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Truffle Hunting with an Iron Hog: The First Voyage up the Delaware River 
 
The French historian Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie is one of the many who divided the 

devotees of Clio into two opposing groups, for which he employed a tasteful, if slightly airy, 

metaphor: the truffle hunters and the parachutists. The first keep their nose to the ground, in 

search for a minute fact buried in the mud. The second float with their head in the clouds, 

taking in the whole panorama, without seeing too much detail.1

Far be it from me to criticize eminent Frenchmen, but continuing Le Roy Ladurie’s 

metaphor, I would like to point out that parachutists reach firm ground in the end, although it 

may be an uncomfortable experience if their parachute fails. And truffle hunters may board 

aircraft, take off, jump out, and enjoy the view. In short, many historians have both a taste 

for exquisite morsels and for grand views.  

On this occasion, I would like to serve you a truffle dish in the form of a recently 

discovered document, a deposition made to Amsterdam notary Jacobus Westfrisius. The 

document refers to events that took place in the second decade of the seventeenth century. 

Jan Jacobsz. Bens, a sailor in the service of Amsterdam merchant Hendrick Eelkens, testified 

that he sailed as boatswain to the Hudson River. When their ship returned to Amsterdam 

after three months, Bens and some others stayed on in North America in order to “discover 

thereabout some unknown harbors, rivers and places.” Using a yacht built there, named the 

IJseren Varcken [Iron Hog], they sailed to the south and entered a bay. Sailing on they came 

to a bend in the bay into which a river flowed, “where never before any Christian people had 

been.” They progressed up this river to a point where a waterfall of three feet high halted 

their progress. Returning down the river, they met ten persons with whom they 

communicated through their first mate, who spoke a little Mohawk. From these they also 

learned that “there had never been any ships or Christians there, except three Dutchmen” 

who had been captured in a war. After some trade in furs, the crew of the IJseren Varcken 

returned to the Hudson River, and subsequently sailed the ship to Amsterdam.2

                                                           
1  Michael Kammen, Selvages & Biases: The Fabric of History in American Culture. Ithaca: Cornell 

University Press, 1987, 17. 
2  Gemeentearchief Amsterdam, notarial archives (5075) (hereafter abbreviated as GAA, NA), inv.nr. 

547, fol. 304. Nots. J. Westfrisius, 16 October 1620. For a facsimile, transcription and translation, see the 
appendices. I included a reference to this document in Jaap Jacobs, New Netherland: A Dutch Colony in 
Seventeenth-Century America. Leiden: Brill Academic Publishers, 2005, 35, but it deserves the fuller treatment 
provided here. 
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In this document, Jan Jacobsz. Bens claimed that the trip he and his comrades made 

constituted the first voyage up the Delaware River by Europeans. Obviously, this claim 

warrants investigation, especially as the established narrative of European exploration of the 

Delaware area contends that Cornelis Hendricksz. reconnoitered it with the Onrust between 

early 1614 and August 1616.3 In this paper, I will demonstrate that the 1620 document 

relates to the first Dutch voyage up the Delaware River. Although only one page long, it adds 

important information to our knowledge of early Dutch exploration in the Delaware and 

Hudson Rivers, including such aspects as shipbuilding, competition between Dutch merchant 

companies, trade, and linguistic communication. The 1620 document also provides the 

missing link in the early cartography of the Delaware. All of these aspects require 

elaboration, but so as to take away any doubt about the veracity of the document, I will first 

address its provenance.4

 

Provenance 

 

I found the document in the Amsterdam notarial archives, a rich collection in the 

Gemeentearchief Amsterdam (Amsterdam Municipal Archives). While that provides an 

unblemished provenance, it raises questions of a different nature. Historians have assumed 

that all documents from the Amsterdam notarial archives relevant to the early history of New 

Netherland had been found and made available in translation, mainly in Simon Hart’s 

Prehistory of the New Netherland Company.5 This indispensable 1959 publication added 

greatly to our knowledge of the exploratory phase of Dutch presence in North America. As 

Hart worked at the Gemeentearchief Amsterdam, ending his career as its director, he was 

uniquely placed to undertake this research. To make the notarial archives accessible, Hart 

employed a large number of volunteers to make summaries of specific documents. Hart 

                                                           
3  Starting with E.B. O’Callaghan, History of New Netherland, or New York under the Dutch. New 

York: D. Appleton & Company, 2 vols., 1st ed. 1846-1848, 2nd ed., 1855, 1: 72-78, this version is repeated in 
many a general history of New Netherland or other areas.  

4  Of course, checking a document’s veracity by investigating its provenance, as well as other 
characteristics is a prerequisite for every historian. Still, there have been a number of forgeries of New 
Netherland documents that were only exposed later on. See Charles Th. Gehring and William A. Starna, “A 
Case of Fraud: The De la Croix Letter and Map of 1634.” In: New York History 66 (1985), 249-261, and 
Charles Th. Gehring, William A. Starna and William N. Fenton, “The Tawagonshi Treaty of 1613: The Final 
Chapter.” In: New York History 68 (1987), 373-393. 

5 Simon Hart, The Prehistory of the New Netherland Company: Amsterdam Notarial Records of the 
First Dutch Voyages to the Hudson. Amsterdam: City of Amsterdam Press, 1959. 
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himself made the first selection, as may be discerned from pencil marks and paper slips in 

the large books of notarial protocols. He was especially interested in North America, but 

many other topics also caught his attention, such as windmills in the Zaanstreek and Dutch 

shipping to northern Russia.6 Yet he missed this documents, for unknown reasons. 

Why was this deposition drawn up in 1620, years after the actual events? The solution 

may be found in the name of the merchant requesting the deposition: Hendrick Eelkens. He 

was one of the merchants of the New Netherland Company, which in 1614 obtained a charter 

from the States General, granting it exclusive trading rights to the North American coast 

between the fortieth and forty-fifth parallels for three years starting on 1 January 1615. After 

their initial monopoly expired in 1618, the States General expressed reluctance to extend it. 

They may have anticipated the founding of a general West India Company as soon as the 

Twelve Years’ Truce would come to an end and hostilities with Spain would resume. 

