

Mohegan petition for Federal acknowledgment.: While some of the group
first objected to these actions, they later accepted his actions on their
behalf.

Sociocultural Leaders

While Fowler and his predecessors were the formal and sometimes informal
political 1leaders, another kind of leadership exists among the Mohegan
which interacts with other facets of the Mohegan political system. This .
is called sociocultural leadership by Melissa Fawcett-Sayet who is a
doctoral studeat in anthropology at the University of Connecticut. She is
a Fielding-Tantaquidgeon descendant. The sociocultural 1leader is not
unigque to the Mohegan. This kind of leader is not elected and exercises
authority in the

creat:ing and/or continuity of traditions within an

Indian tribe. An individual possessing such influence

need not necessarily be a ... political representative

of any kind (Fawcett-Sayet 1987, 40).

She states that because of the 1low profile nature of this kind of
leadership, it 1is unknown how long this pattern has existed among the
Mohegan. She says that it was manifest with Fidelia Fielding, the last ‘
speaker of the Mohegan-Pequot dialect, and the Indian medicine women such .
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as Emma Baker and Mercy Matthews. These women gave a symbol of this
leadership to Gladys Tantaquidgeon. This symbol was a beaded belt which
belonged to Gladys' great aunt (by marriage), Fidelia Fielding

' (1827-1908), who had received the belt from her grandmother Martha Uncas
(c1767/9-1859) (Fawcett-Sayet 1987, 41).

This sociocultural leadership is recognized by most of the Mohegan
members. Pauline (Schultz) Brown, a Fielding descendant, in her
deposition to the Connecticut attorney general, stated that "the
Tantaquidgeons have really kept up the history (of the Mohegans) with the
museum of the Mohegan Indian, and Hamilton has kept up the land claim."”

~When she was asked if she ever talks much to Gladys, Brown replied "I
was just over there a couple of weeks ago. I wanted to know why I have
been subpoenaed to court, and we didn't talk about it much. . ." (Brown
1983, 17).

Fawcett-Sayet wuses Gladys Tantaquidgeon as an individual example of a
Mohegan sociocultural leader. Also, she could have used Gladys' brother,
Harold. While Harold is not as active today as his sister, in the past he
has had a very active role in preserving and perpetuating Mohegan cultural
traditions. Like his sister, he was involved when vyounger in the
sociopolitical activities of the group. Harold was recognized for his
knowledge of Mohegan and related groups.

John Tantaquidgeon, Gladys and Harold's ¢father, was also active in

perpetuating [Mfohegan culture. John Tantaquidgeon's role in preserving

Mohegan cultural traditions was exemplified in his weaving of baskets and

carving of wooden 1ladles and bowls. He taught this skill to his son

- Harold. John  Tantaquidgeon was responsible for constructing the

Tantaquidgeon museum which houses the material culture that was still

" extant in the Tantaquidgeon family. and in some other families. Some

Mohegan famil:es, however, still retain material culture items such as

spoons, baskel's, and mortars which they inherited from their ancestors
(£d).

The Tantaquid¢eon Indian Museum was built in 1931 and its purpose is to
preserve and perpetuate the history and traditions of the Mohegan and
other Indian tribes (Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum 1988). The building is
located on tlke same hill as and not far from the Mohegan Church. It is
situated Dbehind the Tantaquidgeon house. During construction John
Tantaquidgeon was aided by Harold and some of the other Mohegans.
Presently the museum building contains various Mohegan artifacts including
photographs, models, baskets, carved wooden objects {(bowls, 1ladles,
mortars) some of which were carved by Mr. Tantagquidgeon or Harold. Alsc
some of the 1Indian costumes of the family are on display in these rooms
including a blelt that belonged to Martha Uncas (1767/9-1859) and the
Indian dress worn by Gladys.

On a 1level area further up the hill and to the side of the museum Harold
~once built 1Indian structures which were used along with an existing shed
for nuseum educational programs for Mohegan and non-Mohegan school
children and scouts. These programs were organized and taught by Harold
. Tantaquidgeon both before and after World War II. Some of the Mohegan
remember these programs and the things they learned about their Mohegan

heritage (fd; Strickland 1979¢).
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Fidelia Fielding, an earlier sociocultural leader who spoke and wrote in

the Mohegan language, held many Mohegan beliefs which are no longer shared.
by present-day Mohegans. One of these beliefs was manifested in her
concern for the "little people", small spiritual beings that lived in the

woods. At Thanksgiving time before she would eat she would have to take
some food to share with these folks (£fd). She kept diaries of her every

day affairs and some of her diaries have been published (Speck 1928,
228-52).

Among the Mohegan, sociocultural leaders have a unique kind of authority.
When conflict arises between the political authority and sociocultural
authority, the sociocultural authority prevails. When the request was
made for permission to hold memorial services for John Hamilton in the
Mohegan Church, some of those with political authority were opposed but
those with sociocultural authority pointed out that to deny the request
would be 1in violation of tribal tradition and the memorial services were
allowed (fd).

Among the  Mohegan the sociocultural leaders tend to avoid public
conflict.
Vhile Gladys has served on some of the
{wentieth--century tribal political organizations
..she has always distanced herself from political
controversy. . . (Fawcett-Sayet 1987, 41).

Gladys Tantaquidgeon 1in her 1981 deposition remarked, when questioned
about the Mohegan constitution, that she had a copy but she added "You .
see, you know by now that I am not up on legal affairs. . . . Mine has
been entirely 2 different field" (G. Tantaquidgeon 1981, 34-5). Since the
Mohegan have Jdifferent Xxinds of 1leaders, the public confuses them and

- their authority. Even some Mohegan who are not active are confused. When
individuals address predominantly political questions to the ‘sociocultural
leaders, they are referred to the sociopolitical leader and vice versa.
When Gladys receives word from an organization requesting the Mohegan
presence in a parade, she refers the request to Courtland Fowler, the
chief, and they confer. Questions of Mohegan membership also are jointly
resolved. At the homecoming in 1979, when the Connecticut Indian Affairs
Council photographers were present and taking pictures of Mohegan
individuals for Indian identification cards, Gladys Tantaquidgeon and
Courtland Fowler were both present to determine who was eligible to have
their pictures taken (fd).

Summary of the Mohegan Political System

In colonial times the Mohegan had a more formal system of government.
They had a sachem, elected by the people and a tribal council which made
decisions and acted as the governing. body. Due to historical factors and
interference of the colonial government, the group was split over who
should be sachem after the death of Ben Uncas III in 1769 and,
consequently, did not offer a name to the government for approval. This
vas the beginning of a system of government that, as far as we know, no
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longer practiced overt or formal elections of the sociopolitical leaders
and the formal selection of council members.

is a sociopolitical 1leader, but the role of this individual is largely
honorary and serves principally as a spokesperson. The chief is elected
and generally occupies the position for life. 1In addition to the chief,
there is a socliocultural 1leader who is knowledgeable about the cultural
traditions of the group and serves as a repository of this knowledge.
This 1individuzl tends to avoid political controversy. The sociocultural
leader can serve on the council in the making of political decisions.
Both the public and some tribal members recognize the role of this
individual, byt some outsiders confuse the role of this individual with
that of the <chief. In 1952, Harold Tantaquidgeon was elected chief, but
Harold has lasically been a sociocultural leader. Perhaps it 1is
significant that the record is silent about tribal activities during his
tenure until 1967 when Hamilton returned to the area. In addition to
sociopolitical and sociocultural leaders, the ad hoc leaders add another
facet to the political aspects of Mohegan society. When this position is
occupied by individuals 1like John Hamilton, ' then there 1is further
confusion on the part of outsiders and some Mohegan about who are the
leaders.

. The Mohegan have a multifaceted political system. They have a chief who

Another facet of the political system is that of the council. Councils,
before 1980, seem to consist of a vaguely defipned group of "elders"™ (A.
Baker 1970; Cholewa 1970; Rundell 1970). How individuals became a council
menber is not known. Today they are elected. Neither the chief nor the

sociocultural leader are autonomous and they work in conjunction with the
. tribal council. Today, Courtland Fowler occupies two roles. One is the

honorary role as chief, but he also serves as chairman of the tribal
council. Glaiys Tantaquidgeon also served on the present tribal council
before her resignation. As was said by several Mohegan, including the
chief and sociocultural 1leader, the council has the power and what ever
the council has decided we accept (fd).

Since the latz 1890's, another kind of leader is expressed in the record.
This 1individual 1is an ad hoc leader who can initiate action and take the
lead on certaia issues or problems. It is not known if the council and/or
chief are consulted before any action is taken. Since the council and
members participate, by implication they agree with the action taken. It
is the interaction of the chief, the sociocultural leader, the tribal
council and the ad hoc 1leader vwhich constitutes the Mohegan political
systemn.
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State Involvement in Mohegan Affairs

The State's responsibility to oversee and to maintain direct involvement .
in Mohegan affairs continued until 1874 when Fort Hill Farm, the last of

the large parcels communally owned, was sold (J. Hooker 1960). While some

tribes in Cornecticut retained small reservations after this date, the

Mohegan as a tribe became virtually landless (CT General Assembly 1872).

The State is still involved in Connecticut Indian tribal affairs. The
Mohegan is ore of five State-recognized tribes. 1In 1973 the Connecticut
Indian Affairs Council (CIAC) was legislatively established to

provide services to the Indian reservation community and
formulate programs suitable . to its needs; to determine
the qualifications of individuals entitled to be
designated as 1Indians . . . and to decide who is
eligitle to reside on reservation lands pursuant to said
Statutes; to promulgate hunting and fishing regulations
applicable to the reservations; to advise the
Commissicner of Environmental Protection concerning the
general health, safety, and well-being of persons
residing on reservations; to advise the Commissioner of
Environmental Protection concerning the care and
management of reservation lands and buildings thereon;
to advise the Commissioner of Environmental Protection
concerning the care and control of tribal funds; in
conjunction with the Commissioner of Environmental .
Protection to survey and map the reservations (CT Indian
Affairs Council 1975).

According to the Rules and Regulations of the Indian Affairs Council, the
Council has broad powers over Indians. For example, Article II at
47-59b. 27 of the Rules and Regulations states that if an applicant for
menbership in a tribe appeals to the Council and "establishes by a
preponderance of the evidence that he is entitled to membership in the
tribe under the practice and usage of the tribe” the Council, by majority
vote, shall direct the tribe to add the applicant's name to the rolls of

the tribe. The Council .has heard appeals from individuals whom the
Mohegan have declared are not eligible for membership in their group
(£d). The Council sustained the group's decision. When asked about the

role of CIAC in determining their membership, the Mohegan response was

The Mohegan Tribe does NOT, repeat NOT, accede to the
CIAC's authority over its membership composition.
NOR does the Tribe concede this authority to any
other person, firm or entity (MT 1985¢c, 87)

At one time the <Connecticut Indian Affairs Council had some funds which
they furnished to the various State-recognized tribes to assist them in
operating their tribal governments. The Mohegan used these funds to
provide a newsletter to its members. The funding did not continue and the
newsletter was discontinued (fd). The Council presently has an office in

56

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 70 of 194



the state's Department of Environmental Protection, but a study is
underway in the State to evaluate the Indian situation and to make
recommendations for the best place to house the Council.

Current Political Structure

According to the 1980 Mohegan constitution, the group is governed by a
tribal counci.. composed of nine members who are chosen by popular vote of
the membership. The officers are chosen by the Council and consist of a
Chairman, Vice-Chairman, and Secretary-Treasurer. When the Mohegan
constitution was first adopted in 1980 (Fowler 1980; Cicerc 1980), council
members were elected for one- or two-year terms to allow for staggered
terms; now they are elected for two-year terms. The Mohegan do not
rigidly follcw the constitution and continue to function somewhat
informally as they have in the past. While they -have had formal elections
and have submitted referenda before the membership for mail balloting, the
Branch of Acknowledgment and Research (BAR) had access to only a limited
number of minutes of meetings. BAR is not sure that minutes of meetings
are, 1in fact, regularly kept. The constitution states that elections are
to be held regularly. Elections have been delaved without taking formal
steps to make these actions "legal.” Although the Mohegan have a set of
bylaws, they have never been put to the membership for formal adoption.

Voting on matters of overriding tribal concern is by mail ballot. 1In
" August 1979, the Mohegan elected a Constitutional Committee and 132 votes
were cast. This committee drafted a constitution and sent it and a ballot
out to the eligible voters for approval or disapproval in January 1980.
. In addition to the mail ballet, a notice was published in The Day, New
London,. Connecticut on January 19, 1980 (New London Day 1980) announcing
the ballot for the constitutional election. The constitution was approved .
with 92.3 percent of the vote. In April 1980 another vote was taken for
the purpose of electing a tribal council. One hundred thirty eight
members responded. In August 1980, a tribal vote was held on Tribal
Referendum No. 1 (Damon 1980b), whether the Mohegans should enter into
the land claims suit, and 100 votes were cast. Using the current
menmbership 1list and counting only those whose date of birth was furnished
by the group, there would have been approximately 413 eligible voters in
©1980. Where it could be determined, approximately 25 percent of the
eligible members participated in these elections. '

Samples of minutes of tribal council meetings in 1980 indicate current

procedures. In May 1980, a Mohegan Tribal Council meeting was held at a
local member's house. Fowler presided. The first issue discussed
concerned a school text book, "American Indians in Connecticut Past and
Present." The council agreed that there should be a recall of all copies

of this book and that the book be rewritten. It was recommended that each
tribe described in the book should rewrite the section that pertains to
their group. For the Mohegan section the tribal council nominated three
persons to a review board. There was discussion of how to raise funds for
the attorney and they set the agenda for the next tribal meeting to be
held at the Churzh in June 1980 (Damon 1980a).

® ;

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 71 of 194



United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

In a special Tribal Council meeting in August of 1980, there was a report
on the 100 ballots received on the question of whether the council should
intervene in the land claims suit. There were 96 yes votes, and 3 no
votes, and ore ballot was not marked (Damon 1980c). Later in August 1980
the Tribal Ccuncil again met at the Mohegan Church with Fowler presiding.
The attorney wanted a letter showing the results of the vote on whether
the tribe wanted the Mohegan Tribal Council to take over the legal action
on the 1land claim case. There was discussion on how to raise monies for
the attorney (Damon 1980d).

The council is respected and many Mohegan members feel that if the council
has made a decision, then the decision shall stand (fd: J. Fawcett 1980,

29). Courtland Fowler in his deposition for the Connecticut attorney
general states that "the Tribal Council has all the vote. We have to go
by what they agree on" (Fowler 1980, 20).  When matters of "great
importance” come before the Mohegan Tribal Council, the matter 1is

submitted to the voting membership at large. The will of the majority
voting, providing that at least one-fourth of the eligible voters actually
vote, determines the decision. Elections are by secret ballot (MT 1980a).

Decisions of the council are disseminated largely by telephone or letters
with a member of a family calling other family members. Virginia Damon
outlined the jprocedure in her deposition’ to the Connecticut attorney
general. She states that "it is traditional to notify heads of families,
and then the heads of families potify the rest of their people” (Damon
1981, 18) She explained later that the heads of the families are all
older (Damon 1981, 23). One Fielding descendant reported that most of her
information canme from her brother since he was better informed. She said
that he more regularly attended meetings (fd).

Non-Mohegan "Members"

After the Branch of Acknowledgment and Research analysis of the group's
membership 1lists to see if the membership meets the group's membership
criteria, some families were found which, based on available records,
apparently could not trace their ancestry to the 1861 or earlier lists of

Mohegan which is required for membership. Basically there are four
families of non-Mohegan whose names appear. These 1include the
Niles-Cooper, Sands, Congdons, and Keelers. For purposes of this

analysis, the Niles-Cooper and Sands family, with 88 individuals, is
considered as a unit since these people are intermarried. The Congdons
with 23 individuals and the Keelers with 7 are analyzed separately. It is
not clear how these individuals were included on the lists as members.
Names of their ancestors do not appear on a 1933 list of Mohegan living in
Mohegan and elsevhere, nor do they appear on earlier lists. The names of
these families begin to appear in Mohegan records in the early 1970's.
After the 1970's, they are on subsequent membership and/or address lists.

Two lists, one with the names of members and the other one with names of
members and their addresses, were prepared at some time in the 1970's.
One was prepared by Ernest Gilman (Gilman c.1979), a
Fielding-Tantaquidgeon descendant, and the other prepared by Stilson Sands
and others (Sands et al. 1981a, 1981b). Both lists contain the names of
people who cannot demonstrate Mohegan Indian ancestry.
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On Gilman's list of 597 names, 14 are Congdon descendants, 7 are Keeler
descendants, and 4 are Niles-Cooper-Sands descendants. On the Sands et
. al. list of 229 npames and addresses, 50 are descended from the
Niles-Cooper-fiands family, and 13 from the Congdons. None of the Keelers
are on the Sands et al. list.

Most of the non-Mohegan individuals tend to live in cities different from
those where Mohegan reside. One group of 58 non-Mohegan
(Niles-Cooper-Sands) are  concentrated around the Hartford-Windsor,
Connecticut area. The names of 43 of the Hartford-Windsor group appear on
the Sands et al. address list of Mohegan; 2 of them are on the Gilman list
of Mohegan descendants. Another group of non-Mohegan, the Congdons, live
south of Mohegan Some live in Uncasville (4) and others live near Quaker
Hill (2), and some in Waterford (8). Others from this family live in East
Hartford and Eawaii. The names of 14 Congdons appear on the Gilman list
and 13 names are on the Sands et al. 1list. A third group of seven
non-Mohegan (Keelers) 1live in Mystic. These people's names appear on the
Gilman list but not on Sands et al. list.

The Congdons nay have been included on the acknowledgment list since there
was a Mohegan Congdon family which has subsequently died out. Some of the
Mohegan Congdons 1in the 1850's submitted petitions in behalf of the
Mohegan to the State (MT 1852). Also many of the non-Mohegan Congdens
live close by in communities south of the village of Mohegan and the
similarity of name and their 1living in relatively close proximity to
Mohegan may have contributed to the confusion over their Mohegan

ancestry. How the other families came to be included cannot be readily -
explained.

The first Niles~Cooper-Sands descendant appears in the Mohegan record when
one was appointed as Mohegan representative to the Conmecticut Indian
Affairs Council after it was established in 1973. This individual was
also director of American Indians for Development (A.I.D.) that had
headquarters’ in Meriden, Connecticut (Myles 1980, 5). Another non-Mohegan
individual whc was related by marriage to the director of A.I.D. became
involved with the Mohegans and for a time was a representative for the
Mohegan on the Connecticut Indian Affairs Commission (Sands 1981, 37,40).

The non-Mohegans are involved in Mohegan affairs. In August of 1979, a
vote was taken to elect seven members to a constitution committee. One
hundred thirty two ballots were cast to elect the members of a committee
wvho were to draft the constitution (Cadwalader 1979). A list of eligible
voters indicate that six of the votes were cast by Congdons and 25 of them
by Niles-Cooper-Sands. The predominant voters in this election were
Mohegan. Fifteen of the voters were Baker descendants, 12 were Storey
descendants, 68 votes were Fielding descendants, 3 were Hunter/Coopers,
and 3 were unknown. Mohegans were elected to the top three positions of
the committee and a non-Mohegan member was elected to the fourth
position. The non-Mchegan received 38 percent of the votes. Another
non-Mohegan was elected to the sixth position and this person received 36
I percent of the votes (Cadwalader 1979).
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In 1980, when the Tribal council was elected, 138 eligible votes were cast
(Cadwalader 1980). Twenty ohe percent of the votes were cast by
non-Mohegan members. In this same election, 49 percent of the eligible

votes were cast by Fielding descendants, 12 percent were Baker .
descendants, 11 percent were Storey descendants and 2 percent were Cooper
descendants. There were seven voters who are not on the current
Acknowledgment 1list whose ancestry is unknown. Of the two non-Mohegans

elected to :he tribal council, both had worked for American Indians for
Development. One non-Mohegan member, who currently serves on the Mohegan
council, has uerved as chairman of the Connecticut Indian Affairs Council.

Land Claims

After the 1861 land division and the 1872 receipt of fee simple title to
the 1lands, land 1issues associated with the Mohegan reservation ceased to
be pressing problems among the Mohegan in Mohegan. However, in November
1898, judgment was rendered in the case of the Newv York Indians including
the Brotherton Indians against the Federal Government for lands promised
but not received in the Treaty of Buffalo Creek, New York, January 15,
1838. The Mohegan became involved in this case since they knew that some
of the Brotherton were originally Mohegan who had left Mohegan and had
gone to New York with Samson Occom. Because of this relationship, the
Mohegan felt that they were entitled to share in the award made by
Congress to rpay the judgment of the Court of Claims. Some of the Mohegan
filed ©tlaims to share in this award. In 1904 letters of rejections were
sent to most of the Mohegan applicants pointing out that the applicants
were Mohegan and that at the date of the taking the Mohegan and Brotherton .
were two separate groups (Miller 1904). 1In 1906, Phoebe Fowler wrote to
the President of the United States inquiring about the "Indian" settlement
and why the Mohegan were not entitled. Acting Indian Commissioner
Larrabee answered for the President and explained that the Mohegan were
not parties to :he Treaty of Buffalo Creek in 1838 (Larrabee 1906).

While the Mohegan did not share in the New York Indian claims, their
avareness of the <claim's judicial and administrative process was
heightened. In 1899, the Mohegan petitioned the Connecticut General
Assembly (Anonymous 1899) for (1) the right to pursue their claims against
Sarah Hubbard and the city of Norwich, (2) authorization to bring action
against any one that had defrauded or deprived them of their rights, and
(3) the law of 1limitations not to apply to any of their proceeding
(Anonymous 1899). In a newspaper account a few days later, specific
mention  was made that this action 1involved the 16 acres of the Royal
Burial Ground in Norwich (Anonymous 1899). Joseph T. Fanning, an attorney
in Norwich, protested the petition and said the law the Mohegan were
seeking "was o»dnoxious special legislation, for a particular case; that
it discriminated invidiously against the other citizens of the state:

(and) that it would be invalid on constitutional grounds. . ." (Anonymous
1899).

Even before the Mohegan and other southern New England Indians received
their rejection notices from the Brotherton claims in 1904, the Montauk,
Shinnecock, Narragansett and the Mohegan were, in 1900, examining their .
own land problems (New York Times 1900) and trying to get legislative
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permission t¢ bring a suit in the Court of Claims. Lemuel Fielding was
the Mohegan representative in these discussions.

By the 1930's, interest and activities associated with Mohegan land claims
accelerated. In January 1930, Alexander Begg, an attorney writing in
behalf of Jchn E. Hamilton (Scattergood 1930), requested an appointment
with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs regarding the Connecticut land
claims. Later, in April 1930, Begg again wrote to the Bureau.
Commissioner Rhoads responded that the Mohegan, Pequot, Montauk, Niantic
and Narragansett tribes were not under the jurisdiction of the Federal
Government and they were not recognized (Rhoads 1930). In November 1933,
the Mohegan tribe voted to spend monies to obtain an attorney's services.

In 1930, Edith Gray, John Hamilton's aunt, filed suit to recover the Royal
Cemetery in Norwich. The Royal Cemetery was alleged to have been
originally 16 acres which had dwindled to a small lot about 50 by 40

- feet. The cemetery contains a monument to Uncas and a few graves. The
issue of the cemetery land had been raised earlier, in 1899 (Anonymous
1899). Mrs. Gray received money (Gray 1935b) from various Mohegan to
assist in th2 1legal battle. About 1935 the case was dropped from the
courts for lacx of prosecution.

In February 1941, the Mohegan returned again to Hartford asking the
legislature for permission to sue the State (Anonymous 1943). .In May of
that year they submitted a petition to the legislature (New London Day
1941a). Two years later, in 1943, the group submitted a "Bill of
Particulars to the Connecticut State Legislature" in support of H.B. 100
{Mohegan Indians 1943), a bill which would allow the suit to be filed. 1In

. 1951, the Mohegan make their biennial plea for "lands wrongfully taken"
and it was also in that year that John Hamilton had made his fourth
consecutive appearance before the 1legislature (New London Day 1951).
Sometime after the 1951 appeal, John Hamilton left the area and was not
involved in Mohegan activities. However, in 1953, Courtland Fowler made
inquiries of the Bureau of Indian Affairs seeking information about the
Mohegan 1land claims. In the response the Chief of the Bureau's Branch of
Land recommencdled that they employ a reputable attorney to assist them
{Dwight 1954). The Mohegan continued their attempts to resolve their land
claims issue. ’

After this date, there are no records of Mohegan activity in pursuing land
claims wuntil 1967, after John Hamilton had returned to the area and he and
other Mohegan had formed the Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan
Indians, Inc., vwhose primary purpose was to pursue the land claims. It
was headed by Hamilton and its council members were Mohegan from the three
principal families. Hamilton bhired various attorneys, one of whom was
Jerome Griner. In 1977 the 1land claims suit was finally filed and is
 currently on hold until a decision by the Bureau of Indian Affairs is made

on whether the group meets the criteria for Federal acknowledgment (Griner
1987).

These continuing concerns with land c¢laims while varying in intensity

through time have provided a rallying issue for the Mohegan and have

become an important goal for the group. Although all the activities in

the past did not produce a legal settlement, the issue is still alive and
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active. In 1980, the petitioning group voted to join in the ongoing land
claims suit (Fowler 19804). :

The Mohegan Church

After the Moh2gan received citizenship in 1872, the church, although its
membership had both Indian and non-Indians, continued to be a focal point
for tribal activities. Church records, when available, indicate that the
church officers were Mohegans (Mohegan Church 1891; 1901; 1916; 1918;
1919; 1940; 1342). In 1899, the church incorporated and was known as the
Second Congregational Church of Montville (Mohegan Church 1915}.
Membership in the church was never large. In 1919, 14 members were
reported of whon 2 were absentee (Mohegan Church 1919).

Speck, in 1903, commented that the tribal council met occasionally in the
"0ld church” with the headmen of other tribes (Prince and Speck 1903) at a
time when the southern New England Indians were involved in the Brotherton
claims settlement. The wigwam, an annual fall festival, was held on the
grounds in front of the church. Gladys Tantaquidgeon wrote in 1947 that
the Mohegan clurch had been the center of community activities throughout
the years (G. Tantaquidgeon 1947). The present-day Mohegan look at this
building as ar important link to their past. The church has served as a
meeting place. The Mohegan Indian League, a short-lived organization met
there in 1897 (MT 1899; League of Descendants of Mohegan Indians c. 1897),
Harold Tantaguidgeon's Tribal Social Club met there in 1935
(H. Tantaquidgeon 1935), and the Council of the Descendants held some of
their meetings there in the late 1960's. Even John Hamilton's
Confederation of the Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliated
Algongian Tribes met there occasionally until 1983 when the local Mohegan
had the locks changed (C. Baker 1983, 8) and Hamilton no longer had a key.

By 1940  there were eight members with five absentees (Mohegan Church
1940). Sometime after 1942, it was necessary to close the church,
possibly because the missionary aid the group had been receiving was no
longer available €for a church with such low membership. There were only
seven menbers in 1942 and five of them were absentees (Mohegan Church
1942). Following the closing, the building was neglected and in the next
12 years the property deteriorated. The roof caved in, the floor sagged,
and the windows were broken.

About 1954, <Courtland Fowler who had moved from Mohegan to Norwich moved
back and built a house on his ancestral lands (Cureau 1956). When he
visited the church and discovered its decrepit condition he enlisted the
aid of former members and neighbors and they formed a church restoration
steering commit'ee. The committee raised the funds for restoration and
oversaw the renovations. On the steering committee were Mohegans,
including Courtland Fowler and his son Carlisle; Gladys and Harold
Tantaquidgeon; Alfred Grandchamp; Donald, James and Lillian Strickland;
and Carlton Eichelberg. Non-Mohegans included Charles Lamphere (spouse of
a Mohegan), John Morgan, Mildred Pack, Violet Fleming, and Irving Dayton.
(Norwich Bulletin 1957). Funds were raised from various sources including
the contributiors of young people of churches 1in Norwich who were
interested and who offered assistance. The church stood unpainted for a
62

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 76 of 194



while after renovation since they were out of funds and did not have the
manpower to do it themselves. The church only had 13 members after its
restoration (Cureau 1956). After renovation the church underwvent another

. change of name in 1958 (Second Congregational Church of Montville 1958):
it was renamed the Mohegan Congregational Church of Mohegan.

Mohegan Sewing Society

The Mohegan Sewing Society, a woman's auxiliary of the Mohegan Church, was
important in perpetuating Mohegan cultural traditions. The group,
composed largely of Mohegan, met at the church and any funds it collected
"were used principally to pay the minister, purchase sewing supplies, and
heat and maintain the church. The use of funds for non-members of the
church is not <clear. There is indication in the society's books in 1883
and 1885 that some funds (charitable?) were given to Amy Cooper (Mohegan
Sewing Society 1874-1889, 38-39), a Mohegan who had a special conservator
appointed for her in 1883  (Town of Montville 1881-1935). The first
president of the Sewing Society was Delana Miller, a Mohegan, who was
succeeded in »>ffice by her sister, Emma T. Baker. Phoebe Fowler, the
niece of Miller and Baker, became the third president. The first three
presidents served for a combined total of 75 years (Schultz c. 1935). One

of the projects promoted by the Sewing Society was the annual fall
festival--the Wigwanm. .

The Wigwam

‘ The wigwam, held on the church grounds, probably evolved from a previously
existing Mohegin green corn ceremony (Prince and Speck 1903, 196) and
" there are records of it being held as early as 1842 (Uncas Monument

1842). The wigwam was a church fair and it served as a Mohegan
homecoming. dne of its functions was to raise funds for the Sewing
Society. A successful wigwam involved the cooperative endeavors of many
able-bodied Molegan men and women who lived in Mohegan and neighboring
towns. The men would go to the woods and cut timbers suitable for posts

to build an arbor. The entire outer perimeter of posts of the structure
had leafy braiches woven between the posts to form the walls. The men
were responsible for the pounding of parched corn in wooden mortars that
the women used in making yokeag. Others were involved in arranging for
printing of posters or handbills and seeing that they were distributed
(£d).

The wigwam generally lasted three days, not counting the time it took to
get it set up. The first two days were for the public. During the public
days of the wigvam the women were largely responsible for the cooking and
selling of traditional 1Indian foods such as yokeag, clam chowder, and

succotash. Tables where various Mohegan craft items such as wooden
spoons, wooden bowls, baskets and sewn items were sold were manned by
Mohegan and o:ther participants. Newspaper articles reporting on the

vigwams would, on occasion, list names and duties of various individuals.
An  examination of these names show that Mohegan participants were
. descendants from the various principal families (Anonymous 1952). Those
participants who were not Mohegan residents came to Mohegan from Norwich,
New London and Rhode Island.
‘ 63

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 77 of 194



The third diy of the wigwam was for the Mohegan. On this day they shared
a breakfast at the church, dismantled the arbor, cleaned up any trash
vhich had accumulated, and socialized (G. Tantaquidgeon 1980, 21). The
families involved might have a picnic. Whether or not any tribal business
wvas discussed at this time is not known.

Some non-Mohegan, perhaps members of the church, also participated in the
wigwam, but the Mohegan were in the majority. The number of Mohegan
involved in the wigwam outnumbered the Mohegan church membership. While
any funds raised helped support the church, the participation of a large
number of Mchegan 1living in various towns away from Mohegan and the
affiliation of some Mohegan with other churches indicates that the wigwams
vere a Mohegan tradition and not solely a church function.

The Mohegan Sewving Society continued the wigwam from 1860 to 1938 and
although it was said to be annual it was not given every year. The 50th
annual wigwam was held in 1909 (New London Day 1909). Either the wigwans
did not start in 1860 or a year was skipped. Also there may be a gap
between 1927 and 1935. The church related wigwams ceased in 1938 since it
vas no longer possible for the Mohegan to recruit the manpower to build
the arbors aid prepare the food. Many of the Mohegan men had joined the
service and were stationed elsewhere (£fd).

Non-Church Related Wigwam

In 1941 another wigwam was held. This one, which was previously .
discussed, was called “"Wigwam Corn Festival™ (National American Indian
Defense Assoc:ation, Inc. 1941a) or "Festival & Wigwam" (National American
Indian Defense MAssociation, Inc. 1941b). It was held by John Hamiltom in
cooperation with the Mohegan. Hamilton took a previously existing Mohegan
institution and wused it as a fund raiser to support his and the Mohegan's
involvement in land claims. In 1956, Harold Tantaquidgeon attempted to
have another wigwam (Voight 1983, 183; Fowler 1980) which was unsucessful
(Rundell 1983, 15-16). Sometime after 1938, J.R. Williams, a State
official, visited the Mohegan and interviewed Harriet Tantaquidgeon. At
this time Harriet Tantaquidgeon's daughter, Gladys, was in South Dakota
working as a social worker among the Indians. Williams stated that the
old customs were dying out and that the last wigwam had been held the year
before (Williams n.d., 23).

Currently, the Mohegan have an annual fall homecoming. This started in
1977. The Mohegan no longer assemble to raise funds but rather to
socialize and renewv family ties. This is exclusively for Mohegan members
and their families (fd). This gathering is held at Fort Shantok Park near
the traditional Mohegan burial grounds (MT 19804; MT 1979).

' Mobegan and other Indian Groups

that the Mohejan have not had and do not now have extensive interaction
with other Indian groups in their area. They seem to be somewhat isolated
64

Based on the records submitted with the documented petition, it appears .

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 78 of 194



from interacting with other Indian groups. J.R. Williams noted in the
late 1930's, that the "Mohegans hold themselves aloof from. remnants of
other 1Indians. Never seem to mix. They seem prouder, more self-conscious
' and important feeling" (Williams n.d., 23). "The Mohegan have always held
themselves aloof from the neighboring bands of Indian descendants. ...As
a group the Mohegan descendants have not been 1inclined to affiliate
themselves with the Indian groups 1in southern New England” (G.

Tantaquidgeon 1934, 9). The scarcity of documentation showing interaction
with other 1Indian groups supports this statement. Some interaction did
take place. Historically some intermarriages with Niantic and Montauk

have occurred.

In 1903 Speck comments that the Mohegan met in the Mohegan church with
some other Indian groups (Prince and Speck 1903, 195) and since this was
the time for the Brotherton claims it may have been for this purpose or
other relevant 1land claims. The names of some Mohegan who were acting as
a representative are associated with some regional Indian and Indian
interest organizations. In 1925, Julian A. Harris and Lemuel Fielding
were Mohegan representatives to the Algonquin Indian Council of New
England (Algongjuin Indian Council of New England c¢.1925).

After the Connecticut Indian Affairs Council was created in 1973, the
Mohegan were represented and participated in decision making affecting
themselves ani other groups in the area. On the board are representatives
of each of the five State recognized tribes in Connecticut. In this
manner the participating groups are kept informed of proposed and formal
actions of  the State affecting Indians and informally they are aware of

‘ the activities of the other Indian groups. Occasionally Courtland Fowler,
as tribal chief, 1is asked to represent the group at other tribal
activities.

In 1979, the Mohegan did send a representative to the Mashantucket Pequot
Tribe of Connecticut in Ledyard, Connecticut, to confer about John
Hamilton and his c¢laim to being the Grand Sachem of the Mohegan-Pequots
(Hayward 1979.. The Mashantucket supported the Mohegan in their attempt

to get the newspaper reporters to understand that Hamilton was not the
"Grand Sachem” of the two groups. Also when the Mashantucket Pequot had

the opening of their new health center, Courtland Fowler attended the
ceremonies (fd). Some Mohegan members attend regional powwows that occur
in the summer in Connecticut. Attendance at powwows depends on the
personal preference of the individual Mohegan member.

® -
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CURRENT COMMUNITY

Some aspects of the current community have been discussed previously in
the review of the Mohegan current political structure and the Mohegan land
claims.

Geographic Location of Members

Mohegan members are concentrated in southeastern Connecticut in an area
which has been the traditional Mohegan homeland. Of the 889 members for
whom the group furnished =zipcodes, 403 (45%) reside in the "063", New
London/Norwich zipcode area (Map 2). Since the "063" area includes both
the east and west side of the Thames River, an examination of membership
by community reveals that only 76 reside east of the river with the vast
majority 1living west of the river in their traditional homelands. Of the
76 who 1live east of the river, 62 live in three cities, Groton or Mystic,
both east of New London and just across the Thames river, or in Jewett
City to the northeast of Norwich. Groton and Mystic are coastal towns.
Examination of the surnames of members in these more eastern cities,
indicates that there is a tendency for one or two families to comprise the
majority of those members in the city. For example, in Jewett City, where
32 members live, 14 are Baker descendants and have Cholewa as a surname.

Away from the Norwich/New London area where the Mohegans are concentrated,
the number of members resident in Connecticut drops drastically (Map 2).
There is a «cluster in the Hartford and East Hartford area, but they are

. largely descendants of individuals whose names are not on earlier lists of
Mohegan Indians. While Mohegans 1live in many other states, the states
with the 1largest numbers include 72 in New York, 51 in California, 42 in
Rhode Island, and 41 in Florida.

Ninety~three members 1live 1in the Mohegan and Uncasville zipcode area and
104 1live in Norwich. A map supplied by the petitioner shows the streets
in Mohegan and Uncasville where the Mohegans are 1living (Map 3).
Twenty-six houses with 53 members are on or near Uncas Hill where the
Mohegan Church and the Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum are 1located. 1In
Uncasville, within a mile south of Uncas Hill, are 13 more houses where 26
more members live. Living in Mohegan and Uncasville, the traditional
Mohegan homelands, are descendants of the Fieldings, Fowlers,
Tantaquidgeons, and Hamiltons.

Political Activities

The current - council, which was discussed earlier, 1is composed of
~descendants from the three principal Mohegan families and one
non-Mohegan. The Fielding family is represented by Catherine Lamphere,
Ernest Gilman, and the chief and council chairman, Courtland Fowler; from
the Baker family, Ralph W. Sturges; and from the Storey family, Donnell

E. Hamilton. Like their predecessors who were involved in Mohegan
activities, these individuals 1live in the communities of Norwich, New
‘ Londorn and Mohegan. The major issues of discussion are the land claims
and Federal acknowledgment. In the past, Fort Shantok and Ashpo
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cemeteries have been of concern. There is no evidence of an annual
business meeting of the membership at large and it is unknown how concerns
from the general membership come before the council. The Mohegan

. membership participates in group business through mail ballots. Decisions
reached in this balloting procedure are binding on the members. For
example the ¢roup, through this procedure, decided to become involved in
the current lard c¢laims case.

In 1973, the Mohegan have been involved with the Connecticut Indian
Affairs Commission. Some problems are brought before this group for
action and/or resolution. 1In 1983, the issue of busing of Indian students
to achieve racial equality was discussed at a CIAC meeting. This was
prompted by & letter from the Montville School District regarding the
busing progranm. The representatives from the State Department of
Education indicated that the council might consider proposing legislation
which would exempt Native Americans from the state regulations on racial
imbalance. Apparently the Mohegan had raised this issue with the local
school board (CT Indian Affairs Council 1973-83).

Fort Shantok Cemetery

Fort Shantok Cemetery has 1long been a traditional burial ground for the
Mohegan. Individuals from all the major Mohegan families are there,
except possibly for the Storeys. This cemetery, located on a bluff
overlooking the Thames River is next to a late prehistoric Mohegan village
(Salwen 1984). Some of the graves are not marked, some have simple plain
‘ stones, and there are some with more contemporary polished granite

markers. The Mohegan no longer own the cemetery and it is not known if
the State acquired the cemetery with or without the approval of the
Mohegan. The Mohegan do have control over who can be buried there. The

formal rule is that only Mohegan members and their spouses are entitled.
The graves tend to be in family clusters but there are no obvious
boundaries to the family plots. Until recently, if a burial was to take
place, the family of the deceased would notify the park superintendent and
the burial would occur. In spite of the informal nature of the system, no
one who was not entitled was buried there. Vhen some Mohegan were
questioned about what prevented non-Mohegan from being buried in the
cemetery, they were surprised at the thought and their reply was, "Well,
they just wouldn't be" (fd).