Hendrick Eelkens had, as far as we know, not been one of the founding members of the New 

Netherland Company, but joined in the years of its monopoly, presumably by buying shares 

of one of the other partners. When the trade became open to all, he seized the opportunity to 

break away. In October 1618 he sent a ship, the 44 tons Schildpad [Turtle] to North America 

under the command of Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens, his nephew.7

During 1620, both Hendrick Eelkens and his business partner Adriaen Jansz. Engel, as 

well as the merchants remaining in the New Netherland Company, appealed to the States 

General on the issue of exclusive trading rights. The requests pertained not only to the North 

River, as the Dutch called the Hudson River, but also to a large area situated between the 

thirty-fourth and fiftieth parallels. Eelkens and his associates argued in favor of freedom of 

shipping and trade to the entire area, while the New Netherland Company requested a 

monopoly for itself to the area between the fortieth and forty-fifth parallels, thus continuing 

its earlier charter. The New Netherland Company unsuccessfully tried to bolster its claim by 

promising actual settlement. The directors informed the stadtholder, Prince Maurits of 

Orange, 
                                                           
6  Hans Ernst, “Het Amsterdamse notarieel archief als bron voor de geschiedenis van Nieuw-

Nederland.” In: B. Bakker et alii (ed.), Nieuwnederlandse studiën. Een inventarisatie van recent onderzoek. 
New Netherland studies. An Inventory of Current Research and Approaches. Bulletin KNOB 84 (1985), 142-
150; Henri Spijkerman, “The Amsterdam Municipal Archives as a Source for the History of the United States 
of America.” In: American Archivist 52 (1989), 88-93; Simon Hart, Geschrift en getal. Een keuze uit de 
demografisch-, economisch- en sociaal-historische studiën op grond van Amsterdamse en Zaanse archivalia, 
1600-1800. Dordrecht: Historische Vereniging Holland, 1976. 
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that there is residing at Leyden a certain English Preacher, versed in the Dutch 
language, who is well inclined to proceed thither to live, assuring the petitioners that 
he has the means of inducing over four hundred families to accompany him thither, 
both out of this country and England, provided they would be guarded and preserved 
from all violence on the part of other potentates, by the authority and under the 
protection of your Princely Excellency and the High and Mighty Lords States 
General.8

 
By late August 1620, Cornelis Jacobsz. May intervened. He had just returned from a voyage 

for the New Netherland Company with his ship Blijde Bootschap [Glad Tiding] to the 

Delaware area and the New Netherland Company claimed exclusive trading rights to the 

river on the basis of first discovery. Loath to make a decision, the States General appointed 

mediators. Presumably in preparation for a meeting between the competing merchants and 

the mediators Eelkens had the deposition drawn up in October 1620 to counter May’s claim.9

 

Early Exploration 

 

The competition between Dutch merchants explains the 1620 dating of the deposition itself, 

but it does not provide a clue as to the dating of the events related in it. Jan Jacobsz. Bens 

attested that he sailed from Amsterdam to America “about five years ago,” which would 

make it 1615. The vagueness of “about” requires us to consider 1614 and 1616 as well.10 

Nevertheless, early European exploration of the Delaware provides the necessary 

background for the interpretation of the 1620 deposition and the dating of the voyage 

referred to in it. 

                                                                                                                                                                                    
7  Jacobs, New Netherland, 34-36; Hart, Prehistory, 36. 
8  E.B. O’Callaghan and B. Fernow (trans. and ed.), Documents Relative to the Colonial History of the 

State of New York. 15 vols. Albany: Weed, Parsons and Company, 1853-1883 (hereafter abbreviated as 
DRCHNY) 1: 22-23. When the plans for a charter for the New Netherland Company fell through, these English 
families had to find alternative means to settle in America. See also H.J. Trap, “Een reis die niet doorging.” in 
Leids Jaarboekje 90 (1998), 54-57; Hart, Prehistory, 37. 

9  Jacobs, New Netherland, 36-37; GAA, NA, inv.nr. 164, fol. 126v (19 October 1620). 
10  I do not think that the use of “about” in the deposition is necessarily connected with the aim of the 

deposition, i.e. boosting Eelkens’ claim of first discovery. In many notarial documents “about” is used when 
referring to events when precise dates are not available from memory and when they are immaterial to the 
purpose of the document. The aim is made clear in editorial changes made by the notary when drawing up the 
deposition. For instance, the intended phrase “the aforementioned bay, being named the South Bay,” was 
changed into “the aforementioned bay, which was being named by them, crew members, the South Bay,” thus 
using the process of naming the place in boosting first discovery.  
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Although earlier European explorers may have sighted the mouth of the Delaware Bay, 

Henry Hudson became the first European to enter it in August 1609. He described it as “a 

great bay with rivers.” However, when advancing he found his ship blocked by many shoals, 

which suggested that he had not located the northwest passage to India he searched for. 

Hudson estimated that a small pinnace drawing only four or five feet of water would be 

required to thoroughly explore the bay. As his ship, the 70 tons pinnace Halve Maen, had a 

draft of eight feet, he did not have the right type of ship for this kind of exploration, so he left 

and went on to reconnoiter the river that would later bear his name.11 A year after Hudson’s 

reconnaissance, Captain Samuel Argall entered the Delaware Bay and lay at anchor for 

twelve hours south of Cape Henlopen, which he named Cape La Warre, after the governor of 

Virginia. 

Similar to Hudson, Argall found his passage blocked by “a great many of shoals.”12 Based 

on Hudson’s log, among others, Dutch geographer Johannes de Laet wrote in 1625: 

 
the bay within is full of sandbars and shoals, and even though there are numerous 
kills and channels, one should not come in unless he is familiar with it, for it is a 
dangerous bay.13

 
So, during the first years of European exploration the Delaware River proved 

impenetrable, as oceangoing ships from Europe were too large to navigate its shallow waters. 

Exploration required smaller ships from bases located on the North American continent. 

The news of Hudson’s voyage reached Europe in 1609 and triggered various Dutch 

merchant companies into sending out ships to North America in anticipation of a lucrative 

trade in furs. It is not known when the first voyage took place exactly, but it seems likely that 

a ship under the command of Hendrick Christiaensz. approached the Hudson River from a 

southerly direction as early as 1610. A second voyage provides further details. A group of 

Lutheran merchants, now known by the name of the Van Tweenhuysen Company in 1611 

                                                           
11  Donald S. Johnson, Charting the Sea of Darkness. The Four Voyages of Henry Hudson. New York: 

Kodansha International, 1995, 113, 218; C.A. Weslager, Dutch Explorers, Traders and Settlers in the 
Delaware Valley 1609-1664. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1961, 25-26, 32-33; Jacobs, New 
Netherland, 9-10. 

12  Weslager, Dutch Explorers, 46-47. 
13 Johannes de Laet, Nieuwe wereldt : ofte Beschrijvinghe van West-Indien wt veelderhande schriften 

ende aen-teeckeninghen van verscheyden natien by een versamelt / door Ioannes de Laet, ende met noodighe 
kaerten ende tafels voorsien. Leyden: In de druckerye van I. Elzevier, 1625, 90 (translated in J. Franklin 
Jameson (ed.), Narratives of New Netherland 1609-1664. New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1909. Reprint 
New York: Barnes & Noble Inc., 1967 (hereafter abbreviated as NNN), 52). 
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dispatched the ship St. Pieter, under skipper Cornelis Rijser. Hendrick Christiaensz. and 

Adriaen Block probably sailed with this voyage as supercargoes.14

Over the following two years, Block made trips for the Van Tweenhuysen Company, this 

time as skipper of the Fortuyn. During his stay on the river during the winter of 1613-14, the 

crew may have established a fortification, Fort Nassau,15 where some of the crew remained 

to continue trading during the ship’s absence. At the same time, other competitors entered 

the fur trade. While Block’s ship lay in the bay in early 1613, the ship Jonge Tobias arrived, 

captained by Thijs Volckertsz. Mossel.16 He had been dispatched by the Hans Claesz. 

Company of Amsterdam. As Hans Jorisz. Hontom, the supercargo on Mossel’s ship, offered 

the Indians twice as much for their beaver pelts as Block, conflict ensued. Obviously, such 

practices would reduce profits considerably. The traders managed to avoid further difficulties 

by reaching a temporary compromise in which, presumably, they agreed upon a 

predetermined price per beaver. In addition, they likely agreed that Block as first arrival 

should receive two-thirds and Mossel one-third of the skins traded. But neither party had an 

official monopoly and as the agreement was only temporary, the conflict was bound to 

continue in the Dutch Republic.17

After both ships arrived in the Dutch Republic, the companies of Van Tweenhuysen and 

Hans Claesz continued negotiations. As they could not reach an agreement, the Van 

Tweenhuysen Company subsequently dispatched two ships: the Fortuyn, on this occasion 

under Hendrick Christiaensz., and the Tijger, under the command of Adriaen Block. The 

Hans Claesz. Company sent out a single ship, the Nachtegael, captained by Mossel. 

Continuation of the conflict in America was thus inevitable. Only after Block, who had 

sailed a month later than Christiaensz. and Mossel, arrived in the North River would the 

parties reach a compromise. Mossel would receive two-fifths and Block and Christiaensz. 

would receive three-fifths of the fur trade. Furthermore, Block promised not to trade on the 

North River, but elsewhere on the American coast. However, floating ice delayed his 
                                                           
14 Hart, Prehistory, 18-22. The names of both the Van Tweenhuysen Company and the Hans Claesz 

Company are not contemporary but were introduced in the twentieth century. The Van Tweenhuysen Company 
consisted of Lambert van Tweenhuysen, Aernout Vogels, Franchoys, Leonard, Paulus and Steffen Pelgrom, 
and Hans Hunger. The Hans Claesz. Company was made up out of Hans Claesz., Barent Sweers, Arnout van 
Liebergen, Wessel Schenck, Jan Holscher, and Jacob Bontenos. See Hart, Prehistory, 22-23. 

15  Located on Castle Island, near Albany. 
16  The Jonge Tobias brought Jan Rodrigues, a mulatto of San Domingo, to the New Netherland area. 

Hart, Prehistory, 23; Peter Bakker, “First African into New Netherland, 1613-1614.” In: De Halve Maen 68 
(1995), 50-53. 
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departure. At the end of January 1614, while still in the bay of the North River, fire 

accidentally destroyed his ship.18 Mossel saw an opportunity to take advantage of Block’s 

unfortunate situation. He and his supercargo Hontom offered Block their help in exchange 

for an amendment to the previously agreed ratio. Block refused and ordered his ship’s 

carpenter to build a small yacht that, significantly, was named Onrust [Unrest or Restless]. 

Block’s misfortunes continued. A month later, part of his crew mutinied. A number of them 

boarded Mossel’s ship, Nachtegael, while supercargo Hontom and the greater portion of the 

crew engaged in trade away from the ship. After several skirmishes, the mutineers sailed 

away to carry out piracy in West Indian waters.19

Shortly afterwards, two new ships appeared in the bay exacerbating the situation. Cornelis 

Jacobsz. May, employed by a company based in Hoorn, commanded the first of these, also 

called the Fortuyn. The other ship, the Vosje, had sailed from Amsterdam almost a year 

earlier to search for the northwest passage. This ship, captained by Pieter Fransz., had been 

dispatched by Jonas Witsen, Simon Willemsz. Nooms, and the Admiralty of Amsterdam. 

The arrival of newcomers made it necessary to revise the earlier peltry allocation ratio. Each 

of the four companies now received one-quarter of the pelts, which disadvantaged the Van 

Tweenhuysen Company. In June 1614, after several months of trading, the three ships left for 

Europe. A number of the crew of both Block and Christiaensz. stayed behind with the 

Onrust.20

Back in patria, the four companies swiftly reached a new agreement, which led to the 

founding of the Compagnie van Nieuwnederlant [New Netherland Company]. Some of the 

merchants had already cooperated in the Northern Company [Noordse Compagnie], set up 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
17 Hart, Prehistory, 22-23. 
18 During the construction of the subway on Manhattan in the early twentieth century, the charred 

remains of a ship were found. When the World Trade Center was built in the 1970s, attempts were made to find 
additional parts. These remains have been supposed to have been those of the Tijger: Maud Esther Dilliard, An 
Album of New Netherland: Dutch Colonial Antiques and Architecture. New York: Twayne Publishers, 1963, 
27; Ralph S. Solecki, “The ‘Tiger’: An Early Dutch 17th Century Ship, and an Abortive Salvage Attempt.” In: 
Journal of Field Archeology 1 (1974), 109-116; Christopher L. Hallowell, “Disappearance of the Historic Ship 
Tijger. Part of New York’s Heritage vanished when Bulldozers dug the Foundation for the World Trade 
Center.” In: Natural History 83 (1974), 12-26; Anne-Marie Cantwell and Diana diZerega Wall, Unearthing 
Gotham. The Archaeology of New York City. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2001, 150-153. However, 
recent research by Gerald de Weerdt of museum “Het Behouden Huis” on Terschelling, presented at the 
conference ‘New Netherland at the Millennium. The State of New World Dutch Studies’, October 21, 2001, 
New York, has indicated that the remains date from the eighteenth century. 

19 Hart, Prehistory, 24-30. 
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for whaling near Spitsbergen and Jan Mayen Island. The competition on the North River 

made them realize that they needed to work together in the fur trade, as the investments in 

transatlantic voyages could yield profits only if they kept the buying price for the beaver 

pelts low. But even an amalgamtion of the four companies could not ensure that competition 

would not appear on the horizon. The only way to achieve this was to secure a governmental 

charter. On March 27, 1614, the States General, in an attempt to stimulate voyages of 

discovery that would be “honorable, serviceable and profitable to this country,” issued an 

ordinance that allowed the granting of monopolies for trade on a newly discovered area. 

Seven months later, the States General granted such a patent to the New Netherland 

Company, allowing it to undertake four voyages in three years, starting January 1, 1615. The 

area to which this patent applied lay between the fortieth and forty-fifth parallels, and thus 

did not include the Delaware area.21

 

Chronology 

 

When did the voyage to the Delaware River referred to in the 1620 deposition take place? 