Recognizing that the possibility existed that a non-Mohegan could be
buried in the cemetery, the present Mohegan council has appointed a
cemetery committee. Working with the Connecticut Indian Affairs Council,
the tribe developed a memorandum of understanding with Connecticut state
parks. Now before any burial is to take place, the cemetery committee
must be informed by the park superintendent. In turn, the cemetery
committee will send a written approval or disapproval to the
superintendent. Burial is to be done by the requesting party (Sarabia
1987). In reality, because of the need to have a timely funeral,
sometimes the necessary information is provided by telephone and confirmed

‘ later with a letter (fd).
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Problems with “he cemetery perceived by the Mohegan were taken to the CIAC
in August of 1974 (CT 1Indian Affairs Council 1973-83, 10). There was
concern for the disrepair of the fence surrounding the cemetery, the beer

. cans, and the wvandalized gravemarkers. The CIAC voted to request that the
Department of Environmental Protection erect a second fence that would be
sufficient to prevent future vandalism. How this issue was forwarded to
the CIAC whether by the tribal council or chief is not known. Whether
this was done at council request or at the request of the chief is not
known. When Mohegan vwere interviewed, many mentioned this issue and
mentioned that {he State did respond to their concerns (fd).

In 1983, another cemetery issue involved the Mohegan. On Gallivan Lane in
Mohegan 1s the Ashpo cemetery where the Reverend Samuel Ashpo is buried.
When an adjacent property owner began to infringe on the property, in
March 1983, this problem was taken to the Connecticut Indian Affairs
Council where it was discussed in the presence of Ken Przybysz who was the
State Representative (CT Indian Affairs Council 1973-83, 14) from
Mohegan. During the discussions, it was revealed that the Mohegan
cemetery committee was at work on deed research in an attempt to determine
the legal status of the cemetery and the location of the property line.

Mohegan Church

The Mohegan cturch is centrally located in Mohegan. The interior of the
church sanctuary is relatively small. At the altar hangs an "eagle
feather". Rlso there is another feather hanging above the door leading
into the schocl/community room. A former minister had taken down the
altar feather only to have the Indian members insist that it be rehung
(£d). The presence of the feathers symbolizes the Indian presence and
history of the kuilding.

While the memtership in the Mohegan church is not exclusively Indian, and
not all the Indians attend, the church still has a role in Mohegan Indian
affairs. Meetings are held there and Mohegans or their spouses serve as
officers for the church. Another Mohegan is the organist.

The non-Indian minister of the Mohegan Church said that the Indians know
who 1is Indian and who isn't but that some of the non-Indian members of the
congregation know there are Indians but are not always sure which ones
(£4d). He also said that when there is dissension in the Indian community
the church does not get involved.

Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum
The Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum houses artifacts representing various

aspects of Mohegan life including costumes, mortars, pestles, carved
wooden objects, photographs, etc. dating from at least 1853 to the

present. It 1is the one most obvious symbol of Mohegan presence on Uncas
Hill. It is marked by a sign on the highway and it appears on local
maps. It 1is open to visitors and tourists who may care to stop and view
the displays generally accompanied and interpreted by Gladys
Tantaquidgeon. The museum is owned by the Tantaquidgeons. Many of the
older Mohegan remember Harold Tantaquidgeon's education progranms.
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' ' Communication

With the concentration of Mohegan membership in a relatively small area of

southeastern Connecticut, there are no physical barriers to
communication. The are short distances between towns and some commute to
work in other towns. Most of them have telephones. Communication

generally follows family lines (Damon 1981; Fawcett 1972; fd). When
information 13 to be disseminated the heads of households or key persoms
in a family are contacted and they in turn see that the information is
passed on. In Virginia Damon's 1981 deposition she stated

. . .the older people asked me if I would send out
letters to all the heads of the families asking them
if there was any reason why Courtland Fowler could
not De Sachem. ...And it is traditional to notify
heads of families, then the heads of families notify
the rest of their people (Damon 1983, 18).

WVhen attempting to arrange interview schedules, BAR researchers discovered
that Virginia Damon, who was supposed to have moved to Florida by the time
of the field wvisit, had not yet moved and, although she lived in East
Hartford, Connecticut, she was aware of our presence in Mohegan (fd).
Newspapers (Rundell 1983) and, for one short period vwhen funds were

available, newsletters (£d) have been utilized in disseminating
information {o the membership. No copies of the newsletter were
. subnitted. llomecomning notices or election notices have been published in
the 1local papers (Fowler and Cicero 1980) and some members write or call

their relatives who live elsewhere to inform them (fd).

Also during the field visit, BAR staff members movements within the
community were known to various members within the immediate vicinity.
Some Mohegan members who do not live in the Mohegan/Uncasville area were
not as well informed as others because of the differences of opinions
regarding the 1leadership of John Hamilton. There is little communication
betwveen the Mohegan in Mohegan and the Hamilton supporters.

There 1is no central place at which the Mohegans gather on a daily basis to
exchange gossip and to collect the news about the council or the
membership. When members live elsevhere, relatives keep them informed of
what is goin¢ on by sending letters, some with newspaper clippings. When
the membership 1list was being prepared, the council would meet and list
the names of mnembers. Then Ernest Gilman would telephone or write letters
to get additional information from the individuals. One Mohegan in her

- deposition mertioned that it is traditional that the heads of families be
contacted and they in turn would contact others (Damon 1981). Exactly
what is meant by "heads of families" is not clear, but letters were sent
out and information could be disseminated.

. Some Mohegan families have regular visiting patterns. In Mohegan, the
Tantaquidgeons have Sunday dinners with the Lampheres and the Fawcetts.
The older Tantagquidgeon women cook and the other families bring cakes or

other desserts (fd). It is not known if other Mohegan families have
"similar visitations with their families.
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Homecomings

Homecorings are now an annual fall event for the Mohegan. In the past,
the wigwam also functioned as a homecoming. Today, Mohegan members, their
spouses and families attend the homecoming now held in Fort Shantok Park.
Based on homecoming sign-in sheets in 1979, at least 119 attended (MT
1979); the newspapers reported that 230 attended. In 1980 about 90
individuals were 1in attendance. According to some of the Mohegans, the
low attendance was because it rained (fd). The attendees were notified of
the date of the homecoming by their families, either by mail or by phone.
Notices also were put 1in newspapers. At the 1979 homecoming, the
Department of Environmental Protection, on behalf of the CIAC, was present
to take photos for Indian identification cards. Gladys Tantaquidgeon and
- Courtland Fowler attended to determine who was eligible to have their
photographs taken. Not all were permitted to have their photographs
taken, but it is not known who might have been turned away.

On the day of the homecomings, two of the council members arrive at the
park early with the membership list and only members and their families
are allowed to attend (fd). This is to prevent any who are not on the
list and who are not accompanied by a Mohegan from attending. Normally
the park has a charge for admission, but when the Mohegan meet there for
homecomings or when they are going to visit the cemetery, they are not
obliged to pay. Other groups are expected to pay. The "Preston-Mohegans™
had scheduled a gathering at Fort Shantok in August 1988. To insure that
this group was not confused with the Mohegan, the Mohegan informed the
CIAC and arrangements were made for the "Preston-Mohegans" to be charged
admission . (fd).
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GENEALOGICAL REPORT
ON
THE MOHEGAN TRIBE OF INDIANS OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE

For acknowlediment purposes the membership of The Mohegan Tribe of Indians of
the State of “onnecticut (hereinafter referred to as the petitioner) consists
of 1,032 memders. This total is based on the number of members living as of

- November 3, 1987, the date that the petition was placed on active

consideration Dby ‘the Branch of Acknowledgment and Research (BAR). The 1,032
members appear on one of four lists submitted as part of the petition for
Federal acknovledgment and are regarded by the petitioner's Tribal Council as
members. .

O0f this tota., 881 members (85% of the membership) can demonstrate descent
from the historical tribe of Mohegan Indians located on land, sequestered for
the tribe Dby the Connecticut General Assembly, in the Town of Montville,
Connecticut. The members’ ancesto*s appear on the 1861 or earlier lists of
Mohegan Indians. The petitioner's constitution establishes that descent from
individuals on one of these llStS is the primary criterion for nembership.

Evidence f this descent is based on the applications made by Mohegan Indians
in 1901 = ar th: monetary judgment award in the New York Indians'

Court of la:ms suit and a manuscript genealogy of the Mohegan Indians
prepared I 1861 by a Mohegan Indian. Other Federal, State and local
records, such as Federal population census schedules, nineteenth century
petitions made by Mohegan 1Indians, probate records and vital records,
corroborate tihis descent.

= i

1.7 of the menbership (151 members) cannot establish desscent from
historicai tribe. The descent claimed by 118 members can be disproved by
the evidence available ¢ BAR. For the remaining 33 members, there was

insufficent irformation to determine whether they descend from the historical
tribe.

There is no =zvidence that any of the petitioner's members are enrolied in a
federally recognized tribe. No congressional legislation is known to exist
which has terainated or forbidden a Federal relationship with the petitioner
or 1ts nembers.

MEMBERSHIP CRITERIA

Governing Docurent

The petitioner’'s constitution and a set of bylaws were submitted with the
documented petition (MT 1980a; MT 1580b; MT ¢.1980). The bylaws, which do
not contain any membership provisions, have not Dbeen adopted by the

- petitioner and are nct :in cffect (MT 1985c, I-B:84n., 114). 'The constitution

was formulated by a seven member Constitution Committee elected by ballot
vote of the petitioner's eligible voters in August 1979 (Cadwalader 1979).
The ~constitution was duly approved by Dballot vote of the eligible voters
taking place at the end of January 1980. The meeting of the Constitution
Committee on February 9, 1980, announced that the constitution was approved

1
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by 92 percen: of the eligible voters who voted (MT 1980c). The constitution
defines the organization and the powers of the Mohegan Tribal Council,
removal from office, the process of election, a process of initiative and
referendum whenever "a matter of great importance"” is to be submitted to the
vote of the membership, and the process of amending the constitution
(MT 1980a; ¥T 1980b).

Membership Criteria in the Constitution

Article III «c¢f the «constitution deals with membership. Section 1, titled
"Present Membership," states that "every living persoh whose ancestor's nanme
appears on a Mohegan tribal roll as of or prior to 1861 shall not be deprived
of such membership without his consent.” Section 2, titled "Membership of
Descendants,"” simply states that every child born to any member of the group
shall be entitled to membership at birth. Section 3, titled "Loss of
Membership,” defines two means of 1losing membership. One is by personal
request 1in writing by the member to the group. The other means is by tribal
referendum either denying voting status by two-third's vote or termination of
membership by three-fourth's vote because of an action taken by the member
"which is considered to be so detrimental to the tribal welfare" (MT 1980Qa).

Amended Membership Criteria

The petitioner amended the membership article of the constitution by vote
taken on November 16, 1985. Section 1, "Present Membership,” was changed and
expanded into three parts. Part 1 stated that the present membership
consists of "those 1living persons whose names appear on the "Tribal Roll’
submitted to the United States Department of the Interior in Volume VII,
dated April 1%, 1985, of the Tribe's Petition for Federal Recognition."
Part 2 stated that the present membership would include any additional living
persons who had an ancestor on a

Mohegan tribal roll as of or prior to 1861 and who,
together with his or her ancestors back to such list, can
establish by <clear and convincing proofs that they have
maintained continuing tribal relations without ‘inexcusable
break therein back to such ancestor on such list, and who
apply for membership in the Tribe.

Part 3 stated that persons "who are or may become members"™ will not be
considered as a nember if that person so indicates in writing.

Section 2, '"Memnbership of Descendants," was changed to read that "every
descendant born hereafter to any member, or to any descendant of any member"
of the group shall be a member. '"Member" was defined in this section as one

who qualifies for membership under Section 1, and "who shall not sever tribal
relations, nor whose antecedents or any of them shall have severed tribal
relations, so as to maintain an unbroken 1line back to a present member"
(MT 1985Db).

The reference to the "Tribal Roll" made in Section 1, Part 1, of the amended
menmbership criteria refers to the March 1, 1985, list of members and the
undated addendun. to the March 1, 1985, 1list, both submitted with the
documented petition. The date April 15, 1985, mentioned in this part was the
date- the two lists were submitted to BAR.

The membership amendment appears to have been adopted as a result of BAR's
letter of obvious deficiencies and significant omissions, dated June 26,
1985, three months before the amendment was adopted. The letter requested

from the group a clearer description of how the group defines its membership
2
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because the petition's narrative volume indicated that there was more to

determining eligibility for membership than defined in the constitution

(MT 1984, 1I:19, 89). BAR's letter made reference to tribal relations
‘ maintained by living members and their immediate ancestors.

Section 1, Part 2, and Section 2 of the amendment appeared to address BAR's
reference to tribal relations. The wording change was suggested to the
Tribal Council by the petitioner's attorney (MT 1985¢c, 1I-B:82). The
‘apendment dil not define what was meant by tribal relations. Neither was
there a description i1n the documented petition that explained how the
petitioner views tribal relations in this content. There is no evidence that
the petitioner actually determines that a member maintains "tribal
relations."” he descendancy provision of the criteria appears to be the
focus of the petitioner in determining the eligibility of members.

Enrollment procedure

The petitioner provided a description of how the enrollment process is to be
conducted for those who seek membership in the group since the compilation of
the membership lists submitted for acknowledgment purposes. Anyone seeking
membership has to apply to the Tribal Council or its Chairman (MT 1985c,
I-B:84). There 1is no specific form for applying for membership except that
it must be in writing. The Tribal Council or delegated committee will review
the application and any evidence submitted and may conduct its own
investigation (MT 1985¢c, 1I-B:85). Any appeal of the decision by the Tribal
Council or delegated committee will be referred to the Constitutional Review
Board for final 3Judgment. Article V, Section 1(7) of the constitution
provides for the establishment of the Constitutional Review Board by the

Tribal Council to receive cases and controversies arising under the
constitution. Because decisions regarding membership are based on the
membership criteria in the constitution, the petitioner interprets that the
Constitutional Review Board has the authority to render any final judgment on
the applications (MT 1985c, I-B:86). The petitioner states "No other person,
entity, agency or authority has the power to act on membership applications”
(MT 1985¢c, I-B:86).

Connecticut Indian Affairs Council :

The petitioner is a state-recognized tribe and 1is represented on the
Connecticut Indian Affairs Council (CIAC), a State agency charged with
administering legislation  concerning Connecticut Indians and their
reservations. The CIAC recognizes the authority of each of its tribes to
determine its own membership. However, there are provisions in the CIAC's
rules. and regulations allowing an applicant to apply for membership in cne of
the Connecticut Indian tribes through the CIAC. The application is referred
to the tribe to which the applicant claims membership for its approval.
However, the provisions allow the CIAC appeals authority over denials of

membership by a tribe (CT 1Indian Affairs Council 1975, Article III,
47-59B.21-27). ‘

In response to BAR's question whether the petitioner defers to CIAC's
authority over appeals, the petitioner responded that it does not "accede to
the CIAC's authority over its membership composition" (MT 1985¢, I-B:87).
The petitioner claimed that it has exclusive authority to determine its own
‘ membership (MT 1985¢c, 1I-B:89). The petitioner also stated that, as far as
the Tribal Council knows, no person applied for membership in the group
through the CIAC or appealed to the CIAC a decision by the group to deny
membership (MT ..985¢c, I-B:87). -
3
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MEMBERSHIP LIST

Membership corsidered for acknowledgment purposes

. The total number of members being considered for acknowledgment purposes is.
1,032. This total is based on the number of members living as of November 3,
1987 (the date when the petition was placed on active consideration). The
members appear on one of four lists submitted by the petitioner as part of
1ts petition for Federal acknowledgment (Table i1). There are 42 individuals

on the lists who have not been included in the total number of members being

 considered for acknowledgment purposes. Either the individual was not alive
on the. date the opetition was placed on active consideration, or the Tribal
Council notified BAR that the person should not be considered a member of the
group and should be removed from the membership list.

Table 1: Hémbership Lists

Total for
Title of List No. of |No. deleted|acknowledg-
people from list |ment purpose

1. Membership Roll of Mohegan Tribe 985 8= 947
as of March 1, 1985

to

. Addendum #1 to Membership Roll of 30 1 29
Mohegan Tribe as of March 1, 1985

3. Additional Membership Roll of Mohegan 25 %% 23 ‘
Tribe as of February 28, 1988

4. Supplemental Membership Roll of 34 1 33
Mohegan Tribe as of 11/3/87

TOTAL 1074 42 1032

*Five members not counted because they died before November 3, 1987 (date of
active conside:ation). '

**Two. members not counted because they were born after November 3, 1987 (date
of active consideration).

Membership Lists

The first two lists were submitted as part of the documented petition. The
first 1list was approved by the Tribal Council on March 17, 1985. The second
list was undated. The individuals on the second 1list consisted of 26
children of mnembers on the first 1list, one grandchild of a member on the

first list, and one family of three who are closely related to other families
on the first 1list.

The third 1list, approved by the Tribal Council on February 28, 1988, was

submitted 1in March 1988. This 1list was submitted in response to BAR's

request for the names of additional people who should be considered as

members for uacknowledgment purposes vho may have been inadvertently omitted

from the first two 1lists, or may have been children born between the dates
4
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the first ¢two 1lists were submitted and the date the petition went on active
consideration. All 25 people listed were children born between 1980 and 1988
to members on the first 1list. Two children have not been counted for
acknowledgment - purposes because they were born after November 3, 1987, when
the petition was placed on active consideration.

The fourth 1list was submitted by the Tribal Council in response to BAR's
questions regarding 1individuals or the families of an individual on the
previous three lists. This list was approved by the Tribal Council in August
1988. 0f the 34 individuals listed, 31 were children of members on the first
list and two were the parents of members on the first list. The other
individual on the list already appeared on the first list.

Deletions from the membership lists

The petitioner noted on the third list that five members who appeared on the
first 1ist had died between the date the first list was submitted and the
date the peti:ion went on active consideration. 1In its August 1988, response
to BAR's questions regarding the three previously submitted lists, the
petitioner no:ified BAR that nine individuals on the first list do not
qualify as members and should be removed from the membership list. Of the
nine individuals, four were determined by the Tribal Council not to have
Mohegan ancesury, three were non-Indian spouses, and two were unknown to the
Tribal Counci.. The petitioner also noted that 26 individuals named on the
first two 1lists appeared twice (the majority being female members listed
under both maiden and married names), and requested that the duplications be
removed from the lists.

The Membership Lists as they pertain to the Membership Criteria

‘ The first two lists are the "Tribal Roll" referred to in Section 1, Part 1,
of the amended nembership criteria (MT 1985b). According to the petitioner,
these two lists contain "only names of those who can trace back to a required
list, and who (and whose lineal antecedents) have maintained the required
tribal relationships"” (MT 1985c, 1I-B:84). "R required 1list" refers to
Article III, Section 1, of the original membership provision .in the
constitution which required lineal descent from an ancestor who appeared on a
list of Mohegans prepared in or prior to 1861.

The original membership provision did not make any reference to requiring
tribal relations. However, the additional narrative volume submitted as part
of the petitioner's response to BAR's letter of obvious deficiencies and
significant onmissions, states that the petitioner intended, but did not
expressly state, that its members "must also be able to show continuous
tribal relaticnships maintained by them and their antecedents” (MT 1985c,
I-B:82). The petitioner does not define continuous tribal relationships and
there 1s no evidence that the petitioner actually determines that a member
maintains "trital relations."

Although submitted after the adoption of the amended membership criteria, the
third and fourth 1lists include persons who either should have been included
on the first two 1lists or were children of members on the first two lists.
Any child on the third and fourth list born after November 16, 1985 (the date
the amended membership criteria was accepted), would qualify under Section 2

‘ of the amended membership criteria as a descendant of a member.
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MOHEGAN TRIBAL "ROLLS" AS OF OR PRIOR TO 1861

The membership criteria in both the original membership provision and the
revised membership provision of the petitioner's constitution require descent‘
from an ancestor who appears on a Mohegan tribal roll as of or prior to
1861. The year 1861 refers to the list of persons who "belong to, or are
connected" with the Mohegan Tribe as of June 1861. This list appears in the
Report of tne Commissioners on Distribution of Lands of the Mohegan Indians
(Hebard et al. 1861, 9-10). The 1861 list is the primary list used by the
petitioner in determining whether a prospective member meets the membership
criteria. Other 1lists are included in the membership provision of the
constitution because "There were some Indians who had moved away by that time
and we didn't want to exclude them" (J. Fawcett 1980, 43).

The 1861 List of Mohegans ‘ :
By act of the <Connecticut General Assembly, approved June 22, 1860, a new
distribution was to be made among the members of the Mohegan Tribe of all the
tribal common land (except Fort Hill Farm) (CT General Assembly 1860a). Three
commissioners were appointed by the governor of Connecticut to make the
distribution. In their July 1, 1861, report, the commissioners stated that
they held a »public hearing at Mohegan on January 11, 1861, for all claimants
to prove their interest in the lands to be distributed. While the number of
claimants was not gilven in the report, the commissioners commented that
"many" had presented unsubstantiated claims (Hebard et al. 1861, 7). At the

end of their report, the commissioners included a list of those who were
considered to lelong to the Mohegan Tribe.

The 1list of Mohegan 1Indians was divided into two parts, residents of the
reservation and non-residents who were considered as belonging to the tribe.
The total number of residents of the reservation was 63. Nonresidents
numbered 17, although the commissioners in their report had estimated that
the number of nonresident members was 25 (Hebard et al. 1861, 4, 9-10). The
members were Jrouped by family and ages were given for 25 of the members.
Also 1listed was total Indian blood and the specific tribal blood for all but .
15 of the memb:ers. Fourteen of the 15 were children and the other person was
the brother o three people on the 1list. One major error on the list
regarding blood degree concerned Fidelia A. H. Fielding, considered to be the
last speaker of the Mohegan language. She was not assigned any Mohegan
blood, but her mother, Sarah Smith, was listed as possessing 3/4 Mohegan
tribal blood (Hebard et al. 1861, 9). There were alsc some minor errors in

the calculatiors of total Indian blood based on the specific tribal blood
given on the list.

In addition to distributing the common lands of the tribe among its members,
the commissioners alsc surveyed and recorded lands that the members of the
tribe may have been entitled to as heirs of Mohegan Indians who had been
allotted land in the 1790 partial distribution of tribal lands. The
surveyor's map and the record of lands distributed among the members of the
tribe were recorded in the Town Clerk's Office, Montville, Connecticut, on
October 10, 1872, as required by the Connecticut General Assembly Act of
July 31, 1872 !H. Baker 1872; CT General Assembly 1872). The record and the
map of the distribution of tribal lands showed that heads of families and
single adults received parcels of lands. Some female Mohegan spouses of .
tribal members and <children of tribal members also received parcels. They
probably did sc as heirs of a 1790 distributee. No distinction was made on
the map or record as to what were allotments from common land and what vere
lands that had descended to the heirs og the 1790 distributees.
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Three persons who are not on the 1861 list participated in the distribution

of lands (H. Baker 1872). There appears to be no reason why these three were
omitted fron the 1861 list other than an 1nadvertent omission.
Polly Tantiquidgeon and Amy Cooper, both of Mohegan descent, were related to

others on the 1list; the former having her son, grandchildren, and sister on
the 1list, and the 1latter having a sister on the list. Polly Tantiquidgeon
might be 1identical to Mary Dugeon who appeared on the 1861 list. Other than
her appearance on the 1861 list, Mary Dugeon is otherwise unknown and did not
receive any land. The third person, Eliza Uncas, was probably a nonresident
and has not been further identified.

Qverseers Accounts
The petition refers to the Overseer's Accounts for the years 1837, 1838, 1839
and 1849 as ‘"earlier = lists" wused to determine membership eligibility
(MT 198%a, I-A:2, ftn. 4), even though the accounts are not accurately termed
lists. The accounts are the reports of the county-court appointed overseers
of the Mohegan tribe to the <county court showing revenues from rents of
common lands and parcels assigned to individual Mohegans, and the
expenditures paid out for the welfare.of the Mohegans. Usually only adults
and heads of households are 1listed in the accounts. The accounts did not
list all members of the Mohegan Tribe. By act of the Connecticut General
Assembly in 1819, the Board of Overseers for the various Connecticut Indian
. tribes were required to report their accounts of the concerns of the tribes
to the County Courts in the counties where the tribes were situated
(CT General RAssembly 1819). Although only four accounts are referred to in
the petition, the overseers provided to the New London County Court a yearly
‘ or biyearly account during this period (County of New London, Superior Court

1711-1867).

18th Century Lists

The petitioner submitted copies of four lists of members of the Mohegan Tribe
prepared in the 18th century. The four lists date from about 1766, 1782,
1790 and 1793 (B. Uncas 1III c. 1766;, Spencer et al. 1782; Anonymous 1790;
Holmes 1804). The first list is undated, but was probably made about 1766
when William Samuel Johnson was the special agent for the colony regarding
the Mohegan land claim. The list ends with the statement "make & taken by Me
Ben Uncas, Siachem of the sd Tribe the Sachem made this in presence of
Dr. Johnson" (B. Uncas III c. 1766). This list is the earliest known extant
list of all persons, both adults and children, who were considered as
belonging to the Mohegan Tribe. The original 1list is now part of the
Connecticut State Archives' Indian Papers series.

The 1list of Mohegan Indians, dated August 5, 1782, was prepared by a
state-appointed committee and sent to the Connecticut General Assembly. The
purpose of preparing the 1list was to make a division of tribal lands
(H. Baker 1896, 58). Both adults and children, grouped by family, were
included on tle list. The original list is now part of the Connecticut State
Archives' 1Indian Papers series. This list was also published in Henrvy A.
Baker's History of Montville (1896, 58-62).

The actual division of tribal lands was not made .until 1790. The third list
submitted by the petitioner is the January 1790 1list prepared’ by the
. committee appcinted by the General Assembly to make a partial distribution of
tribal lands among the Mohegans. This list only names those Mohegans who

7 _
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received 1land with the number of acres allotted to each Mohegan. The
original 1list c¢an be found in William S. Johnson's papers at the Connecticut
Historical Society.

The fourth 1l&th century list submitted by the petitioner was prepared in 1799
and was g¢given to Abiel Holmes by one of the overseers of the Mohegan Tribe.
This 1list wés published in 1804 as part of Holmes' history of the Mohegan
Indians in tte Collections of the Massachusetts Historical Society. The name
of each heaé of household and the total number of persons in each family was
given. The whereabouts of the original 1ist is unknown.

Other Early Lists of Mohegans
Lists of Mohegan Indians not submitted by the petitioner include three lists
prepared in 1774 (CT State Archives, (T 1Indian Records, 1st series,

2:315-17). These lists were compiled during a controversy raised by Zachary
Johnson, a Mohegan elder, over who was or was not a proper Mohegan and
eligible for tribal rights. A committee appointed by the State to

investigate Johnson's charges determined that those whom Johnson complained
about were connected by blood or marriage to the Tribe (De Forest 1851,
473). The three 1lists only show adults or heads of households. The lists.
are part of the Connecticut State Archives' Indian Papers series.

There 1s also at the Connecticut State Library an 1827 list of Mohegans
showing both adults and children. Apparently this list was annotated for a
few vyears after it was initially prepared. The original of this list was not
seen by BAR, but information from this 1list was abstracted in Brown and
Rose's Black Roots in Southeastern Connecticut, 1650-1900 (1980). .

FORMER LISTS OF MEMBERS

The petitione:r submitted copies of three lists prepared in (about) 1979, 1981
and 1982 (Gilman c¢. 1979; Sands et al. 198la; MT 1982). According to the
petition, these 1lists, as well as a list of Mohedans prepared by or for
John Hamilton, were used to compile the membership 1lists submitted for
acknowledgment purposes (MT 1985c, I-B:90). A copy of John Hamilton's list,
prepared abou: 1377, was not submitted. The Connecticut attorney general, in
response to “he petition, submitted another copy of the 1981 list and a copy
of a 1list prepared in 1983, which was not referred to by the petitioner
(Sands et al. .981lb; Anonymous 1983).

According to the petition, the petitioner's attorney contacted the adults who
appear on the three 1lists submitted by the petitioner as well as the list
prepared by or for John Hamilton for further information about their families
(MT 1985¢, 1I-B:90). The responses to the requests for further information
produced additional names to be included as members. The Tribal Council
reviewed the compiled 1list and excluded the names of those whom the Tribal
Council considered not to be of Mohegan descent (MT 1985¢c, I-B:91). This
would account for some of the 86.people who appear on one or more of the
lists submitted by the petitioner, but do not appear on the membership lists
submitted for acknowledgment purposes. Ten of the 86 who appeared on former
lists are kncwn to have died. According to the petition, one person !
requested not to be listed on the membership lists submitted for
acknowledgment, and the request was honored (MT 1985¢, I-B:91).

8
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The petitioner also submitted copies of four lists identifying Mohegans
living in 1¢34 (Sword 1939). Other than the 1934 lists, no comprehensive
lists of Mobegans prepared between 1861 and 1977 are known to exist.
. According to the petition, no formal, written lists of members had been kept
for years because "The present elders knew each other and each other's

families from approximately 1900.... These elders were well acquainted in
their youth with most of the Mohegans who appeared on [the 1861 list of
Mohegans].... Their children, grandchildren and great-grandchildren are known

to them" (MT 1985¢c, 1I-B:89). The petitioner's current lawsuit against the
State of Connecticut was the impetus to compile a complete and formal list of
members (MT 1985¢, I-B:90).

Lists submitted by the Petitioner

Copies of three 1lists prepared for or by the petitioner were submitted with
the documented petition (Gilman ¢.1979; Sands et al. 198la; MT 1982). The.
earliest of the three 1lists was one compiled by Ernest W. Gilman, Jr., a
current Tribal Council member. Ernest Gilman began preparing the list as. his
own project to compile genealogies of those Mohegans descended from the 1861
list of Mohegan Indians (Gilman 1983, 9, 11). Although not formally assigned
the task by the Tribal Council, he became responsible for keeping the
genealogies for the Tribal Council (Damon 1981, 14). This list is undated;
it may have bzen prepared in 1979, because one person listed as living on the
list 1is known to have died in that year. The list contained 607 names with
two members appearing twice on the list. The list includes the person's
address and the name of the parent from whom Mohegan descent was claimed.
Also included on the list are the names of individuals noted as deceased with
the names >f their parent from whom Mohegan descent was claimed

. (Gilman c.1979).

The second 1list 1is dated March 1981 and titled "Mohegan Tribe Names and
Addresses.” According to the petition the 1list was prepared by
Stilson Sands. a current Tribal Council member, and others (MT 1985, XI;
MT 1985¢, I-13:92). The criteria for the list was descent from the 1861 list
of Mohegan *Indians (Damon 1981, 11; J. Fawcett 1980, 42). Descent was
bilateral and no documentation was required {(Damon 1981, 11, 13). The list
was basically compiled through "word of mouth'"” since "we are all, more or
less, related" and "we go back to the people, because there are people living
today that know who the descendants are" (Damon 1981, 13).

The name and address of about 255 members appear on the March 1981 list. It

appears that the 1list only included adult members, which would account for

the discrepancy in the total number of people appearing in the March 1981

list and Gilnan's 1list (Gilman's 1list included children). There are 5%

people who appear on the March 1981 1list that do not appear on Gilman's

list. Over half of these people (39) are from one family whereas only two
. members of thal family appear on Gilman's list.

The Connecticut attorney general submitted another copy of the March 1981

list (Sands et al. 1981lb). This copy contained notations made by

Rowland Bishop, a Mohegan who recognized John Hamilton as leader of the

group. Rowland Bishop noted on this copy those individuals whom the Hamilton
supporters considered as being group members. The majority of those noted as

' non-Mohegan by Rowland Bishop were members of the Niles-Cooper and Congdon
families, who do not appear to have Mohegan ancestry, and the Tantaquidgeon

"family, who ¢0 have Mohegan ancestry. Others noted as non-Mohegan were some

9
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members of the Fielding and Fowler families who share the same ancestry with
others on the 1list whom Rowland Bishop noted as Mohegan. There were also
notations that a few individuals had been "ejected" from membership in the
group by dJohn Hamilton. The "ejected™ individuals were close relatives of.
John Hamiltoa.

The third list submitted by the petitioner is dated June 30, 1982, and titled
"List of Persons Claiming to be Mohegan." This list was prepared in response
to the Sta:e of Connecticut's request for a complete tribal list for use in
the pending lawsuit (MT 1985c, I-B:93). There are 980 names appearing on the
available pages of the list; one page is missing from the copy submitted by
the petitioner. Approximately 48 people appear on the list twice. The list
includes, for most members, the member's parent from whom Mohegan descent is
claimed and the member's date and place of birth.

The 1list includes the names of people who appear on Gilman's list and the
March 1981 1list. Also appearing on the list are people, who the Tribal
Council knew had Mohegan ancestry, who appeared on John Hamilton's list, but
had not been placed on the Tribal Council's previous list(s) because they had
not been active in the group (Damon 1981, 63-64, 65-66). The list also
included p2ople who are known to have appeared on John Hamilton's list, who
other Mohegan:; had questioned as being non-Indian spouses or Pequots.

Lists prepared by or for John Hamilton

According to the petition, a list of Mohegans prepared by or for
John Hamilton was used to compile the membership 1lists submitted for
acknowledgment purposes (MT 1985¢, 1I-B:90). A copy of the list was not
submitted. The composition of this list is known from depositions taken of
various Mohegans, 1including John Hamilton, in the early 1980's by the state
attorney general (Bishop 1981, 7; Damon 1981, 60; J. Fawcett 1980, 9;
Gilman 1983, 9; Hamilton 1981, 64-68 & 75).

John Hamilton, a Mohegan, had assumed the title of "Grand Sachem” and claimed
to have imperial authority over the Mohegan Indians, causing dissension among
the Mohegans, The group became split between those who recognized
John Hamilton as leader and those who recognized Courtland Fowler as leader
{see Historical and Anthropological Reports).

John Hamilton s criteria for membership varied from the petitioner's criteria
which 1is based on descent from the 1861 and earlier 1lists of Mohegan
Indians. Jot.n Hamilton's <criteria included any person of Mohegan descent,
any person who descended from Mohegans who joined the Brotherton Tribe of
Visconsin, and any person who was adopted into the tribe by the Grand Sachenm
(Bishop 1981, 37 & 38). Apparently those who were adopted by the Grand
Sachem (John Hamilton) did not have to possess Indian blood.

Besides 1living Mohegan descendants, John Hamilton's list included people who
were deceased, non-Indian spouses of Mohegans, people who were unknown to
other Mohegans, people who were believed to be Pequot Indians, and possible
duplications of names of people already on the list (J. Fawcett 1980, 9).
According to John Hamilton, his list, containing about 267 names, was only a
partial 1list of members (Hamilton 1981, 66). This list apparently exluded .

some Mohegans who were actively opposed to John Hamilton as leader of the
group (J. Fawcett 1980, 8).

10
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Lists submitted by the Connecticut Attorney General

The Connecticut attorney general, 1in response to the petition, submitted a
copy of the petitioner's March 1981 list, and a copy of a list prepared in
1983 (Sands et al. 1981b; Anonymous 1983). The copy of the March 1981 list
included notations made by Rowland Bishop, a Mohegan who recognized John
Hamilton as leader of the group, and has been discussed above.

The 1983 1list 1s titled "Revised List of Persons Claiming to be Mohegans
January 83." No information was provided indicating who compiled the list,
and the petitioner did not make any reference to this list. <Comparing this
list with th= 1982 1list, the 1983 list is basically a revision of the 1982

~list containiig the same information that appears on the latter list. There
are 996 names appearing on the 1983 list; at least 13 people are listed
twice. Some additions to the 1983 1list are children of individuals who
appeared on the 1982 list.

1934 Lists of lfohegan Descendants i

The lists wese found among ¢the papers of a Storey descendant who is now
deceased (Swo:d 1%39). The lists do not indicate, nor does the petitioner
explain, who prepared the lists and the purpose for preparing the lists. The
lists are not dated with the exception that the first list has the year 1934
written 1in one corner. That vyear 1is probably when all four lists were
prepared. This conclusion by BAR 1is based on other data, found in the
petition and 1in the process of evaluating the petition, which identifies the
birth and death dates for some of the individuals on the lists.

those 1living at Mohegan who are 1living elsewhere, the descendants of the
Baker family, and the descendants of the Storey family. Each list gives the
names of adults and the name or number of their minor children, if any, with
the town or state of residence. Thirty-two people are listed as living at
Mohegan. Although there are some Mohegans listed as living in Massachusetts,

New York or Rhode 1Island, the- majority are shown to be living in nearby
Connecticut towns.

. The 1lists are divided into those Mohegans living at Mohegan, relatives of

Eight familiess on the 1861 list of the Mohegan tribe are represented on the
1934 1lists. The 154 people 1listed as living are the descendants of the
Baker, Cooper, Dolbeare, Fielding (and related families of Fowler and
Tantaquidgeon), Hunter, Mathews, Peters or Storey families. Not all Baker
descendants are 1listed. According to the lists, the whereabouts of some
Baker descendarts were unknown at the time.

All but three families that appear on the 1934 lists of Mohegan descendants
are represented on the membership 1lists submitted for acknowledgment
purposes. Wten asked about the three families on the 1934 list that are not
represented or the membership 1lists submitted (the Dolbeare, Matthews and
Peters families), members indicated that the three families had died out.

DESCENT FROM TEE HISTORICAL TRIBE"

Mohegans, the petitioner included, as far as possible, detailed information

on the members and their parents on each membership list submitted for

acknovledgment purposes and supplemented this data by including individual

history and ancestry charts for its members (MT1985a, 1I-A:1; MT 198%a,
11

. To demonstrate how the membership traces back to the 1861 or earlier lists of
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vols. VII-IX). Also provided in the petition for this purpose were family
tree worksheets prepared by the petitioner‘s attorney (MT1985¢, VII).
Supplementing this data was evidence described in the next section of this
report, copies of newspaper obituaries submitted with the petition,
depositions of Mohegans taken by the state attorney general in the early
1980's, birth certificates of members on file with the petitioner's attorney,
and the petitioner's response to specific questions asked by BAR regarding
individual members on the lists submitted for acknowledgment.

To verify how the membership traces back to the historical tribe, BAR
selected one line of descent within each family represented on the membership
lists submittel for acknowledgment. For the majority of the families, the
line of desceat could be documented from the present to the historical
tribe. As a whole, those families should be able to reasonably document
descent from the historical tribe. For 15 percent of the membership, a line
of descent coi1ld not be documented from the present to the historical tribe.
The descent cliimed by 118 members from families on the 1861 list or from the
historical trine through a family that does not appear on the 1861 list can
be disproved »y the evidence available to BAR. For 33 members, there was
insufficient information to determine whether they descend from the
historical tribe (Table 2).

Table 2: Descent from the historical tribe
{(based on BAR's selection)

Number of |Percentage
Members of the total
membership
Descent documented 881 85%
Descent not documented: o151 15%
Descent disproved (118)
Descent unknown {33)
TOTAL 1032 100%

Members who trace back to the historical tribe

Of the 881 memlers who are expected to reasonably document their descent from
the historical tribe, 861 are the descendants of the Baker, Fielding, Hunter
and Storey families who appear on the 1861 list of the Mohegan Tribe. There
are 260 nmembers who not only can claim descent from the Fielding family, but
can also «c¢lain descent from either the Congdon, Fowler or Tantaquidgeon
families on the 1861 1list as a result of intermarriage between the three
families and the Fielding family in the last half of the nineteenth century.
One family, ccunsisting of 20 people who appear on the membership lists
submitted for acknowledgment purposes, can trace back to ancestors who appear
on lists of Mohegan 1Indians made prior to 1861. This family descends from
Amy Cooper whc received land in the 1861 distribution of lands, but did not
appear on the 1861 list.
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Members whose <escent can not be documented back to the historical tribe
The 118 members who c¢laimed descent from the 1861 list through either the

‘ Congdon, Cooper, Mathews or Miller families or from the historical tribe

through the Kiles family can be disproved by the evidence available to BAR.
Twenty three members claimed descent from the Congdon family. The Congdon
family that appeared on the 1861 list were the descendants of Betsey Hoscott,
a Mohegan Indian. BAR determined that the 23 members were not descendants of
Betsey Hoscott. Their ancestor was John Bishop Congdon (1836-1898), a member
of the non-Indian Congdon family of Montville (H. Baker 1896, 128). (Some of
the descendants of the Fielding family are descendants of Betsey Hoscott
through Betsey Congdon who appears on the 1861 list.)

There are 87 members who claim descent from the historical tribe through the

. Niles family, a family which does not appear on the 1861 list. A branch of
this family (descendants of a Niles who married a Cooper) also claims descent
from the historical tribe through the Cooper family. None of the Niles
ancestors appear on any available list of Mohegan Indians, and no evidence
was located that identified any of the Niles ancestors as Indian.

The branch of the Niles family which also claims descent from the historical
tribe through the <Cooper family did not provide enough information on their
ancestry chart to demonstrate descent from a specific individual who would
appear on the 1861 or earlier 1lists of Mohegans. BAR's research on this
family concludsd that the progenitor of this Cooper family was foreign-born
and immigrated to the United States in 1882, and the family does not descend
from the Mohegaa Cooper family.

The members wio claim Miller descent did not provide an ancestry chart, but

. the petition stated that they claim descent from Delanie C. (Fielding) Miller
who appears o1 the 1861 list. Neither Delanie C. (Fielding) Miller nor her
husband Lemuel Miller, a Mohegan who also appears on the 1861 list, had any
children (E. 3aker 1861). A recently published genealogy which includes the
members who <claim Mohegan descent through the Miller family does show that
these members do have a Miller ancestor, but the ancestor was a native of
Canada, and there is no indication that this ancestor was Indian
(Keeler 1985, 333).

Although the nember who claims descent from the Mohegan Mathews family does
descend from a Mathews, the ancestor was born in Nova Scotia, as were his
parents, according to the 1880 Federal census. The Mohegan Mathews family
descended from Diana Tecoomwas (1798-1874), who appears as Diana Rogers on

the 1861 1list. The Mohegan Mathews were the descendants of
Diana (Tecoomwas) Rogers through her first husband, Charles Mathews (E.
Baker 1861; Matthews 1901). When asked about this family, other group

members indicated that the descendants of Diana (Tecoomwas) Rogers by her
first husband, Charles Mathews, have died out.

Regarding the 33 members whose descent could not be documented because there

was insufficient information, the Tribal Council was unable to provide

further inform:tion on 11 members which BAR had requested 1in order to

determine how they descend from the historical tribe. Three families,

representing 22 members, may trace back to the historical tribe, but there
‘ was insufficient information to determine how they descend.
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EVIDENCE OF DESCENT FROM THE HISTORICAL TRIBE

Two major sources of ~documentation that demonstrate descent from the
historical tribe are the applications made in 1901 to share in the monetary
judgment award in the New York Indians' Court of Claims suit, Docket 17861
(BIA 1901), and Emma T. Baker's "Mohegan Indians and Their Descendants,”
written in 1861 (E. Baker 1861). The applications provide evidence of
descent from the 1861 1list of Mohegan 1Indians to the membership lists
submitted for acknowledgment. Twenty-five of the applicants in 1901 appear
on the 1861 1list, and five members on the present membership list for
acknowledgment appear as minor children on the applications. Mrs. Baker's
genealogies of the Mohegan Indians demonstrate how the Mohegan Indians
appearing on the 1861 1list trace back to individuals appearing on earlier
lists of Moha:gan 1Indians. The information found in these two sources is
substantiated ind expanded by public records and published sources.

New York Indiais Kansas Claims Applications

The U.S. Cour: of Claims awarded monetary damages to the New York Indians for
the sale of Indian lands in Wisconsin and Kansas ceded to the Indians by the
Treaty of Buifalo Creek in 1838 (E.B. Smith 1976, 2:108-112). In order for
the New York 1Indians to recelve any money appropriated by the U.S. Congress
in 1900 for payment of the Court of Claims' award, individuals had to file
applications w.th the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

The Mohegan ndians filed applications on the basis that they had direct
ancestors or collateral relatives who settled among the Brotherton Indians,
one of the nine tribes party to the 1838 treaty. The applications filed by
the Mohegan I ndians were routinely turned down by the commissioner appointed ‘
to oversee the payment of the monetary award because the applicants were
Mohegan Indians and not members of one of the nine tribes party to the 1838
treaty. When rejecting the applications made by the Mohegan Indians, the
commissioner 1referred to the 1861 list of the Mohegan Tribe as the basis for
stating that the applicants were Mohegan Indians (Miller 1904). DApplicants
who did have direct ancestors who settled among the Brotherton Indians were
not eligible for payment because their ancestors had returned to Mohegan by
the time the Brotherton Indians were party to the 1838 treaty.

The applications give detailed information on the applicant and the
applicant's spouse and children. As requested on the application form,
information regarding the applicant's parents and their children and the
applicant's grandparents and their children was also provided. Some of the
applicants prcvided further information on the application regarding their
great-grandparents and other ancestors.

Baker's 1861 "¥ohegan Indians and Their Descendants"”

Emma T. Baker's "Mohegan Indians and Their Descendants" was probably prepared

for the 1860 Commissioners appointed to make a distribution of the Mohegan
common lands. In their report, the Commissioners acknowledged the assistance

Mrs. Baker had given them in determining the heirs of the 1790 distributees
(Hebard et al. 1861, 7). Dated "Mohegan, May 14, 1861," the document
demonstrates how Mohegans on the 1861 list descend from specific individuals

who can be identified on earlier lists of Mohegan Indians. The genealogies .

are written in narrative form with no dates given. The author, Emma Tyler
(Fielding) Baker, born in 1828, was a Mohegan Indian and lifelong resident of
the reservation area. -

14
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Federal Population Census Schedules
The Federal population census schedules provide further evidence regarding
‘ relationships Dbetween individuals, and identify ancestors as Mohegan

Indians. Starting with the 1880 census, the relationships between the head
of household and the persons in the household are specified. The 1870 census
enumerates the population by household and relationships can be inferred.
With few exceptions, the Mohegan 1Indians do not appear 1in the Federal
population census schedules wuntil 1870, when the census enumerators were
required to eaxumerate Indians. The exceptions are Mohegans living outside
the Town of Montville and one family living in Montville (the head of
household was non-Indian). As "Indian" was not a classification for race in
pre-1870 censuses, the Mohegans 1listed in the Montville enumeration are
listed as white or mulatto (Bureau of the Census 1850, 1860).

The Mohegan reservation was enumerated separately from the regular population
census schedul: of the Town of Montville in the 1870 census. At the time of
the enumeration, 59 people were living on the reservation. The census taker
noted that "Thiey are not taxed, and dont[sic] exercise the rights of
Citizens"™ (Bureau of the Census, 1870).

The Indians are not separately enumerated in the 1880 census of Montville.
They are enumcerated among the other residents of the town and listed as "I"
for Indian in :he census schedule {(Bureau of the Census, 1880). The 1900 and
1910 population schedules for Montville include the special forms for
enumerating the Indian population. Families still residing within the
parameters of the o0ld reservation appear to have been the ones included on
the special 1Indian schedule census form. Families living outside of the

‘ parameters, bu: in the Town of Montville, are included 1in the regular
population schedule. Except for some Niantic spouses of Mohegans, the tribal
affiliation fo:r the Indians enumerated on the special Indian population forms
is listed as Moliegan (Bureau of the Census, 1900, 1910).

Vital Records

* Town vital records supplement or further corroborate the relationships.
Prior to the 1350's only an occasional marriage record for Mohegans was found
in the vital records of Montville or adjoining towns (Town of Montville n.d.;
Barbour n.d.). The Mohegan Indians began appearing with greater frequency
from the 1850's in the birth, marriage and death records kept by the Town of
Montville (Town of Montville 1750-1937). Racial designations vary in the
records from [ndian to white or an 1indication of mixed blood (Town of
Montville 1750-.922).

Probate Records

Vills and probate records which are genealogically useful do not, as a rule,
appear for Molegan Indians until after 1870 when the Mohegans were granted
full citizenship by the State. Although the 1861 Commissioner's report
states that many of the Mohegan Indians had made wills (Hebard et al. 1861),
‘only two wills for Mohegans prior to 1870 were found in the estate files of
the Montville Probate District (Town of Montville 1850-1880). After 1870,
probate records are found for most Mohegan families residing in Montville
(Town of Montvi.le 1850-1880, 1881-1935).

15
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Pre-1861 Lists of Mohegan Indians
Of the pre-1861 1lists of Mohegans, the 1782 list and the 1827 list provide
genealogically useful data. Both lists group the Mohegan Indians by family ‘

and provide {or some of the Indians their age at the time the list was

prepared. The originals of the two 1lists are at the Connecticut State
Archives. The 1782 1list 1is also published verbatim in Henry A. Baker's
History of Montville (1896, 58-62). Information from the 1827 list is

incorporated in Black Roots in Southeastern Connecticut (Brown & Rose 1980).

Petitions by Mohegan Indians

Petitions by the Mohegan Indians concerning real estate that were presented
to the State (CT State Archives, CT Indian Records) or to the County Courts
(County of New London, Superior Court 1711-1867) wusually contain family
information. . The petitions are useful in locating evidence of relationships
prior to the li&st half of the 19th century.

Published works }
Black Roots in Southeastern Connecticut, 1650-1900 (Brown & Rose 1980)
includes the Indians of the region. This book, which incorporated data taken
from public and private records, was useful in locating data on Mohegan
families 1living outside of Montville. The book also includes information
found in the 1827 1list of Mohegan Indians. $Samson Occom and The Christian
Indians of New England (Love 1899) includes an appendix of genealogies of the
early Brotherton Indians. Included are some families of Mohegan descent,
mostly families related to Samson Occom. An article on the Storey family and
their descent from the Occom family appears in Genealogical and Biographical
Record of New London County, Connecticut (Beers 1905, 551-552).

FEDERAL RELATIONSHIP

The petitioner provided in the petition a statement that the petitioner's
membership 1s not composed principally of individuals who are members of a
federally recognized tribe (MT 1984, I:163). No evidence was discovered to

indicate that any of the members are enrolled in a federally recognized
tribe.

Also provided in the petition was a statement that the petitioner or its
membership is not subject to any congressional legislation that has
terminated or forbiddenm a Federal relationship (MT 1984, 1I:164). No

congressional legislation is known to exist which would terminate or forbid a
Federal relationship with the petitioner or its members (Simmons 1987).
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Norwich Bulletin. October 14.
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Rogers, Ernest E.

1935a hddress of Chairman of Tercentenary Committee of New London
lrea at 75th Annual Mohegan Wigwam. Norwich Sunday Record.
lugust 31.

Rosenbush, Steven
1986a Frotestors Welcome Study of Graves. New London Day.
(ictober 16.

1986b Indian Council to Decide on Claim. New London Day.
[ecember 29.

Schoolcraft, David
1982 Judge Deals State Major Setback in Mohegan Lawsuit. Norwich
Bulletin. January 14. ‘

Trimel, Suzanne
1977a Rolling Thunder's <Claims Denounced by Other Indians. New
London Day. June 21. (CAG Ex.#138).

1977 Anti-Suit Group Forms. New London Day. August 19. (CAG
Ex.#139).

Turan, Kenneth _
1979 Moments to Treasure: Hearst Wedding a Personal Triumph.
Washington Post. April 2. P. B-1.

Uncas Monument. Norwich, CT.
1842 Souvenir newspaper published on occasion of dedication of
Uncas Monument in Norwich. July 4. (MT Ex.#86).

Venema, Sheri
1984 Ancient Culture Endures, Its Center at Mohegan Hill.
Norwich Bulletin. October 28.

GOVERNMENT RECORDS

Anonymous .
1790 Distribution of Mohegan Lands January 1790 by Order of
General Assembly. January 12. William S. Johnson Papers.
Vol 1III. Connecticut Historical Society. Hartford. (MT
Ex. #97). .

Ashbow, Robert and John Cooper
1804 P:tition to General Assembly. April 28. Connecticut State
Archives. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 54. Connecticut
State Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex. #39).

Ashbow, Samuel ind other Indians
1804 Petition to General Assembly. April 30. Connecticut State
A-chives. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 52. Connecticut
S:ate Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex. #38).
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Barbour, Lucien Barnes
n.d. Index to the Vital Records of Connecticut. Card File.
Connecticut State Library. Hartford.

Blumenthal, M. Joseph

1984 Senior U.S. District Judge's Ruling on Plaintiff's Motion to
Stay Proceedings. U.S. District Court. District of
Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe v. State of Connecticut. Civil

No. H-77-434. BAR Files.

Bradford, Nathaniel
1826 Statement of the Rents of Lands Belonging to the Mohegan
Tribe of Indians. Record Group 3. New London County.

Court Records. Indians, 1716-1855. Box 384. Connecticut
State Library. Hartford.

Catron, Gary F.

1979a Letter of Assistant to the Secretary of the Interior and
Director of Congressional and Legislative Affairs to
Congressman Bo Ginn. March 29. BAR Files.

1879b Letter to Senator Sam Nunn. March 29. BAR Files.

County of New London.. Superior Court
1711- Indians. Connecticut Archives. Record Group 3. Records of

1867 the Judicial Department. Box 385. -Connecticut State
Library. Hartford.

Elbert, Hazel E.

1985 Letter from Acting Director, Office of Indlan Serv1ces, BIA
to Courtland Fowler. June 26. BAR Files.

1987 Letter to Courtland Fowler. November 3. BAR Files.

Geroth, Williaa, G. Saltonstall, Jabez Hamlin, Pygan Adams, and William
Hillhouse
1769 Report to General Assembly by Committee on Mohegan Affairs.
May 18. Connecticut State Archives. Indian Series I. Vol.
[I. Doc. 287. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (CAG
ix.#98).

Griner, Jerome M. ’
1978 Petition to Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs requesting
Pederal acknowledgment of the Mohegan Indian Group. July

12. Files of the Branch of Acknowledgment and Research,
lureau of Indian Affairs.

1984 l.etter to Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs. December
27. Files of the Branch of Acknowledgment and Research,
Bureau of Indian Affairs.

1986 letter and petition documents to Bureau of Indian Affairs.
January 16. Files of the Branch of Acknowledgment and
Research, Bureau of Indian Affairs.
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1987 Letter to Bruce D. Thompson, Branch of Acknowledgment and
Research Staff. November 9. Files of the Branch of
. Acknowledgment and Research, Bureau of Indian Affairs.

1988 Letter to Michael Lawson, Branch of Acknowledgment and
Research Staff. August 1. Files of the Branch of
Acknowledgment and Research, Bureau of Indian Affairs.

Griswold, Matthew and Seth Shipman
1814 Report of Committee to General Assembly. October 26.
Connecticut Archives. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 80.
Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (MT Ex.#128).

Griswold, Matthew, Josiah Brainard, and W.W. Haughton

1817 Memorial to General Assembly from Overseers of the Mohegan
Tribe. September 22. Connecticut State Archives. Indian
Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 81. Connecticut State Library.

Jartford. (MT Ex.#82).

Hamlin, Jabez, Jabez Huntington, and Joseph Spencer

1774 Report to General Assembly of Committee Appointed to
Investigate Mohegan Affairs. September 3. Connecticut
~iArchives. Indian  Series 1. Vol. 1II. Doc. 312.

(lonnecticut State Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#57).

Hebard, Learned, Thomas H.C. Kingsbury, and Henry P. Haven
1861 -heport to the Commissioners on Distribution of Lands of the
Mohegan Indians. Bartforad: J.R. Hawley & Co., State
Printers. {Same as CT General Assembly 1861, MT Ex. #46).

Hillhouse, William : -
1769 = Feport on Mohegan Affairs to the Governor and Council. May
17. Connecticut Archives. Indian Series I. Vol. II. Doc.
286. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. ' (CAG Ex.#97).

Hooker, John
1960 Thomas B. Woodworth vs. Theodore Raymond. Pp. 70-78 in
Connecticut Reports: Being Reports of Cases Argued abd
Determined in the Supreme Court of Errors of the State of

Connecticut. . Vol.LI. Hartford: State of Connecticut.
Reprint of 1885 edition. MT Ex.#101.

Johnson, Colonel Zachary
1787 Petition of Agent for the Mohegan Tribe to General
Asserbly. May 19. Learned Hebard Papers. Doc. 15.
Connecticut Historical Society. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#63).

Johnson, Zachary, and others
1778 Memorial to General Assembly on behalf of Mohegan Tribe of
Indians. October. Connecticut Archives. 1Indian Series I.
vol. 1II Doc. 318a. Connecticut State Library. Hartford.
(CAG Ex.#106). )
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Johnson, Zachary, Simon Choirjoy, John Tantaquidgeon, Noah Uncas, Moses
Mazzeen, Mimeluk Uncas

1774. l.etter to M. Coit. October 18. Connecticut State '
lirchives. Indian Series 1I. Vol. 1II. Doc. 314.
(‘onnecticut State Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#102).

Joyjoy, Simon, Solomon Cooper, and Mary Cooper
1807 Petition to General Assembly. May 11. Connecticut State
Lrchives. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 70. Connecticut
Gtate Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#113).

Jones, William A.

1903 lietter of Commissioner of 1Indian Affairs to Adelaide V.
Babbitt. October 22. National Archices and Records
ldministration. Record Group 75. Records of the Bureau of

Indian Affairs. National Archives. Washington, D.C.

Krulitz, Leo

1979 Letter of Solicitor, Department of the Interior, to Senator
Sam Nunn. May 10. BAR Files.

Mason, John

1671 "Ieed of Land to Uncas, Owaneco, and Attawanhood. May 9.
Connecticut State Archives. Indian Series I. Vol. I. Part
1. Doc. 26. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (MT
Ex.4177).

Matthews, Henry : .

1901 New York 1Indians Kansas Claims Application 796. October
31. Brotherton 1901. National Archives and Records
Administration. Record Group 75. Records of the Bureau of

Indian Affairs. National Archives. Washington, D.C.

Mazzeen, Esther

1808 Petition to General Assembly. May 6. Connecticut State
Archives. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc.74. Connecticut
State Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#40).

Miller, Guion

1904 Brotherton €, New York Indians: Report on Rejected Claims
to the Secretary of the Interior. National Archives and
Records Administration. Record Group 123. Records of the

U.S. Court of Claims. File #17861. Box. 917. Washington
National Records Center. Suitland, MD.

1906 Report on Rejected Brotherton Claims to the Honorable Chief
Justice and Associate Justices of the Court of Claims.
January 8. Same source as above.

Mohegan Landholders

1782 Minutes of Meeting. August. William Samuel Johnson
Papers. Vol. III. Part (4. Frame 0105. Connecticut .
Bistorical Society. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#58).
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Mohegan Tribe of Indians (abbreviated MT in citations)

1758 Petition to General Assembly. May 26. Connecticut State
Archives. Indians Series I. Vol. II. Doc. 99. Connecticut

State Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#96).

1772 . Memorial to the General Assembly. September 25. Photostat

copy from Connecticut State Archives.

Found at New London

ounty Historical Society. New London, CT.

1774 Petition to General Assembly. May 10. Connecticut
state Archives. Indian Series 1I. Vol. 1II. Doc. 310.

onnecticut State Library. Hartford.

1783 Petition to General Assembly. Learned
4. Connecticut Historical Society.
Ix.#107).

Hebard Papers. Doc.
Hartford. (CAG

Memorials to the New London County Court. Record Group 3.

Mew London County. Court Records.

Indians, 1716-1855.

Box. 384. Connecticut State Library. Hartford:

1822 June 12.
1823a February 20.
1823b cune 17.
1834a February.
1834b June 12.
1851a Lecember 2.

1851b Lecember 5.

1899 Fower of Attorney to Francis M. Morrison, Worcester, MA.
May 8. National Archives and Records Administration.
Record Group 48. Records of the Secreatry of the Interior.

Letters Received, 1849-1907.
Washington, D.C.

Robeson, William H., et al., Attorneys for Claimants

National Archives.

1905 Brief on Behalf of Sundry New York 1Indians to Share in
Distribution of the Fund Arising from the Judgment
Heretofore Awarded have Dbeen Rejected by the Secretary of

the Interior. U.S. Court of Claims.

New York Indians vs.

United States. National Archives and Records

Administration. Record Group 123.

Records of the U.S.

Court of Claims. File #17861. Box 914. Washington

National Records Center. Suitland, MD.
Shantup, Hannah and Moses
1808 Petition to General Assembly. October
Archives. Indian Series II. Vol. I.
State Library. Bartford. (CAG Ex.#41).
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Shapard, John A. ' ‘
1985 lL.etter from Acting Chief, Division of Tribal Government
tiervices, BIA, to Francis J. MacGregor. August 8. BAR

I'iles. ‘

Simmons, Patricia
1987 . List of 1Indian Tribes Terminated from Federal Supervision.
EIA. Branch of Tribal Relations.

Spencer, Josepl, William Williams, and Nathaniel Wales
1782 list of Mohegan Indians. August 5. Connecticut State
drchives. Indian Series 1I. Vol. 1II. Doc. 328a.
(onnecticut State Library. Hartford. (MT Ex.#131).

State of Connecticut (abbreviated as CT in-citations). State Archives.

n.d. Indian Records. 2 Series. Connecticut State Library.
Eartford.

State of Connecticut (abbreviated as CT in citations). General Assembly.
1790 Indian Landholders January 12, 1790 as distributed by the
General Assembly. William Samuel Johnson Papers. Vol. III.

Frame 44. Connecticut Historical Society. Hartford. (CAG
Ex. #25).

1792 A Resolution Authorizing the Collection of Toll on the Road
from New London to  Norwich, Through the Mohegan
Reservation. P. 1363 in Private Laws of Connecticut,
1798-1836. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (MT .

Ex.#104).

1799 Resolution Regarding Escheatment of Mohegan Lands.
October. P. 438 in The Public Records of the State of
Connecticut from May 1797 through October 1799. Vol. IX.

Compiled by Albert.  E. Van Dusen. Connecticut State
Library. Hartford.

1834 An Act to Protect the Wood on the Lands of the Mohegan Tribe
of Indians in the Town of Montville, and County of New
London. P. 357 in Connecticut Statutes. Title LI.
Indians. Chapter II. Connecticut State Library. Bartford.
{MT Ex.#109).

1838 Resolution Authorizing Hon. Sherwood Raymond to Sell Certain
Real Estate of the Mohegan Indians. Pp. 58-59 in Resolves
aad Private Acts of the State of Connecticut, Passed May
Session, 1838. Hartford: John B. Eldridge, ' State Printer.

1848 R2solution Authorizing the Conveyance of Certain Lands Owned
by the Mohegan 1Indians. = Pp. 104-105 in Private Acts of
Connecticut, 1848. Connecticut State Library. (MT
Ex.#106). '
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1853 Resolution Authorizing the Sale of Certain Real Estate
Belonging to the Mohegan Tribe of Indians. Pp. 124-26 in
Resolutions and Private Acts of the General Assembly of the
State of Connecticut, May Session 1853. Hartford: Alfred
E. Burr, State Printer. (MT Ex.#28). '

1860a Act of June 22 Regarding the Redistribution of Mohegan

Common Lands. P. 46 in Public Acts Passed by the General
Assembly of the State of Connecticut, May Session 1860. New
Haven: Carrington & Hotchkiss, State Printers. (MT
Ex.#272).

1860b An Act in Addition to "An Act for the Protection of Indians
and the Preservation of Their Property." June 22. Same
source as above. (MT Ex.#103).

1861 Report of the Commissioners on the Distribution of Lands of

the Mohegan Indians. Hartford: J.R. Hawley & Co. (MT

Ex.#46). (Same as Hebard et al. cited above in this
category). . :

1872 An Act Conferring upon the Mohegan Indians the Privileges of
Citizenship. . . .  July 31. Pp. 36-39 in Connecticut
Public  Acts, 1872-1873. Connnecticut State Library.

Hartford. (MT Ex.#102).

State of Connecticut (abbreviated as CT in citations). General Statutes.
1983 Aliens and 1Indians. Chapter 824. Sections 47(57-66g). 1In
The General Statutes of Connecticut. Revision of 1958,
Revised to January 1, 1983. Vol. VIII. (MT Ex.#112).

Tantaquidgeon, Gladys
1934 Notes on the Mohegan-Pequot. December 6. National Archives
and Records Administration. Record Group 75. Records of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. File #677-1935-150. National
Archives. Washington, D.C.

Teecorewas, Lucy and Cynthia Hoscoat ' .

1831 Deed of Land to Mohegan Tribe of Indians. March 30. Town
of Montville, Connecticut. Land Records. 14:271. (MT
Ex.$#278).

Tocomewas, Lucy
1820 Petition to General Assembly. May 15. Connecticut
_ Archives.. Indian Series II. Vol. I. Doc. 88. Connecticut
State Library. BRartford.

Tonner, A.C.
1899 Letter from Acting Commisioner of 1Indian Affairs to
Secretary of the Interior. June 16.

Town of Montville Records. Connecticut State Library. Hartford.
n.d. Montville Vital Records. Card Index File.
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1750~ Montville, CT. Vital Records. Vols. 1-7. LDS Microfilm

1922 13114445.

1750~ Montville, CT. Vital Records. Index, 1750~1937. LDS

1935 Microfilm 13114446.

1850~ Montville Probate Packets. LDS Microfilm 1023576-1023578.

1880

1881- Estate Files. Montville Probate District. Town of

1935 Montville. Original papers. Record Group 4. Probate
Courts.

1883. Montville Probate Files.

congress

1900 Public Bills, Resolutions, and Memorials Introduced. May
19. - P. 5776 in Congressional Record. 56th Congress. 1st
Session. Vol. 33. Washington: Government Printing Office.
{CAG Ex.#11). :

Congress. House of Representatives.

1837 Documents  Accompaning the President's Maessage at the
Commencement of the Second Session of the Twenty Fifth
Zongress. House Doc. No. #. Report No. 16: Report From
the Office of Indian Affairs; Part 11, Indian Schools,

1p.601. 25th Congress. 2d Session. Washington: Government
Printing Office. :

1843 Letter from the Second Auditor of the Treasury Transmitting
a__Statement Showing the Amount of Money Annually Disbursed
for the Civilzation of the Indians. House Doc. No. 203.
Pp.23-43. 27th Congress. 24 session. Washington:
Government Printing Office. (CAG Ex.#9).

1894 Report on Indians Taxed and Indians Not Taxed in the United
St:ates  (Except Alaska) at the Eleventh Census: 1890. House
Miscl. Doc. No. 340. Part 15. 52d Congress. 1st Session.
Weshington: Government Printing Office.

Congress. House of Representatives. Committee on Indian Affairs.

1834 Regulating the Indian Department. House Report No. 474.
231 Congress. lst Session. Washington: Government Printing
Office. (MT Ex.#173).

District Court. District of Connecticut.

1977 Mohegan Tribe vs. State of Conpnecticut. Civil Action No.
H-77-434. '

Uncas et al.
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1638 Covenant between Uncas and Connecticut. September 21. In
Conveyances by 1Indian Sachenms: A Collection of Deeds and
Other Exhibits in the case of the Mohegan Indians. Library
of Congress Manuscript Division. Vol. 1052. Folio 7.
Library of Congress. Washington.
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Uncas and Wawugray
1659 Deed to Maj. John Mason, Esq., for all Mohegan lands.
Jlugust 15. Same source as above. Folio 6.

Uncas, Benjamin II
1745 Petition to  General Assembly. May 8. Connecticut
hrchives. Indian Series I. Vol. II. Doc 38. Connecticut
$tate Library. Hartford. (CAG Ex. #93).

UNPUBLISHED MAYTERIALS

Anerican Indian Federation, Inc.

1934 Flyer for Fourth Annual Powwow. Mathias Spiess Papers.
Fecord Group 69:100. Box 2. Connecticut State Library.
Hartford. :
Anonynous .
c. 1928 DMohegans Elect Chief. Undated typewritten document found in
frank Speck Papers. American Philosophical Society

Library. Philadelphia.

Baneage, Wom, €t al.

1736 [eclaration of Mohegan Indian§ Regarding the Manner in Which
a Sachem 1is Chosen. April 17. ¥illiam Samuel Johnson
Fapers. Connecticut Historical Society. Hartford. (MT Ex.
1293).

Bicknell, Thomas V. .
1924 Letter to Frank G. Speck. March 1. Frank Speck Papers.
American Philospohical Society Library. Philadelphia.

Bishop, Rowland
1977 Bandwritten news article on Confederation of Mohegan-Peguot
Indian Nation and Affiliated Algonquin Tribes letterhead
submitted to Art Webber, editor, New London Day. June 27.

EAR Files.
Butler, Eva L.
1934 Mohegan Indian Deeds. Mimeographed typescript in the Frank
Speck  Papers. American Philosophical Society Library.
Philadelphia.

Damon, Virginia
1979 Letter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - Indian
Affairs. March 2. BAR Files.

. Fawcett, Jayne G.

1979a Letter to Donald Strickland, Savannah, GA. February 15.
BAR Files.

1979b Letter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - Indian
Affairs. April 22. BAR Files.

Fawcett, Richard H.
19717 Letter to Senator Lowell Weicker. June 29. BAR Files.
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1979a Letter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - 1Indian

Affairs. February 13. BAR Files. .
1979b Letter to Dennis L. Petersen, Chief, Division of Tribal
sovernment Services, BIA. March 16. BAR Files.

Fielding, Elme: N.
1920 Lsetter to Mathias Spiess. November 4. Mathias Spiess

Papers. Record Group 69:100. Box 3. Connecticut State
luibrary. Hartford.

1921 lbetter to Mathias Spiess. April 4. Same source as above.

Figueroa, Juan A.

1988 Memorandum of Law in Opposition to Motion for Temporary
Order of Mandamus. June. BAR Files.

Fortin, Eleanor C.

1988 letter and Ballot to Tribal Members (Preston Mohegan Group.
May 24. BAR Files.

Goddard. L.

1851 Petition to New London County Court on behalf of Mecuth
Uncas. October 23. Connecticut Archives. Box F.486. Doc.
21-21c. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (CAG
Ex.#117). _
Goodman, Mary Virginia . }
1979 Letter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - Indian

Affairs. March 24. BAR Files.

Griner; Jerome . _
1985 Letter to Secretary of the Interior. April 15. BAR Files.

Hayward, Richard A.
1979 Letter to William R. Hearst. BAR Files.

LaFlamme, Violet:

1979 Letter to Frank (Forrest) Gerard, Assistant Secretar& -
Indian Affairs. June 11. BAR Files.

Lamphere, Catherine

1979 Letter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - Indian
Atfairs. February 27. BAR Files.

Lord, William E., Jr.

1979 Letter to Frank (Forrest) Gerard, Assistant Secretary -
Indian Affairs. May 18. BAR Files.

MacGregor, Francis J.

1985 Letter to Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs. March 26.
BAR Files.
1988 . Letter to Michael Lawson. BAR staff. July 20. BAR Files.
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Moyauhegunnehozg Indians
1749 lgreement regarding selection of Benjamin Uncas as Sachem.
June 19, Connecticut Archives. 1Indian Series I. Vol. II.
Ilocs. 34a-34c. Connecticut State Library. Hartford. (CAG

Ix.$92).
Qanhekoe
1704 Copy of Letter to Nicholas Hallam, published in the Month
Mercury. March. P. 22. 1In Trumbull Papers. Massachusetts

Fistorical Society. Boston. (MT Ex.$292).

Occom, Samson
1789 List of Mohegans Killed in the Revolution. August 15. William
Samuel Johnson Papers. Vol. III. Connecticut Historical
fociety. Hartford. (CAG Ex.#105).

Preston Mohegar. Indian Group

1987 lLetter to Connecticut 1Indian Affairs Council. March 23. BAR
Files.

Quaquid, Harry
1774 2. List of Mohegan Indians Sept. 1 1774 given by Harry Quaquid.
Learned Hebard Papers. Connecticut State Library. Bartford.

Rogers, Ernest E. .
1934 letter from Honorary President of New London County Historical
Society to Frank 6. Speck. March 7. Frank Speck Papers.
Imerican Philosophical Society Library. Philadelphia. :

Sarabia, Ed

1987 letter to Ralph Sturgis, Chairman of Mohegan Burial Committee.
2pril 1. BAR Files.

Schusky, Ernest L.

1957 ° Fieldnotes of Survey of Eastern Indians. September 1-9. BAR
Files.

Strickland, Dorald N.
1979a letter to Congressman Bo Ginn. February 26. BAR Files.

1979b lLetter to President Jimmy Carter. February 28. BAR Files.

1979¢ lietter to Assistant Secretary - Indian Affairs. March 7. BAR
Files.

Sword, Norman Hamilton

1979 lietter to Forrest Gerard, Assistant Secretary - Indian
Lffairs. March 18. BAR Files.

Tantaquidgeon, Gladys )

1961 letter to Nancy Lurie. April 14. National Anthropological
lrchives. 1961 American Indain Charter Convention, Coordinated
by Sol Tax. NAA Catalog #4806. Box 10. "T General."”
¢mithsonian Institution. Washington.
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Williams. J. R.

n.d.

Notebook of J. R. Williams. Files of Connecticut State Indian

Commission. State Office Building. Hartford.

Williams, Lcrraine Elise

1972

Ft. Shantok and Ft. Corchaug: A Compartive Study of Seventeeth
Century Culture Contact in the Long Island Sound Area. Ph.D.

Dissertation. Anthropology. New York University.

Uncas, Benjanmin III

c.1766

List of all the Men, Women, and Children belonging to the
Tribe of the Mohegan Indians. Connecticut Archives. Indian
Series I. Vol. II. Doc. 160. Connecticut State Library.
Hartford. (CAG Ex.#35: MT Ex.#129).

PETITIONER'S DOCUMENTS

Algonquin Indian Council of New England

c.1925

Anonymous
1769

1899

1906

1925

1941

1943

1949~
1979

Anonymous Map
1860-61

Ashpo, Robert
1790
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Letterhead Stationery. (MT Ex. $#264).

An Account of cash expenditures totalling thirty pounds made
by the Committee [on Mohegan Affairs] to the "Young" Sachenm
(Isaiah. Uncas) and for the support of the family of the late
Sachem (Ben Uncas III). Dated variously between June 1769
and October 1769. {(MT Ex. #325-326).

Poor Lo Petitions: Mohegan Indians Ask Legislative Aid in
Their Claims. Article in unknown newspaper. January or
February 27. (MT Ex. #33). - 4

Mohegan Vigwam. Article in wunknown newspaper. (MT Ex.
#18).

- Last of the Mohegans Hold a Celebration. Article in unknown

newspaper. August 29. (MT Ex. #225).

Friendly Mohegans Greet 3,000 for Ancient Festival. Article
in unknown newspaper. (MT Ex. #234).

Indian's Plan to Sue State Runs into Cool Reception.
Article in unknown newspaper. (MT Ex. #113).

Obituaries of John W. Tantaquidgeon (1949), Earl Strickland
(1961), Lillian Strickland, and Winifred A. McHale (1979).
Cl:ppings from unknown newspapers. (MT Ex. #214).

Map of land in Montville, Connecticut, sequestered by the
State for the use of the Mohegan Indians. (MT Ex. #100).

and Heanry Quaquaquid

Memorial of Mohegan Indians to Connecticut General Assembly

to sell land. January 19. (MT Ex. #70).
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Babbitt, Adelaide V.
1897 Notice of Special Meeting of the Descendants of the Mohegan
" Indian League. June 8. (MT Ex. #21). .

1899 Receipt given <Cynthia M. Fowler for contributions to legal
fund of Mohegan Indian League. August 10. (MT Ex. #20).

Baker, Emma

1861 Mohegan Indians and Their Descendants. May 14. (MT Ex.
#354).
Baker, Henry A.
1872 Certification by Clerk, Town of Montville that 1860 Map of
Mohegan sequestered lands was recorded in Clerk's Office.
October 10. Includes original hand-written description of

the lands and boundaries of the Mohegan Indians as surveyed
by the Commissioners (Hebard et al.) in 1861 (MT Ex. #156).

Benedict, Patricia

1985 setter from Executive Director, American Indians = for
Development, to Jerome M. Griner. July 22. (MT Ex. #352).

Bishop, Rowland and John E. Hamilton
1970 Certificate of Dissolution of the Council of the Descendants of
the Mohegan Indians, Inc. June 25. . (MT Ex. #274).

Branche, Herbert R.
1917 lLietter from Secretary of the Norwich Chamber of Commerce to
¥rs. E. C. Fowler. June 18. (MT Ex. #30).

Cadwalader, Sandra L. )
1979 Certification of Ballot for the Mohegan Tribe Constitutional
Committee Election by Executive Director of the Indian Rights
Association. August 14. (MT Ex. #38, also #357-3).

1980 Certification of Ballot for Mohegan Tribal Council Election by
Executive Director of 1Indian Rights Association. April 24.
(MT Ex. #359-4). :

Colony of Connecticut. General Assembly. :
c.1719 Transcript of an act appointing commissioners to bring the
worship of God to the Mohegan Indians .... (MT Ex. #299).

Commissioners of Review
1743 Judgment in case of Governor and Company of Connecticut vs.
Moheagan Indians. August 15. (MT Ex. #178).

Confederation of the Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliated
Tribes

1970 Constitution and By-Laws, with purported ratification by John
E. Hamilton and Rowland Bishop. November 2. (MT Ex. #277).
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Cooper, Lucy
1806

Petition to General Assembly to sell land. Endorsed by Robert
Ashbow, John Cooper, and Andrewv Ashbow as the Indian Overseers
appointed by the Mohegan Tribe. October 15. (MT Ex. #78).

Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc.

1967
1967
1968a

1968b

1968c

19684
1968e
1969

County of New
1861

Certificate of Incorporation. November 25. (MT Ex. $#155).
By Laws. November 25. (MT Ex. #273).
Minutes of Annual Meeting. June 30. (MT Ex. #287).

Yinutes of Meeting of Officers and Board of Directors.
September 22. (MT Ex. #228).

Minutes of Special General Meeting. October 20. (MT Ex.
i#229) .

Minutes of Meeting. November 17. (MT Ex. #230).

Minutes of Meeting. December 1. (MT Ex. #231).

‘ Minutes of Meeting. May 18. (MT Ex. #232).

london. Superior Court.
Ilecree passed on Appeal from Probate, District of Montville.
Samuel Hoscott, et al. vs. Sarah A. Smith, Executrix. April .

1. (MT Ex. #349).

Damon, Virginia H.

1968
1980a

1980b

1980c¢
19804

.Dwight, J. E.
1954

‘Fitch, John
1837-
1839

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

- Notice of meeting of Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan

Indians, Inc. August. (MT Ex. #331).

Minutes of Meeting of Mohegan Tribal Council. May 10. (MT Ex.
#$281).

Memorandum from Secretary/Treasurer of Mohegan Tribe to Mohegan
Tribal Council regarding Certification of Ballet for Mochegan
Tribal Referendum No. 1. August 18. - (MT Ex. #57).

Minutes of Meeting of Mohegan Tribal Council. August 19. (MT
Ex. #284).

Minutes of Meeting of Mohegan Trlbal Council. August 29. (MT
Ex. $283).

Letter‘ from Branch of Land, Bureau of Indian Affairs, to
Courtland E. Fowler. January 5. (MT Ex. #36).

Mohegan Overseer's Accounts. (MT Ex. #1-5). .

24
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1849a Deed from Overseer of the Tribe of Mohegan Indians to New
London, Willimantic, and Springfield Railroad. September 17.
(MT Ex. #168).

1849b Mohegan Overseer's Account. (MT Ex. #6).

Fowler, Courtland E.
1980a Memorandum to All Tribal Members from Chairman of Mohegan
Constitution Committee. February 14. (MT Ex. #359).

1980b Memorandum to All Tribal Members from Chairman of Mohegan
Constitution Committee regarding Tribal Council Elections.
March 28. (MT Ex. #359-2).