The first clue is the name of the ship on which Jan Jacobsz. Bens traveled to America: the 

Fortuyn. Three ships with this name were employed in the early New Netherland trade, and 

at least one of these made multiple voyages. This leaves us with a couple of possibilities to 

consider. 

The first one is that the deposition relates to the Fortuyn, skippered by Erasmus Pietersz. 

with Albert Gerritsz. Ruijl as supercargo. Soon after the New Netherland Company received 

its charter on October 11, 1614, it became aware that Pietersz. and Ruijl planned to sail their 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
20 Hart, Prehistory, 30-31; Samuel Muller Fz., De reis van Jan Cornelisz. May naar de IJszee en de 

Amerikaanse kust 1611-1612. Werken uitgegeven door de Linschoten-Vereeniging 1. ‘s-Gravenhage: Nijhoff, 
1909, lii-liii. 

21 Hart, Prehistory, 32-33; Samuel Muller Fz., Geschiedenis der Noordsche Compagnie. Utrecht: Van 
der Post, 1874, 67; Louwrens Hacquebord, Frans N. Stokman and Frans W. Wasseur, “The Directors of the 
Chambers of the ‘Noordse Compagnie’, 1614-1642, and their Networks in the Company.” In: Clé Lesger and 
Leo Noordegraaf (eds.), Entrepreneurs and Entrepreneurship in Early Modern Times. Merchants and 
Industrialists within the Orbit of the Dutch Staple Market. Den Haag: Stichting Hollandse Historische Reeks, 
1995, 245-251; Jacobs, New Netherland, 34; Cornelis Cau (et al.), Groot placaet-boeck, vervattende de 
placaten, ordonnantien ende edicten van de ... Staten Generael der Vereenighde Nederlanden, ende van de ... 
Staten van Hollandt en West-Vrieslandt, mitsgaders vande ... Staten van Zeelandt ... ’s-Gravenhage: By de 
weduwe, ende erfgenamen van wylen Hillebrandt Iacobsz van Wouw, 1658-1797. 9 vols, 1: 563-566 (27 
March 1614; DRCHNY 1: 5-6); Kees Zandvliet, “Een ouderwetse kaart van Nieuw Nederland door Cornelis 
Doetsz. en Willem Jansz. Blaeu.” In: Caert-Thresoor 1 (1982), 57-60; Oliver A. Rink, Holland on the Hudson: 
An Economic and Social History of Dutch New York. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1986, 44-49. 
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Fortuyn to the North American coast. As that would be an infringement of its monopoly, the 

New Netherland Company tried to dissuade Pietersz. and Ruijl from doing so. Ruijl replied 

by arguing that he and his partners had “either been the first or certainly the second who 

have found, sailed and visited the Virginias.”22 As the term “Virginias” in various spellings 

was at this time used to indicate all of the eastcoast of America north of the Chesapeake, 

Ruijl could have been in many places. The records contain no other information on trips of 

Pietersz. and Ruijl, but it seems unlikely that they traded on the Hudson River in 1614, as 

their names would have come up in the many depositions made of that year. Perhaps, their 

journies took place further south, for instance, to the Chesapeake area. Ruijl died and was 

buried there in August 1622, possibly in Jamestown.23 Yet, it appears unlikely that Pietersz. 

and Ruyl employed Bens. Although he does not provide many names in his deposition, he 

refers to Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens as the chief commissary to whom the crew reported upon 

returning to the Hudson River. Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens first served the Van Tweenhuysen 

Company and, subsequently, the New Netherland Company. There is no indication Pietersz. 

and Ruijl ever employed him. 

The same argument rules out the Fortuyn skippered by Jacob Cornelisz. May, which 

arrived on the Hudson River in early 1614. Additionally, this ship set out from Hoorn, not 

Amsterdam as Bens did. Although May sailed south, he did not reconnoiter the Delaware 

River on this trip, but stayed at the mouth of the bay, naming the northern cape after 

himself.24 And considering that Eelkens called in Bens to bolster his case against the New 

Netherland Company which had just employed May, it is unlikely that the 1620 deposition 

refers to May’s 1614 trip.  

This leaves us with the third ship named Fortuyn sent out first by the Van Tweenhuysen 

Company and, subsequently, by the New Netherland Company. Skipper Hendrick 

Christiaensz. with Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens as supercargo made a voyage on this Fortuyn in 

1613-14. It sailed from Amsterdam in late September 1613, left the Hudson in June 1614, 

and returned to Amsterdam on July 22 or July 23, 1614. This would mean that “about five 

years ago” is in fact six years. Yet this is an unlikely dating option, as it does not fit with the 

sequence of events in the 1620 document. The deposition makes clear that the IJseren 

Varcken sailed south after the Fortuyn departed for Amsterdam in the early summer of 1614. 
                                                           
22 Hart, Prehistory, 95.  
23  Jacobs, New Netherland, 34-35. 
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When the IJseren Varcken returned to the Hudson, Bens and others reported to chief 

commissary Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens. However, depositions made after the Fortuyn had 

reached Amsterdam show that both Eelkens and Hendrick Christiaensz. returned with this 

ship to Amsterdam. Adriaen Block also arrived back in Europe on this ship, after examining 

the coastline between the Hudson River and Cape Cod with the Onrust which he left behind 

in America for further trading.25

This eliminates all known voyages by a ship named Fortuyn prior to the formation of the 

New Netherland Company on October 11, 1614. As the company’s establishment removed 

the necessity for any further litigation, the Amsterdam notarial records remain silent on the 

company’s activitities from 1615 to 1618. Van Wassenaer, in his Historisch verhael, 

reported that Hendrick Christiaensz. made ten voyages for the Company. But that would be 

an extraordinarily large number of voyages within four years.26 While no known voyage of a 

ship named Fortuyn links the document to it, the remaining evidence allows us to limit the 

time frame in which the trip to the Delaware River took place. It must have happened after 

June 1614, when Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens left the American coast and no later than events set 

in 1616. 