1980c¢ Memorandum to All Tribal Members from Tribal Council regarding
Tribal Council Election and Tribal Meeting. May 9. (MT Ex.
#359-9).

1980e Letter from Chairman to Mohegan Tribal Members. September 8.
(MT Ex. #282).

Gray, Edith B.
1935a Minutes of Meeting to organize Mohegan Tribal Social Club.
January 12. (MT Ex. #158).

1935b Record Book and Receipts from money collected for Mohegan Land
Claim. (MT Ex. #222).

Hamilton, John E.

1968 8iennial Report of the Council of the Descendants of the
Yohegan Indians as a domestic nonstock corporation to the State
of Connecticut, Office of the Secretary of the State.
September 27. (MT Ex. #157).

Hamlin, Jabez, Is. Buntington, and Joseph Spencer.
1774 Report of Committee to Connecticut General Assembly regarding
lflohegan Lands. September 3. (MT Ex. #317-318).

Hillhouse, Wiliiam
1769 Transcription of Report from Mohegan Overseer to Connecticut
Gieneral Assembly regarding the death of Ben Uncas III. May
17. (MT, Ex. #321).

Johnson, Zachary
c.1775- Fetition to Connecticut General Assembly. (MT Ex. #315).
1783

Kingsbury, T. H. C.
1872 Letter to Learned Hebard concerning Mohegan affairs. May 20.
(MT Ex. #85). ’
Ladies of the Mohegan Indian Church

1936 Flyer for 76th Annual Festival and Wigwam to be held August 26
and 27. (MT Ex. #239).

25
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The League of tlhe Descendants of the Mohegan Indians.
c.1897 Membership Application Form. (MT Ex. $#334).

Maynard, Samuel E. .

1861 Pcrtion of Mohegan Overseers Account showing amounts of rents
-ard tribal population. April 1. (MT Ex. #343).

Mohegan Church

1891 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #332-2).
1901 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #332-4).
1915 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #91-1).
1916 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #332-6).
1918 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #91-4).
1919 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #91-6).
1940 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #91-9).
1942 Arnual Report. (MT Ex. #91-11).
Mohegan Congregztional Church :
1870~ Mchegan Church Record Book. (MT Ex. #65).
1956 ‘
Mohegan Indians
| 1943 A Bill of Particulars Referred to the Judiciary Committee of

the - Connecticut - State Legislature (in support of H.B. 100).
(NT Ex. #31).

Mohegan Sewing Society

1874~ Account Book. (MT Ex. #64).
1889
1887~ Records of members and dues. (MT Ex. #63).
1896 :
Mohegan Tribe of Indians (abbreviated as MT in citations)
1795 Petition to General Assembly to sell land. May. (MT Ex. #71).
1799 Petition to Connecticut General Assembly. October 14. (MT Ex.
#.42). ' :
1802 Petition to General Assembly to sell 20 acres. March 30. (MT
Ex. #75). '
1804 Petition to General Assembly to sell 5 acres. April 28. (NMT
Ex. #76).
1806 Petition to General Assembly requesting appointment of James
Fitch as Mohegan overseer. October 14. (MT Ex. #79).
. 1834 Complaint to New London County Court regarding trespassing on
Mohegan lands. February. (MT Ex. #341).
26
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1852 Memorial to New London County Court regarding sale of certain
. tribal lands. October 26. (MT Ex. #347).
Mohegan Tribe (abbreviated as MT in citationms)
n.d. Mohegan Tribal Development Plan. (MT Ex. #49).
1979 Sign-in sheet from Mohegan Homecoming. August. (MT Ex. #53).
c.1980 By-laws of the Mohegan Constitution. (MT Ex. #207).
1980a Constitution of the Mohegan Indian Tribe. (MT Ex. #44).

1980b Article X of Mohegan Tribal Constitution (in advertently
smitted from earlier petition materials). (MT Ex. #270).

1980c¢c Notice of Referendum on Mohegan Tribal Constitution and sample
nallot. January. (MT Ex. #358).

19804  sign-in Sheet from Mohegan Homecoming. Fort Shantok Park.
August 17. (MT Ex. #52).

1980e Minutes of Tribal Council Meeting. August 29. (MT Ex. $283).

1982 lLiist of Person Claiming to be Mohegans. June 30. (MT Ex.
it362).
. 1984 Petition for Federal Recognition. Written and prepared by
Jerome M. Griner. Vols. I-VI. VWest Hartford, CT. December
17.

1985a Fetition for Federal Recognition submitted by the Mohegan Tribe
to the United States Department of the Interior. Vols. I-a,
VII-IX. April 15.

1985b Amended Article III, Sections I and II, of the Mohegan Tribal
Constitution adopted by Tribal vote after notice. November
16. (MT Ex. #294).

1985¢ Petition for Federal Recognition submitted to the United States
Department of the Interior. Vols. I-B, X-XI. Prepared and
written by Jerome M. Griner. West Hartford, CT. December 31.

19854 Chart of form of government and leaders of the Mohegan Tribe,
with names which the group used, and dates, from 1900 to the
present. ((MT Ex. #365).
The Mohegan Tribe Ad Hoc Committee

1979 M2morandum to all Tribal Members regarding Mohegan Constitution
Committee. August 22. (MT Ex. #357-7).

National American Indian Defense Association, Inc.
‘'1941a Flyer for Wigwam Corn Festival. (MT Ex. #238).

1941b Filyer for Festival and Wigwam. (MT Ex. #258).
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New London Day

1909 Article on Mohegan Wigwam Festival. (MT Ex. #144).
Occom, Benoni, and Tabitha Cooper
1807 Petition to General Assembly to sell land. May 12. (MT Ex.
#60) .

Occom, Benoni, &nd Elders of the Mohegan Tribe
1823 Petition to New London County Court with respect to choosing
tl.eir Overseer. June 10. (MT Ex. #350).

Pegee, Esther, Ilnne Hoarscoate, Elizabeth Hoarscoate, and Josiah Hoarscoate
1807 Petition to Connecticut General Assembly to sell land. October
3. (MT Ex. #81 & 339).

Philadelphia Puklic Ledger
¢.1920- Mchican Princess Student at U. of P. Undated newspaper
1925 clipping. (MT Ex. #240).

Quaquaquid, Harry, and Robert Ashpo
1789 Petition to Connecticut General Assembly. May 14. Typed
transcript. (MT Ex. #290).

Rhoads, Charles J.
1930 Letter from Commissioner of Indian_Affairs to Alexander L. W.
Begg. April 25. (MT Ex. #133).

1932 Letter from Commissioner of 1Indian Affairs to John E.
Hamilton. January 14. (MT Ex. #135).

Saltonstall, G., Jabez Hamlin, Pygan Adams, and William Hillhouse.
1769 Report of Committee to General Assembly concerning succession
of a Sachem to Ben Uncas III. May 18. (MT Ex. #323-324).

Salwen, Bert

1984 Nomination Form of Fort Shantok Archaelogical Site to National
Register of Historic Places Inventory. November 20. (MT EX.
#295).

Scattergood, J. Henry
1930 Letter from Assistant Commissioner of 1Indian Affairs to
Alexander L. W. Begg. February 3. (MT Ex. #134).

Schultz, Loretta
c.1920 Notes on Mohegan Indian Association. (MT Ex. #262).

c.1935 Personal notes on Mohegan Sewing Society. (MT Ex. #252).

Second Congregational Church of Montville

1958 Resolution of membership to change name to Mohegan
Coagregational Church of Montville. November 3. (MT Ex.
#92-2).
28
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State of Connecticut. General Assembly.
c.1780- Instructions Issued to Overseers of Mohegan Tribe, based upon

1790 upon Committee Report. (MT Ex. $319).
. 1819 “Act of June 2. (MT Ex. #83).
1831 True copy of resolution ratifying and confirming deed from

Cynthia Hoscott and Lucy Teecomwas to Mohegan Tribe of Indians
for chapel or meeting house. First Wednesday in May. (MT Ex.

$#48).
State of Connecticut. General Assembly. Committee on Judiciary.
1943 Letter to John E. Hamilton. April 28. (MT Ex. $#166).
State of Connesticut. Indian Affairs Council.
1973- ¥inutes of various meetings. (MT Ex. $#206).
1983
1975 Rules and Regulations of Indian Affairs Council. November 21.

(MT Ex. #174).

Sword, Beatrice E.

1939 Lpplication for membership to the Executive Council of the
l.eague of Descendants of the Mohegan Indians of Connecticut.
Includes a history of the descendants of Mary Fielding Story,
Henry Baker and Emma Fielding Barker, a document about
Eliphalet Fielding, and a 1934 1list of Mohegan descendants
residing at Mohegan, Connecticut (Montville) and elsewhere.
November 15. (MT Ex. #353).

Tantaquidgeon, Harold .
1935 Letter to fellow members of Mohegan Tribe. January 9. (MT Ex.
$1261). .

Tantaquidgeon Indian Museum
1981 Brochure.

Tantaquidgeon Lodge
1937 Flyer for "Indian night" to be held June 9. (MT Ex. #260).

Tashjian, Julia H.
1983 Letter to Courtland Fowler from the Secretary of the State of
Connecticut. October 28. (MT Ex. #25).

Uncas, Ben Jr., et al.
1745 Complaint of various Mohegan Indians to Connecticut General
Assembly concerning abuse of Indian land. Typed transcript.
May. (MT Ex. #313).

Uncas, Benjamin III

1750 Memorial to Connecticut General Assembly relating to his
E.ection as Sachem and various customs and wusages of the
‘ Mohegan Tribe. May 22. (MT Ex. #327-328).

29

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 132 of 194



Uncas, Martha
1859 Will received

recorded. November 7. (MT Ex. $#348).

Uncass and Owaneco
1678 Articles
Indians and
#303-304).

the English. Hartford.

Wilkinson, William A.

in New London County Court and ordered to be

of Mutual Friendship and Defense between the Mohegan
May 24.

(MT Ex.

February 28.

1941 Letter from Assistant Treasurer, the Norwich Savings Society,
to Nettie Fowler of the Mohegan Sewing Society.
(MT Ex. #90).
RESPONDENT 'S DOCUMENTS
Anonymous
n.d. Mohegans who served with the American Forces

Revolution, and their service records.

Baker, Albert
1970

Ex. #133).

Baker, Clifford W.,
1983

Sr. ,
Jeposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut.

Affidavit regarding meeting 'of May 17, 1970. July 10.

during the

(CAG Ex. #105).

(CAG

U.S. District Court

for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. March 23. (CAG Ex.
77 .

Baker, Frederick, Sr.
1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut.

U.S. District Court

for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
(lonnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. March 22. (CAG Ex.

{+80) .

Bishop, Rowland

1981 Deposition taken in Hartford, Conmecticut.

U.S. District Court
Tribe vs. State of

for District of Connecticut. Mohegan
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434.
Ix. #151).

Brown, Pauline Schultz

November 30. (CAG,

1983 Ieposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 4. (CAG, Ex.
183).

Chapman, P. Dudley, Jr.

1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe ws. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. March 23.. (CAG Ex.
$143).
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Cholewa, Victor, Sr.

1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Conpecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 23. (CAG Ex.
$79).
Cholewa, Viola
1970 Affidavit regarding meeting of May 17, 1970. July 10. (CAG
Ex. #135).
Damon, Virginia H.
1981 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. November 16. (CAG,
Ex. #124).
Davison, Faith
1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. December 28. (CAG,
Ex. #74).
Fawcett, Jayne
1972 Form Letter sent to descendants the Mohegan Tribe of

Indians. February 16. (CAG, Ex. #136).

1980 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut.

U.S. District Court

for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of

Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434.

$149).

Fawcett, Richard H., and Jayne G. Fawcett

August 25. (CAG, BEx.

1977 Letter to S. Palmer Williams, Producer, CBS News, 60 Minutes.

June 25. (CAG Ex. #140).

Fowler, Couftland

19804 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 25. (CAG Ex.
t21).

1983 luist of Mohegan members and guests who attended Homecoming.

iAugust 28. (CAG Ex. #152).

Gilman, Ernest W., Jr.

1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
ffor District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
(Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 5. (CAG Ex.
182) .

Hamilton, John

1981 Ileposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut.
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan
(onnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434.

1150).

i1
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March 6. (CAG Ex.
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Hamilton, John E., Rowland Bishop, and Jane F. Hennessy
1981 l,etter to Jerome M. Griner. July 21. (CAG Ex. #128).

Heberding, Meryl J. '
1983

Deposition taken in Harfford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court

for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
(onnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 4. (CAG Ex.
184) .
Hennessy, Jane Gray
1981 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. Distriect Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
(Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. December 28. (CAG
Ix. #23). '
Medbury, William M.
1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. August 4. (CAG Ex.
181) . :

Mohegan Tribe of Indians of Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts and New
York

1977 Contract with Attorneys Jerome M. Griner and George J.
sherman. August 1. (CAG Ex. #127). ‘

Murtha, Christ:ine
1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court .

for District of Conpecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. November 29. (CAG

Bx. #75).
Myles, Brian
1980 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
. dior District of Connecticut. Mchegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. March 28. (CAG Ex.
$147) .
Nelson, Fred G.
1981 Jeposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
;onnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. June 29. (CAG Ex.
1145) .

Nelson, Mildred
1981 Yeposition taken in Bartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of

conpecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. December 28. (CAG
Ex. $144).

Rogers, Ernest E.

1935b New London's Participation in Connecticut's Tercentenar
1935. New London: New London Historical Society.
(CAG Ex. #130).
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Rundell, Florence

1970 Affidavit regarding meeting of May 17, 1970. July 10. (CAG
- Ex. #134).

1983 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. November 29. (CAG
Ex. #76).

Sands, Stilsor

1981 Deposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan . Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. June 29. (CAG Ex.
$148).

~ State of Connecticut. Attorney General.

1985 Respondent's Brief in Opposition to the Mohegan Petition for
Federal Recognition to  the United States Department of the
Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs. Narrative Brief by Francis
J. McGregor. July 19. Narrative Brief and Vols. I-IX.

Tantaquidgeon, Gladys
1981 . Deposition taken in Uncasville, Connecticut. U.S. District
Court for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
tonnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. November 6. (CAG Ex.

k22).
Walsh, Shirley Dziedzic
1983 Jeposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
for District of Connecticut. Mohegan Tribe vs. State of
Connecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. March 22. (CAG Ex.
i178) .-
Weaver, Marcy
1981 leposition taken in Hartford, Connecticut. U.S. District Court
ffor District of Connecticut. Mchegan Tribe vs. State of
(onnecticut. Civil Action No. H-77-434. June 29. (CAG Ex.
1146). :

CENSUSES AND LISTS

Anonynmous

1983 Fevised List of Persons Claiming to be Mohegans. January.
(CAG Ex. #31).

Bureau of the Census

1850 Seventh Census of the United States, 1850. Records of the
Bureau of the Census. Record Group 29. National Archives
Microfilm Publication M432. Roll 48.

1860 Eighth Census of the United States, 1860. Records of the Bureau

of the Census. Record Group 29. National Archives Microfilm
Publication M635. Roll 91.
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1870 the United States, 1870.
Record Group 29.

Roll 109.

Ninta Census of
of  the Census.
-Publication M593.

Tent Census of
.of the Census.
Publication T9.

1880 the United States,
Record Group 29.

Roll 149.

1880.

1900 Twelfth Census of the
Bureiu of the C(ensus.

Microfilm Publication Té623.

United States,
Roll 149.

1910 Thir:eenth Census of
Bureiau of the Census.

Microfilm Publication T624.

the United States,
Roll 142.

Gilman, Ernest W., Jr. ‘
c.1979 List of Mohegan Tribal Descendants.

Mohegan Tribe of Indians of the State of Connecticut

National Archives Microfilm

Record Group 29.

Record Group 29.

Records of the Bureau

Records of the Bureau ~

National Archives Microfilm

1900. Records of the

National Archives

1910. Records of the

National Archives

(MT Ex. #360).

n.d. Addendun #1 to Membership Roll of Mohegan Tribe as of March 1,
1985.
1985 Membership Roll of Mohegan Tribe as of March 1, 1985.
1988a Additional Membership Roll of Mohegan Tribe as of February 28,
1988.. ‘ ‘
1988b Supp..emental Membership Roll of Mohegan Tribe as of 11/3/87.
Augusat.
Sands, Stilson, an¢d others :
1981a Mohe¢an Tribe Names & Addresses. (MT Ex. #361).
1981b Moheg¢fan Tribe Names and Addresses, with notations made by

Rowland Bishop. (CAG Ex.#31).

FIELD DATA (abbreviated as "fd" in citationms)
Interviews
East Hartford, Connecticut
for the purpose of veryfying and
submitted by the petitioner.
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HISTORICAL REPORT ON THE MOHEGAN TRIBE OF INDIANS
OF THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT

The petitioner, the Mohegan Tribe of Indians of the State of Connecticut, is
S

pased in the wvillage oI Mohegan. 1in ‘*'he northeast. corner of Montviile
township, within New London <County, 1in southeastern Connecticut. Its
remaining tribal land and buildings are situated along State Highway 32 and

hines River, b;tween the cities of New London and Norwich. The term
base +village area,” as used in this vreport, shouid be understood as
-nccmpassing Montvillie township and the city of Norwich.

ﬂJ

_SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE

Identification as an American Indian Tribe

jocumentary sources have clearly and consistently identified a body of
Yaohegan Indians living in the general vicinity of the petitioner's base
vi_rage from 16.4, when 3utfh traders first explored the region, to the
preszat. The didentification of a Mohegan tribal entity was established in
the colonial records of “h- Znglish Colony of Connecticut (1638-1776) and in
the iuiicial records of Zagland (1705-31773), including those of the King's
Privy  Council. The Statz ¢of Toanecticut has also identified a Mohegan group
consistenily from 1776 o the present. However, these identifications were
_ess  frcguent for the period Ddetween 1872, the year in which ‘he Mohegans
were granted State citizenship., andé 1973, when the General Assembly created
au —ndian Affa..e Council with Mohsgan as a member.

¥oh<gan azs : been identified as an Indian group in certain records
of *“he Jn;ted_ >tates Government beginning in 1822, when the Rev. Jedidiah
¥orse reportel ts status to the Secretary of War. President Andrew Jackson
mznilon=¢  thcg  Mohegan in  2ais annual message of 1829, Congress appropriated
Timited "CIivilization" funds for the benefit of the "Mohegan Indians" frox
2832 until perhaps as late as 1868, and a1 reoport of the Commissioner of
Indias Affaire referred to the Mohegan in 18%52. Certain individual residen:s
5% :hu  tounsiip of Montville were identified as Mohegan Indians in Fsderal
census cecorde hetwsen 1870 and 1%10, a bill was introduced in Congress on
behalf I <X ohegan in 1900, and there has been subsequent correspondence
betwezir  grour  zembers and Federal officials. However, these latter
references <o not  comstitut explici: didentification of a ¥ohegan :ribal
groun. :

A Yohegan grcup has been identified in administrative stadies conu4rtec ior

¢ Bureau of Indian Affa:rs by Gladys Tantaquidgeon in 1934 and by Theodore
ay¢or in 1972, Records of the U.S. District Court relating to the group's
pending suit against the State of Connecticut have also identified a Mohegan
entity.

-

an  Indian group Las .ikewise oeen identified in traveler's accounts,
;ux-,i’ng Xencalil (1809); 1local and regional histories, including Koimes

1904), Barber (1838), Hooker (.840), DeForest (1851}, Titch (1906, and Peals
(:930)- ané in iographies, ‘ncludlng Love (1895, and Voight ({1965:.
Identifications in the ethnological literature have in¢luded 2rince and Speck

-
&
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{1903), Moon

Swanton (19%2., Schusky (1957), and Simmons f1986)

humerous ident:ifications in wmagazines and newsgap:
Yerwich Bullet:.n and the IU-w lLondon Day.

-
~

l\) ll

Maintenance of an Indian Community

11967, Speck (1909 arnd 1922), Rouse (1947),

of ndian of the Stzatz of Connecticut s baszd on Land
ally and aboriginallv Yohegan. The property on which “he
locat:zd, 242 some nearsy plots held by individual menbers
s Zi1ll, atloling the site of the Tantaguidgenn Indiarn
1z possession of Mohergans throughout hlistory.

themselves as Indians
as Yohegan peopie by

cmozrs of  the pet* tioning group have 1dentified
continousiy and hav been Identified consistently
sThers. They havzs 2:350 2zen viewed as distiact from Pequot and other Indian
populations in :onnecticut, aithough outsiders have had some difficulty, in
racent tlnxes distinzuisting the petit:ioning group from another group in the
ars which has also assertct a Mohegan identity. However, the Mohegan do not
>

Cr until  the ea:ly 1EeT Iy

Indian conounst Oun  an  eve

TesidinT pTpalaTion was

s5ztilzrs. The 20,000C-a trict of aboriginal
Connecrticut ffaciais for

ny L72%, whien thg  Gen=ra.  Asse

POSS<S35L00. ALthough these 1ands welc rcfe
Rescrvation,” they were never =2stablished legally
1750, the Stare allotted ail. but 500 acres of

land Dpase o :ndividual Mohegan families.
aocn-Indians 2iner 1872, the year in w )
guardiansihily o>v=r Ine Hohegan and grar:

¥ohegan as 3 group and some of its indivicdual members

5f the historic land base.

- -~ PR ]
D SRas-. pal TELS

Tac¢ Mohecan suff:zred a drastic population decline during
Zuropean <foataict, perhaps as much as 92 percent by 1650.
populatior iz3 further reduczl from approximately 1,
1774. A dec ey one-ha:f ifrom

I_ae of approxi:za
experienced 1in the Revolutionar

s
v War era \-775 32
number of tribal members died i

¢ distinct socizilvy from the non-Indian populat

i0n.

$2%'s, the Mohegan appear to have maintained a cohesive

er-cwincling randé base, despite the fact that its
gradually surrounded and intersperseé by non-Indian
—acre

rané scguestered Dby

the uase of the Mohegan :in 1671 was all deeded away
Sl serbly restored 4,700 acres to tribal
erred tc commonly as the "Xohegan
as reserved lands. In
the remaining 2,600-acre tribal
Yost of these lands were sold to
nich Connecticut terminated 1ts
ed them citizenship. However, the
u continue to hold title

e early period of
he resident *ribal
00C in 1650 to 264 in
264 to 135) was also
, during which time a
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Yohegan families emigrated o the Brotherton Indian sett;ement in Yew York.

However, from 1809 to 1902, Mohegan population remained

relatively stable, at

between 50-69 resident members. in 1902, it was reported that haif of the
¥ohegan o longer resided within the traditional comaunity. Since that tine,
the percentage of non-resident members has increased steadily.

pX 2N

Missicnary =£
i660's, ané a
the 1750's, a
acceptance of <Christian tenants. While political
divide the Mohegan into rival villages for much of

3
sion school was opened in the base vii
135}

the 18th century, they

to convert tae Hohegan to Christianity »egan in the ear
lage area in 1723. By
jorit of the Mohegan had demonstrated at ~east nominal

differences served to

were describeé by Edward Augustus Kendall as maintaining a singlie tribal
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“"community" ir. LE0%. Tae continuance ¢f a Ychegan tribal entity was a.so
acknowledged :n publications by John Warner Barber :n 1838, Edward Hooker in

2840, and John W. DeForest in 1851.

1860, the Mohegan Church, =astablished nearly 30 vyears earlier by
gregatlona’lst became a c=z=nter of community act;:;-~cs. A Wigwan
ival, wnolch ;:-«ad as both a fund-raising fair o T%e Church and

r event, was aeld on the church groA"cs a¢mosg EVErY Year

- 27. This possible revival of the Mohegan's traditional

ce was organized and sponsored by the "lLadies"” of the ¥olhegirn
£ [

v, an audxillary of e church run by Yohegan vonen.

Tno 1237, Tantaquid =3 thelr "Indian Lodge" cu private
pronesrty adacent to & Y ~Theugh this auseunm of Yohegan aad
otaher Indian ariifacts, which s s:Till in oper at¢ou, has b5ecome an .rportant
symbo pride of  the Yohegan in thelr =%ani~ heritage, 1t has never
been institution i the sense of belng run by the group. ©Neither
ha zxcept perhaps On rare occasions, as & political meeting place
sz ing point for trz Xohegan.

The F gwam festivals and homecomings in “he Mohegan community began to
decl' ‘ : iate 19Z0's. References have been founéd for only three such
community 5 between 1927 and 1941, when the last successful festival
took place Thes: were in 193%, 193€, and 1938. The 1938 event was the
tas aprar=nily, o b sponsored by the Mohegan Sewing Society, and no
further referenc: cculd b2 found for this crganization after 1341. The 1941
Wigwar was sgponscred by - the Jational American Indian Jefanse Association
{NAIDA! uncder the leadership 2f ¥ohegan nember John E. Hamilton.

Zton, the organizer of this Wigwarm, and his
irmed as  "Grand Sachez" of the Yohegan at 2
a33. As such. he become the leader of 3 separate
h met on a ragular basis cutside of the Montville township
excluded key Mohegan families and had on.y m‘nlm-‘ contacet

base village area. Whils this separate group's existencs
ented solidly afier 2970, there is limited evidence that it
L onlpg since 1933,

can  only b=
may have been

The Wigwan fzstival of 1941 was the last Ychagan =vent a%t which all ¢f the
Tost  important group leaders, representatives of gnost lines of the three
srimary famillies (Fielding, Baxker, anc Storey), and what xay have then been
cr later became political divisions of the Mohegan were gathered together.
Sven allowing for the disrupt;ve e¢ffects of World Yar II on the Xohegan, not
enough documentary evidence has Dbe=n found regarding group activities
following the cessation of the Vigwan festivals in 1941 to conclude that the
petitioning group has maintained a cohesive and interactive tribal comrunity

since that time.

Five years aI7.- ‘the 1941 Vigwam, the Mohegan Church, w#which had served as a
community center for the ¥ohegan for over a century, was compeliled to close
1ts doors. The chiurch rema

insd closed betwzen 1946 and 1S5%E.

For the ZI6-year period between 1941 and 1967, the documentary record revea.s

onl two possible community events which may have served to bring group

members togzther. These are an attempted revival in 1956 of the Wigwa:x
3
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festival, which was unsuccessful apparently, and the rededication of the
“ohegan Churth  in .957. For the 32-year period between 1935 and 1967, there

is only one documentary reference to a meeting of a traibal political body.
This was the election of Harold Tantaguidgeon as ¢roup lsader by the "Mohegan
Tribsl Council" in 1952. Details regardlng the nature of all three of these
sv=nts, and the extent of member participation in %hem. ire 0t known.

Tf +therc wer: sepirate divisions among the Fohegan priocr to 1967, they were
Srought  SogeTacer oriefly  In that  year  when  John Hamilton 2merged as the
Te3der 2f a2 new organization called fthe Touncil of thc DJescendants of the
ohegan Indiaas,  Inc. For the first timz since 1341, this new S04y brought
*ogeth=r 2 CJ:oss-sectiocn  of Yohegan members, including repressantatives froxm
all ‘*three of *he prizary families and those wno had had previous -zadz=rship
rsles  within the base Vil nowever, dissatisfaction with Yamilton's
Teadership Led to the diss in 1970.

the Council of the Descendant

Zu an effort to deny Hamilton's broad assertions of power, which were baseé
i ciair of Dbeing <*“he Grand Sachen of all -he Yohegan, his opponents

is

norinated anéd confirmed Courtiané . Fowier, a base village resident who had
led rhe effort ts rocpen the o -onegan Church, to be the primary leader of the
Mehzgan In i n to Fowier's confirmation, Hamilton formed a new

d rthe <JConfederatzon of the Mohegan-Pequot American Indian
ated Algonguin Tribes, over which he again asserted his
acher of all tre Mohegan. This new body met outside of
3a

<
cosition as  Graand Sache
“h= Montenlle townshin on a regular basis until at least 1981.
Representatives from all three of the prizarv Mohegan families (Fielding,
Baker, and Storey! were claimed to be among the Confederation's
"¢ouncilors.” However, the organization's membership also included some
noa-Yohegans ané¢ some non-Indians. Although the petiticner claimed Hamilton

i his suppori=zrs of iohegan descent as members, 1t has denied any
L& .

iization wiih the Confederat:ion.

The Xohegans .o the base vililage area who had confirmed Fowler as the prigary
¥ohegan iead«r remained relatively dormant during the vyears in which
Hamilton's <Confederation was most active. There is reference to only one.
possibie. meeting for the period between Fowler's confirmation in May 1970 and
the organizat:on o¢f a3 constitutional committee at Yohegan ia May 1979, and
or_y 1imited c¢vidence regarding one group activity: the possible initiation
of an annual homecoming in 1977 (there is no referance to such an event in
1678 Jurirg this same period, the group at Nohegan, perhaps unwittingly,
accept=d " members who do not appear o have any Mohegan ancestry, and
subsequently eppointed and/or elected some of these individuals to leadership
positions within the group.

The lack of Mchegan tribal activities during the period between 1941 and 1967
anéd 1970 and 1979 is corroborated by the statements of the 23 selected group
members deposed by the Connecticut attorney general between 1980 and 1983.
These depositions were taken in conjunction with a-land suit filed against
the State on bhehalf of +the Mohegan in 1977. Even though most of these
individuals were more than 50 years of age, they did not specify or recall
any social or «cultural events or political meetings other than those listed
above during these periods, and most stated that they had not attended more
than one or two such activities prior to 1979. Some of the deponents of
Mohegan ancestry, although listed@ as members of the petitioning group,
indicated -that they had had minimal or no social or political contact with
4
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the petitioner, and had not previously maintained relations with the Mohegans
in the base village area. Included amcng these deponents were some who
claimed to be aligned with the tribal body in the Mohegan areca, some Who

‘ continued to be supporters of John Bamiiton, and others who had had little or
no contact with either of these Mohegan divisions. The group members who do
not appear t> be of Mohegan ancestry :indicated that they had interacted
socrally and jolitically with members in the base viliage area, although oniy
one of *these five deponents claimed any contact pricr to the carly 2970's.

Some of the deponents who lived in or near the bassc viilage gave evidence
that there his been some lsvel of :nformal cohesiveness within ths group,

particularly among +the Fielding descendants. Yet, even “nhe statements of
those members who had been most ac“ivs in recent group events polnted to the
paucity of Mohegan activities during the years Dbetween '~ the 1941 Wigwax
festival and the organization of the Mohegan Tribal Council in 19739,

The petitioning group has sponsored an annual homecoming event near the
traditional Mohegan buraal ground at Fort Shantok since the late 1970's, and
has been governed since 1980 by a tribal constitutilon and a duly-elected
Tribal Counci. which is scheduled to meet on a regular basis. However,
little evidence 1s available to show how this formalized political structure
interacts with the group's membership, or to indicate the extent to which the
elacted leadership directs community activities such as the annual

homecoming. Given the dearth of information regarding Mohegan activities
over the previous four d=cades there is insufficient evidence to demonstrate
that most of the group's mexzbership considered for acknowiedgment purposes

has ever been part of a tribal community.

The availlable documentation shows that for most of “he period since 1941 the
Yohegan have had few community events or political meefings of a tribal
nature. Neither ©Tas any evidence been submitted or found regarding other
internal events which might have served ¢to bring 2z substantial number of

group members together, such as funerals, or Dbirthdays, weddings,
anniversaries, or other celebrations. Similarly, the historical record does
not offer sufficient data to reasure and evaluate visiting pattesrns or other
ilines of communication between members. The petitioner’'s acceptance of
non-¥ohegans &as group members, and especially as lecaders, is strong negative
evidence of the existence of an Indian community whcse historical continuity,

ané cultural identity, and social distinction from others is concrete

to xnow who 1ts legitimate members are and :to exclude from membership
those who do not share the common tribal ancestry. In sum, the documentarv
history of the Mohegan Tribe of Indians of the State of Connecticut since
941 1is not indicative of a cohesive or interactive tridal community.

Maintenance of Tribal Political Infiuence or Other Authority

Aboriginal Mohsgan leadership was provided Dby a chief sachem who made
decisions in consuitation with a council consisting of influential tribal
members of sinilar social rank. Owaneco was the chief sachem of the Mohegan
at the time »of first European contact. He was succeeded by his son Uncas,
whose 1loyalty to -the English served to both expand the power of the

. sachemship and increase the dominance of the Mohegan over other Connecticut
tribes between 1636 and 1684. Uncas was in turn succeeded as sachem by other
males in his family 1line until 1769, when the Xohegan abandoned this
leadership posi:ion.

ur

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 142 of 194



John Mason, deputy governor of the Connecticut coclony, assumed the position

of ‘"procurator™ or guardian of Mohegan interests in the 1650's. This role -

was continued Dby other Mason family members for well over the next century;

most often without official colonial sanction and, in fact, in opposition to .
. Connecticut in a notorious 1land claim litigated by the Masons on behalf of

*he Mohegan between 1705 and 1773. The General Assembly appointed a special
conmittee to serve as guardians of the Mohegan tribal lands beginning in
17i9. and th= Colony worked vertly thereafter to manipulate the internal

>

political tructure o0f the Mohegan by backing those sachems and candidates
for the sachemship who disavowed the Masons and endorsed the Colony's
positions. Tais led eventually to a severe tribal schism which divided rival

Yohegan £factiosns 1inte separate villages throughout most of the 18th century.
T als: 1<¢d to a growing dissatisfaction with the sachemship, to the extent
that by 1736 the coloniai-backed chief sachem no longer had majority support
and coull no: function effectively in his role. Following the death of Ben
Uncas IZI in 1759, the Mohzgan {inally abandoned this leadership position by
declining %< nikc & SUCCessor.

Connecticut continuaed to maintain a guardian system over the Mohegan Indians
uhh-‘ 1275 (:he law phasing it out was passed in 1872). By 1754, the duly
npcint=d Mohagan guardians were officially termed "overseers”" by the General

-~

Assembly. ané in 1819 it placed the Mohegan overseers under the jurisdiction

L

of 1@ Eew~ wondon  County <Court. That the Mohegan continued to govern its

affairs through some form of council in the years following the abandonment

3 the chief sachemship is zvidenced by several documents either submitted to
nerased

[4

r by the General Assembly or the County Court. The factionalism
enerated Dby {onnecticut's previous manipulation of Mohegan affairs continued
throughout  the  remainder of  the 18th century. Samson Occom, the .

QO

Congregational preacher who was the most noted Mohegan of his day, emerged as
the leader of what had been the majority anti-Colony and anti-sachem factiop,
while Zachary Johnson and other fcrmer members of the sachem's council led
the oppositior. faction. However, a 1772 petition and minutes of a 1782
meeting give evidence that *the factions could come together on some issues.

ohnsen died in 1787 and Occom moved in 1789 to the Brotherton
ement he had helped establish in New York, the names of Henry
arother former member of the sachem's council, and Robert Ashpo
© often as first signatures on Mohegan petitions. Traveler
tvs Kendall wrote in 1809 that the “Mohegan "have now no Indian
Xxcept that of discussing their affairs in council.” and a special
committee o© the JConnecticut legislature reported in 1817 that the Mohegan
continued to abide by the "rules and principles of the Ancients and Elders of
the Tribe" 1in regard +to defining tribal membership and distributing tribal
resources.
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Some level of dispute within the group regarding the overseers is evidenced
by petitions ubmitted by opposing factions between 1822 and 1851. A 1823
“ohegan pet'tlon described Samson Occom's son Benoni as "Our Headman”" and the
20 other signers as "the rest of the male members of said tribe.” In 1859 a
special legislative committee met with the “chief men among the Mohegans,” of
whom Henry Matthews was described as "the best man . . . in the tribe.”
There 1s also some evidence that the tribal group maintained some control
over the lanéd redistribution of 1861, and provided the impetus for the ’
legisiation terminating the guardian system and granting State citizenship to
the Mohegan in 1872.
6
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Gladys Tantagqlidgeon, a socio-cultural leader of the group, identified
Everett Fielding as <chief of the Mohegan in 1934. She aliso reported that
tribal meetinjys were helid at least once a year and more often "if necessary,"”
but that for ore than 20 years the Mohegan had rot had a resident chief. &t
the behest of Glady's brother, Harold Tantaquidgeon, 19 adult members met at
the Mohegan Zhurch in 1935 and formedé a Tribal Social Club in order "to do

things th ieed doing.,"” including xnany functions *hat might be carried out
by a tribal council. These 1included efforts to organize another Wigwam
festiva., to add improvements *to the Mohegar Church, and to continue the
Hohegan claims. Burrill H. TFielding, a r=sidsnt of Mohegan, was zlected
presiient, and Gladys Tantaquidgeon again served as sscretary.

Wo other referceaces have been found regarding the Tribal Social Club.
Al*hough Burrill Fielding was also :dentified as a Mohegan leader :in
documents from 1936, 1941, and 1947, and kept the honorary title of "Chief
“atagha™ until ais death in 1352, the available sources do not offer any
explicit exampies of his political influwnce over group members.

There 1s & hewspaper vraferencs %to a "Mohegan Descendanis Association" with
Jullan Harris as <hief in 1938, and a 1539 nerbership application to the
"League of Descendants of the Mohegan Indians of Connecticut.” However, the
nature of these organizations and their relation to previous or subsequent
Y“ohegan bodies is not known, although one group member testified in 1981 that
the Council of the Descencdants of the Yohegan Indians, Inc., formed in 1967
as & successor to the League of Descendants of the Mohegan Indians of
Jonnecticut.

~

Tn %41, 12 llohegans, wi'h John Hamilton as their representative, petitioned
the Connecticut General Assembly for land compensation. Hanilton also served ’
as president of the National American Indian Defense Association (NAIDA),
which sponsored the 1941 Wigwam festival at Xohegan. Except for its avowed
purpose of pursuing Mohegan land «laims, details regarding the origin,
nature, and nexbership cf NAIDA and its relationship, if any, to subsequent

tribal organizations headed by Hamilton are not known. As NAIDA president
zn2  "grand sachexr of the tribe,” he appzared before the Judiciary Comnittee
of the Genera. Assexbly in 1943. Zach of the three Mchegans who appeared
with Hamilton in 1943, including his chief councilor, Rowland Bishop, were,
_ike himself, CZtorey family descendants who resided outside of the base
villags a&area. damilton continued ¢ seex a iegislative remely for the
Yohegan l:and claims until 1951.

It has Dbeen alleged by Bishop +that Hamilton led a separate Mohegan group
which met on a regular basis outside of the base village area, beginning as
early as 193, and that Bishop served as Grand Sachem over this group during
Hamilton's absence in California and elsewhere from perhaps as early as 1948
until 1967. However, the existence of a separate Mohegan group has not been
verified prior to 19790.