On August 18, 1616, the New Netherland Company applied to the States General for an 

additional charter, based on new discoveries made by Cornelis Hendricksz. van 

Monnickendam. The company claimed exclusive trading rights to “a certain country, bay and 

three rivers, lying between the thirty-eight and fortieth degree of latitude (as is more fully to 

be seen by the Figurative Map)” [Map 1].27 This map, although clearly “figurative” and 

provisional, provides details of the Delaware not contained in the 1614 map [Map 2], on the 

basis of which the New Netherland Company obtained its original charter, and these details 

must have resulted from the exploration referred to in the 1620 deposition. It also provides a 

possible identification of the unnamed “first mate” in the deposition, most likely Cornelis 

Hendricksz. van Monnickendam, originating from the same town in North Holland as Jan 

                                                                                                                                                                                    
24  Muller, De reis van Jan Cornelisz. May, 166. 
25 Hart, Prehistory, 80, 90; De Laet, Nieuwe wereldt, 89-90 (NNN, 50-51). 
26 Nicolaes van Wassenaer, Historisch verhael alder ghedenck-weerdichste geschiedenisse, die hier en 

daer in Europa, als in Duijtsch-lant, Vranckrijck, Enghelant, Spaengien, Hungarijen, Polen, Sevenberghen, 
Wallachien, Moldavien, Turckijen en Neder-Lant, van den beginne des jaers 1621 ... tot octobri, des jaers 
1632, voorgevallen syn. Amstelredam: Ian Evertss Cloppenburgh en Jan Janssen, 1622-1635. 21 vols, 
December 1624, 85 (NNN, 78). 

27  National Archives. archive of the States General, resoluties (1.01.03), inv.nr. 3175, fol. 201 (18 
Augustus 1616; DRCHNY 1: 12). 
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Jacobsz. Bens. Doubtless this was no coincidence, as in the early seventeenth century 

skippers regularly recruited their crew members locally.28  

Using this time frame, we may narrow down the dating even further. In the early years, 

ships followed a pattern whereby they left the Dutch Republic in the fall, spent the winter in 

American waters, and returned to Europe in late spring or early summer.29 As Jacob Jacobsz. 

Eelkens was in Amsterdam on July 23, 1614, he may have sailed again for the Hudson River 

in late 1614. In that case, the trip from there to the Delaware may have taken place in the 

first months of 1615 at the earliest. Yet, I consider early 1616 a more likely date. Bens states 

that when the IJseren Varcken returned to the Hudson River, chief commissary Jacob 

Jacobsz. Eelkens and first mate, Cornelis Hendricksz., decided to relate news of the 

discovery to their superiors in Amsterdam immediately, so that the Company could equip a 

new ship to trade there. It is unlikely that the merchants of the New Netherland Company 

would have waited a year before putting in their request with the States General. Therefore, 

the most probable timing for the events related to in the 1620 deposition is early 1616.  

This dating of the trip to the Delaware does not conflict with Bens’ opening remark: 

“about five years ago.” On the contrary, Bens made his deposition in October 1620 and he 

likely sailed from Amsterdam on the Fortuyn in the autumn of 1615. Three months after 

arriving in the Hudson River, possibly early 1616, the Fortuyn left for Europe and the trip 

down to the Delaware took place soon afterwards. 

 

Location 

 

Several details in the 1620 deposition (“a bay there in the south”; “being named by them, 

crew members, the South Bay”) reveal that the IJseren Varcken sailed in the Delaware Bay. 

It is much more difficult to establish to which point the yacht progressed. As Bens stated: 

 
after they had rounded a bay there in the south, they found a certain bend into which a 
river flowed, where never before any Christians had been. They sailed up the river 

                                                           
28 Piet Boon, Bouwers van de zee: zeevarenden van het Westfriese platteland, c. 1680-1720. Den Haag: 

Stichting Hollandse Historische Reeks, 1996. There are more crew members of the early New Netherland 
voyages who came from Monnickendam, and it might be worthwhile to research the archives there for 
additional depositions relating to North America. As far as I am aware, no one has undertaken such research 
yet. 

29  Jaap Jacobs, “De scheepvaart en handel van de Nederlandse Republiek op Nieuw-Nederland 1609-
1675. MA Thesis, Leiden University, 1989. 
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until they came to a waterfall of about three feet high, where they turned their 
aforesaid yacht, not being able to get further. 

 
On the 1616 “Figurative Map” this “bend” appears to branch off to the southwest, before 

turning to the north. The 1616 map is too ‘figurative’ to be of much further help and it does 

not contain a waterfall. Yet, it does suggest that the IJseren Varcken entered a subsidiary 

river on the western shore. The map, as well as other details mentioned below, also shows 

that the ten people the crew met belonged to the Minquas, the name used by the Dutch for 

the Susquehannock Indians. Based on the geographical features and information on 

Susquehannock trade routes,30 let me offer four possibilities as to where the IJseren Varcken 

sailed. First, the Appoquinimink Creek, just south of New Castle. It flows into the Delaware 

just before the point where river turns to the south-east and it has waterfalls near presentday 

Routes 1 and 13. Second, the Christina River, near Wilmington, previously named the 

Minquas Kill, reported in the mid-seventeenth century as “so named because it runs close to 

the Minquas country.”31 The location where it flows into the Delaware fits the description, 

and one of its tributaries, the Brandywine Creek, has a number of falls, although it may be 

too shallow. Near the confluence of the Brandywine and the Christina River a landing has 

formed, known in Algonquian as Hopkohacking or Hopokahacking, “the place where we 

smoked the tobacco pipe.” Here Pieter Minuit established Fort Christina in 1638 and founded 

New Sweden.32 Third, the Schuylkill River, which after the Swedes had settled on the 

Minquas Kill became “the only way remaining for trade with the Minquas.”33 This river also 

fits the description, but the falls at Schuylkill Falls are some way up the winding river.34 A 

fourth possibility is that the falls of the 1620 deposition are located further up the Delaware 

                                                           
30  Weslager, Dutch Explorers, 127. The Sickoneysinck Kill near Cape Henlopen approximates the 

location on the 1616 map, but is an unlikely accidental meeting place between the Dutch and the 
Susquehannocks as it was too far south to be an established trade route. 

31  Charles T. Gehring (ed. and trans.), Delaware Papers (Dutch period). A Collection of Documents 
Pertaining to the Regulation of Affairs on the South River of New Netherland, 1648-1664. New York Historical 
Manuscripts: Dutch, vols. XVIII-XIX. Baltimore: Genealogical Publishing Co., Inc., 1981, 1. 

32  Israel Acrelius, A History of New Sweden; or, The Settlements on the River Delaware. William M. 
Reynolds ed. Philadelphia: The Historical Society of Pennsylvania, 1874, reprint Readex 1966, 24. 

33 Gehring, Delaware Papers, 2. The Dutch pronounciation is [sxœylkɩl]. I am grateful to drs. Aglaia 
Cornelisse for providing this in the international phonetic alphabet. 

34  Amy C. Schutt, People of the River Valleys: The Odyssey of the Delaware Indians. Philadelphia: 
University of Pennsylvania Press, 2007, 9, refers to reports on Indian settlements between Pennypack Creek 
and the falls in 1650, but these are unlikely to have been Susquehannocks. If the IJseren Varcken come this far 
up the river, then the ‘honor’  of being “the first white man to gaze on the waters of the Schuylkill” must go to 
Bens and his comrades. James Bennett Nolan, The Schuylkill. New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press, 1951, 
3. 
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River, near Burlington Island, where the West India Company sent Walloon families to 

settle. All four locations, albeit without falls, may also be found on a later map, the “Pas-

Caart van de Suyd-Rivier in Nieu-Nederland,” printed in David Pietersz. de Vries’s 1655 

Korte Historiael [Map 3].35 The information in the 1620 deposition is not detailed enough 

for a precise identification. But as the Christina River and the Schuylkill River seem to have 

been more established trade routes (at least later on!), they are slightly more probable 

candidates than the other two. 