Secondary references published in 1965 and 1976 refer to the fact that
Harold Tantagquidgeon was selected by the "Mchegan Tribal Council”™ to be chief
in 1952, following the death of Burrill Fielding. Although the Mohegan
acknowledgment petition asserts that the Mohegan have always had a chief and
council 1in tris <century, these are the only sources between 1933 and 1980
that refer specifically to the existence of a Mohegan Tribal Council. They
.are also the oriy sources that mention Tantaquidgeon's election.
. 8 ,
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nce  Harold Tantaguidgeon was stationed in 1932
Tay  uav= 2vea two or three years before he
served with Courtland Fowler and others on t ring committee for the

eopening of the Mohegan Church {a body which cannot be considered, because

its narrow goals and non-Indian membership, as a representative tribal
nization), and also worked reportedly with Fowlier in an attempt tc revive

Wigwam festival In 1956, no cdocumentation has been found to show that

: won  <.-her presided ovsr or was otherwise invelved in a frital
= years in which he was ‘the designated group leader
zither have any ‘“ribal council members been identifisd for

for the broader period between 2935 and 1820 fexcepting, of
ficurs I the Council of DeSCCndants which functioned
; xaneaqu dgeon performed certain

f+ten related to the non-Indian
ov Scout counselor, there is not
z I e <xtent  to  which he may have
influence or authority over the Yohegan, including a single
¢ -made which migh* have affccted the entire tribal
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the thegan. The minutes of this organization's
¢ and decided issues of a tribal nature which
it with by a group's governing body. 1Its
£ was ‘o pursus the ohegan land ciaims, and it was chartered
tion under Connectic law becausc it was Dbelieved that
was .eCessary in orde* to file litigation. However, it also
=€ su¢h 1ssues as tiae sa.e of tribal propertv and maintenance of the

buria.. ground at 7Tort Shantok. It's members met regularly at the
hegan Church and included some individuals who had previously had
lcadership ¢
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ta Schultz, and Courtland Fowler. Yet, it was viewed v
ny "a separate entity"” from the Yohegan tribal group, "because
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Perhaps becavse the Council of the Descendants was relativelv short-lived,
there 1s not enough known about it to measure 1ts level of influence over or
support from the Mohegan tribal group. Evidently, it did not generate enough
interest to be continued for more than a three year period (1967-1970). Its
primary 1issue, the Mohegan land ciaims, likewise failed to stimulate further
tribal activity until 1977,

n’\
£
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Dissatisfied wi*h damilton's leadership and upset by his claim of being the
"Grand Sachex” of all the Yohegan, his opponents repiaced him as president of
"the Council of the Descendants 1in 1970. They also initiated a referendum
among the heads of families on the question of whether or not
Courtland E. Fowler should be named as primary leader of the Mohegan. Since
there were nc negative responses, a select group of members were called
together to confirm the nomination. Fowler was endorsed unanimously at this
reeting, after Hamilton's supporters walked out.
9
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In reaction to Fowler's confirmation, Hamilton filed papers with the State to
dissolve the Council of the Descendants as a corporation. Thl3 action was
taken without the knowledge of some of its officers. Yet, no effort was rade
by others to continue the organization after ‘this was discoverzd. The
attempt to maintain a Dbroad-based council at ¥ohegan thus came te
after just 34 months of operation. Within thres zornths of :he disssi
Hamiiton forned a new organization callisé the Confederat’on e}
Mohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation and Affiliat:d Algonguin Tribes. over
which he again asserted his position as Grand Sachem of all the Mohecgan.
This new body, which met outside of the ¥ontville township on a regular basis
until at least 1983, consisted of those Mohegans whc supported Hamilton and
who, for the most part, did not recognize the Leadership of Courtland
Towler. This 1included some who had Dbeen involved in the Council of the
Descendants aid some who may have also been affil:ated with other Mohegan
organizations wunder Hamilton's leadership going back to the 1930's or
1340's. Representatives from all three of the pricmary Mohegan families
(Fielding, Baker, and Storey) were claimed to be among the Confederation's
"councilors." However, the organization's aexbership also included some
non-Mohegans ind some non-Indians. Although tﬁe De Li~‘oner claimed Hamilton
and his supporters of Mohegan descent as cembers, 1t has denied any
affiliation with the Confederation.

£

cai

Y T

Acting on behalf of all the Mohegan, but without tribal-wide consultation or
consent, Hamiiton £iled certain land claims in the U.S. District Court in
1977 and peti:ioned the Department of the Intericr for Federal acknowledgment
of the Mohegan as a tribe in 1978. Although these actions were denounced
initially by some of ‘the Mohegans not aligned with Hamilton, particularly ‘
those resident in the base village area, they were endorsz=d4d sudbseguentlv by
the new goUerning body in ¥ohegan whzch was es-ablished under

Courtiand Fowler in 1980.

The Mohegans in ‘the Dbase village who had confirmed Fowler as the primary
¥ohegan leader wers 1nactive, comparatively, between 1570 and 1979. The
Council of the DTsescendants died shortly after Towler's election in 1970 and
there 1is no evidence that he presided over or was a part of any other tribal
governing bodv prior to 1980. By his own admission, his leadership was
sinimal prior to the drafting of a tribal constitution in 1979. He stated in
1980 that as tribal spokesman he "didn't have to speak at anything™ »>efore
then, and that there were no affairs for a ¥ohegan lcader to run. Thers iz
refzrence to on.y one possible meeting 1nvoiving Fowler between 1970 and
1979, and his only documented political act during this period was to appoint
an 1ndividual who appears now not to have any Mohegan ancestry as tie group's
representative to the Connecticut Indian Affairs Counc:il.
This same non-¥ohegan individual served as one of the officers nf still
anothe* filedg..ing Mohegan organization, Vative ¥%ohkegans Inc., which was

ormed in 1974 in an effort to disseminate general information about Indian
p- grams and establish lines of communication between Mohegan families
regarding gsrous functicns and " history. Again, this is a role which might
have been carried ou: by a tridbal council if such a governing body was irn
place. The 15-20 people who were active in this organization held
semi-annual meetings bhetween 1974 and 1979. Althouch they apparently
recognized Fowler's leadership position and viewed themselves as an
organization within the tribal group, there is no evidence that Fowler was
ever involved :n their activities.

10
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The petitioning g¢roup drafted and approved a constitution and elected a
Tribal Counci.. under 1its provisions in 1980. Under the chairmanship of
Courtland Fow.er, this governing body has assumed a more active role in
directing Mohegan affairs. However, there is evidence from the depositions
taken Dbetween 1980 and 1983 by the attorney general's office that the
membership of the new tribal organization, as determined by its governing

pody., 535 included the names of individuals, such as John Hamilton and
others, who did not recognize the authority of Fowler and the Tribal
Zouncii. It als0o nas included the names of many other persons of Mohegan

descent  ~ho  have nad minimal or no social or political contact with the new
tribal organizaticn, and/or who have not previously maintained tribal
rzratlons with  the Yohegan. Our research has also discovered that three of

- +he persons that have been elected to the Tribal Council and two of its

appointed representatives to the Connecticut Indian Affairs Council do not
appea to have any Mohegan ancestry and therefore do not meet the group's
nemoc._A*p Teqlizz=nents.

While the 9peti*loner novw has the most formalized and long-standing political

structure it has had since the 1930's, the available evidence regarding the

Tribal Council's interaction with the Mohegan rmenmbership is not sufficient to

determine the <xtent of 1ts political influence or other authority. For

examp.e. there is no svidence to indicate that the limited political issues

focused on Dby the Tribal CdCouncil, such as the land claim and Federal
ons

acknowledgrmunt, are considered to be important by the membership. The extent
to  wWhlch thz <ciectzd  lcadershiip has been involved in the preparation and
production o¢f «community activities, such as the annual homecomings, is also
unknown. Becaus: £ ‘the lack of documentation regarding Mohegan political

3. -

r the previcus four decades, there is little or no evidence
that those g¢group members who are not actively involved in the recent revival
of ¥ohegan activitiés have ever maintained a bilateral tribal relationship
with the petiticner.

o
activitiss ove
r

The petitioning group is based on 1land which was aboriginally and

historically ¥ohegan, and 1its Mohegan membership has been identified
throughout history as being American Indian. . However, the documentary
history of the petitioning group since 1941 is not indicative of a cohesive
or 1interactlve tribal comnunity. Neither does the available documentation

the petitioner has maintained <continuous tribal political

cate that
or other authority over its defined membership since that date.

EUROPEAN CONTACT & INTERTRIBAL WARFARE, 1614-1643

The Mohegan first appear in the documentary record on a map of 1614, from the
expeditions of the Dutch trader Adriaen Block, and in the Dutchman
Joannes de Lazt's descriptive volume on the New World in 1625. These
documents locate the tribal group between the Thames and Connecticut rivers,
and just west of the ©Pequot, who 1lived on Mystic River, in what is now
southeastern <Connecticut (Salwen 1978, 172, 175; Salisbury 1982, 82). That
the Mohegan ai1d Pequot were described as two distinct groups living east of
the Connecticu: 1in the early Dutch records conflicts with the picture which
emerged from =:arly English observations of the mid 1630's and became the
prevaililang wisdom of subsequent scholars: that there was a single Pequot
tribe with a Mohegan branch that invaded the lower Connecticut valley in a
late prehistoric migration £from the upper Hudson River valley of New York

- d
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(Salisbury 1882, 83). The similarity in the names Mohegan and Mahican has
contributed much to this widely-held belief.

Mahican was the language of the Mahican Indians who lived in the upper Hudson .
Valley, whereas the dialects of the Indians of Connecticut east of the
Connecticut River were classified together as a single 1language.
Yohegan-Pequot. Although Mahican and Mohegan-Pequot were both part of the
Tastern Algonguin sub-group of the Algonquin language family, they wsre tco
distinct from each other to support a migration hypothesis: Mohegan-Pequot
was more closely connected to Xassachusett and other southern New England

languages than  to  Mahican {(Goddard 1978, 72; Snow 1978, 65; Snow 1980,

3310, Thus, despite frequent assertions by scholars that the Mohegan werc
originally a Hudson Valley group fe.g., DeForest 1851, 59-60; Swanton 1952,
32), the Dbest conclusion which can be drawrn froz recent linguistic and
archeclogical research 1is that the Mohegan-Pequot culture as well as that of
the other native  peoples of southern New England developed in situ from a
copmon origin (Salwen 1969).

Ethnohistorian 1lei

© lisbury =maintains that the English and subsequent
observers assumcd

a
that the Yo hcgan were a band of the Peguot because they
misperceived the naatare of trikal political structures in southern New
zngland. The Mohegan. Pequot, Narragansett, and other groups were linked by
a comp.e¢Xx a=tworXx of marriages. Alliances between the groups were often
dominated by single individuals through the strength of their personalities,
p.us *he advaintages -hey might be able to =xtend to allied groups. Although
these leaders, who were callicd sachems, wmight be widely revered and/or
feared., ‘*hev had no institutionalized authority over other groups. The
uniting of groups was accompiished through some form of ritual exchange, such
as the payment of tribute, rather than by centralized authority. These
arrangemsnts 1:8 Euro-Axericans to assume that leadership was permanently and
hlzrarc“-calﬁy arranged with a system of greater and lesser sachems,. when 1n
fact a ribal group could withdraw 1its loyalty if it felt that it was no
Longer Lccg-ring adequate benefits from an alliance and direct it to another ’
partner, as the Mohegans did many times (Salisbury 1982, 48).

The best genezlogical and ethnographical data available on the traditional
socio-pelitical structure within the Mohegan group itself indicates all the
featiures of fully developed social stratification, with political and
military leadersship and land ownership generally restricted to a small upper
class or «cast: ‘Brasser 1978, 5; Speck 1928, 26). The title of sachem
signified the right to ownership of land but no%t necessarily to political
authority. Rinking occurred among sachems within the group in regard to
their authority, with most power being vested in what might be termed a chief
sachem (Williams 1972, 20-22). Chief sachems maintained their influence
through persuasion and generosity. Their actual coercive power was limited
by that fact that all important decisions were supposed to be made in
consultation with the sachem's council. This more or less formal body was
comprised of other powerful personages of similar social rank (Salwen 1978,
i67).

A 1679 genealogy of Uncas, the chief Mohegan sachem, traces his descent both
matrilineally and patrilineally from Pequot, Narragansett, and Long Island

sachems. This wunique document can be used to support either line of .
inheritance. While some scholars have concluded that the Mohegan utilized a
matrilineal system of tracing ancestry prior to European contact, and

12
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gradually modified that system to conform to the patrilineal English systen
{Williams 197%, 22-27), others have maintained that various relaticnships
could be a <¢laim to the <chief sachemship and that lineage was of little

‘ sonsequence 1irn: determining qualifications for leadership (Burton & Lowenthal
1974, 595). Nevertheless, the historic record up to 1769, the year in which
*he Mohegan <sachemship was abandoned, makes it <clear that descent from a
previous c¢hief sachem was at least the fi1rst requirement for any claiaz *o
lcadership.

3eyond the ties of kinship ané politics, the southern New Zagland tribal
groups had mary cultural similarities. ALl spoke & closely related language,
optainsd fooc. by «combining a maize-beans-squash horticulture with the
collection o©f fish, game, and wild plants, and engaged 1n similar social and
rellgious nrectices which  centered on the village as the basic
socio-political and subsistence unit. Such villages were small settlements
of 3erhap a few hundred inhabitants organized into extended Xin networks and
utilizing the resources of a limited territory. The village was aliso a
conponent of the larger severzign entity whose domain, under the chief
sacher, encompassed all of the territory of other constituent villages
(Cronon 1883, :7-38; Salwen 1578, 160, 164).

-~

The subsistence pattern of the villiages demanded seasonal mobility. Sunmmer
activities included plant:ing, hunting, and fishing. Hunters went into the
forests in search of ga** after the harvest, while winter camp was
cstablished in sheltersd locations with .good access to firewoed. Spring
nale the movement to fish-spawning areas. Villagers tended to use

thaws signa.

the same sSitazs every vear., and their ‘territorial rights were either
‘ recognized tacitly by other villages or challenged by an enemy (Cronon 1983,

59)

The Mohegar-Tequot popularion in 1600 has been estimated to have been between
3,500 and 33,300 (Snow 1880, 35). The Mohegan alignment with the Pequot was
enhanced 1in 1626 by the marriage of a daughtzr of Tatobem, the chief Pequot
sachem (listed as Wopigwooit in some histories), to Uncas, son of the chief
¥ohegan sacher Owanero. This and similar alliances allowed the Pequot to
become +the dcminant tribal group within its sphere of influence. Llater it
consolidated its <control, in the Long Island Sound area, of the Indian-Dutch
trade in wampusm.  Wampum were the specially crafted strings of shell beads
which |Dbecame the primary currency among the <¢ribal groups during this
period. In the early 1630's, the Mohegan began to challenge Pequot authority
by expanding its bounds both eastward and westward. At about the same time,
the Dutch gained the approval of the Narragansett and other tribal groups to
displace the Pequot from its monopoly over the Connecticut River trade. The
collapse of the Narragansett-Pequot alliance stimulated English interest in
the region, which 1led eventually to an alliance between the English and all
of the other tribal ¢roups against the Pequot (Salisbury 1982, 148, 150,
206-208).

The Pequot =nade a desperate attempt <o regain their favored position, but
3fter Tatobem (a.Xx.a. Woopigwooit) was killed in battie and succeeded by his
son Sassacus, many of the tribal groups, including the Mohegan, defected to
the Narraganset<t. Although Uncas, who had by this time become the chief
‘ Mohegan sachem, initially paid homage to Sassacus, his brother-in-law, he
switched 1loyalties . five times Dbetween the Pequot and Narragansett before
finally joining the English against the Pequot in 1636 (Salisbury 1982,
210).
13
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In his first 3ppearance in English records, Uncas, in the spring of 1636, is
oroviding intelllgence on the Connecticut River to traders from Plymouth

Colony. He thus began the role in which he would become very skiliful over
*he next four decades - that of furthering his own ends 5y mdnipulating the
deep English fear of 1inter-tribal conspiracies (Salisbury 1882, 215).

Whatever 1its previous history of shifting alliances betwcen both Indian and
Lropean partners howzver, the HMohegan rexained loyai to the English up
until the time of the American Revolution.
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primary Dbpase of Mohegan operations before, during, and after this conflict
was Uncas's palisaded fort at Shantox Point, on the west bank of what is now
the Thames River, about four =ziles south of present-day Norwich (Williams
1672; Salwen 1969; Crofut 1937, 717; Barber 1336, 290-91). Now a state park,
the Fort Shaintok site, with Zts Indian burial ground, remains an important
cultursl focal point for tiiz Mohegan group.

tany of the surviving Pequot either hid themselves among the Mohegan or were
assigned formally as prisoners to the tribal group, with the result that

Uncas soon £filled the power vacuum created by the decimation of the Pequot. )
Th most dramatic effect of the conflict was to shift the balance of power

from the native grougps fo the Znglish colonies and to clear away the major
obstacic to Puritan expansion (Vaughan 1965, 150-53; Jennings 1975, 226-27). .
Tar more devastating than warfare were the epidem' waves of European

diseases which Dbegan to crest through native villagss as early as 1615. By
1650,  the comiined liohegan-Pequot population, which has been estimated to
have bhe=n 35 gouch 2s 13,300 in 1600, was reduced to as little as 1,000,
indicating a mortality rate as high as 93 percent (Snow 1980, 32, 39).

The English organized a government for the Connecticut Colony in 1638, with
legislative and iudicial power vested in a General Court, and executive power
:n a governor and magistrates. Soon thereafter, the General Court ordered
that no person oould buy, lease or receive Indlan land ir the colony w1thout
its approval (TR 1759, Chrony, 2).

As soon as the Pequot conflict was over, in June 1638, Uncas and 37 of his
nen proceeded to Boston where they entered a covenant with Governor
John Winthrop o¢f the Massachusetts Bay Colony, pledging to accept English
authority over disputes with the Narragansett and over the disposition of
Pequot captives (Vaughan 1965, 156). On September 21, 1638, Uncas also
signed a covenant with the Governor and Magistrates from the Connecticut
~Colony and with the chief Narragansett sachem Miantonomo. This Treaty of
Hartford abolished 1legally the Pequot as a political entity and established
srovisions for maintaining peace and equity among the victors in the Pequot
War. Connecticut assured ownership over the lands and. persons of the
abolished tribal group, parcelling out the surviving Pequot men among the
Indian allies and providing that no part of the former Pequot territory could
be occupied by these allies without permission of the Colony (Uncas et al.
1638; Vaughan 1965, 150-51; Jennings 1975, 259}.
14
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These peace covenants with Massachusetts and Connecticut represent the first
English recognition of the Mohegan as a sovereign poli*y. They also fostered
complicated jurisdictional disputes which led ¢to ¢friction between the

‘ colonies and hostility between the Mohegan and Narragansett. The subsequent
seizure of the former Pequot lands by Uncas contravened a 1636 treaty wherery
Massachusetts had granted permission to the Narrzganse*t to hunt and fish in
that territory (Jennings 1975, 259). From the onset of the intertribal power
struggle which ensued, CUncas held a clear diplomatic advantage over
Miantonomo. Of the two chief sachems, Uncas had played a larger roles in the
Pequot War, which earned him the sincers gratitude of Connecticut settlzrs,
He had also bdeen the most cooperative with colonial leaders. Yiantonomo, on
the other hand, alienated his supporters within *he Yassachusetts Bay Colony,
violated the peace covenants, and was runored repeatedly to be *he prize
instigator of a wvast Indian conspiracy against tiae IZInglish iVaughan 196%,
156-57, 162).

The antagonisn between the two native leaders came to an abrupt end 1n 1643.
Following a 1IMohegan attack on a Connecticut Valley tribal group aligned with
the Narragansett, Miantonomo, whc had previously been foiled in an attempt to
have Uncas assassinated, asked colonial authorities i1if they would take
offense if he retaliated against i%e¢ ‘Yohegan. He was told by Governor
Vinthrop to take his own course if he had been offended. In the battle that
followed, Miantonomo, handicapped with a suit of armor given him by a
colonial supporter, 'was easi.y captured by Mohegan forces. A ransom of
wampum worth £40 9was 2i¢ for the larragansett sachem, who proposed an
alliance through marriage %o a daughter of Uncas. Yet, Uncas decided
ultimately to turn the prize captive over *to E=nglish authorities, who
determined théet for viclation of the Hartford treaty Miantonomo should be put
to death discreetly by Uncas after he had been returned to Mohegan territory
fSalisbury 19&2, 232-35; Washburn 13878, 90, 92; Vaughan 1965, 163-170;
Jennings 1375, 266-69).

The c¢xecution of their leader by a brother of Uncas enraged the Narragansett,
who sought revengs against the Mohegan for their violation of the ranson
custom. Unéer threat of an Znglish invasion, the \{larragansett were
eventually compelled to submit to XKing Charles I of England and accept terms
of peace with +*he Mohegan 1in 1644 (Washburn 1978, 90; S:rtmons 1978, .194;
DeForest 1851, 212-13). Nevertheless, sporadic fighting continued between
the two grours up un*+il the outbreak of King Philip's War, or the Second
Puritan Conguss:, in 1675. This conflict erupted after Philip, a Wampanoag
sachem, launched an attack on Puritan villages is Massachusetts. Uncas
quickly dispatched six envoys to the Bay Cclony to offer immediate aid to the
English settlers. Led My uhis .ldest son Owaneco, Mohegan warriors, along
with those from other pro-Puritan tribal groups, contributed to the defeat of
the Wampanoag and allied Narraganset:t, Nipmuc, and Pocumtuck forces in a
devastating war which left much of New England in shambles (Vaughan 1965,
314; Barber 1836, 337; Leach 1958, 56, 76, 127). 1In order to further secure
Mohegan loyalty following the war, Connecticut entered 1into Articles of
¥utual Triendship and Defznse with Uncas and his son Owanecc in 1678 (Uncas
and Owoneco 1678).

15
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COLONIAL EXPANSION & LAND CONVEYANCES, 1644-1702

The elimination of Indian warfare in Connecticut spurred colonial immigration
and expansion. Much of the former Pequot territory was parcelled out to
non-Indian veterans of the Pequot War. By the 1650's, there were extensive ‘
coastal settlements (Vaughan 1965, 152-53) bringing pressure upon the Mohegan
to cede its land holdings. Although Connecticut tolerated the Mohegan
occupation of former Pequot lands, as early as 1640 it commissioned Deputy
Governor John Mason, the erstwhile commander of the Xystic massacre, to
purchase ohegan lands (Bowen 1882). Since the collective territorial rights

cf +the ¥ohegan were deemed by English authorities to be vested in the chief
sachem, the series »of negotiations which followed served to elevate the
sosition of the <chief HMohegan sachems, at least in the minds of potential

colonial grantees who desired to maximize the legality of any convevyance.
Accordingly, Uncas allegedly granted to the Governor and Magistrates of
Connercticut all of the wuncultivated or unimproved tribal lands by a 1640
deed, the authenticity of which was later challenged by some Mohegans and
their self-styled protectors (Smith 1950, 423). Other grants of portions of
the  Mohegan lands followed in what one historian has described as
"bewildering profusion” (Wood 1921, 443), because the repetition of deeds and

the ultimate conveyance of the same property to separate grantees became
common.

In 1646 several English persons established the settlement of New London on
Long Island S>und at the mouth of the Thames in the former Pequot territory
Barber 1836, 7.} In what is the earliest Mohegan deed in the town records

of New London, Uncas, 1in 1650, conveyed a large neck of land across the
Thames frorm th: ¥ohegan village at Shantok to Jonathan Brewster, on condition
that U< and ais heirs maintain a trading post with the Indians (Uncas 1938,
i0; Butler =n.1.). Eigh* years later, Uncas deeded tracts west of the Thames
in the New Loadon area 2o Richard Haughton and James Rogers, and despite the

" colonial law prohibiting Indians from selling 1land to individuals, these
grants were confirmed subsequently by the Colony (Butler n.d.; Crofut 1937,
716).

In June. 1659, “ncas and his sons Owaneco and Attawanhood conveyed to
Thomas Leffingwell and 34 other proprietors a nine square mile tract lying on
the east Dbank of the Thames approximately four miles north of Shantok. This
1 & previous gift to Leffingwell for his service in rescuing
seiged at Shantok fort by Narragansett forces in 1645. First
0. this plot eventually became ths town of Norwich (Barber
rofut 1937, 717; Butler n.d.).

Uncas when be
settled 1in 16
1836, 2390-91; C

In August of 1659, Uncas and his brother Wawequa deeded all of the rermaining
Hlohegan lands to John Mason, who continued to serve as deputy governor of the

Colony (Uncas & Wawugray 1659). This deed became a primary bone of
contention 1in 1litigation which continued almost to the time of the American
Revolution. The document was viewed by the Mohegan as a trust allegedly

executed . at Mason's suggestion in order to protect the native land base fron
unscruptlous c¢oylonists who might be prone to take advantage of Mohegan
ieaders by plying h with 1liquor and obtaining deeds for little or no
consideration. It provided that no future conveyance could be made withou:
the consent of Mason, to whom the Mohegan looked as its guardian. The Colony
alleged that :the 1659 grant was made in order to facilitate Connecticut'’s .
application for a royal charter by overcoming certain objections to the 1440
16
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grant. In 1660, Mason, without consulting the Mohegan, surrendered his
jurisdictional power as trustee over its lands to the General Court (again
. presumably to facilitate negotiations for a charter), reserving sufficient
. agricultural lands for the Mohegan as well as for himself. Whether this deed
constituted a conveyance of the lands themselves became another point of
controversy (CF 1769, Chrony, 2; Smith 1950, 423).

The 1659 grart to Mason was confirmed by Uncas and his sons in subsequent
deeds in 1661 and 1665, the latter of which also provided that Mason and his
heirs were ertitied to half of the profits ané values of Mohegan land and
rzsources. The Colony later considered :hese grants to be an imposition by
¥Mason on the 1ignorance of the sachems in leading them to believe that they
retzined any land rights (CR 1769, Chrony, 2-3; Smith 1950, 423).

In 1662, King Charles 1II 1incorporated the Connecticut colonists as "The
.Governcr and Company of the English Colony of Connecticut in New England in
America,” lodging executive power 1in a governor and 12 associates and
legislative pcwer 1in a General Assembly. This charter also confirmed to the
Governor and {crnpany all of the land in the colony (CR, Chrony, 3).

Despite the 1859 grant, Uncas continued to make further conveyances of
Mohegar lands, presumably under Mason's guidance, until Mason decided in 1671
that 1in +vievw of his advancing age the Mohegan land base might be better
secured if he reconveyed to Uncas a 20,000-acre tract between the settlements
at lorwich and New London. Because he wanted this portion of the tribal
lands to be sequestered so that even the chief sachem could not convey them,
the deed of reconveyance provided that this tract, which thereafter became
known as the "Sequestered Lands,” would remain inalienable (CR 1769; Mason
1671; X7 84, I:10; MT 1985c, I-B:43). These lands were thus added %o two

i9
other <tracts <c¢laimed by the Mohegan: the so-called "hunting grounds,"” and a
parcel of land north of the town of Lyme (Smith 1950, 424).

Although the <Colony approved of Mason's role as "procurator" of the Mohegan
and let this duty pass to his son Samuel, Connecticut tolerated encroachment
orn the sequestered lands following the death of the elder Mason in 1672.
Uncas petitioned the General Court to settle and record boundaries, but the
legislature required that the Mohegan leaders sign a League of Amity with the
Colony in 1431 before it would order a survey (Smith 1950, 424). This pact,
whereby the Mohegan pledged 1loyalty and military support to the Colony,
included provisions which confirmed all previous conveyances, resigned the
remaining Mohegan lands to <Connecticut, and empowered the General Court to
iispose of them at its own discretion, as long as the chief sachem received
"reasonable Satisfaction" for the property (Uncas 1867-69). Uncas died in
1684 and his son Owaneco, who succeeded him as chief sachem, deeded his right
to the sequestered lands to the Mohegan group itself (CR 1769, 28; Chrony, 5;
-Williams 1972, 25).

The Colony then proceeded to make generous grants of Mohegan land to both
towns and individuals. The town of Lyme, for exampie, received a nine-by-two
mile tract in 1685, and the town of Colchester was allowed to annex all of
the Mohegan huinting grounds in 1699. The granting of the sequestered tract
itself to New London in 1704 left the Mohegan technically without a legal
. land base as far as the Colony was concerned. This systematic dispossession
of land was complicated by the actions of Owaneco. In 1692 he petitioned the
‘General Assembly to convey his father's 1land rights to him and his son
17
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is not krown what, if any, action was taken on this request, except that
he Assembly did order immediately that Mahomet I ought to be the next
ightful sachem in the event of Owaneco's death. Owaneco then proceeded,
over the next 13 years, to make a dozen spurious grants to various towns and
individuals, c¢nly two of which were approved by the Mohegan /CR 1769, Chrony,
6. 7, 10).

ahomet I, *tc be disposed of only with the consent of guardian Samuel Mason.
+

i

X
I
t
r

PROTRACTED LITIGATION & THE DECLINE OF THE SACHEMSHIP,1703-1768%

The mcst documented aspect of Yohegan existence during the 18%th Cen*tury is
the serics of land suits that were litigated both in the colony and in
Engiand between 1705 and 1773. For the purposes of this report, this legal
battle 1s inmportant not only bhecause it demonstrated exterior recognition of
“the M¥ohegan as a legal and soverelgn entity, but also because of its dynamic
social and political ramifications within the tribal community itself.

The irregularities and disputed claims invelving Mohegan lands, which are
much too complex and confusing to relate in detaill here, prompted Owaneco to
petition the Queen in Council in 1703, complaining that Connecticut had
deprived the Mohegan of lands reserved to it by treaty (Smith 1950, 424-25).
The next vyear, he requestcd his "Loving Neighbor" Nicholas Hallam to go to
England and patition he Queen for an investigation (MT 1985c¢, I-B:13;
Oanhekoe 1704). Hallam alleged that the unlawful confiscation of lands by
the Colony had so angered the Yohegans that they were on the verge of joining
the Maine Indians who were then harrassing the Massachusetts border. Moved
by the spectr: of another Indian war, the Privy Council in 1705 ordered a .
commission undar Massachusetts Governor Joseph Dudley to examine whether or

not the Colony had violated native property rights (Taylor 1979, 201; Smith
1950, 425). '

The <claims agiinst Connecticut were brought forward by members of the Mason
family and th:ir partisans, who asserted that the Mohegans still held legal
rights *o a i20-square mile tract. The Colony, in its defense, argued that
the Masons we:re just 1looking out for their own vested 1interests and
maintained tha: by his 1660 deed John Mason had conveyed to Connecticut all
Mohegan 1lands granted him by Uncas in 1659. The Masons held that only
jurisdictional rights and not ©property rights were conveyed by this deed.
The Dudley <Commission, 3in 1705, found for the Mohegan (and the Masons),
ordering the :estoration of the lands in question and, at Owaneco's request,
confirming John Mason as 1its trustee and guardian (Taylor 1969, 202; Wood
1923, 444; CR 1769, <Chrony, 8-9; Bowen 1882). This John Mason was the
son-in-law of Samuel Mason. Sanuel Mason had succeeded his father

John Mason, the former deputy governor and military commander, as the Mohegan
" guardian.

Connecticut retused to abide by this decision, maintaining that the unjuried
Dudley Commiss:.on did not constitute a proper court. Its agent in England
succeeded 1n Dblocking confirmation of the decree by obtaining a right of
appeal to a Crown-appointed Commission of Review, which neglected to take any
further action wuntil 1738 (Taylor 1979, 202; Wood 1923, 444; Bowen 1882; CR
1769, Chrony, 10). In the meantime, the Colony tried to strengthen its case
.against the Masons, vwho continued to press the claim, by manipulating the
internal political structure of the Mohegan. :
18
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It was durin¢ the sachemship of Caesar, who succeeded his father Owaneco in
1715, that *te Colony began to tighten its control over the Mohegan. In
1719, after 1receiving an 1nspection report it had ordered on Mohegan lands,
‘ the General lssembly appointed a special committee to serve as guardians of
the tribal lands, and authorized 1its members to grant leases in their own
names to "suitable persons.” This same act also ordered the committee to
select a wminister to settle among the Mohegan for the purpose of coverting
ané¢  "Civilizirg" these Indians {CT General Assembly ¢.1719; MT 1985¢, I-B:10,
i), Two years later, in 1721, the legislature defied the Dudley decision by
unholding the lsgalit of numerous pricr ¢rants of Mohegan lands to both

“ a

towns and individuals (CR 1769, Chrony, 11

Following the death of Caesar iz 1723, succession to the chizf sachemship was
continually disputed by tribal factions un%til 17€3, when this leadership role
was abandoned Ly the Mohegan. It was during this period that the influence
of colonial polltics on tribal politics became most apparent. In the 1723
selection, Ber Uncas I, a son of Uncas who supported and was endorsed by the
Colony, was chosen over the much younger Mahomet II., a grandson of Owaneco
wvho was aligred with the Masons in the claims case. When Ben Uncas I died
three vyears later, his son Ben Uncas 1II, with the backing again of
Connecticut tficials, was selected over Mahomet II, who was supported,
allegedly, by the "greater Part of the Moheagan Tribe" (CR 1769, Chrony, 13).

In 1736, Johr Mason, who had been acting as a guardian and schoolteacher to

the Mchegan, ©oox Mahomet II with him to England to challenge the lawfulness
of Connecticut’'s c¢laims %o tribal larnds. Although both men died while

abroad, they succeeded in getting the Board of Trade to name a nevw commission
. to review the claims (CR 1769, Chrony, 13; Taylor 1979, 202).

¥uch of +the hearing by the Commissioners of Review, which began in May, 1738,

" was preoccupied with the issue. of who was the rightful chief sachem. The
majority of the Mchegans had formally renounced Ben Uncas II as their chief
sachem at a general meeting held in September, 1736. When tribal members
asked for protection of the Colony against the potential invasion of hostile
Indians 1in 1737, they were told that as a condition for such aid they must
agree to ackrowledge Ben Uncas II as their chief sachem. They d4did so in
August, 1737, although at least one witness thought they did not understand
what they were signing {(CR 1769, Chrony, 13-14; Wood 1923, 450). After Ben
Uncas II and &s many as 17 other tribal members signed quitclaims recognizing
Connecticut’'s right to the disputed lands and denying that Mahomet II was a
sachenm (Talcott 1896, 40-45, 485-489), a large number of Mohegans signed a
statement in March, 1738, repudiating their earller acknowledgment of Ben
Uncas II (CR 1769,Chrony, 14; Wood 1923, 450).

Later that vyear, dJohn Uncas, a grandson of the original Uncas, and 55 other
Mohegan men petitioned King George directly to appoint one of the Masons as
their guardiarn and thereby relieve them "from the Tyranny of Connecticut

Government."” This petition declared Ben Uncas II an imposter "set up" by
colonial officials and bribed to give them quitclaims (Talcott 1896,

159-163).

claims hearin¢ that John Uncas was "chief sachim [sic] if any there was,” but

that for some time the majority of the Mohegans had determined not to have a

sachen. They argued that the Mohegans had for many years been dissatisfied
' 19 ’

‘ Legal counsel for what might be called the pro-¥ason faction declared in the
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with their sachems, who had repeatedly betrayed tribal interests to the
Colony, and that there had been several long intervals during which no chief )
sachem functioned as such (Wood 1923, 447). While dissatification with the
sachem is also apparent from other sources, there is not enough corroborative
information available to judge whether or not the chief sachem ever failed to
fulfill his role.

The Commissiorners of Review denied the right of the ¥asons and the John Uncas
faction or 1its legal counsel +to testify or have motions published 1n the
proceedings, including one which requested tha* those tribal members present
be allowed to declare whether or not there was a chief sachem. Swayed by the
quitclaims sic¢ned by Ben Uncas II, they overturned the decision of the Dudley

Commission, without ever <c¢iting what its judgment had been. and declared
Ben Uncas II to Dbe the true chief sachem (CR 1769, Chrony, 14-15; Taylor
1979, 202).

The irregularities in this hearing prompted the Privy Council to rule it
invalid and to order another commission to review the claim in 1743. This
hearing again overturned the Dudley judgment and held valid the questionable
deed, not recorded wuntil 1736, whereby Uncas allegedly conveyed all Mohegan
lands to the Colony in 1640. It concluded further that the lands conveyed by
Uncas to Mascn in 1659 Dbelonged %o Connecticut, interpreting that Mason
received the deed in his official role as deputy governor and not as an
individual grantee or trustee, and that, furthermore, right to all Mohegan

lands was vested in the Colony by the King's 1662 charter (CR 1769,Chrony,
15; Taylor 1978, 203).

Protracted efforts on the part of the Masons to obtain a reversal, appeals .
which were 1in fact €financed by the English Crown itself, proved fruitless.
Had it not been for the American Revolution, the claim might have been
" continued into the 19th Century, but the Masons made no further appeals after
the English government affirmed the 1743 judgment on Janunary 15, 1773 (Wood
1923, 451-52: Bowen 1882; Munro 1912: Smith 1950, 437-442).

Despite these decisions and the fact that most of the disputed lands had long
since been settled - firmly by Anglo-Americans, the Mohegans were never
deprived of all their lands. By an act of May 11, 1721, the General Assembly
had secured ‘o them, out of the "sequestered lands" previously granted New
London, approximately 4,700 acres 1in the north part of that township for
pianting purposes, of which only 100 acres were reportedly under crops in
1736 (CR 1769, Chrony 21; Taylor 1979, 202; Smith 1950, 429). The Mohegan as
a group and some of its individual members continue to hold title to small
parcels of this historic land base.

The tribal quarrel between the Ben and John Uncas factions over the chief

sachemship became so intense that it divided the <rival supporters into

separate wvillages. The village on Uncas Hill which eventually became known

as Mohegan was called "Ben's Town," in distinction from "John's Town,"” which

was about a half aile south of it, both lying on the east side of the road
~that ran from New London to Norwich (Love 1899, 22).

Early efforts by Puritan missionaries to educate and convert Mochegans, begun
in the wearly 1660's by William Thompson and continued by James Fitch in the ‘
early 1670's, net with little success. The Boston-based commissioners of the
Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in New England (commonly known as

20 ’
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the New Engiand Company), which sponsored these missions, complained in 1705
that the Mohegan remained "Obstinate 1in their Paganism" (Szasz 1988, 107,
179, 184). The nominal success of renewed Christianization and schooling
efforts, visited wupon the Mohegan community in the early 1720's, was
symbolized by Jonathan Barber's conversion of chief sachem Ben Uncas II in
1736 (Love 1899, 23-24; Szasz 1988, 187). The acceptance of Christianity by
nost  of the Mohegan 1in the 1740's, during the so-called "Great Awakening,"
came tate by New England standards. The Wampanoag of Massachusetts, for
exanple, had been converted some 75 years earlier (Simmons 1986, 259).

Sohn Mason, <chosen by the <chief sachem and his council to serve as tribal
guardian, was granted permission by the General Assembly and the New England

~ Company in 1723 to establish a Christian school among the Mohegan. A modest
structure was built by the Colony and the Mohegan-Pequot-Niantic school was
in session by the end of 1726. However, Mason's work became entangled in the
animosities generated by the land claims and the mission had to be abandoned
in 1738. Tte chief sachem's son, Ben Uncas III, having gained benefit of a
basic Christian education from Eliphalet Adams in New London, then became the
schoolimaster at Mohegan and served until 1749, when he succeeded to the chief
sachenship. The most successful product of the missionary effort and the
most renowned Mohegan of this era, Samson Occom, was ordained as a
Presbyterian nminister 1in 1759. As a 19-year-old youth, he had been named by
Ben ©Uncas II in 1742 to serve on the sachem's council of 12 (Love 1899,
Z23-24, 27, 29-31; Szasz 1988, 186-87, 196-98; these are the earliest found
referances to a sachern's <council, which evidently varied in size over the
years).

‘ Ben Uncas II died in early 174%, having three years earlier drawn up a will

declaring Ben Uncas III to be his successor (B. Uncas II 1745). Because of

the John Uncas faction's opposition to this succession, a number of months

rassed Dbefore Ben Uncas III was selected and confirmed. When "about 7 or 8

of the <Chiefs or heads of the Tribe" expressed to the colonial guardians

their anxiety about not having a chief sachem, they were told that the matter

"did not pertain to {the guardians] Either to Consent or dissent in the

affair" (Lynde & Richards 1914). Governor Jonathan Law was also advised to

leave the Molegans "to theire free choyse" (Wadsworth 1914). After several

meetings, a ¢roup of 40 Mohegan men (none of whom had the surname Uncas)

signed a document in June declaring Ben Uncas III to be their selection

(Movauhegunnehcag Indians 1749). Nearly a year .ater, the new chief sachenm

petitioned the General Assembly to approve his selection and that of the

seven men he had chosen for his council (expanded from the four councilors

utilized by Lis father; see MT 1743), explaining that succession was

"Elective witlin the Family.," and that the Mohegan had convened in accordance

with "ancient Custom and Usage,"” and had duly elected him by a "great
Majority" (B. Uncas III 1750).