 

Shipbuilding 

 

Traversing the Delaware River and its tributaries required a ship able to navigate the shallow 

waters. Bens described the IJseren Varcken as a yacht “having been made there in the land.” 

After returning to the Hudson, local Company officials decided to sail it across the Atlantic 

Ocean to Amsterdam. Bens’s remark indicates that the ship may already have been built 

before he arrived, probably in the fall of 1615. The chronology as outlined above makes it 

unlikely that the building of the IJseren Varken predates the building of the Onrust, which 

must have started in February 1614, after the Tijger had been destroyed by fire.36 Block 

subsequently used the Onrust for reconnoitering trips to the northeast and the ship remained 

in New Netherland when he returned to the Dutch Republic. The Onrust was a small yacht of 

eight last, about sixteen tons. Johannes de Laet stated that the Dutch built “several sloops 

and reasonable yachts” and even provides the exact measurements: thirty-eight feet over the 

keel, forty-four and a half from bow to stern, and eleven and a half feet wide. When the West 

India Company took over from private merchants in the early 1620s, it acquired several 

ships: a 32 ton yacht named d’Omvallende Nooteboom [The Falling Nuttree] estimated at 

2200 guilders; a yacht of 16 tons (possibly the Onrust, as it was the same size) at 1000 

guilders; a 6 ton sloop at 300 guilders; a Zaandam barge at 150 guilders; and a Biscayan 

sloop at 80 guilders. In 1624, the Company also acquired a yacht named the Roodyff [Red 

Dove], to sail “along the coast to the north and to the south.”37 Many of the smaller ships and 
                                                           
35  David Pietersz. de Vries, Korte Historiael ende Journaels Aenteykeninge van verscheyden voyagiens 

in de vier delen des werelts-ronde, als Europa, Africa, Asia ende America gedaen. H.T. Colenbrander ed. 
Werken Linschoten-Vereeniging vol. 3. ‘s-Gravenhage: Martinus Nijhoff, 1911. 

36  Hart, Prehistory, 28-29. 
37  National Archives. archive of the States General, resoluties (1.01.03), inv.nr. 3175, fol. 201 (18 

Augustus 1616; DRCHNY 1: 12); De Laet, Nieuwe wereldt, 89 (NNN, 50); GAA, NA, inv.nr. 441, fol. 155 (30 
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sloops may have been locally built. The largest one was very likely the Nieu Nederlant [New 

Netherland], reputedly of 600 tons, built in 1631.38

So the IJseren Varcken is no exception in having been built in America. The 1620 

deposition gives no indication of its size, although it must have been larger than a sloop, as 

the crew was unable to carry it over the waterfall they encountered. Yet its name may 

provide a clue. It refers to a Dutch saying: “’t Is een ijzeren varken,” meaning “he [or it] is 

very strong.” It also refers to a specific type of ship characterized by a steeply bended bow, a 

sharp front, and a rounded stern with a hatch cover and a deck house. Similar in design to the 

“Overijsselse pot,” which started out as a rather shallow boat, but which by the sixteenth 

century had developed into a seaworthy vessel.39 Its limited draught and sturdy bow made it 

suitable for coastal landings in shallow waters. If the yacht used to navigate the Delaware 

was of this type, then it is all the more remarkable that it actually crossed the Atlantic Ocean. 

This would make it one the first such crossings on a ship built in North America, after the 

1608 crossing of the Maine-built thirty tons pinnace Virginia. Of course, the much larger 

Nieu Nederlant also sailed to Europe sixteen years later. 

The name IJseren Varcken also raises a question. In his report to the States General of 

August 1616 for a new charter, Cornelis Hendricksz. stated that the new discovery was made 

with the Onrust. This discrepancy may be explained in several ways. First, Bens may have 

mistaken the name of the ship. Second, the IJseren Varcken and the Onrust could have made 

the trip together. The 1620 deposition does not rule this out, but it is unlikely that Bens 

would not have mentioned it. Also, it seems an inefficient use of shipping resources. Third, 

the Onrust may have been of the shipping type, called “IJzeren Varcken.” That would mean 

that Bens used the name of the shipping type rather than the ship’s name in his deposition. 

This seems the most probable reasoning.  

 
                                                                                                                                                                                    

July 1627), inv.nr. 440, fol. 175v-177 (11 September 1626), inv.nr. 256, fol. 331 (21 March 1626); Hart, 
Prehistory, 38; A. Eekhof, Jonas Michaëlius: Founder of the Church in New Netherland: His Life and Work, 
together with the Facsimile, Transcription and English Translation of an Extensive Unknown Autograph Latin 
Letter, which He Wrote from Manhattan Island 13 September 1630, Now Published for the First Time by Prof. 
Dr. A. Eekhof. Leyden: A.W. Sijthoff’s Publishing Company, 1926, 96-98. 

38  [Adriaen van der Donck], Vertoogh van Nieu-Neder-Land, Weghens de Gheleghentheydt, 
Vruchtbaerheydt, en Soberen Staet desselfs. ’s-Gravenhage: Michiel Stael, 1650, 25; GAA, NA, inv.nr. 306 fol. 
123v (new), 119v (old) (24 February 1632), inv.nr. 667, fol. 27v, 2e pak (2 August 1632); De Vries, Korte 
Historiael, 149; W. Noël Sainsbury (ed.), Calendar of State Papers, Colonial Series, 1574-1660, Preserved in 
the State Paper Department of her Majesty’s Public Record Office. London: Her Majesty’s Stationery’s Office, 
1860, 143-144. 
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Second Contact and First Trade40

 

The most remarkable feature of the 1620 document is its reference to the meeting between 

the crew and the Susquehannocks after the progress of the IJseren Varcken had been 

thwarted by a waterfall. Turning their yacht, the crew landed, and found ten persons, who 

apparently had not been there when the IJseren Varcken sailed upstream earlier.41 In making 

his deposition, Bens uses the words menschen (literally humans, but also meaning persons or 

people) and natie (nation), instead of the Dutch word wilden, which was common usage 

already in the 1610s.42 Bens’s divergence from this practice may indicate that the 1615-1616 

trip was the only time he was employed by the New Netherland Company, and that this was 

his only contact with indigeneous peoples. In his 1616 report to the States General, Cornelis 

Hendricksz., uses inwoonderen [inhabitants], which is equally neutral.43

Yet it is clear that the first mate of the yacht, Cornelis Hendricksz., was more experienced. 