By 1754, the General Assembly had begun to use the term "overseer" rather
than ‘"guardiar”™ to refer to the Colony's Indian agents. The significance of
this change in terminology, if any, is not known. The duties of the
overseers, as briefly described in that year, were "to assist the sachem of
the said Indiens in leasing out their lands, and to have charge and oversight
of the Mohegan affairs"™ (Hoadly 1877, 282). The documentary record is not
sufficient to determine the extent to which the overseers may have been
involved in the internal affairs of the tribal group. '

21
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The Mohegans became even more dissatisfied with the chief sachemship during
the tenure of Ben Uncas III. In a 1758 petition to the Governor and Assembly
urging the replacement of one of the overseers, seven Mohegan signers noted
that "as there is division subsisting amongst us, numbers have no regard to
the Sachem ard his Council but does what is right in their own eyes"™ (MT
1758).

By the time of 3en Uncas III's death ia 1769, Samson Occom had becone a
leader of a najority faction opposed to both the chief sachem and the Colony
{(Hi2lhouse 17¢9:; Love 1899, 123). The dyramic and popular preacher had been
aligned .previcusly with the minority Ben Uncas pro-Colony facticen (having
lately served on the original council of Ben Uncas III, see B3.Uncas III

17500 . Recertly returned from a successful and widely-publicized trip to
raise funds in England and Scotland for Indian missions (monies that were
eventually wused to establish Dartmouth College), he had gained even more

influence amorg his own people (Love 1299, 136-52). Occom andéd many other
Mohegans had grown to resent the "meddlesomeness" of colonial officials in
tribal affairs and felt that the overseers were manipulating the chief sachen
for their own ends ({Love 1899, 123). Just prior to the death of
Ben Uncas III, Occom had petitioned the King of England to bring the Mohegans
under "his mcre immediate protection” and remove them from direct control of
“he Colony 1if the Indians were successful 1in reclaiming lands under the
pending suit (Eabcock 1521, 179). '

CONTINUED FACTIONALISM & THE DISTRIBUTION OF LANDS,
1770-1800

A special committee appointed by the General Assembly to visit the Mohegan .
just after tre death of Ben Uncas III in 1769 and ascertain the desires of
its members tregarding the sachemship and a proposal to allot tribal iands to
individual menbers, <found that the John Uncas faction wished to postpone
discussion of Dboth issues until after the land ciaim was resolved in
England. While the Ben Uncas faction thought that the chief sachemship
should be passed on to the late sachem's eldest son Isaiah, this faction was
likewise no% inclined to discuss the distribution of lands (Saltonstall et
al. 1769; Gerecth et al. 1769; Hoadly 1885, 187-189). The Colony, in light of
the pending <laims, also had a vested intérest in Isaiah's candidacy and
provided Isai:h and his attendants with cash payments (Anonymous 1769), but
founé its position weakened further by his death in 1770 (Barber 1836, 337;
Love 1899, 2(4). By 1774, the vear after the land claims were settled, it
became obvious to Connecticut officials that the Mchegan had abandoned the
role of chiet sachem by declining to name a successor. In that year, the
General Assenbly empowered the 1Indian's overseers to distribute lease
payments and make land assignments to individual tribal members (Hoadly 1887,
350-51), duties which had previously been the perogative of the chief sachenm,
after an investigative committee found that "farr the greater part [of the
Mohegan] Declare against a Sachen" (Hamlin et al. 1774 ,3).

This action wzs taken by the Colony in response to two petitions submitted to

the General 1?Zssembly in 1774 by the Ben Uncas faction complaining of both

internal and external "difficulties and disputes” which had arisen since the

death of Ben Uncas III (MT 1774; Johnson et al. 1774). One of these

petitions blemed these problems specifically on Samson Occom and his

followers, steting that they were determined to seize control of Mohegan
22
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lands in spite of the Colony's 1intentions, and that they had "laid aside
there old Counsellors and pay no attention to them" (Johnson =t al, 1774).
At least four of the six signers of this petition, inciuding Zachary Johnson,

. Simon Choychoy, John Tantaquidgeon (a brother-in-law to Occom), and
doses Mazzeen had previously served as members of the sachem's council
(B. Uncas III 1750). Despite this evidence of continued factionalism, a
petition submitted two vyears earlier raguesting that certain debts of the
late chief sachem Dbe paid out of tribal rents had been signed by
representatives from both <camps, including John Uncas, Samson Occon,
Johin Tantaqu.égeon, and Moses Mazzeen (M7 1772).

From his Dbase a* Mohegan, Sarson Occom served as a missionary to ail of the
tribal groups in southern New England. His experiences coavinced him that
the Indiean could never accept or practice true Christianity nor advance
greatly wuntil they were 1isolated from whites and compelled to Dbecome
self-supporting farmers. Having protested for years that they had become too
democratic to 1live wunder traditional tribal rule by an hereditary elite, he
decided *> forx a new group of Christian Indians under a democratic
government patterned after that of *he Connecticut townships. Because he
envisioned that the members of this new group would live as brothers, he

named his Indian utopia Brothertown (eventually shortened to Brotherton). A

plan *%tc request suitable land from the Oneida in New York was launched at a

reeting at Mohegan in March 1773, attended by men, women, and children from

several tribal groups (Love 1899, 122, 204, 209-10). '

The concept of a new homeland for ‘the New England Algonquian among the
Iroquois probably origirnated with Occom's mentor, the Rev. Eleazer Wheelock.
¥uch of the early work of organizing this new tribal community was carried
out by Occom's son-in-law, Joseph Johnson II, who had also been a student of
Wheelock's and had taught briefly among the Oneida.- Johnsen was a nephew of
Zachary Johnsou and the son of another of the councilors of Ben Uncas III
(Szasz 1988, 247-48, 252; Love 1899, 209-10, 349; B. Uncas III 1750). His
stirring speech convinced the Oneida to adopt the Brothertown group and grant
them a ten-square mile tract of land. Although the first emigration began in
1775, the Revolution delayed the establishment of the Brothertown settlement
until 1725, Occom remained at Mohegan in an effort to raise more funds for
his fledgling community until 1789, when he too moved to New York (Love 1899,
248-49, 253; Peale 1939).

It 1s not known precisely how many Mohegans emigrated to Brothertown.
Several sources state that it was a "considerable number™” (e.g., Mooney 1907,
526; Wood 1923, 452). However, of the 53 families listed by W. DeLoss Love
in the appendix to his 1899 biography of Occom, only 4 are identified as

Hohegan: Brushel, Cochegan, Johnson, and Occom {(Love 1899, 335-367). Love

also indicates that some of the descendants of Samson Occom (who died at
Brothertown 1in 1792) and Joseph Johnson II (who vanished mysteriously in 1776
after Dbeing commissioned by General George Washington as a peace emissary to

“the Iroquois) either continued or returned to live at Mohegan in the 19th

Century (Love 1899, 229, 253, 350, 2%S4;. 1In 1833, when confronted again with

white encroachment, what had by then become known as the Brothertons moved

with the Stockbridge Indians from New York to Wisconsin (Speck 1928, 212).

‘ There was a significant decline in Mohegan population during the

Revolutionary War pericd. This decline may have been due to emigration to
New York, attrition caused by the War, or a combination of -these and/or other
23
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factors. At least 26 Mohegan men enlisted in the American army or wvere
recruited to serve on privateer ships during the Revolution ({(Anonymous n.d.),

and at least 17 of them were either killed in ba*ttle or otherwise died in
service (8. Cccom 1789). While the membership was estimated to be 264 in .
1774 (Mooney 1907, 926), only 135 names appear on the tribal census that was
repared for the General Assenbly in 1782, of which only 18 were adult males

(Baker 189€, ©58-62). This is 1in contrast to the 351 Mohegans that were

counted in 172% ‘T3l:att 1896, 397-99).

The Revolution had little effect on Connecticut government. The General
Assembly, which had 1long since endorsed the Continental Congress, approved
the Declaraticn of Independence 1in October of 1776 and voted to keep its
=Xis*ing charter and laws. The new State of Connecticut did not adopt a
constitution until 1818 {(Taylor 1979, 244, 248, 250!.

That the Mohegan continued to govern their " affairs through some form of
council in the vyears following the abandonment of the chief sachemship is
evidenced Dby several documents ither submitted to or generated by the
General Assembly during the 1last quarter of the 18th Century. 1In 1778,
Zachary Johnson petitioned as the "Eldest Counsellor of the Mohegan Tribe,”
corplaining of interliopers and trespassers encroaching on tribal lands
{Johnson «c¢. 1775-1783; Cuhason et al. 1778; Hoadly 1395, 422-23). 1In October
783, he was the single signer of a petition requesting that the Mohegan
lands be established as a Zonnecticut township (MT 1783). The year before he
had ©Dbeen described as the "01d Councillor” on a list of Mohegan members sent
to the Assembiy for the purpose of making a division of tribal lands (Baker
1896. 53). After several non-Indians requested permission in 1784 to build
wharves and stores on tribal land along the Thames, the Assembly appointed a
committee to negotiate a sale or lease with the Mohegan and required that the
settlement De consented to by "the Major Part of said Tribe or their Council”
(Labaree 1943, 416}.

The minutes of a 1782 meeting of Mohegan "Landholiders" (essentially all of
the resident male members) indicate that they voted 12-3 in favor of a
proportional division of the tribal lands: those opposed being
Zachary Johnson, Samson Occom, and Jonathan Cooper, Jr. (Mohegan Landholders
17823 . In response to this vote and the Johnson petitions, the General
Assembly passed a resolution in 1783 outlining and clarifying the duties of
the governnent's overseers at Mohegan. This law provided that they were to
keep a census of tribal members, lease out tribal lands to the best advantage
of, and to tenants acceptable to, the Mohegan, distribute rents or incomes in
due proportion among members with special regard to the indigent, keep fair
accounts, protect tribal persons and property, control access to tribal lands
and resources, and assign to tribal members their proportion of fence, wood,
and unoccupied lands "with the Consent of the Major Part of the Male

- Inhabitants of Lawful Age." The Assembly also directed the overseers to use
some of the land proceeds to supply Zachary Johnson "with all the necessities

-and comforts of Life, since he is o0ld and unable to work and has been ever a
fixed Friend to this Colony and State" (Labaree 1943, 155-56).

Zachary Johnson died in 1787 (Love 1899, 349; Baker 1896, 62), the same year
in which he again complained to the Assembly of encroachment on Mohegan lands
(Johnson 1787). A 1789% tribal petition to the General Assembly lamenting the ‘
decline of communal resources and requesting that the Mohegan lands be
divided in severalty was signed by BHenry Quaquaquid and Robert Ashpo

24
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{(Quaquaquid & Ashpo 1789). Quagquaquid had been another of the councilors of
Ben Uncas III (B. Uncas III 1750). His mark also appeared as the first

signature on petitions in 1790 and 1795 asking permission to sell small
‘ parcels of tiibal land (Labaree & Fennelly 1951, 202), as well as on one in

1791 praying that the State retain certain laws beneficial to Indians, such
as those prohibiting the contracting of legal debts (MT 1795). He was
likewise the first signer of a 1799 petition requesting that the allotted
property of nembers who died without issue be inherited by others of their
family rather than escheat to the Mohegan. This latter petition was signed
by 12 other Mohegan nen (again, probably all of the resicent males),
including Robert Rshpo and Jonathan Occom, a brother of Samson (MT 1799; Lovs
1899, 354: Balker 1896, 59). Quaquaquid and Ashpo's names were also the first
cited on the 1790 land distribution list described below.

In response o the 1789 petition of Quaquaquid and Ashpo, the Connecticut
legislature authorized the government's four overseers to make an equitable
division of liohegan lands and improvements among tribal families, again with
the consent of the '"Major part of the Male Inhabitants of Lawful Age.” It
also empoweredd the overseers to make regulations to improve the government
and subsistance of the Mohegan, as 1long as such rules were "agreeable to
their Customs and Usages" (Labaree 1948, 37). By January, 1790, the
overseers had assigned rights to 29 parcels of land, totaling 2073 acres
(CT General Assembly 1790). Approximately 500 additional acres were reserved
as tribal 1lard (Holmes 1804, 3). All of this land, which was often referred
to as the "Mohegan Reservation” in State and other documents (although it was
not legally established as such), was within the northeast part of the
township of DMontville, which had been carved out of the original New London
township and incorporated in 1786 (Barber 1886, 334). An overseer's report
later recallec. in regard to the land distribution that "the ancient rules and
principles” of the Mohegan "were by the overseers adopted and strictly
pursued" (Griswvold et. al. 1817). ‘

FURTHER POPULATION DECLINE & THE ALLOTMENT OF COMMON LANDS,
1800-1861 ' ' :

The condition of the Mohegan during the first decade of the 19th Century was
related by two outside observers: Abiel Hoimes and Edward Augustus Kendall.
Holmes visitec Mohegan in 1803, collecting data that was published the next
year by the Massachusetts Historical Society. He observed that the group
still held alout 2700 acres, on which the State had built a school, that
John Cooper was the richest member, and that there were "not more than 80

persons of tlis ¢tribe remaining” (Holmes 1804, 3). Reflecting the racial
views of that era, he added further that despite the progess they had made
"in agriculture and other useful knowledge," the Mohegans "were still

distinguished bg the characteristic indolence, intemperance, and improvidence
of Indians" (Hclmes 1804, 4).

Kendall visited what he described as the Mohegan "community” in 1807 or 1808
as part ¢ his travels throughout the northern states, and his observations
were published im 1809 in the form of a travelogue. He found that there were
"sixty-nine sculs remaining,” consisting "for the most part" of "very aged
persons, widows, and fatherless children. The young men go to sea, and die"
(Kendall 1809, 301). He noted further that part of the lands were occupied
by the Mohegans themselves and part by their tenants, that the rents were
25 ‘
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deposited in a "common fund” which was distributed annually among individual
members, and that part of the lands had lately been sold in order to finance .
housing construction and establish a permanent tribal fund (Kendall 1809,
301-302). 0f the people themselves, it was his view that they had become ‘
“dispirited"™ and had "rapidly decayed,"” and that "they have now no Indian
practice except that of discussing their affairs in council" (Kendall 1809,

308).

The nature of the continuing political structure of the Mohegan during the
cgariy 19th Century 1is, again, best evidenced by petitions submitted
periodically to the Connecticut General Assembly on behalf of the group or
its individual members. An 1806 petition announcing that the Mohegans had
agreed, "haviaig <consulted together,” that James Fitch would be "the most
eligiblec person” to replace the late John G. Hillhouse as one of the State's
overseers was signed Dby Robert Ashbow (a.k.a. Ashpo), Andrew Ashbow, and
John Cooper 1s the "Committee for the tribe" (MT 1806). The Assembly
appointed Fit:h, stating that it did so "according to the Memorial of said
tribe by their Committee of 0ld Men." A few days later, a petition
requesting that Lucy Cooper be allowed to sell certain lands was endorsed and
approved by these three men as the "Indian Overseers appointed by the Mohegan
Tribe" (L. Cooper 1806). John Cooper and Andrew Ashbow also endorsed two -
1307 petitions as the "Indian overseers or head men of said tribe" (B. Occom
& T. Cooper 1807; Pegee et al. 1807). The signatures of at least one of the
three designa:ed Indian overseers had earlier appeared on an 1802 petition
(¥T 1802), as well as on three that were submitted in 1804 (MT 1804;
S. Ashbow et ai. 1804; R. Ashbow & T. Cooper 1804).

behalf of individual members in 1807, 1808, and 1820, without the approval or
endorsement ol any group leaders (Joyjoy et al. 1807; Mazzeen 1808; Shantup &
Shantup 1808; Tocomewas 1820) and there is no reference to Indian overseers
in the legisla:ive documents after 1807.

However, the i3tate's overseers forwarded petitions regarding Mohegan lands on .

The General iAssembly appointed a committee in 1814 to investigate certain
problens gt Mohegan, primarily complaints arising from the overseer's
management of the leases. The committee found that the land base had shrunk
to approximately 2,400 acres, and that there were 52 persons listed in the
overseer's records. Although its report makes no direct mention of any group
leaders, 1its presentation of the Mohegan view regarding certain issues
implies that at least some, and perhaps several, spokesmen for the group had
made these views Xnown, either to the overseer or to the committee directly
(Griswold & Sh:iipman 1814).

The Connecticnt 1legislature ordered another committee investigation in 1817
to determine the necessity of any new legislation regarding Mohegan affairs.
This committee, comprised of the three State overseers, reported that "we met
said tribe a® Montvilie . . . and we find said tribe-although now greatly
reduced in numbers have from time immemorial been considered by and among
themselves and by other natives a separate and distinct tribe of people-that
from time inmemorial they have held and preserved certain Rules and
Principles by which to determine the identity of said tribe and members
thereof"” (Griswold et al. 1817).

The committee found further that in the distribution of lands the "rules and .
principles of the Ancients and Elders of the tribe have uniformly been
tenacious,” and that these dictates were also "adopted and strictly pursued”
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by the State's overseers (Griswold et al. 1817). According to the rules of
inheritance, fathers had to be group members, females who married outside the
group, even to other Indians were excluded, as wers their children, and

. zothers who were not group rmembers still had to be "ome of the pure
aborigines" (Mohegan genealogy 1indicates that these rules have nof been
folliowed strictly). The committee found that about 50 persons met these
nembershi and inheritance requirercents in 1817, but that approximately 32
indivicduals who «claired a connection with t+the group were descendants of
females who had mated outside the group and were therefore not eligible g
inherit any “ohegan interests (Griswold et al. 1817).

Regarding members in extreme need, the committ=ze noted that the Mohegan
genera: fund had Dbeen "sparingly =xpended" for their solace in accordance
with the “language of the Ancients and Elders {which] has been 'Give then
something from the general fund out of charity'. . ." (Griswold et al.
1817, On the basis of these findings, the committee concluded that it was
not ‘"necessary or expeditious”" for the General Assembly to enact "further
provisions of law" regarding Mohegan affairs and "the management of their
concerns” {Griswold et al. 131i7).

In 1819, the General Assembiy enacted legislation requiring overseers of the
various tribal groups within Connecticut to report and settle their annual
accounts with the County Court where the group was located (CT General
Assembly 181i9). This brought the Mohegan under the jurisdiction of the New
Zonden  County Court, which was thus empowered to appoint its overseers.
Group represeatatives and individual members thereafter petitioned the Court
in the saz¢ way that th-y had previously petitioned the State legislature.
An 1822 petition complaining £ the actions of the overseer and requesting
. tha* the Mohzgans be allowed to choose their own agent was signed by 25 men
and women, tne first signature being that of Benoni Occom, son of the late
Samson Occosm  {(¥T 1822). A petition submitted the next year described Benoni
Occom both as "one of the Headmen and Elders"” and as "Our Headman”™ (B. Occom
et al. 1823). This petition, signed by Occom and 10 other men, described as
“the rest of the male members of said tribe,” expressed the view that the
State's guardianship was of a "Parental character alone,” and that the Court
should onsult with the Mohegans prior to appointing overseers {(B. Occom
2

- . - an
et 1. 1 7

2
Some lev2l of dispute within the group is =svidenced by two other petitions
received by the Court in 1823. The first, submitted in February under the
signat:re o©f 3enoni Occom and 23 other men and wonen, requested that overseer
Nathaniel Braiford be removed and that they be given the "Liberty to Choose
our own overseer" (MT 1823a). The second, received in June, supported
Bradford and asked that the first petition be denied. This petition was also
signed Dby 24 men and women, the first signature being that of a Samson Occom,
whose relatioaship, if any, to the original Samson could not be determined
from the available cdocumentation (MT 1823b). However, it included only four
of the names on the first petition, only five of the 25 on the 1822 petition
.noted above, and none of the 11 "male members” on the other 1823 petition,
described above, which had been submitted only a week earlier. There is not
enough informition availiable to determine whether this apparent factionalism
was based on longstanding differences over membership and/or property rights
or other issues. However, it <can be <concluded from the fact that he
continued o sign the overseer's account books (Bradford 1826), that Bradford
- was not renmovel from his post. ’
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The Mohegan group was £first 1identified 1in Federal documents during the
1820's. Reporting to the Secretary of Var on his recent tour of Indian
settlements,. the Reverend Jedidiah Morse wrote in 1822 tha» the Mohegans were
"wasting away, after the manner of other tribes now extinct” {I"orse 1322). .
In his first annual message to Congress in 1529, ?-eSldeD» Andrew Jackson
noted the Mohegan among tribal groups doomed tec "weakness and decav" by the
advance of whit "civilizatiorn.,” and suggested that they should either
emigrate Deyond thd Mississippl or submit t2 the laws of the State (Jackson
1829, 102Zi.
Ta 1831, tvwo group nembers, Lucy Teecommewas and her daughter Cynthia
Hoscott, with “he approval of the General Asserhly, deeded a parcel of their
individualliy-held land to the "Mohegan Tribe of Indians"” for the purpose of
constructing a1 Congregational "chapel or meeting house" (CT General Assembly
223%) This 1ot was located on the east side of the Yorwich-New London
turnpike, 1in Yontville township, opposite Fort Hill in what became the
village of ‘Mohcgan (3aker 1895, 679). Funding for the establishment of what
thereafter became known as +the "Mohegan Church" was raised by a non-Indian
missionary from Norwich named Sarah Huntington, who had earlier established
irst a Sabbath school and then a day school in the nearby house where
Samson Occon once 1ived, then occupied by his sister, Lucy Tantaquidgeon
{(Fiteh 19Cs, 3-5; Lowve 1899, 22, 205-205). Still extant, this church has
always hnad a congregation comprised of both Indians and non-Indians, the
former being i1 the vast minority for many yvears (DeForest 1851, 487).

The only docunented ca n which Federal funds were expended specifically to
benefit the ¥ohegan, a t indirectly, evolved from the establishment of the

S
ilbe
Mohegan Church. in he vigorous effort to secure monies for her mission, .

e i
hel
her
Sarah Hunting:on vrequested Government assistance from Secretary of War
Lewis Cass 1n a 1831 1letter. Vith the help of her Xinsman, Congressman
Sabez ~W. Hun:ington of Connecticut, she succeeded in persuading Congress to
appropriate $300 for the construction of a teacher's residence, and to grant
an annual aliowance for the support of a teacher out of the 1Indian

Civilization Tund. This grant began with an annual appropriation of $400,
but was reduced to $100, compelling the teacher to resign in 1848 (U. S.
Congress 1843, 23-40; Fitch 1906, 5; Hooker 1840, 118-121). It has been
specuiated thi:t the funding was scaled back because the school served so few
Indians (DeFo:est 1851, 487). Although Congress specifically listed the
"Yohegan Indians” among the "associations" receiving such an allowance (U.S.
Congress 1834', no evidence has been found to indicate that group leaders

played any role in either the receipt or disbursement of these funds (U.S.

Congress 1843, 23-40). Neither is it known just when the appropriations were
halted.

In the name of the "Mohegan Tribe of Indians," group members petitioned the
County Court in 1834 to complain of trespassers who were cutting and selling
their wood (MT 1834a), and to report that they were "well satisfied" with
John G. Fitch, 'the State's overseer (MT 1834b). The first petition was
signed by 19 men and women, the second by 24, only half of whom had signed
the £first (there does not appear to be any conformity in the arrangement of
signatures or enough other information to determine a significant pattern).
The Court ev:.dently passed the trespassing complaint on to the General
Asserbly, which enacted a law establishing fines for taking wood "from the .
land of the Mohegan tribe of Indians in the town of Montville" without
.permission of the overseer (CT General Assembly 1834)). Upon receipt of a
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petition from Jacob Cooper and other Mohegans in April 1838, the legislature
authorized thne sale of +two tracts of Mohegan lanéd "for the benefit of said
tribe” (CT General Assembly 1838).

' The Mohegan group and its lands were identified in two historical works of
this period. In 1838, John Warner Barber published his history of
snnectisus  townships, and in 1840, Edward Hooker brought forth his second
dition of *tne wemoirs of Sarah Huntington, foundzr of the Mohegan Church.
By in  his  summary of Montville township, referred to ths "Mohegan

v which he described as "a tract cof land reserved by the state
rhe maintenance of taiz tribe of Indians, a remnant of which still remain
this town, 'orn the land of their fathers'™ (Barber 1838, 335). Several of
latters of Sarah Hurntington also serve to i1dentify, locate, and describe

¢ Mohegan: she being the only observer of this era to note that some of its
ilies were Tliarge and increasing” rather than becoming extinct (Barber
g, 119). Wiile some individual families may have been expanding, this was
true of the overall Mohegan population. :
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On Juiy 4, 1342, the "Ladies of Horwich" dedicated a monument memorializing
Uncas wiaich they had «<r=cted at the Mohegan "burial grounds” within that
city. A souvenir newspaper published for this occasion noted that the
Mohegans contiiued tc own 2,500-3,000 acres within Yontville township on
which 13 families, comprising hetween 60-70 individuals still resided. It
reported furth:zr that two weeks prior to this a "Mohegan Fair," at which the
Indian people 0.4 native foods and crafts, was held at the Mohegan Church in
order to help d=fray the recent expense of its repair, enlargement, and
remodeling (Uncas Monument 1842).

‘ John W. DeForest, in his definitive history of Connecticut Indians published
185 1

in 1, statzd tha* 1in 1849 the reserved land of the Mohegan consisted of
about 2.300  acres, of which 460 were used by group members, 600-700 were
woodlands, and approximately 1,140-1,240 were cultivated by non-Indian
tenants. He estimated that there were 60 group members on or near the

reserved lands and perhaps another 85 that had moved away. While he found
that Mohegans occupied 11 of the 18 houses on the reserve, he noted that only
9 of the 40 or so members of the Mohegan Church were Indian (DeForest 1851,
487-88) . Formal membership in the church may not reflect accurately the
attendance or other involvement of group members at the local church.

DeForest observed that the rents from the leased lands were distributed to
group members Dby the overseer 1in cash and/or provisions, and that special
rations of beef and flour were issued@ to each member at Thanksgiving and
Christmas; events which stimulated the homecoming of some non-resident
members (DeForest 1851, 488-89). These observations are corroborated by the
extant overseer's account books for the years 1823-24, 1826, 1834-39, 1841,
1845-49, 1851-52, and 1857-58, which also indicate that the overseer kept
track of the interests of non-resident group members, including those who
joined the Brothertons, and managed other tribal funds used for the care of
children and the elderly (John Fitch 1837-1839; 1849; New London County Court

1823-58).

On December ¢, 1851, a dozen "members of the Mohegan tribe of Indians™
petitioned the New London County Court to remove overseer John G. Fitch and
"appoint some suitable man in his place" (MT 185la). Three days later, a
petition bearing the signature of 39 other Mohegans requested the Court to
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deny the firs: petition, which they claimed "was started by evil minded
persons not msembers of said Tribe" (MT 1851b). Again there is not enough

information available regarding the facts of this issue to understand the
nature of the apparent factionalism. Apparently, however, no action was
taken against Fitch.

In 1853, the General Assembly, responding to the petition of Martha Uncas and
other Mohegans (whose names are not known to us), authorized the sale of a
small tract of tribal land to Dr. Samuel E. Maynard, who served as a
physician and surgeon to the Mohegans, so that his residence would be more

accessible to group members. The legislative committee investigating the
request had recommended that the Assembly "carry into effect the wishes of
"said tribe™ (0T General Assembly 1853). In that same vyear, the U.S.

Commissioner o} Indian Affairs, in a report on native populations, listed the
Mohegan among those New England tribes, including the Narragansett of Rhode
Island and the Indians of Marthas Vineyard, Massachusetts, that had "either
become extinct or so reduced in numbers as to Dbe lost sight of by the

government in their tribal < character"” (U.S. House of Representatives 1894,
16).

On June 6, 1859, a special legislative committee conducted a hearing at the
Mohegan <Church on the expediency of disposing of the Mohegan common lands.
The committee 1later reported that the ‘"chief men among the Mohegans were
assembled, and the chief women were not far off" (Norwich Daily Courier
1859). Testinony was taken from about 18 group members, including both men
and women, as well as some non-Indians. Henry Matthews, who was described by
one of the committee members as "the best man or among the best men in the
tribe,"” stated that he knew "of no one in the tribe who would wish to have
the lands sold, except the very contrary"” (Norwich Daily Courier 1859).
Group member linson Cooper, in a long and impassioned speech, argued not only

" for " the retenfion of the common lands but alsc for the right of the Mohegans
to control their own affairs completely. The physician Samuel Maynard, who
was Dy then a.so serving as the overseer, told the committee that there were
then 102 Mohegans, of which 58 (11 families) were resident, that they used
1,000 acres, that the timberland had all been stripped, that about 300-400
acres were no! being cultivated, and that the annual rents were distributed
on a per cap.ta Dbasis every Christmas. Another individual corrected
Maynard's popu.ation estimate, stating that there were 60 resident members
and 17 families (Norwich Daily Courier 1859).

In 1860, the General Assembly authorized a special commission to make "a new
distribution"” of the Mohegan lands which would allot most of the common lands
to individual group members (CT General Assembly 1860). This action was
taken in part because many of the families that shared in the 1790
distribution huad become extinect, their individual lands escheating to the
tribal group. Finding no documentation of the earlier allotment or any
subsequent titl.e records, the commission appointed by the Governor to survey
and redistribute the lands was compelled to consult with the Mohegans
regarding the history of their occupancy and the genealogy of their member

families. After publishing public notices of the redistribution in several
‘newspapers, the commission met with all prospective claimants at the "Mohegan
meeting-house." Many of those who came before the commissioners failed to
substantiate their «claims (Hebard et al. 1861, 3-7). Because the claim of .
one family to be descendants of Robert Ashbo "was denied by the tribe
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generally,” the commissioners held a special meeting with family and group
representatives to resolve the matter. The conclusion that the family had no
claim, they later reported, "was forced upon {them]" by the testimony of
Mohegan members (Hebard et al. 1861, 8). The available documentation does
not reveal why others may have been rejected.

The commission finally compiled a census of the eligible Mohegans in June
1861 and proceeded to divide and distribute the 2,089 acre tract "among the
several nembers of the Tribe" (Hebard et al. 1861, 9; Anonymous Map
1860-18¢61). This membership list, which now serves as the primary historic
roxl for the petitioning group, consisted of 63 residents and 17
non-residents (Hebard et al. 1861, 9-10). The comrmission's final report,
submitted to the General Assembly the following month, also provided much

. general information about the Mohegans and their affairs. It related, for
example, that the Mohegans occupied 14 of the 18 dwellings on their land,
that the ration system, which at first made distributions only to
full-blooded Mohegans but was eventually extended to mixed-bloods, had been
abandoned, and that there had been such "an unwarrantable and reckless waste
of wood"” that the Mohegans no longer had their own fuel supply (Hebard et al.
1861, 4.,6). '

The commissioner's report of 1861 noted that through the efforts of General
William Williaas, who had charge of the Mohegan Church from 1851 to 1868,
"money has occasionally been obtained from the General Government, a part of
which had been appropriated to the support of the Gospel, and a part to
support a school 1in Mohegan" (Hebard et al. 1861, 4; James Fitch 1906, 3).
James W. Fitch, 1in his brief 1906 history of the church, likewise implied
that the Rev. Joseph Hurlburt, who preached there from 1860-1863, had

‘ obtained Federal funds for Mohegan. Fitch also stated that it was during
Hurlburt's ministry that the first Wigwam Festival was held at the Mohegan
Church grounds .in September, 1860 (James Fitch 1906, 9). However, a similar
kind of 1Indian fair was held at the church as early as 1842 (Uncas Monument
1842), and other sources have described the 1860 festival as a "revival" of
the Wigwam or Green Corn festival (e.g., G. Tantaquidgeon 1981, 8).

The <festival, which continued to be held every harvest up until 1927, and
sporadically thereafter wuntil 1941, featured the construction of a large
wigwam (a trailitional shelter made of birch straplings). Within this
structure, M>hegans, sometimes adorned in native dress, exhibited and sold
their craft goods and served native foods such as succotash (a mixture of
beans and cora)} and yokeag (pounded, parched corn). The annual event was
organized and sponsored by the "Ladies" of the Mohegan Sewing Society of the
church, which had also been started in 1860 under the leadership of group
member Delanta Miller (Schultz ¢.1935; Rogers 193%a, 1935b, 87), with
proceeds going toward the support of the church. Although a Norwich reporter
wrote in 1874 that the festival had by then 1lost "that wild and novel
character"” which had made it distinctive from other church fairs (Norwich
Bulletin 1874), ethnologist Frank Speck concluded in 1909 that the festival
represented a "degraded survival" of the Mohegan's traditional Green Corn
Dance (Speck 1909, 194). The fact that it took place at the height of the
corn season and that corn products played an important part in it, was seen
by Speck as clear indications of the early nature of the festival. Although
the Sewing Society <clearly aimed to attract non-Indians to the event from
Norwich, New london, and elsewhere, Speck found that the Mohegans made it "a
sort of tribal . holiday.”™ "The days of the festival,” he wrote, "are merely
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the occasion for a general informal gathering of the Indians from far and
near . . . " (fpeck 1909, 194).

STATE CITIZENSHIP & WITHDRAWAL OF OVERSEERS, 1872-1899 .

The Mohegan apparently petitioned the General Assembly in 1872 to terminate
the State's guardianship (see Kingsbury 1872, the actual petition has not
been found). In response to this, the legislature passed an act in July of
that year conferring all the privileges of citizenship upon the Mohegans and
granting ~ them title, in fee simple, to the individual allotments made in

1861. This action may have also been part of a general re-evaluation of
citizenship which many states experienced during and just after the Civil
. War. Neighbcring Massachusetts, for example, had extended citizenship to

many of dits _Indian groups in 1862. .The law also provided for a public sale
of the remaining tribal lands (with the exception of the church grounds and
Fort Shantok cemetery), with a distribution of proceeds to group members, and
the gradual elimination within three years of all of the official duties of
the State commissioners and overseers representing Mohegan. The stated aim
of this legislation - to make the Mohegans "a part of the people of the state
. entitled to all the rights . . . of natural born citizens" - made it
clear that Connecticut had heretofore considered these Indian people to. be
separate and distinct (CT General Assembly 1872). They were, however, the
first of the State's Indian groups to be granted citizenship (CAG 1985, 23).

Documentation of the Mohegan for the quarter century following the 1872
citizenship act is nmeager. Group leaders did not petition the General
Assembly again until 1899, and there is little evidence of group activity
during the intervening years, aside from newspaper descriptions of some of
the annual VWigwams. However, subsequent historical records offer some clues
regarding general developments. There appears to have been a steady increase
in the number of group members who sold their allotted lands and moved away
from the original 1iand Dbase. The ethnologist Frank G. Speck counted 50
resident and 50 non-resident Mohegan members in 1902 (Prince & Speck 1903,
193). The 1900 Federal census of Montville township counted only 23 Indian
residents. However, some Mohegans were not identified as Indians (Bureau of
the Census 1900). The only common land the group continued to hold was the
Mohegan church grounds and the Fort Shantok cemetery (MT 1984, I:6). The
last of the tribal agricultural lands, the 427-acre Fort Hill Farm, was
auctioned off in 1874 (J. Hooker 1960).

As the lasg eriaining parcel of tribally-owned property, the Mohegan Church
gained symbolic importance. Because of this ownership, its missionary
founding, and- its continued role as a Mohegan meeting place, the church was
viewed as an Indian church, despite the fact that its membership always
included non-Indians. Group members came to hold most of the leadership
roles in the church, other than the ministry itself, although the formal
membership of the church never included more than a small minority of the
Mohegans (Fiteh 1906, 12-13; Mohegan Congregational <Church 1870-1956).
Anthropologist William S. Simmons has noted in a study of the history of New
England tribes, that the church was "less a cohesive factor at Mohegan" than

it was at Narragansett or in the Wampanoag communities at Mashpee and Gay
Head (Simmons 1986, 259). :

In what the petitioner describes as a "series of interlocking directorates”
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between the <church, the annual. Wigwam, and the group, leaders of one were
associated with leaders of another in the leadership of a third (MT 1984,
I:137). This analogy to a corporate structure, however, should not obscure

‘ the fact that the number of participants in any and all of these institutioens
was small. Tie membership of the church probably never exceeded more than 20
adults during this period (17 members were reported in 1906, 6 of whom were
"absent;" see Fitch 1906, 1), and not all of these were Mohegan.
Furthermore, while some 1individuals, such as Emma F. Baker, were leaders in
all three institutions, not all church leaders were group leaders, and vice
versa. Lemue. M. Fielding, for example, who was consistently identified as a
group leader, 1if not the group leader, between 1896 and 1928, was no%t a
member of the Mohegan Church (Mohegan Congregational Church 1870-1956, 110;
Norwichk Bullet:n n.d.).

In 1896, Fiel.ding, "in behalf of his tribe," accepted an invitation to
participate in £festivities in New London surrounding the dedication of a
monument honoring John Winthrop, Jr., the town's founder. At least 22
Mohegan men, some dressed in native attire handed down from their ancestors,
took part in the ceremonies and parade. Among them was Lemuel's father,
Eliphalet Fielding, a group elder and leader of the Mohegan Church choir for
nearly 40 vyears (see Fitch 1906, 12). The elder Fielding was described as
having been jpresent at the dedication of the Uncas monument in Norwich' in
1833 and as having been a guest of that town's bicentennial in 1859. "No
occasion 1in nodern times has witnessed [the Mohegan's] presence in a bedy in

New London,"” wrcte a local reporter, "and . . . it is doubtful if a company
could again e gathered” (New London County Historical Society 1897, 306,
321). :

. In May of 1897, at what was described as a "regular meeting of the Mohegan
‘Tribe of Indians,” Emma F. Baker was elected president of an organization
known as the Mchegan Indian League (MT 1899; League of Descendants of the
Mohegan Indians ¢.1897). This organization was formed apparently for the

purpose of pursuing certain tribal claims and had been collecting funds from
group members for attorney's fees -since at least January of 1897 (Babbitt
1899). Emma Baker also headed the Mohegan  Sewing Society at that time
(Schultz ¢.1935) and was described by Fitch in 1906 as "long the presiding
spirit in the church" (James Fitch 1906, 12).

A hand-written notice signed by A{delaide]l. V. Babbitt as "Secretary Per
Order of the Council" on June 8, 1897, stated that there would be a League
meeting at the Mohegan Church on June 14 to discuss a matter of importance,
and related that the "Attorney's have begun on the case" (Babbitt 1897).
Sometime prior to 1899, a suit was filed in the Superior Court of New London
County on behalf of the Mohegan against an individual property owner and the
city and township of Norwich to quiet title to a l6-acre tract in Norwich,
which included grounds where Uncas and other Mohegans were buried, and to
recover §$1,000,000 in damages. In January or February, 1899, a petition was
‘submitted to the Connecticut General Assembly on behalf of the "Mohegan
tribe" requesting the right to file suit against the State, to waive the
statute of linitations, and to maintain the suit then pending before the New
London County Court. This petition was signed by Baker and Babbitt and
seven other group members, (Anonymous 1899). One of the signers was
‘ Lemuel M. Fielding, who was described in a 1902 article as "the present
leader for the Mohegan tribe" (Norwich Bulletin 1902). It was reported in an
undated newspaiper article that when the judiciary committee took up
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consideration of the petition, six Mohegans made an appearance with their
attorney, Fraicis W. Morrison of Worcester, Massachusetts, who specialized in
Indian claims (Anonymous 1889).

On May 8, 1899, what was again described as "a regular meeting of the Mohegan
Tribe," was held in Norwich. A resolution was passed authorizing Baker to
execute a pover of attorney with Morrison to pursue Mohegan interests (as
Brotherton dJdescendants) in the U.S. Court of Claim's recent $1.9 million
award to New York Indians. This judgment granted compensation for Kansas
lands set apart by the 1338 Treaty of Buffalo Creek (MT 1899; Tonner 1889).
The Mohegan resolution was signed by Baker and Babbitt in their capacity as
League officers, and by three other group members, two of whom (including
Lemuel Fieldirg) had also signed the earlier petition to the legislature (MT
1899.). 2 contract was signed with Morrison on June &, 1899, and was
submitted subsequently to the U.S. Secretary of the Interior for approval.
On July 10, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, William A. Jones, replisd to
Morrison that the Secretary lacked authority to approve such a contract since
it was presumed that the Mohegans were citizens of the United States, subject
to the laws of Connecticut, and "entitled to the rights and privileges of

such citizenship"” (Jones 1899). In other words, since they were not:

considered wards of the Government, as were non-citizen Indians, they could
employ counsel without Federal sanction.

NEW CLAIMS & NEW ORGANIZATIONS, 1900-1829

Oon ¥ay 19, 2900, a bill was introduced in the U.S. Congress, probably at the
urging of attorney Morrison, to create a commission to investigate the status
of claims made by the Mohegan and other New England Indians (U.S. Congress
1900; KXane 1920). In September of that year, a hearing on the bill was
conducted by a Senate  subcommittee in New York City, at which

Lemuel M. Fielding of Norwich represented "the Mohegan Council” (Norwich

Bulletin 1903; New York Times -1900). Another group leader,
Julian L. M. Harris, 1later recalled that a Mohegan delegation alsc made a
trip to Vashinjyton that year, dressed "in their ancestral costumes," but that
their efforts proved to be "futile" (Kelly 1928).

Congress took no further action on this legisiative proposal, the Mohegan
petition to sue Connecticut was evidently denied by the General Assembly, and
the suit before the Superior Court of New London County was prolonged for
many years besfore being either denied or dismissed. On October 22, 1903,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs William A. Jones wrote Adelaide Babbitt, in
response to her letter of May 12 on behalf of the Mohegan Indian League, that
none of the MNohegans were entitled to participate in the New York Indian
judgment award as Brotherton descendants, since only those who continued to
be affiliated with the Brotherton tribe at the time of the 1838 treaty could

be considered Brotherton beneficiaries. He advised "that no further money
-should be paid out on account of this claim by your association" (Jones
1803). In 1906, Guion Miller, Special Agent for the Office of Indian

Affairs, reported that approximately 80 Brotherton award applicants were
rejected becauce they were found to be Mohegans (Miller 1906). Appeals were
made on behalf of the rejected claimants (Robeson et al. 1905), and as late
as 1920, grour member Elmer Fielding told a Hartford reporter that the
Mohegans did rot want to focus on the Norwich burial ground suit "until we
were sure of securing the New York Claim" (Fielding 1920).
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Ethnologist Frank G. Speck began his anthropolcgical

1 inquiries among the
Mohegan aroun¢ 1900, while still an undergracduate s
-
1

tudest  at  Columbia
University ({Simmons 1985, 155). In an introduction %to a2 1903 article, he
wrote that "a most interesting survival of the old ‘r*ba government is still
to be found in the existence of the chief and his advisory zouncil ch

thrse."” He further described the chieftaincy as = "lifc office . . . largely
nominal as far as authority goes," the primary duty 2f which was "to preside
over the courcil mectings which deal with internal matters or with affairs
relating to <cther eastern Indian remnants.” He Identifi:d the *hen currant
#chegan chief as Henry Matthews, a "venerablz zan"” who was also the deacon of
the Mohegan Church {Prince & Speck 1903, 195; Fi £, 3

tch 1906, 13). S8peck related
further tha®t the group's council met occasionalily in ‘the Mohegar Church with
representatives of the Montauk and Shinnecock of Long Island and the
harragansett c¢f Rhode Island, and that they had besn negotiating for a share
of the New York Indian claims award {(Prince & Speck 19C2, 195-96). ¥z later
wrote, 1n a 1909 article, that the lMohegan council was "elected by the people
for a tern" (Speck 1909, 193). The petition asserts that since 1900, the
Mohegans have always had "a Chief and council" (MT 1985c¢,I-B:114).

Speck reported in 1903 that a "colony" of some 50 Mohegans still resided in
the wvillage of Mohegan, and that an additional 50 group members lived in
adjacent towns, from which "they only visit their people occasionally”
{Prince & Speck 1903, 193). Regarding the survival of Mohegan culture and
language, he noted in 1909 that while some Indian craftwork was still carried
on and some nemorates, l=zgends, myths, and folkitazles were still remembered,
knowledge of native customs was "lamentably meager," there were few remaining
vestiges of traditiona’ material culture, and that the last individual to
. retain Xnowledje of the Mohegan-Pequot language, Fidelia Fielding, had died
the previous year (Speck 1909, 183-204). Her diary, published by Speck in
. 1928, «constitutes one of the very few pieces of Indian autobiographical
writing in New England, and demonstrates the extent tc¢ which traditional
Mohegan <concepts hal persiste arong her generaticn. Unfortunately, as
anthrcpologist William S. Simmons has noted, much of that tradition died with
her (Simmons.i$3€, 32, 273).

Based on

Spzcl carlier research, ethnologist James Mooney of ‘the
Smithsonian 1Ins
abalitd

t tlon s Bureau of American Zthnology, in his summary of
“ohegan nhisto published 1in the 1907 Handbook of Az=rican Indians North of
Mexico, wrote ‘that a tribal remnant continued to resice at ¥ohegan, "but are
now reduced o about 100 individuals of aixed blood." He noted further that
"they still keep up a September festival” (Mooney 19C7, 92¢€).

in 1907, William F. Cody (Buffalo Bill) wvisited the Uncas gravesite in
Norwich with an entourage of Plains Indians on horseback and "in full
regalia."” The spectacular display of early pan-Indian dress on this occasion
created a stir among the Mohegans and other local Indians, and may have
inspired “he adoption of stereotypic "Indian dress" for subsequent meetings
and ceremonial events (Simmons 1986, 34; Conkey et al. 1978, 185).

frank Speck mnade many friends among the Yohegans and continued to visit them

periodically. He reported that in 1920 the "leading menmbers" formed the
Mohegan Indian Association "to preserve the integrlty of the tribe and to
‘ effect certairn aims along social and legal lines. The officers of this new
organization, which eventually "enrolled” 122 members (Gilbert 1948, 410),
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were Lemuc. . Fielding., <chief, Everett ¥. Tielding, assistant chief,

Albert ET. Tielding, treasurer, Gladys Tantaquidgeon, secretary, and four :
councilors: Julian Harris, Edith Gray, Mary V. Morgan, and

Hattie Morgan [Gray] (Speck 1928, 213). Some of these individuals lived .
outside of the base village area. Most of the Association's officers were
Tielding descendants ancé a few were from the Storey line. However, the other
primary Ychegan family, the Bakers, were not represented. The secretary,

Gladys Tantaquidgeon was then an anthropology student at the University of
Psnnsylvania. Vith the encouragement of Speck, who was then a junior faculty

member thers. shc 1ad become the first American Indian woman ever to enroll

2% the "hiladelphia school (Philadeizhia Public Ledger c¢. 1920-1925).

The formation of this new association may have been stimulated by the
so-called pan-Indian nmovement which was then much in evidence. In New
England, as elsewhere, this phenomenon led Indian descendants to renew their

interest and activity in tribal «culture, to reorganize their own %tribal

groups, and to create new organizations which sought to link Indians of

various tribal origins through mutual activities such as "powwows" (Hertzberg

1971, wiii 299-301). In 1923, some Mohegans became affiliated with the
a

Algoaquin Indian Council of New England, which had been organized in December
ar in Providence, Rhode Island. A Narragansett, Alfred C.A. Perry,

of that year

served as the "Chzzf Sachzsz"” o¢f the council, and three Mohegans were also
officers. Lemuel M. Tlelding and Julian A. Harris were among the 12 "Tribal
Chiefs,” and Gladys Tantaquidgeon was the secretary {(Bicknell 1924; Algonquin
Indian Zouncil of New England ¢.1925). Tantaquidgeon later reported that old
animosities Dbetween the group represcntatives caused nearly all to drop out
after the f£first vyear. She did not explain the nature or origin of this
antipathy Although the organization survived with a following of both
non-Indians and Indian <descendants, it never functioned as a council of New
Ingland Incdlaans {&. Tantaquidgeon 1934).

Pernaps in the spirit of pan-Indianism, the Mohegans, under the leadership of
Lemuel Fielding, whe became known as "Chief Occom," and Gladys Tantaquidgeon
{("Princess Red Wing™), assumed a more active and visible ceremonial role
during this’ period:  hosting a powwow in 1917, in cooperation with the
Norwich Chamber of Commerce, for an auto caravan that stopped at Mochegan as
part of the dedication cerermonies for the "Mohegan Trail" highway (Branche
1317; DPeale 1930, 27-28); dressing up in full regalia for an Indian-then
movie £ilmed at Mohegan in 1920 (Fielding 1920; Fielding 1921); participating
in launching <ceremonies at the Lake Torpedo and Submarine Corporation in
Bridgeport in 1%2% (Fielding 1921); riding on a float in the Gloucester,
“assachusetts Tricentennial parade in 1923 (Gloucester Daily Tinmes 1923);
hosting 400-500 boys, in cooperation with Rotary International, who made a
pilgrimage to Fort Shantok from New London 1in 1925 (Peale 1930, 27-28);
highlighting the <ceremonies dedicating Fort Shantok as a State Park in 1926
Pezale 1930, 30, how the State acquired the Xohegan burial ground could not
be determined from the available documentations); taking part with
Narragansetts in the 1927 pageant held at the Norwich fairgrounds 1in
conjunction with the annual Wigwam festival and commemorating the 1643 Battle
of Great Plain Dbetween *the two native groups; and helping the Boy Scouts
dedicate their. memorial to Mahomet at the Mohegan burial grounds in Norwich
in 1929 (Peale 1930, 43).
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Sometime prior to 1928, the Mohegans reorganized again, <lecting a new chief
and council «nd drawing up articles of incorporation. Chief Occom's son,
Everett M. Fielding, was chosen to be chief, Gladys Tantaquidgeon was

‘ continued as the secretary, and the council was reduced to two members:
incumbents Julian BHarris and Edith Gray. An anonyrous and undat<d typed
document, similar in form to a press release, found in the Speck papers at
the American Fhilosophical Society, refers to the recent 300th anniversary of
the Pilgrim lending at Plymouth and notes that "*h: ¥oh=gans have chcsern this
year as the time of their own revival." Regarding ths annual Wigwam at the
¥Yohegan Churct, it stated f£further that "*his event has tept together the
remnants of the tribe even while their numbers have been slowly decreasing,”
and that "it was at this reunion this £all that the spivit of the Yohegaxn
became finally arocused, while their leaders gathsred the families about ther,

restoring their officers and the nodern organization.” The document aiso
noted that 3% members had already subscribed o *he n<ow articles of

.incorporation {(Anonymocus n.d.).

Despite the optimistic tone of this announcement, Julian Harris was quoted in
a 1928 newspaper article, in which he was described as "Chief Begee Uncas"
and "the leader of the Mohegan Indians," as statiag that the annual Wigwam
festival would probably not be held that year (Kelly 1928). 1In 1934,
Gladys Tantaquidgeon, who was then employed as a special agent for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, reported to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
John Colliier, that the Wigwam had not been held for "about six years" (G.
Tantaquidgeon 1934). A publication describing the 1935 Wigwam noted that the
fzstival "was conducted annually until the last eight years, when the members
were too few to attempt such a large undertaking " (Rogers 193%5a, 1935b, 93).

CLOSING OF THE WIGWAM & CHURCH, 1930-1950

During the early 1930's, some g¢roup members became affiliated with the
American Indian Federation, Inc., a pan-Indian organization based in Rhode
Island. At its fourth annual powwow, held near Wickford, Rhode Island in
1934, Loretta Schultz served as chair of the Social Committee and
Gladys Tantaquidgeon, described as a "¥YMohegan Princess," was on the program
(American 1Indian Federation, Inc. 1934). This organization was not the same
as the American Indian Federation which became the maior voice of criticisn
of Federal Indian policies during the New Deal era (La Potin 1987, 28).

The Mohegan reneved efforts to have their claiss resolved in the early
1930's. Edith B. Gray and other members filed suit in 1930 against the State
0of <Connecticut, its attorney general, the c¢ity of Norwich, the Masonic
Temple, and other parties, seeking again to guiet title to the so-called
“"Roval Burial Ground" in Norwich. This action before the Superior Court of
-New London County, which also sought the recovery of 31 million in damages
(Norwich Bulletin 1%30; Norwich Record '1930), was eventually dropped for lack
of prosecution (New London Day 1941), apparently because the plaintiffs could

not continue *to employ counsel. At about the same time, group member
John E. Hamilton tried to arrange a meeting with the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to discuss the Mchegan 1land claims. Although Hamilton was not

Henry Scattergood advised Hamilton's attorney, Alexander L.W. Begg of New
York City, that the Federal Government did not exercise any jurisdiction over
Indians 1in <Connecticut (Scattergood 1930). Hamilton later claimed that he

. discouraged from coming to Washington, Assistant Commissioner

37

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement MOH-V001-D004 Page 174 of 194



had met with Vice President Charles W. Curtis (Hamilton 1981, 87).

York Indian judgment award; this time as Stockbridge descendants. Hamilton
had Begg 1inquire of the Office of Indian Affairs regarding the standing of
¥ohegans in this c¢laim. In response, Commissioner Charles Rhoads wrote
Hamilton, who then resided in Bridgeport, that only those of Mohegan descent
who =may =ave noved to New York and become and remained Stockbridge members
would bz <considered eligible as beneficiaries (Rhoads 1932).

As late as 1931, some Mohegans were trying to find a way to share in the New .

Tn whit is  the only entry in the aminister's record book of the Mohegan
Churzh betwien 1906 and 1943, Pastor Loring D. Chase wrote in October, 19330
hat a*tendanse  at Sunday services, which had reached as many as 16 the
previous winter, had "dropped down again to three or four."” He also noted
that -An“ay school participation had "dropped until only one came" (Mohegan
Congregational Church 1870-1956, 89;.

Ir July, 193., 530 ohegans and 150 of their guests attended a celebration

marking the 00th anniversary of the Mohegan Church. Gladys Tantaquidgeon
gave an address o the history of the church and was in general charge of
arrangssents, while Burrill H. Fielding was responsible for constructing a
white Dbirch wigwar in which thz anniversary supper was served (New London Day

1931). In “hat same year. Giadys Tantaquidgeon's father, John, and brother,
Harold, built "Tantaquidgeon Lodge" on their family lot near the Mohegan
Tuurch, Thls granite oc“_hc- structure became a museum for Mohegan and other
Zndian artifacts (G. Tantaguidgeon 1547, 22).

Church on November 18, 1933, members voted to petition the Missionary Society
of Connzcticut for the release of trust funds with which to hire legal
counsel to irvestigate their claims. Since 1925, the Society had served as
trustee  for the fund which had been established in 1871 for the benefit of
the Mohegan 1n accordance with the will of missionary Sarah Huntington. The
resoiution was signed by four "Officers of [the] Tribal Council of Mohegan
Indians."” witlk Julian Harris as chairman, Raymond Harris as secretary,
Marion Capwell &as treasurer, and Loretta Schultz as assistant treasurer
(0fficers of Trib:zl Council of Mohegan Indians 1933).

At what was described as a "general meeting" of the Mohegan at the Mohegan .

Joan Hamilten claimed in 1981 that he was confirmed unanimously as "Grand
Sacher”™ of the Yohegans, a title bestowed on him by his mother in 1924, at a
neeting attended by 85-100 members at the Mohegan Church in this same year
{1933). He identified the four signers of the Missionary Society petition as
other officers, and explained that Julian Harris was merely chairman of the
Ruies Committee (Hamilton 1981, 14-19). These <c¢laims have not 'been
substantiated, and are disputed by other group members.

" In Decenmber, 1934, Gladys Tantaquidgeon reported . to the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs that Everett Fielding was the 1leader of the group
(Gladys Tantaquidgeon 1934). In her repor:t ¢ the Commissioner,
Tantaquidgeon stated that the chief "does not exercise any authority over the
members of the group but acts as the presiding officer at tribal meetings,
ceremonies, and public gatherings."” Regarding the frequency of tribal

meatings, she stated that at least one was held every year, "and if .
necessary, other meetings are called during the year. "For more than twenty
-years," she noted further, "the chief has not been a resident of Mohegan and
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certain other officers have been absentce Mohegan, and that "a move is being
made on <the part of certain members of the tribe to have a resident chief™
(G. Tantaquidgaon 1934).

rculated a letter among members calling fcr a meeting a* the Mohegan church
"

i
o dJiscuss ":he revival of our local tribal organization . . . *ke
ossibility of holliug the Wigwam festival next August, and the re

A few weeks later, in January., 1935, Tantaquidgeon's brother Harold
o
¢

.n connection with the Mohegan Claims etc." "In the s
3y + 1nactive,” he noted. "We have existel merely by namc. . . ." Anong
the menmber suggested by Tantaquidgeon to be cfficers in the organl ation
sre Burrill Y. Fielding fa Mohegan resident), chief, Everett ¥. Ficlding and
n Tant:guidgeon, second chiefs, and seven councilors, iancluding
rett Fielding. and non-residen*s Juliian Harr:s, John EHanilton, and
t
r

[ o]
m

; &
[
]
o
!
-]

w w

h Gray fF. Tantaquidgeon 1934). Althouch this letter 1s dat=d 1634, it
esponds ir  ever other way with Edith Gray's =sinutes of a 1935 meeting

Tantaquidgeon's meeting, attended by 19 adult members, resulted in the
on of a ¥ochegan organization known as %*he Tribal Social Club. The aim
s club was "to do thingz that need doing," such as building a new stone
round the church. Burrill H. Tizlding, who resided in Mochegan, was

to serve as pres:dent, Gladys Tantaquidgeon as- secretary, and
Rowland Harris as treasurer. The officers were then given permission to
cint  thelr »wn coamittee on affairs. The Mochegan <c¢laims were also
szussed at this meeting. EZith Gray reported on the status of the pending
nit, members were given assurances that the Tribal Social Club would enhance
ther than iaterfere with the work of John Hamilton, their “Representative
Indian Claims,”™ an a ccllection was taken to ac*p finance Hamilton's
arch in connection with the suit (Gray 1935).

v £ O rnnd
[ U o S ST+ 1
Ty

was president of the Tribal Social Club, the

an Harris was the primary leader between

bt 50)." It may be significant that Harris was the

cellie upon address the January meeting (Gray 1935).

y. ‘there 1s no further documentation available regarding the
1 Clab.

il

The Wigwam f::%ival was revived successfully in August, 1935, as a way of
celebrat.ng the (Connecticut tercentenary. Governor Wilbur L. Cross gave a
brief iddress at *the event, which was once again sponsored by the Mohegan
Sewing Society under the leadership of Phoebe (Mrs. Zdwin C.) Fowler (a.k.a.
Nettie  Fowler). Another participant, former lieutenant governor

Ernest E. Rogers of New London, who knew the Mchegans well, noted that the
visiting dignitaries were greeted by Burrill H. Fielding (Nettie Fowler's
brother!, who was called "Chief TFielding” since the death of his brother
Lenuel, or Chief Occom, in 1928. Rogers also stated that the white birch
wigwan for the celebration had been constructed by Burrill "with but little
assistanca.” The number of g¢group mnembers then resident at Mohegan was
estimated Ly Rogers +o he 31, 9 of whom belonged to the Mohegan Church, and
16 of whom +ere part of the John Tantaguidgeon family (Rogers 1935a, 193%h
87-88, 93, 95). A newspaper article on the festival noted that "a number of
persons with ‘ohegan Indian blood from the Mohegan community and other places
will be on hand to welcome guests" (Norwich Record 1935).
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In 1947, 5ladys Tantaquidgeon described the 1935 festival as "the last
traditional wigwam” (G. Tantaquidgeon 1947). although "the Ladies of the

“ohegan Church" posted flyers announcing another to be held in August 1936
(Ladies of the Mchegan Church 1936), no other evidence was found to indicate

that a Wigwam was actually held that year. Nelther was documentation of a.

fastival found for the vears 1937, 1939, or 1340. However,

a 1981 brochure

describing the Tantaquidgeon Indian Museun, presumadly written by

22adys Tantaquidgeon, stated that the last "Green Corn Fes

office around 1980 {(Bishop 1981, £CY.

"om

In Yay 2% 1936, severa
“mief  Yautag"), took par 3
Shantok Park dedicating a ta
Yohegan-Pequot speaker, who d
local council of the Daughte
secret organization known a the I
lronically, 4d.d not adrmit Indians. How
various prograxn con &t ees, includ;ng J

ed Order of

ian Harris,

5, inciuding 3Burr:ill H.
emony at the Yohegan buriai ground at Fort
memory of Fidelia Fielding, the last
g. This project was sponsored Wy a
o n“as, the ladies auxiliary of a
Red Men, which,
several Mohegans served on its
Loretta Schultz,

tival” was held in

1322 (Tantagquidgeon Indian Museus 298I), Tantaquidgeon is allieged to
= =~ade a similar statement to representatives of the Connecticut Attorney
- M S

Fielding (a.k.a.

Sladys Tantagquidgeon, and Zourtland ~Fowler {(the grandson of Nettie Fowler)

{(Norwich uaidtin 1936a; 1936b; La Potin 1887, 67-68).

locumentation does not indicate whether these Mohegans
members of the Order.

The available
vere considered

in June of 1837, aa "Iadian VWight" dinner was held out-of-doors at
Tantaguidgeon Lodge. The entertainment included lectures by
GLadys Tantaquidgeon who was then working as a social worker for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs in South Dakota, and Ta-de-win, an Indian author and .

{rom Boston. larn chowder and yokeag were among the foods served,

'and an adzission fee was charged. Whether this was considered a tribal event
oy mer=ly an activity for the comnmunity at large is not known (Tantaquidgeon

‘Lodge 1937).

Jalian EBarris was interviewed by a Hartford reporter in 1938 at the State
Library, where he was conducting research, presumably on the Mohegan claims.
He was then described as being the chief of the "Mohegan Descendants
Association™ and quoted as estimating that there were 200 Mohegan descendants
in  Connecticut, 1rost of whom were chiidren (the 1930 Federal census
enumerated a totar of 162 Indians 1in the statz [Gilbert 1948,410]). The
articlz, which 1s the only source to make reference to a Mohegan Descendants
issociation, also noted that Harris had grown up in Norwich and was presently

an accountant (Norwich Bulletin 1938).

A 1939 membership appiication submitted to the "Executi

ve Council of the

League of the Descendants of the Mohegan Indians of Connecticut," and an
undated application form for membership in "The League of the Descendants of
the Mohegan Inéians,” which had to be filed with an "Executive Council,"” are
extant (League ¢f the Descendants of the Mohegan indians of Connecticut 189%7;

Swerd 193%). There is not cnough evidence to indicate that this organization
was the sare as the "Mohegan Indian League" established in 1897, as the
petitioner  asserts (MT  1985c, I-B:45), or the "Mohegan Descendants

issociation” healed allegedly by Harris in 1538. However,

in a deposition
¢iven in 1981, group member Virginia H. Damon stated that an organization
known as the "Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc.,"
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established und:zr the leadership of John Hamilton in 1967, was the successor
to the "Council! of the League of the Dcscendants of the Yohegan Indians”
{(Damon 1981, 136).

what was billed on publicity flyers as the "76th Annual Wohegan Indian
Festival & Wigwan" and iz the press as the "corn festival" was staged at the
“chegan Church in 1941 {the 1335 event had been called the "75th annual
wigwar festival" [Norwich Record 193%5] ). This festival was sponsored by a
pan-Indiar  organilcation Xnown as the National American Indian Defense
Association  IUNRIDARY.  of  which Yohegan membir John Hamilton, was president.
This organization was kased in Partfo:d, whera Famil-on was then residing
{National Americarn -Indizn Dcfense Association 1941; Norwich Record 1941; New
nndon Dav  1941h; Hartford Tixss 1941, It -is .ot kKnown whether this
issociation was related in any way 0 the National Indian Dzfense Association
that was foundsd in 138% 3s 3 sc-7all:zd "Iriernds cof the Indian" group opposed
to cultural assimilation {La Prtin 1297, ili-Z2¢

Although ‘the 1341 festival appears to have been zore of an iatertribal powwow
(with Seneca, Winnebago Cree and cther Indian visitors) than the previous
Wigwans had been, it &id fzature a prayer service at the Mohegan Church and
engaged the pirticipation c¢f most of the leading Mohegans. In addition to
Hami-tan, wao yave the cpening address. this included Zdith Gray (as chair of
the TFestival Committes) and Burrill H. Fielding and Julian Harris (among the
2F  anembers of this committee

h

). Nawspaper accounts noted the presence of five
¥ohegan "chicfs"  (Norwic Record 1947; New London Record 1941b; Hartford
Times 15410. Annther Yohegan member stated later that Harold Tantaquidgeon
had also hasn Dresent (Bishep 19281, 60).

While the HMoh:gan Sewing Soc:efy did not sponsor the 1941 festival, a letter
sent arliery Inat year t¢ its leader, Nettie Fowler, regarding certain bonds
held for it Oy the Vorwlfh Savings Society, gives evidence that the Sewing

(=4
f b

fociety =mz2y have continued to exist (Wilkinson 1941). No later references to
Society have been found. Under the lecadership of Reversnd

1’

Arthur 5. Hab:irius, whe served as pastor of the Mohcgan Church between
October 941 and  August 1543, the congregation reporiedly "grew in numbers
and in interes:" (Mohegan Congregational Church 1870-1956, 91). In 1941, the
church clerk c:eported 8§ resident and 5 absentee memlers, representing 11
f2milies in  %e parish, and 20 students in *the Sunday School (Congregational
Christian Church 19341).

&

In ¥ay of 154l, 4 petition was submitted to the Connecticut General Assembly
requesting tha: the Mohegans be paid for lands in a three-county area taken
allegedly from their ancestors without just compensation. This request was
signed by 18 Mohegan dJdescendants, including John Hamilton, as their
representative. If the legislature chose not to provide compensation, the
petition requested the State to waive its sovereign immunity and permit the
¥ohegan to bring their claim to court (New London Day 1941a).

This petition was denied apparently, for a bill (H.3.:00) encompassing a

imilar regues: was iatroduced at the nex:t session of the State legislature
in 1943, John Hamilton, described as the "grand sachem of the tribe" and
president of <the National American Indian Defense Association, was called
upon . to testily before the Judiciary Committee. A newspaper photograph
indicates that group members DeLana Bishop of Boston, and Edith Gray and
Rowland Bishop of Groton were also in attendance (Anonymous 1943). After
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requesting axd receiving 2 "Bill of Particulars” outlini

ing the basis of the
claim (Mohegin Indians 1943), the committee reported the »il

1 unfavorably (CT

General Assenbly 1943). Yet, Hamilton «continuséd his efforts ¢to¢ gain
legislative action on the Mohegan claims until a* least 1951 (New London Diy.
1951). '

separate Mohegan group during this period. His cousin, Rowland Bishep, whe
also became his chief councilor, claimed in a 139387 dzposition that he firs*
became 1involved in a Mohegan-Pequot organization headed by th¢ "Gr
in 1943. The group with which he claims to have affiliated, re
~as the "Council" or "Royal Council” in his depositicn, was a ¢d to have
consisted of "“Councilors who represented tribal Samily g¢gr-oups in  “he
different New England 3tates and New York," and %o have zeé% on 2 regular
nasis outside of the Montville township area over the ne=xt four Jecades.
Bishop <claimed that the Tantaquidgeons and Fowlers were ex-luded frcz this
sroup by Hamilton because they were not considered to be true natrilineal
Mohegan descendants, but were rather of Narragansett and Yontaux stockx, ané
that consequently the group did not meet at the ¥ohegan Church because it had
been taken over Dby these allegedly non-Mohegan families. According to
Bishop, this group was still functicniag as an organization in 1981 {(under
the name of the Confederation of the Yohegan-Pequot American Indian Nation
and Affiliatec Algonquin Tribes, sece Dbelow) when he gave his deposition
(Bishop 1981, 29-31, 35, 43-58).

Ther is limnited evidence that Hamilton =zay %“ave become the l=2aler -f a2

d Sachex”
ed to onlvy
=3

-

Although there is some limited =2vidence which might be interpreted as
complementing Bishop's assertion that there was a separate Hamilton-led group

prior to 1967 (such as newspaper references to both Hamilton and Bishop
functioning as ""grand sachems" during the 1940's and other obscure references

to a Mohegan council which was not necassarily linked to the base village .
area), his claims have nct been substantiated.

Gladys Tantaqui.dgeon wrote an article in 1947, in which she stated that 17
Mohegans served in every branch of the armed services during Worid Var II,
including one woman who was an Army nurse. Thi article included a
photograph of Burrill H. ielding, then aged 83, who was described as
carrying the ‘honorary title of 'Chief Matagha'" (G. Tantaquidgeon 1947, 5).
It also 1included photos of Tantaquidgeon's father John, who died two vears
later at age €4 (Anonymous 1949-1979), and of her brother Harold, who was
described as . a "Lecturer and Instructor in Indian Lore, Arts and Crafts”
{G. Tantaguidgeon 1947, 5, 21-22). In an article on Indian basketmakers of
southern New EIngland, also published in 1947, local historian Eva L. Bu'ler
noted that Harcld had revived the art of Mohegan basketmaking in the early
1930's by teaching this craft toc Boy Scout groups (Butler 1847, 43). Harold,
who had previously served for nine years in the Coast Guard, was among those
group members ‘+ho enlisted in the Army and saw combat throughout World War
TI. During his "~ absence from Mohegan, the mussum at Tantaquidgeon Lodge
remained closed [Voight 1965, 56, 86-174).

William Harlen Gilbert, Jr., a Library of Congress scholar, identified the
Mohegan as 2 "distinct tribe" in an article on surviving Indian groups in the
East, published in the 1948 Annual Repor*t of the Smithsonian Institution. He
also noted that "Some survivals of Indian arts are to be found . . . among
the Mohegan . . ." (Gilbert 1948, 410). 1In a 1949 publication of the State
of Connecticut, Irving Rouse, a professor of anthropology at Yale University,
stated " that a "small group of Mohegans still 1iive at Montville, near
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Norwich,” in wha* had Dbeen their "tribal territory™ (Rouse 1949, 413). 1In

his 1952 survey of North American Indian tribes, ethnologist John R. Swanton

of the Smithsonian Institution's Bureau of American Ethnology also noted that

"in  their old {own at Mohegan . . . a remnant of mixed bloods still survives"
‘ (Swanton 1952, i0).

For lack of congregants, the Mohegan Church was ¢losed around 1946. A 1956

article in the Xarsford Times stated that the building had been abandoned
"about 10 vyears agoe" {Curlau 1956), and Courtland Fowler testified in a 1981
deposition that the church had been closed for ten years when he began
cffsyts "o restore it in 1956 (G. Tantaquidgeon 1981, 26).

O February 20, 1948, an articic appearing in the Bridgeport Herald declared
that Rowiand 3ishopn was the new sachem of the Mohegan Indians and was
venewinj *heir land clain ‘Damen 1981, 131). Bishop stated in a 1981
deposition tha! while Hanilton was in California "he turned over to me the
Jowers < the Grand Sachex while he was absent, according to our
constitusion” {Bishop 1981, 50). EHowever, Hamilton was reported to be in
Zonnecticut as lat: as 195 (New London Day 1951), although there .is no
refer=nce to ©tis heing thers heiwezn 1951 and 1967 and there was no known
¥ohegan constitution cpera“ive at that time.

RESTORATION & REORGANIZATION, 1951-1970

Tollowing the death in 1552 of Burrill Fielding, who was described in his
obituary as "ths last surviving chief of the Mohegan Indians " (Norwich

" Bulletin 19352, his daughter, Loretta Schultz, allegedly told a reporter that

the election ¢f a new <chief would take place at a group meeting (MT 1984,
T-83:15%;. The: petition statss that Harold Tantaquidgeon was "chief" of the

.- ¢roup between 1652 and 1970 (¥T 19854). According to Virginia Voight's

viography of Tantaquidgeon, first published in 1965, Gladys Tantaquidgeon
notified her Gtvother that he had been selected by the "Mohegan Tribal
Council™ *o sucrneed his uncle as chief. At the time, Harold was on maneuvers
with the 7.5. 2rry in northern Japan as part of the Korean War effort {(Voight
1965, 1%0). X 1%7f article in the Chicago Tribune described Tantaquidgeon as
“the las* Yohegan <chief, an honor that was bestowed upon him while he was a
tailgunner in *‘he Pacific during World War IZ." The article also stated that
the "Mohegan Tribal Council" took into consideration the fact that he was a
descendant of Uncas (Bello 1976). These are the only sources between 1933
and 1980 - that naxe specific reference to the existence of a "Mohegan Tribal
Council.”

They are also the only sources to mention Tantaquidgeon's election. A 1937
newspaper artic¢le focused on Harold, his sister Gladys, who had returned to
Mohegan after vretiring from Government service with the Bureau of Indian
Affairs and Irdiar Arts and Crafts Board, and the Mohegan nuseum which they

ran. The article noted that group menmbers looked "to the Tantaquidgeons to
preserve ‘their <traditions and customs.,"” but does not describe Harold as a
chief, stating instead *hat *the "last <chief of the tribe was elected in
1937, He was Burrill H. Fielding . . . " (New Haven Register 1957;.

Fielding was also described as "the last elected Sachen” in a 1961 edition of
' Connecticut Highways, a bimonthly publication of the State Highway

Department, which featured his photograph on the cover (CT Highway Department
1961). In 1¢70, Courtland Fowler, the current leader of the group, also
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identifi =.ding as "the last sachem" (Norwich Bulletin 1970), although he
later sta ~d ﬁa Fielding had often said *that Tantaquidgeon should succeed
him (MT 1985c, -B:57).

When asked to recall group leaders prior to 1970 in a 1981 deposition,
Gladys Tantaquidgeon iderntified Lemuel and Burrill Fielding but 3id not

mention her brother (Tantaquidgeson 19381, 29). However, Virginia Damon, who

becare secretary cf he Mohegan council elected in 1930, stated (also in a

1981 depousition?  that Dbefore Fowler was clected, "People used to look to

Barold Tantaguidgecn,” and  that "he was rzscognized not only by the Indians
+

&

but by the white community too" {(Damon 1981, 41-I)

In Decerbsr of L1953, Fowler, who was then living in Worwich, wrote to the
Bureau of Indien Affairs regarding ~laims of the Mohegan, Montauk, and Oneida
Indians In reply, the Chief of the Branch of Land stated that Oneida claims
vere p=zndil ng lefurs the Indian Claims Commission, but that the Bureau znew

nothing abou Mohegan and Montauk clainms. After pointing out that the
Federal uove‘“nent had had "'“t;e or no supervision" over Connecticut
Indians, he acdvised Fowler to "employ a reputable attorney” if he felt that
his ancestors hed been deprived of property unjustly (Dwight 19%4).

Fowler, who hac¢ acquired or inherited 45 acres of the original Mohegan lands,
moved Dback o Hohegan around 1955, built a new house, and became the leader
0of a projlect to restore the Mohegan Church (Curlau 1956; Norwich Bulletin

1687, whi.ooh commenced in April 1956 (Mohegan Congregatiocnal Church
1870-1956, 16i). A 15-member steering committee was formed, consisting of
both Indians and non-Indians, but including Fowler (as president),

Giadys Tantaguidgeon (as secretary), and Harold Tantaquidgeon. With the aid
of £funds whick the Congregational Christian Church still held in trust for
the Mchegan parish, the building was refurbished extensively and rededicated
at Sunday services in November 1957, attended by "an overflow congregation”

{Cureau 1956; orwich Buliletin 1957},  Since its restoration, the Mohegan
church has again Dbecome a gathering place and social and political focal
point for the Ychegan group. _ .

Voight's »iography of Harold Tantaquidgeon implies that one of first things

.antaqu-dgecn ¢Z4d upon returning to Monhegan after being discharged from
ailitary service in the mid-1950's was *to work with Courtland Fowle
poanning and holding another Wigwam festival [Voight 1965, 183). Fowler
stat=d in a 1981 deposition, in reference to the Mohegan Church, that after
he and Tantaguidgeon built a brush arbor in 1956, "we had a wigwam" (Fowler
1981, 26). Group member Florence Rundell also recalled, in a 19383
deposition, that she attended a summer "pow-wow" during the 1950's, but that
this event was held at Fort Shantok Park (Rundell 1983, 15). Faith Davison,
another Mohegan member, stated in another 1983 deposition that she attended a
"Strawberry Festival” at Fort 3Shantok 1in the early 1960's, at which there
were also Narragansetts and Eastern Pequots (Davison 1983, 8). No other
sources, including the petition narrative, refer &tc any Yohegan wigwams,
homecomings, or pow-~wows during the 1950's or 1960's.

Voight describes Karold Tantaquidgeon's activities in opening the museum on a
full-time basis and serving as an Indian counselor to 4-H Clubs and the Boy
Scouts ~after his return {Voight 1965, 183-192), but provides no exampl=zs of
his political leadership. Neither does she make any further reference to a
tribal council.
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T was <3*imated in 1657, probably by the Tantaquidgeons, that there were
ess  than 200 group mexbers "spread throughout the United States with some 25
still living in or around the ancestral village" (New Haven Register 1957).
. In September of that year, anthropologist Ernest L.Schusky, then a doctoral

candidate at the University of Chicago, visited Mohegan as part of a brics
survey of Eastern Indians and ‘talked at length with Gladys Tantaquidgeon.
Schusky noted the Mohegan cemetery at Fort Shantox, the Tantaguidgeon museusn,
and  the I:zot  that only three familics remained in the traditional village:

the Fowlers, the Fieldings, and the Tantaquidgeons. He observed further that
the orly organization apparent was the Mohegan Church, which then had a
membership o Indians and a number of non-Indians. Schusky ccncluded his

& TN
- A
ieldnotes Sy stating that *he Mohegans had held their last fall festival in
he 1930's, "but now there is 2o reason for them to gather so that i1t appears
S 2 community, abt any rate, the YMohegans will disappear” (Schusky 1957).

[
¢

In 1959, at least 9 group members, including Fowler and Gladys Tantagquidgeon,
took part :in the Norwich tercentenary celebration, appearing in native attire
(w7 1984, TI:116). Fowler was profiled in a 1961 article in the Sunday
ragazine section of the Hartford Courant. It was noted in one of the photo
captions that

he was "one of about 150 Mohegan Indians still living, about a
dozen of

at
‘hem on  the old tribal lands near Montville,”" and that his Indian
name Wwas Little Hatchet.” The article also mentioned Fowler's efforts to

+
a2C

srescerve  Mohegan history, his cousins Harold and Gladys Tantaquidgeon and
their museum, and the restoration of the Mohegan Church, but made no
reference to grour activities or leadership {Kenney 1961).
Giadys Tantaquidgeon coamxunicated with anthropologist Nancy Lurie in April
1961 regarding the American Iandian Chicago Conference, which was held at the
University of <Chicage 1in June, under the coordination of anthropologist
Sol Tax (G. Tantagquidgeon 1961). There is no evidence that the Mohegans were

. among the 90 tribal groups that participated in this historic conference,
“which resulted in the £famous statement Xnown as the Declaration of Indian
Purpose [Prucha 1984, II:1089).

In 1%€7, John Hamilton, who had been living in California and elsewhere for a
aurber of vears (Damon 1981, 33), emerged among the Mohegans again as the
2ader of the Council of the Descendants of the Mohegan Indians, Inc. This
associa*ion was organized at a meeting in the home of Hamilton's niece,

Virginia Damen, 1in August of that year {Damon 1981, 12). One of the nain
purposes of tals organization, which was chartered as a domestic nonstock
orporation unler Connecticut law, was to again pursue the Mohegan land
claims f{Hamilton 1968; Council of the Descendants 1967; Damon 1981, 18). It
was believed, apparently, that incorporation was necessary in order to file
iitigation (MT 1985¢, 1I-B:49; Damon 1968). Bn election of officers took
21acs at a November 25 =meeting  at the Mohegan Church, attended by
approximately 50 people (Damon 1981, 16). Among the officers elected at this
neeting, at which bylaws were also adopted, were Hamilton as president,
Virginia Damo:r as secretary, and Loretta Schultz (Burrill Fielding's
daughter, who had previously served on the Tribal Council of Mohegan Indians
in 1933 and, iccording to Rowland Bishop, as secretary of Hamilton's alleged
prior organization) and Courtland Fowler as two of the six directors (Council
0of the Desceniants 1567). BAccording to a deposition given by Virginia Damon
in 1981, the bylaws of this corporation dissolved any previous Mohegan
councils (Damoar 1981, 9). The reason for this dissolution was not given.
‘ Neither 1is it known whether she was referring to councils based at Mohegan
and/or the alleged separate council formed by Hamilton in the 1930's or
1540's. :
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Rowland Bishcp iaptied in a 1981 deposition that this Council did not replace
the Mohegan «council all:zged by him to have operated outside of the Hontville
township area. which he claimed to have headed during Hamilton's absence.