The phrasing of the deposition suggests that several languages were tried to initiate verbal 

communication at the meeting, finally settling on “the Macquase language,” which 

Hendricksz. “could speak a little.” This is an indication that he had earlier been at the New 

Netherland Company Fort Nassau, from where trade with the Mohawks was conducted. As 

this fort was founded in 1613-1614, Hendricksz. may have spent two or more winters there. 

The fact that the Susquehannocks could communicate in Mohawk indicates some level of 

interaction with the Iroquois, although it is difficult to assess to what extent. The Dutch-

Susquehannock communication in 1616 focused on three items. 

First, exploration. It is ironic that in their search for “first discovery,” the crew of the 

IJseren Varcken has to rely on the statement of the Susquehannock Indians that theirs is the 

first ship to sail up the river. Editorial changes made while drawing up the deposition 

indicate that Bens, and perhaps Eelkens and notary Jacob Westfrisius as well, became aware 

of the one-sidedness of claiming “discovery.” The notary began to write: “that there had 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
39  http://binnenvaarttaal.nl/i.html (consulted April 3, 2007) 
40  This section of the paper was drawn up in collaboration with William A. Starna. 
41 Which raises the question why the crew of the IJseren Varcken did not encounter any of the Delaware 

or River Indians earlier. I am as yet unable to answer this question. 
42  Jacobs, New Netherland, x, 22. Wilden was in the nineteenth and even twentieth century translated as 

“savages,” which adds a bloodthirsty connotation absent in seventeenth-century usage. See also Paul Otto, The 
Dutch-Munsee Encounter in America: The Struggle for Sovereignty in the Hudson Valley. New York: 
Berghahn Books, 2006, 64-66. 
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never been any ships or people there,” and then changed it to “Christian people.” The sudden 

moment of realization that this was not the presumed virgin land thus becomes evident in the 

act of “writing and rewriting discovery.” Subsequently even the claim of being the first 

Dutch in the Delaware River area is denied to the crew of the IJseren Varcken. Theirs was 

the second visit, the first being made involuntarily by the captives.44  

Second then, the captives. The 1620 document refers to “three Dutchmen, who had been 

captured there in a certain war which the maquaes [Mohawks] had fought with the 

aforementioned newly found nation.” Their forced trip southward makes them the first 

Dutchmen in the area. Bens’s deposition does not reveal whether the captives were ransomed 

during his trip and then moved to Manhattan, although the fact that the IJseren Varcken 

stayed for a week makes it possible. On the report that Cornelis Hendricksz. submitted to the 

States General in August 1616, he mentions 

 
that he also traded for, and ransomed from the inhabitants of Minquaes, three persons, 
being of this Company; which three persons had allowed themselves to be used to the 
advantage of the Maquas and Machicans.45

 
The 1616 map was partly based on information obtained from the ransomed captives, 

although the information was both sketchy and unavailable except for two rough drafts of 

maps. The  mapmakers’ note refers to Kleyntjen (a Dutch nickname, meaning Shorty) and 

his companion as the source for the location of inland Indian groups, but notes that these 

                                                                                                                                                                                    
43  National Archives. archive of the States General, lias Loopende (1.01.04), inv.nr. 4931 II (18 

Augustus 1616; DRCHNY 1: 13-14). 
44  In making contact with the Susquehannocks both were of course preceded in 1608 by Captain Smith. 

It also is likely that Etienne Brulé in 1615 was earlier. 
45  National Archives. archive of the States General, lias Loopende (1.01.04), inv.nr. 4931 II (18 

Augustus 1616; DRCHNY 1: 13-14). My translation differs considerably from O’Callaghan’s: “He also traded 
for, and bought from the inhabitants, the Minquaes, three persons, being people belonging to this company, 
which three persons were employed in the service of the Mohawks and Machicans.” The original is: “Dat hij 
oock mette inwoonderen van Minquaes gehandelt ende haer affgecocht heeft, sekere drie persoonen, wesende 
van dese compnie., volck welcke drie persoonen haer hadden laeten gebruijcken ten dienste vande Maquas ende 
Machicans.” The later part (“haer hadden laeten gebruicken ten dienste” etc.) is crucial. Both O’Callaghan, 
History of New Netherland, 1: 77-78, and John Romeyn Brodhead, History of the State of New York. First 
Period. 1609-1664. New York: Harper & Brothers, Publishers, 1859 (2nd ed.), 757-758, on the basis of 
O’Callaghan’s mistaken translation presumed that Kleyntjen and two companions had ventured off on an 
inland exploratory mission and subsequently sought employment with the Mohawks and Mahicans. This 
twisted version of events has subsequently been repeated by several historians: William Martin Beauchamp, A 
History of the New York Iroquois, Now Commonly Called the Six Nations. Albany: New York State Education 
Department, 1905, 171-172; Jean E. Murray, “The Early Fur Trade in New France and in New Netherland.” In: 
Canadian Historical Review 19 (1938), 367-368; Allen W. Trelease, Indian Affairs in Colonial New York: the 
Seventeenth Century. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1960, 33; Weslager, Dutch Explorers, 112-114; Shirley 
W. Dunn, The Mohicans and Their Land, 1609-1730. Fleischmans NY: Purple Mountain Press, 1994, 68-71. 
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should probably be placed further inland. The use of the singular for companion is 

surprising, as together with Kleyntjen this would amount to only two Dutchmen, whereas 

both the 1620 deposition and other sources refer to three captives. A possible explanation, as 

suggested by Kees Zandvliet, is that the map was not drawn up by Cornelis Hendricksz. 

while in America, but by Hessel Gerritsz. in Amsterdam.46 Assuming that the three 

ransomed captives traveled back to the Dutch Republic on the IJseren Varcken, they need 

not all three have met with Gerritsz. in Amsterdam. 

Although both the 1616 map and Cornelis Hendricksz.’s report dovetail with the events as 

related in the 1620 deposition, another source on the Dutch captives poses a problem. While 

Samuel Champlain was at the Huron village Cahiagué, he was told about the Susquehannock 

capture of Kleyntjen and his comrades: 

 
The savages there [the Mohawks], aided by the Dutch, make war upon them [the 
Susquehannocks] and take them prisoners and put them cruelly to death. In fact they 
[the Susquehannocks] told us [the Hurons, and through them, the French] that last 
year while at war they captured three of the said Dutch who were assisting the enemy 
as we [the French] assist the Attigouautan [Hurons], and that in the fight one of their 
own men was killed. Nevertheless they did not fail to send home the three Dutch 
prisoners without doing them any harm, supposing that they were our men, although 
they had no knowledge of us except by hearsay, having never seen a Christian: for 
otherwise these three prisoners would not have got off so cheaply, nor will they if the 
savages can take and catch them.47

 
This confirms the details in the 1620 deposition as to the identity of the warring Indian 

groups, and the role of the three Dutchmen, as well as their ransom. But it leaves a nasty 

problem that I have as yet been unable to solve. Champlain wrote this entry on August 17, 

1615, which means the capture of the Dutchmen took place in 1614 and their release in 1614 

or the first seven months of 1615. This conflicts with the chronology outlined earlier, 

according to which the ransom occurred in early 1616. It is unlikely that two times in as 

many years three Dutchmen were captured. Is it possible that Champlain was wrong about 

the ransom or did he misinterpret what was related to him about an intended ransom, turning 

into a ransom which had already taken place? More research is required to solve this 

problem. 