Rishop, who was not involv=d initially with the new organization, stated that
upon  the formation of the Council of the Descendants, Loretta Schultz, who he
-lainred was secretary of *the alleged prior organization, became z dlrector n€
he new Coun~il, She was then replac=d as sscretary of the prior

srganiczation by Ler niece, Loretta Fielding Roberge (Bishop 1981, 47-49,
637 Howev=t Roberge alsc served as secretary for the Council of the
Jcsrcendants af.-; Cotobey 1262, when Damon resigned that position (Council of
tLe Descendants 968c) . As detailed below, Hamilton and Bishop formed yet
ancther orgaq:ra‘*:n In 1970, comprised in part of Hamilton supporters who
“ad previously Dbeen Involved with the Council of the Descendants and those
whom Bishop <laired had been active in Hamilton's priosr organiczatioen,
neiludiag Scth fchulsz and Reberge (3ishop 1977, '

Meetings of the Council of the Descendants were held on a regular hasis for &
time, &t l=ast among thc officers and directors, and one of the other
dirsctors, FaitA Davison, later recalled that they were attended generally by
10-15 rembers ({Javison 1983, 17). Membership duss were <collected and
coptributions werz soilcited for a legal fund (Council of the Descendants
1963a; . L notice Ic¢r an August 1963 meeting at the Mohegan Church indicated

e
| W v RPN A -
that “Ae Foa=gan

gan  m=nberstiip records were "quite outdated™ (Damon 1968).
Attorney Jero.c Y. Griner, who later preparei the Mohegan acknowledgment
petition.  was  uirved %o rzpr=sent th2 Council (Damon 1981, 98). He discussed
land c¢iaims at & Septenber 13635 Leeting in Mchegan, at which Courtland Fowler
2150 addressed issues regarding +he Mohegan Church and the Fort Shantok
burial ground {Ccunc:il of the Descendants 1968b). The organization's October
1962 meeting, attzndzd Dby about 50 meabers, included a succotash supper at
the Mcohegan Churzch (Council of the Descendants 1962c¢).
Tn Secenber of 1%F7, “Chief" Harold Tantaquidgeon, who was not apparently a
mewder of the Iouncil :f the Descendants, took part in ceremonies marking the
ning of th:e “ohegan-Pequat Bridge across the Thames River, not far from

lﬂ
<~.$U

ope <
Tort Shantok {Thamess River Bridge Commission 1967).

Aaccording to lier 1981 deposition, Virginia Damon and sther Mohegan "elders”
viewed the <Zouncil of the Descendants as being " a separate entity” from the
Yohegan tribal ,roup, "because it was a corporation" to which "not all of the
Yohegans Longedl” Likewise, they did not consider Hamilten to be the
primary leader or "chief" of the Mohegans in the same way that the Fieldings
wad  been (Damon 1981, 137-38). Thus, they became disturbed when he asserted,
in the media and elsewhere, that he was the "Grand Sachem of the
“ohegan~Pequot Indian Nation for 1ife,” and named Rowland Bishop, his
designated “chief counsslor,” *to succeed him in this role. Thease elders
claimed that Hamilton also dissolved the Council <¢f the Descendants’
constitution and bylaws arbitrarily, naming his own officers and directors to
replace those elected {(Andrews 1970a; Norwich Bulletin 1970). However, three
of his supporters, Albert Baker, Florence Rundell, and Viola Cholewa, stated
in affidavits that the governing documents had been "unanimously repealed” on
November 30, 1969 (A. Baker 1970; Rundell 1970; Cholewa 1370).
Rowland Bishop also <claimed 1later that the directors were changed at a
meeting that *“ook place at Connecticut College in New London (perhaps the
same one at which the governing documents were repealed), to which
Virginia Damon, Courtland Fowler, Faith Davison, and others were not invited,
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because they had been kicked out of the organization. Bishop, whe had not
previously been involved with the Council of the Descendants, also stated
rect

that he and others were named as the new dir

s so thz: the corporation
could be dissolved (Bishop 1981, 68, 70, 72-74).

Claiming that BHamilton alsoc failed to inforx th%. organizaticn's mexbsrs of
his actions &nd expenses regarding the Mohegan claiszs. his detracters zovzd
first to elect new officers for the Councii of the Descendants and then %o
"establish once and for all just who hzl the -ight 2f succession “o “he
leadership” 1ir. order "to stop thi Business of 2:03.¢ naming themselves
sachen” {Andrews 1970a; Norwich Bulletin 1970).

At a board n1eeting of the corporate offizers -f +he Councii of  the
Descendants, fCharles Harris (whose identity -ould ne- Lo Setsrmined from “t=
available documentation) was <clected to replace John Hamilton as president.

Hamilton's ccusin, Virginia Morgan Goodman was
- Virginia Damon was retained as secretary, and Rob
Loretta Schultz and grandaught=
treasurer. Charles Harris re
ec

lzcted viczs-president,
rta Cooney, daughter of
r of Chief Burrill Fielding, was elected

+ ﬂ) Q.

signed subsequently and Virginia Damon's
daughter, Cheryl Harris, was elected by the board to replace 2im as president
{Norwich Bulletin 1970). The availlable documentation did not indicate the
relationship, 1if any, between Charles Harris and Caeryl Harris.

Regarding the selection of a new Mohegan ieadsr, Virginia Damon stated in her
1921 deposition that she was asked by "z211 the elders of the Tribe" to send
letters to the 38 heads ¢f X¥chegan families ask¢n then "1if there was any
reason why Courtland TFowler couid 1ot be Sachez" (Damon 2981, 18; what is
meant Dby the term "elders”™ here and who they all were could not be determined
from the available references). She c¥plained that 1% was "traditional :o¢
nctify heads >f families, ané then [have] the heads of families notify the
rest of the people"” (Damon 1381, 18). A date was set in Mav 1970, by which
time <¢those against TFowler's sclection were supposed to return their letters
and state in #riting why they were oppos=d. Thuose «ho had no objections did
not have to take any action. "We did that," Damon <es*ified, "so that pecpl:s
wouldn‘t have to spead money for postage.” She also reported that "there
were no negative letters" (Damon 1581, 12, 22-23; se¢ aiso G. Tantaquidgeon
1881, 28).

A meeting was  then held at the HMohegan Church on Mazy 17, 1870, attended
reportadly by between 20 and 37 group members (Andrews 1970h; Norwich
Bultet:i 1970; Fowler 19804, 15-16; Bishop 1981, 22 Damon stated in her
dejosition that: this meeting was for the original bho of directors cf the
Council of the Descendants and the *ohegan elders and

[ e V]

hat Cohn Hamilton did
not attend, ewven though an anncuncement had been sent %o him (Damon 1981,

19-200. Three Hamilton supporters who dil attend later stated in af€idavits
that they considered the meeting illegal because of the repealsd
-constitution. They also stated that of the ten so-called "elders" who called
the feeting, only one, Beatrice Labensky, who was Hamilton's sister and
Paron's usothe:r had been previously considered to have elder status, and that
she "had Dbeen removad by the Grand Sachem's Edict of May 10, 1970" (A. Baker
1970; Rundell 157C; <Chclewa 1970). Rowland Bishop, who was also present,
state ‘n a -981 deposition that two days prior to the meeting the Hamilton

Tn

ion 4a.’s¢ issuaed an "encyclical” against Courtland Fowler, considered
to be a non-Indian, denying him "adoption into the Mohegan tribe”
-

L, 3.
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Chery. Harris presided over the meeting and Virginia Damon told those
gathered that it had been called at the request of herself and seven other -
Mohegan elders, including Virginia Goodman, Loretta Schultz, Hamilton's
brother Roy, and his sister, Beatrice Labenski (Harold Tantaquidgeon and his ‘
sister Gladys appear not to have played a role in any of this). Damon stated
“hat, she nominated Courtland Towler to be the Mohegan leader or "sachem"
because he =a:zt what was purported to be the traditional lineage requirement,

and because Ye¢  was  "an honest man." According to a newspaper report, no
€urthe: rominations were made, although Rowland Bishop spoke in defense of
Yamilton and displayvaed & notarized document signed by sixX group members
at*zsting 2 Faxiltoa's claim of thaving been elected Grand Sachem in 1933
{Andrews 1570b). Damon later denied that Bishop or any reporters had been
aresent {Jamon 13%1, 20-21)
Afrer e discussion Dbecame hcated, the Hamilton supporters present, all of
whoz claimed to e legitimate Telders,” walked out of the meeting (again,
what 1s 2eant by the term eldsrs in this context is not known). According to
VaryiLg o artcounts this protestingy faction consisted of between 4 and 27
¥“ohegans Fowlzar's nouinsrilon was “hen endorsed unanimously by between eight
an? twelva group members ‘Andrews 19%70L; Norwich Bulletin 1970; Fowler 1980d,
1%-16; A. Bager 1370; undell 1770; Tholewa 1970: Bishop 1981, 34). Although
it 28 rzzortzd in 2 local newspaper that "ballcts would be sent through the
«all s¢  all. 300 Yohegans will Dbe able to vote" (Andrews 1970b), no evidence
was found  or provilsd te indicate that such post-meeting balloting ever took
plice. ‘ ’
PURSUING LITIGATION & ACRNOWLEDGMENT, 1971-1979 .
Whzn © the natire of his leadership in a 1980 deposition, Courtland
Towlzz *hat he considered himself to be a "spokesman for the Mohegan
pmopLe, B stated *that between his election in 1970 and the drafting
of i tticn In 1972, during which time he did not attend any group
agetings, "he didn't \a:e to speak at anything™” (Fow;er i980d, 18-19). VWhen
askel to {Jescribe TFowler's role, Virginia Damon stat in a 1981 deposition
“hat

52 Joisn't contronl our lives, but there are lots of times when we
aced  information that I call hir or there are other peopl:z that
captact e that need information, and I call him or send L=z up
there (to Mohegan] (Damon 1981, 41).

%

Damon's daughter, Faith Davison, stated In a 1983 deposition that Fowler
“always seemed like a gathering poin*" (Davison 1983, 21). Jayne Fawcett, a
¥ohegan residen: and member of the 1980 Tribal Council, also testificd that

If there were questions as to what the Mohegans should do or not do,
;here were several of the older people, and ¥r. Fowler, we would
onsul® Dbefore doing 1it, whether it was a parade or to support
soutt“;.g I would not do certain things without consulting Mr.
Towler or my uncle and aunt [Harold and Gladys Tantaquidgeon]. .

.If they said something, it was to be that way, whether I agreed
with them cor not (Fawcett 1980, 31-32). ‘
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Fowler continued to Dbe active in efforts to further restore the Mohegarn
Church, which was estimated in 1972 to have I4 members {(Johmson 1972). A
month after .his election, in June 1970, Hamiiton and Bishop filed a
certificate of dissolution for the Council of the Descendants with the State
of Connecticut (Bishop & Hamilton 1970). Apparently, this action was taken
without the lnowledge of Virginia Tamon and other of the original officers

{Jamon 1981, 48). A drfferent sct of officers and directors werz listed on
the dissolution certificate, not all of whom wers Mohegans, and some of whom
claired that thev were not made aware of being designated as Touncil officers
until  many y-ars later (Rundell 1983, 24; Hennessy 19381, 27). No evidence
is  been presented to indicate that “he Council of *the Descendants continu=?
to function &fter it was discovere¢ that It hzxd been dissolved as a
corpcration. However, Virginia Damon impliisd In her 1981 deposition that she
sontinucd o be "looked on . . . as Secretary for the Tribe" (Damon 1981, 8).

In  September of 1370, Hamilton and 3ishop drew up a constitution and bylaws

for a new organization calied the Confederation of the MNohegan-Fequot

amarican Indian Nation and Aff:liated Algonquin Tribes. Hamilton, or "Grand
~

Sachem Rclliiang Thunder,”™ was designa*._d as presidant and "Supreme Ruler,” and
3ishep, or "Suagamore Chief Wounded Wolf," was named vice-president and "Chief
Counse.cr %o -he Grand Sachem." Mexbership, which required a registration
fee ¢f §25.00 and monthly duss ¢f $2.00, was open to all persons of American
Indian biood, and to others by adoption {Confszderation of the Mohegan-Pequot
158760, A number of Haxilton's Mohegan followers were among the 25-50 members

vl

who attznded ‘the meetings of the Zonfederation, which were held primarily at
3 ¥ary's Church in Stonington, Connscticut, but were also held on occasion

at the Mohegan Church and at an Tpiscopal church in Groton, Connecticut. It

-

has been 2stimated that an average of l1zss than six meetings were held each
year DHetween 1970-1979  (Hennessy 1981, 22, 2f%£; Rundell 1983, 21; Hamilton

- ~a ~n "~ .
62 . L %

-.u_, -y >

1]

2awland 3ishep imnlied In 3 1981 deposition thit this organization was mersly
& ccntinvation of the separate couﬁcil that had been in place sincs at least
1933, when Hanllton was conflrmed allegedly as Grand Sachem. He claimed that

the merbers o2t at  St. Mary's beginning in 1977, bhecause most of them were

2oman  Cathelic and because they had become too numerous tc be accommodated
any lcnger in private homes. He estimated average attendence to be between
57 and A% ambers  (Bishop 1981, 22, 43-54, 58-59). The organization's 26
"councillors," as listed on letterhead stationery used in 1977, included
vepresentatives  from  the three major Mohegan descendart families (Fielding,
Storey, and aker;. It alsoc included several individuals who had been
Involved  with the Couneil of the Descendants. Among them were

_orctta Schul:z, Charles Harris, Roberta Cooney, and Albert Baker. Alsc
listed was Donnell Ramiiton, a nepbew of John Hamilton who is now a member of
the present IlMohegan Tribal <Council (Bishop 1977). Whether these listed
councillers were actually involved in Confederation 4ctivities is not known.
As was demonstrated in the wmatter of the dissolution certificate for the
Council of ‘h= Descendants, Hamilton and Bishop had previously used the names
of individuals without thelr xnowledge or consent.

Tno2 1981 desasition, Hamilton reviewed a lls*t of the 267 individuals whom h=
considered to be Mohegans, although he stated that there might be as many as
20C members. Among those zxcluded from Hamilton's list wers
Courtland Fowier, *he Tantaquidgeons, and two members of the Mohegan Tribal
Council electel in 1980 (Hamilton 1981, 70-71, 75).
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After Hamilton continucé in media appearances to clals to be "grand Sachenm of
the “ch;gans,” describing his role to one reporter as "basically that of an
emperor,” Jayne Fawcett, a school teacher and niece of the Tantaquidgeons,
and her non-Indian husband Richard, who was the assistant superintenden*t of
schools in Montville ‘*ownship, circulated a form leztter to Mohegan familes
asxiag them to declare *%that HKamilton was no*t so recognized {J. Fawcett
1870, She later c¢lzizcd tha*t 166 Mohegans rnacde such a dzclaration !(Trimel
1377a)

R group was id-ntific in a pudbliication of the Bureau of
z 1873 In the appendix of his acadenic study entitizd The
3 Tocise Jiftizens, Burcau official Theodore W. Taylor listed
“he Mehe the catsgovy of "Indian Groups Without Trust Land.” This
Jublicatl was srepared in part while Taylor was a Tellow at the
Brockings on, =stizat=d the population of %he "¥sochegan Community,
vew  Lond to he 150, IY also noted that most of *he Indians in
Zonnectic: d no spsclal services fronm  the State necause of *their
statas a3 aylor 1972, 21%, Z28).

Tn 1873, tuz Connectizut  legisiature enacted a 111 creating an Indian
2ffairs CZouncil  (CIAZY consusiing =f r=zpresentatives from the five Indian
grouns Lo the state, inciuding the ﬁohegan (CT General Statutes 1983).
Tarilten fought against the crcation of this council and refused to recognize
it (¥T 1524 I:15€), bu: Fowler appointsd an individual to serve as its
Yotegan  rotcesentative (CT Tondiaxn Affalrs Touncil 1973-1983; Murtha 1983, 17;
¥yles 1980, 100, In a3 Zezosition taken in ¢9ou, the group's representative
“o  the TTAC stated that the cnly Iadian Affairs Council activity that "really
concerned Mohegans”™ was protection of the burial grounds at Fort Shantok"
Myles 1920, 1) '

Yitheough  this  iadividual waz  later =zlected to the zroup's constitutional
committes and the 1980 ¥ohegan Tribal Council, no evidence has been found
“hat n.ls pavson Ieets the group's membership requirement of being of Mohegan
descent. Tn 1374, tais individual became the co-founder of an organization
in Merilen Connecticut Xnown as American Indians for Development (AID).

Thlis non-zrafit corporation has administered

assistance programs for
ious Federal and State

first ten years {Benedict

Connecticut Iadians with funds provided by var

agencics, as 4c.l as oy private donations. A ¥ohegan representative sat on
the 3oard oI Directors of aAID for at least its

1585) ‘

While the petition asserts that a Mohegan Tribal Council was also formed in
*
-

1973 (MT 1984, 1I:15, 1i56), i
zxistence during the 1970's.

presents no evidenc

In aAugust, 1974, a g¢roup of individuals affili

organization raii.ed Native Mohegans Inc. Virginia Damon's

¢ that such a body was in

ated with AID formed an
! daughter,

Christine Murtha, was its president, the non-Mohegan individual who served as

e

the Yohegan ripresentative to the Connecticut Indian Affairs Commissions was

i vice-psresident, and Tamon served as its secretary. Murtha stated in a
01933 deposition <+hat the purpose of Native Mohegans Inc. was %o establish
lines of communicat 1on between Mohegan families regarding group functions and
nistory  (Murtha 1983, 18-19). Virginia Damon alsoc noted in a 1981 deposition
that another of its functions was "to dispense literature that was coming

hrough all the time about what Indians could do and the different changes in

the law, and so forth" (Damon 1981, 120).
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Murthz o 3tat ei -hat  MYativs Mohegans Inc. was <ccnsidered "an organizstion
wi-Sin the  tribe" and not 1ts alter ego, and that 1t still recognized Fowler
as the 1le adex of the Mohegans (Murtha 1583, 18-13: Damon noted that its
f.nctions were narrower than those assumed previously by the Council of the
Descendants (Damon 1981, 120). Mur+thz stated further that until around 1973,
*Yis organization met =<«very six months at e€lther Tamon's house or at Fort
Shantok, and that these me<tings were attendsd Dy &an average of 15-20 secple
"Muyrtha T03 0 17-18)

Lo LoTT Jour Hanllton and at*o‘nﬂy Jerome M. Griner fil=d two si.its against
o nnecticut irn the U.S. District Court -n Fartiord on behalf of
th= =3 r the rz2covery of ﬂOO acres in Yontvllls township, on Jisunds
“hat *his ¢ nad be=ua conveyed in violation of thz Indlan Noan-Int=rcodrss
tcts  {U.5. District C 1977, Krulitz 1973}, Inclided within this acrecage
was Fort Shantox Par he Montville State Police barracis, part of State
Tcad 32, and  aaif of iohegan-Pequo* Bridgz over the Thames 3Schoolcraft
2382} The two  sul ere later coansolidated £for consideration by the
Court. At Griner's r t, the Court* stayeld the proceedings on November 8,

1984, wuntil the Depa t of the Interior issued a final determination
segarllay Tederal acknd grent of the Mohegan (Blumenf=13 1984).

Apparently, this sult was filed without the prior xnowledge of many, if not
wosh, of ths o =G&En Because thc litigation had the effect of
freecing r=al 2s a s within the area and generating a lot of ill
will toward 2 LtnOunLcd puclicly by approximately 20 group
aernbers «Lo village arca, inciuding Gladys Tantaquidgeon

Tawcett again ¢

a

7a).

that "while I will no
him as their Grand Sa
)

and role, *elling a
ieve nost do not
ped organize the Mohe

nade up wmostly i non-Indian property owners,
2577b), and tried to in*tcrest the producer of the
Minutes” in covering the 1ss.e (R. Tawcett & 5. Tawe
Or. behalf of the "Mohega: dian Group," Hani

In
attorney Griner petitioned the Department of
acgxnowledgrent as an Indian tribe on July iz, I

challenged Hanilton's title
T speak for all Mohegans I
chenmn” rimel 21577a). She

(T

gan Citizens Action Group,
to £ight the suit (Trimel
T3S television saries "60
ottt 18775 .

:1ton, as Grand Sachenm, ané

the Interior for Federal

978 (Griner 1978). Again,

this action w:s taken without the knowledge of many group members. At least

six Mohegans ‘iucluding Virginia DaTon ané Jayne
protest h vzrious  Federal officials, inclu
{ongressnern 2.¢ *he Assistant Secretary cf the In

Fawcett) wrote letters of
ding the Presilent, two
terior for Indian Affairs.

~hese 1ndividuals challenged Hamilien's authority to take such action siace

they did not consider him to be the Mohegan le

ader (Lamphere 1979; Damon

2978 Sword 1979; Strickland 1%79:3,197%b; Goodman 1879). In aédition,
Cayne Fawcett requested <+the Department to defer action on the Mohegan

setition {J. Fawcett 1979).

In 1978, the Samithsonian Institution published
anthc’ov\ on the thnoleogy and ethaohistory of th
rdlti-volume Eand

<

Eznd ¥ of Horth American Indians
did not identify
s
n

although 1t did
cohesive groups i

that the Mohegan had been ais

United States Department of the Interior, Office of Federal Acknowledgement

a coxnprehiensive research
¢ Northeast as part cf it
{Trigger 1978). This work

g
(]
or note *the existence of a modera Yohegan tribal entity,
t

torically "one of the more

Wew EZngland for many years”" (Conkey et al. 1978, 181).
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Inspired vreportedly by AID, and perhaps to counteract Hamilton's activities,

the XYohegans began in 1979 to create a more formal group organization (New
.London Day 1§79b). A meeting was called 1in May to discuss the idea of
setting up a“ comstitutional committee. Fowler stated that *he purpose of
adopting such- a document "would be to protact the Indian burial ground in

Fort Shantok and to preserve the Mohegan culturs.” Claizing %o r=present

35-40 Mohegans in Connecticut and 150 na%tionally, he statc“ “hat hi
followers were opposed to the land suit and disputs

Grand Sachem (New London Day 197%a).

=& Hamil:zon's =laim *o he

In August, 1979, a seven-wember constitutional comnit
a governing document. The ballots were certified
of the Indian Rights Association in Philadsliphia. T
132 ballots were cast for 7 candidates.

" Gladys Tantaquidgeon; Courtland Fowler, Sr.; Jayue
Ernest W. Gilman, <Jr.; Lynn Cicero; and Loretta Schs
Schultz had been an officer previously of the Tr
Indians in 1933 and one of the directors of the Counci

am
<

o r

i &
(1))

ncil of Mohegan
1¢ Descendants in
1967. She was also listed among the councillors »f Hamilton's Mohegan-Pequot
Confederation, and was claimed to have been secretary of the tribal
organization wiich Hamilton is alleged %to have forzed in 1933 (Officers of
the Tribal Coincil of Mchegan Indians 1933; Council of the Descendants 1967;
Bishop 1577: Bishop 1981, 47-49, 68). .

A Mohegan Hom:@coming was held at Fort Shantok Fark in August 1979. This
event may hav: been the first major group gathering since the 1941 Wigwam
Festival. However, at least two group members, in depositions taken between
1981-1983, vref:r to homecomings starting again in 1977 (see Gilman 1983, 14;
Damon 1981, 32), and there are other references to a "wigwan" being held in .
1956 (Voight 1965, 183; G. Tantaquidgeon 1981, 26). Further data regarding
the nature and extent of participation in these earlier events was neither

provided nor found. A meeting between the elected constitutional committee,
chaired by Courtland Towler, and what was described as the Mohegan Ad Hoc
Committes took place at that time [¥T Ad Hoc Committee 1973). A lis%t of
attendees indi:ztes that at least 147 adults and children attended the
homeconing (MT 1979), and although Giadys Tantaquidgeon did not consider it
to be a trad.tional Wigwam, she did state that the Mohegans "would like to
have annual gatherings to preserve the Indian .culture £or the younger
descendants"” {(Lodge 1979).

COMPETING ORGZNIZATIONS, 1980-1988

2 referendum was held on the proposed constitution in January, 1980. An
advertisement was placed in at 1least one local newspaper, notifying "All
Mohegan Tndian::” tha*t they aight obtain a ballot and a copy of the
constitut for review (New London Day 1980a). It is not known how voting
e¢lglbl-lay was determined. The ballots, again collected and certified by
the Indiar Ri¢hts Association, 1indicated that 92 percent of the voters
favored adoption of the document as written (Fowler 1980a). A March meeting
foilowed in New London, at which 19 members were nominated to fill the 9
positions on the Tribal Council (Fowler 1980b). 1In April, the Indian Rights
Association certified that 138 ballots were counted. The five members who .

received the most votes, and were therefore elected to two-year tarms, were:
Gladys Tant:zquidgeon; Courtiand Fowler, Sr.; - Jayne Fawcett;
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Ernest ¥. Gilman, Jr.; and Brian Myles. The next four, elected to one-year
terms, were: Lynn Cicero; Virginia Damon; Courtland C. Fowler; and
Tmdythe M. Fitzpatrick. John Hamilton finished 15th out of the 19 nominees

. {Cadwalader 1980). Two of the members elected do not appear to have any
¥ohegan ancestry.

The nine-member Tribal Council held its first meeting in May, 1980, at which
ire 1t «chose officers. Courtland Fowler, Sr., was elected chairman,
ladys au.aqu :dgeon, vice-chairman, and Virginia Damon, secretary-treasurer
Fowler 19280c¢). When, 1in a deposition given that August, Fowler was asked
ic  van “he affairs c¢f the Mohegans” before the 1980 Tribal Council was
elzcted, "or did anyone?,” he replied "We didn't have any affairs to run.
hobody'"  (Fowler 15804, 3Z). Later in the same deposition, however, he stated
“hat 1: had appointed a representative to the State Indian Affairs Council in
1273 Towley 19804, 51). That individual, who was also elected to the Tribal
Counc:l ia 13%%0, stated :in his own deposition that the Mohegans had had no
"regular neetings" between 1973 and 1980, and that he could not answer
accuratzly regarding any period prior to that (Myles 1980, 16). However,
another of ths members who does not appear to have Mohegan ancestry recalled

in = 1981 dchSlulOH that she attended a ¢roup meeting at the old Fuller
Srush  Coaxpany ia  Hartiord. A.though she stated that Courtland Fowler was
sresent, shz 25210 not remenber the purpose of the meeting (Weaver 1981, 16).

Another Tribal Council nexbsr, Jayne Fawcett, agreed in a 1980 deposition
that she  knew ¢f no Mohegan tribal council prior to 1979 (Fawcett 1980, 31).
Tribal senretaty Virginia Dazon testified in a 1981 deposition that the only
Mohegan grouy activity she was aware of between the 1941 Wigwam festival and

the forration of the Council of the Descendants in 1967 was the rededication
of *he Mohegan Church in 1957 (Damon 1981, 33-37). Although Tribal Council
L8mb:zr Iruest W. Gilman, Jr. was away in the Navy between 1951 and 1971, he
stated In a .983 deposition that he could net remember any group activities
aricr o 1951, during which “ize he lived in the base village area. He also
st3tes  that  tha*t even though. he returned to the Mohegan area after his
discharge in .97%1, he did not attend any group meeting until the late
1370's. Gilman further testified that the main reason that the Tribal
Council was fo:med at that time was "to oppose Hamilton" (Gilman 1983, 8, 22,

-

“ e

In  August 1880, secretary Damon reperted to the Council that 100 ballots had
been Sl fror members (presumably by mail) voting on the gquestion of
whethe or nolt to intervene in the pending land suit. The result was 96 in
favor and 3 opposed, with 1 unmarked ballot (Damon 1980c¢). The Council
decided subsequently to ta%z over legal action as plaintiff in the claim and
to employ John Williams of New Haven as its attorney (MT 1980e, 1; New London
Jay 1980; Williams then brought in Jerome Griner as associate counsel).
Evidently, the Council also elected another AID affiliate who does not appea
to be of ¥ohegan descent to replace another non-Mohegan individual as both a
~council =s=2xzber and as the ¥ohegan representative to the Connecticut Indian
affair Council. (CIAC), ft2r that individual resigned to attend law school
(T 1980e¢, 2). By 1983, this new representative was chairaan of the CIAC (cT

Iadian Affairs Council 1973-1983).

~ e

. Bylaws drafted for the council were never adopted fcrzally and are of no
effect. Although minutes of recent group meetings were not submitted, the
petitioner states that they have not taken place every 90 days as called for
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under the by.aws (¥T 13585c, I-B:114). While it is evident from secondary
sources that new council members have been elected or appointed since 1980
(Jayne Fawcetf's daughter, Melissa Fawcett-Sayet, for example, was reportzd
to be the v:.ce-chairman in 1986 ([Croteau 1986], and Catherine Lamphere,
Ra’ph W. Sturges, Carlisle Fowler, and Donnell E. Hamilton were listed as

ouncil members in 1937 I[Griner 1987)), no evidence was presented that
=¢e:t10ﬁs have taken place every year as specified in the constitution
[¥? 138Ca, &), or that they have taken place 2%t all. A part of the petition
narrative subnitted in 1985 states that the iast Council was formally

nder t snstitution in 198C"  (MT I285c, I-B:ii4).

ncsa 19:0 the bal Council has dealt with such issues as the land suit,
a menbership 1ist, and the probien of trespassers on
ds {MT.1980e; CT Indian Affairs Council 1673-1983). At
¢ 1384, it decided to support the pet;tion for Federal
to work with JCerome Grinér in collecting supportive
a 1984). As chairman of the council, Courtland Fowler
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ted the Mohegans in external affairs with goveranmental agencies
s, communrity groups, and schools (Tashjian 1983; Bessett 1987;
7 Jacobs 1927). At some point between 1980 and 1985, a Mohegan

ment Plan was drzwa  up. This document estimated group
¢ "around 500" (MT n.d.).
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ace 1979, the Yohesgans have held a Homecoming each August at Fort Shantok
. Registered attendance drepped from a* least 147 individuals in 1979 to

In 1930 YT 1977; 15804; CAG 1985, 155-56); a difference which may be
te  fact that the latter event was held reportedly during
T While a 1list of 1983 attendees drawn up by Fowler
6 members (C. Fowler 1983), Gladys Tantaquidgeon stated that
the 1985 Homecoming (Nugent 1986a).

S
inclement weath
included only
over 200 caxe to

Independent of the activities of the Mohegan Tribal Council and its elected
cfficers, Johno Fanilten continued to. assert Ll role as leader of the
¥ohegans. 5is oae<gan-Pequot Confederation continued to hold meéatings at
L a Lir~h in Stonington. His chief councilor, Rowland Bishop, later
testi 227 individuals were 1in attendence at a Yay 1981 meeting
(Bish 58). However, documentation rsgarding the activities of the
SYgan ¢y that date has not been found.

as  "Graud - 2f the ¥ohegan Tribe," Hamilton dismissed attorney Griner as
counsel  in land suit in 1981 (Hamiliton et al. 1981) and proceeded to hire
a number of other attorneys, includiang Robert 2. Cohen of Hartford and
Edward Wheeler of the Washington D.C. 1law firm of Wheeler and Wheecler

-

“acGregor 198%). However, the Tribal Zouncil, which was already represented
dy John Williams, retaincd Griner 'as associate counsel and he was successful
“a arguing preliminary issues. The matter of who represented the Yohegans
bYecane sc confiused that the presiding judge ordered each attorney %o give him

& letter explaining who had retained them (Schoolcraft 1982).

amilton continued to generate a great deal of controversy. After a number

of ohegans protested his suits against the State, he threatened to file even
nore claims (Condon 1977). He adopted non-Indians into the "Mohegan-Pequol
¥ation," including Patty Hearst, the convicted felon and daughter and heir of

newspaperman W:lliam Randolph Hearst (Hamilton 1981, 46), and Connecticut
Governor =lla T. Grasso f(as "Princess Bright Evening Starlight") (Worwich
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Builetin He conducted Indian baptismal and marriage services
{New Londorn _pay ‘98¢; McCabe 1985), and performad a special pre-nuptial
blessing at the California wedding of Patty Hearst to Bernard Shaw, her
former prison guard, in 1979 (Turan 1979). ‘Mounted on horseback in full
Indian regalia, Hamilton and Rowland Bishop picketed the Rose Arts Festival

in MNorwich each June between 1974 and 1976, claiming that it was being held

cn thz gravss of thelir ancestors !¥c¢w London Bay 1377,
Iltn : hinmself from the activities of thz
g €y 1985, he reportedly attended a tribal
b i ¢lause of the constitution. Since no
cs: oresuned that e voted ia favor of the
ad
Tn okl in Yay 1928, at age 9C \Norw'ch Bulletin
%82) »=dia as the leader of a group Xnown as
Slis LI ¥ tue residence of some of its members in
the iashl r i Lizs southeas* of Norwi~h arnd Just across the
Thares  fres Youtville township). The origin of this group, which also calls
itself thue Mohegan Tribe, and its political relationship, if any, to
Yanilton's Co"f'ierafion of the ¥ohzgan-P:2quot American Indian Nation and -
Affiliated Algongein Tribes  is not known. The known members of the Preston
growp  ‘Freston Mohegan  Zadilan Group 19870 do not  appear to be related
genealogically to =sither th: memHersh:p of the petitioning group or the known
enhers  of T nfederation, althoucgh manv share the common surname of
Towler o : s somr: <vidence that at least one other member of
the petitisning suoup has been involved in the activities c¢f the Preston
gronp {£&°
Too Gotohe: 198F, EHamilton and  the Preston Yohegans gained a great deal of
local publicity when they protested the construction of a. $€0 million
incineratioan piant Yo ccnvert wasts into energy at a si%te in Preston claimed
by then  te be anclznt Mohsgen Ddurial grounds (Rosenbush 1586a; Farragher
19%6; Rau 1383). Cou“*’and Fowler was compelled once again to disavow
Bamilteon's ‘claiz of ‘heing the supreme leader of all Yohegans. Although the
Yohegan Tribal Council acknowledged that Hamilton was considered a member of
the ¢roup it resented, it denied a request to extend blanket membership to
41l of the on Mohegans (Nugen: 1586h; °os“nbush 1986»). Following
Hamiltoa's d:a- in May 1988, Eleanor €. Fort {a.k.a. "Queen Rippling
Waters"! sent a4 letter to members o‘ the 7Zre bton group announcing that

Hamilton had appointed her, sometime prior to his death, as his successor as
5rand Sachem of the Mohegan Tribe . 2ccipients of this letter were requested
t5> vreturn enclosed ballots designatlng whether or not they faveored the
appointment (Fortin 1988). The results of the mail ballot are not known, but
it 1is presumed that the appointment was confirmed as Fortin appears to have
continued her rolc¢ as primary leader of the Preston Mohegan group.

The Mohegan t ibal group In the Montville township area was identified by
anthreopologis William S. Simmons  in ki 1986 study of the history and
folklore of Few Zngland tribes between 2620 and 1984. Simmons described the
group's "tribél cexnter on ¥chegan Hill" and stated that "the little community
is still very wmuch alive.” After relating much of the extant Mohegan
folklore, the author noted that some +traditional stories regarding the
legendary Cheepi and the Little People are still remembered by a few

farilies, "although no new folklore about these figures has been created for
some time" (Simmons 1986, 34, 259).
5%
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In coniunction with the  Land suit filed In 1377, the Assistant Attorney
General «f the 3tate of Connecticut, Francis J. MacGregor, deposed 24
individuals baetween 1980 and 1983 who claimed toc be Mohegans (five ¢f the
deponents are present group members who do not appear to have any Mohegan
ancestry, and one, who was the secretary of Hanilton's DMNohegan-Pequot
cenfzderation, may or =y not have Mohegan ancestry, but is not a *“wber of
the etitioning group!). regor selected as deponents those who resided in
TonoeTilonr and night tse: for— Se more likely to attend group funct‘ons, and
35 aan as possiblc who had grown up in Yoatviile township or neighboring
towns  and/or  were presently  living in the area. He also tried to sel=oc*
thosz  who wers over 50 ycars of age (18 of the 231} so that they might =z-=
a7 an opportuaity  to Jiscuss group acktivities with older members who would
ye been living in  the early part of the century. Attcrneys representing
rtw  Mihegans were given sriary aotice of all depositions, all were taken undzr
cath and in most <c2s:s the deponant was rejressnted by counsel (CAG 1983,
1L, 183-54).
The dupositions reflect the relative scarcity of group intsraction over the
previcus  four decad:s Sone  of the deponents of Yohsgan ancestry, although
Tis*=d as members of the petitioning group, indicated that they had had
sinizal or 0o soCIial  or political contact with th: petitioner, and had not
sr-vizusly maintained trilhal relations with the Mohegans in the baze village
area Included among these deponents were some who claimed to be aligned
with the the <tribal dy in the Mohegan area, some who continued to be
supportsrs of I2uhn Ha on, and others who had had littie or no contact with
cither  of  tlhiese  Mohe Zivisions Hamilton and his supporters and some of
those who haid or no previous contacts also stated that they did
act  recognize v of Courtland Fowler or the Mohegan Tribal
Council. Thie ¢ rs who do not appear to »e of Mohegan ancestry
indicated that ‘*hey hal i;te;ac*cd socially and politically with members in
+he Dbase vililigs area, although only one of these five deponents claimed any
contacht prior to the carly 1570's
Sor 0f the deponents who 1ived in or near the base village gave evidence
the* ‘thzre "has been ‘some level of informal cohesiveness within the groug,
particularly asong  the Fielding descendants {some of this evidence has been
presp ted previously in this report). Yet, even the statements of those

nexbers who have heen most active in recent group events _point to the paucity
of Mohegan activitles during the years between the 1941 Wigwam festival and

“he organization of the Mohegan Tridbal Council in 1573 fszome of this evidence

has alsa W 2reswnted previously in this report).

On December 2¢, 1984, +the first six <volumes of the documented Mohegan
pectition were hand-delivsred *o the BAR staff by attorney Jerome M. Griner
(Griner 1984). Four additional volurss were mailsd %o the Bureau on April
15, 1985, Following a preliminary review of these materials by BAR staff, a
letter outlinirg obvious deficiencies and significant omissions in the
documented petition was sent to the petitioner on June 26, 1985 (Elbert

1985). -

On  Dehalf of the 3tate of Connecticut, Assistant Attorney General MacGregor
subm; ted a ten-volume respondent's rief in opposition to the Mohegan
petition on July 19, 1985. This brief presented documentation, including the
depositions described above, to support the attorney general's claim that the
petitioner had not had any political leadership since the termination of the
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sachemship in 1769. It also held that Mohegan mexbers, by their own
admission, had been completely assimilated into non-Indian culiure since at
least 1872, the year in which they were granted Stats citizenship (CAG 193%5).
In response to both the obvious deficiency letter and the respondent's brief,
the petitioner's attorney submitted three more voluzzs of pztitizn docurments
on January 16, 1986 (Griner 1986). BAR staff bhegan active consid:ration of
the Mohegan p:tition on November 3, 1987 (Elbert 13%237). 9On July 27, 138¢,
the assistant attorney general submitted an additional volume of dncuz=ints i-
opposition to the petition (MacGregor 1388', ‘*to which the petiticner's
attorney responied by letter on August I, 1988 (Griner 1983:).
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