                                                           
46 Zandvliet, Mapping for Money, 188 
47  Henry Percival Biggar (ed.), The Works of Samuel de Champlain. 6 vols. Toronto: The Champlain 

Society, 1922, 3: 53-55. 
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Third, the fur trade. At least the crew of the IJseren Varcken was the first to engage in 

trade with the Susquehannocks. They obtained “otters, beavers, foxes and more other skins,” 

in exchange for “kettles, coralen [corals, meaning beads] and other merchandise.” It 

indicates that the Susquehannocks, despite having had very little contact with Christians, or 

even none at all, as Champlain indicates, knew by hearsay that the newcomers were in search 

of fur. And it makes clear that the crew of the IJseren Varcken came prepared, bringing 

kettles and beads, presumably glass beads which the Dutch used in the trade on the West 

African coast as well.48 After all, trade was what is was all about for the Dutch at this 

stage.49

 

Conclusion 

 

A close investigation of the newly found 1620 deposition corroborates its claim that it relates 

to the first voyage into the Delaware Bay and up the Delaware River, which most likely took 

place in 1616. The many shoals in the Delaware made the bay inaccessible to large ships 

stopped both Hudson and Argall, and there is no indication of any earlier Europeans ventures 

beyond the mouth of the river. Further exploration up the river could only take place when 

smaller, locally built vessels were available. The details provided by the 1620 document 

dovetail nicely with the known information of early exploration, and allows us to be more 

accurate in dating events. The deposition provides missing link between maps of 1614 and 

1616, and explains the “figurative” character of the 1616 map. It also describes the first trade 

between the Dutch and the Susquehannocks.  

On the whole the protagonist of this paper, the IJseren Varcken, was a remarkable 

creature. It was very likely the first European ship to sail beyond the mouth of the Delaware 

Bay and served as the vessel of the first trade between the Susquehannock Indians and the 
                                                           
48 Seewant, as the Dutch called it, was not in use as yet.  The colonists in New England adopted another 

Algonquian word, wampum. It was made from two types of whelk (Busycon carica and Busycon 
canaliculatum) for the white beads, and a clam, Northern Quahog (Mercenaria mercenaria), for the black 
beads, which were actually dark purple. George R. Hamell, “Wampum: Light, White and Bright Things are 
Good to Think.” In: Alexandra van Dongen (ed.), One Man’s Trash is Another Man’s Treasure. Rotterdam: 
Museum Boymans van Beuningen, 1995, 41-52. 

49  Alexandra van Dongen, “The Inexhaustable Kettle. De metamorfose van een Europees 
gebruiksvoorwerp in de wereld van de Noord-Amerikaanse Indianen.” In: Alexandra van Dongen (ed.), One 
Man’s Trash is Another Man’s Treasure. Rotterdam: Museum Boymans van Beuningen, 1995, 115-173; 
Margriet de Roever, “Koopmanschappen voor Nieuw-Nederland. Een blik op de Nederlandse handelsartikelen 
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Dutch. Subsequently, it crossed the Atlantic Ocean to bring a truffle of news of its 

explorations to Amsterdam, thus turning, if not into a parachutist, into the pig of knowledge. 

 

 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                    
voor de inheemse bevolking van Amerika.” In: Alexandra van Dongen (ed.), One Man’s Trash is Another 
Man’s Treasure. Rotterdam: Museum Boymans van Beuningen, 1995, 71-93. 
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Appendices 
 
Gemeentearchief Amsterdam, notarial archives (5075), inv.nr. 547, fol. 304. Nots. J. 
Westfrisius, 16 October 1620. 
 



 22 

Transcription50

 
Voor mij Jacobo westfrisio opeb: N:  
Compareerde E. Jacop Jacobss Bens varentman, wonende tot 
munnickendam, out 26 jaeren, altans sijnde hier ter steede, Ende 
heeft bij ware woorden, In plaetse van solemneelen eede, ter v.soecke  
van Sr. henrick Eelkens Coopman hyerbinnen, cum socijs, v.claert, 
getuycht, en. geattesteert, hoe waar is, Dat omtrent vyff Iaeren  
geleden, hij getuyge met seecker schip genaempt den fortuijn In dienste en.  
uijtredinge vande producent en. sijn Compe. voor bootsman van deser stede 
Amstamer. gevaeren is naede V.gilis, En. aldaer gecomen wesende 
en. omtrent drije maenden gelegen hebbend., is tvss. schip weder nae hollant 
gekeert, sijnde hij getuyge vande Commisen en. dieners van de vss. Compe. 
aengenomen <om> neffens andere <om> met secker Iacht genaempt tijsere varcken 
(aldaer te lande gemaekt wesende) te zeijlen om daeromtrent eenige 
onbekende havens, revieren ende plaetsen te soecken en. opte doen, ende Dienvolg. 
naedien sij     Inde baije aldaer om de noort <zuijt> verre omgevaeren hadden  
hebben gevonden seeckere Inbocht, Daer een reviere op respondeerde  
l[    ] daer sij landen, alwaer noijt tevoeren eenige Christene menschen 
geweest waren, hebbende den reviere soo lange opgevaren <tot> Dat sij een
quamen aen een offval soo daer sij van omtrent 3 <off 4> voeten hooch Daer 
hen vss. jacht gekeert wierde, sonder vorder te Connen Comen, daer hadden 
<sijl.> een sloup ofte schuijt gehat, soude die Erover gearbeijt en. verder 
gevaren hebben, Doch aldaer Landende. hebben tien menschen 
gevonden, Die geen andere taelen conden v.staen, als de macquase 
[  ] taele, [dewelcke den] stuyrman oock een weynich sprack, en. sulcx 
van hen v.stondt, dat daer noijt eenige schepen off mensch
[   C]hristen menschen geweest waren uijtgenomen drije ind nederlan 
ders. Die aldaer metten gevangen waeren, in sekeren strijt die 
de[      ] de maquaes tegen die vss. gevonden natie gehat hadden, 
Alwaer <hebben> sij met tvss. jacht omtrent een weeck <aldaer> gebleven, en. de eerste 
handelinge met die natie begonnen van pelterije <teweten> van otters bevers 
vossen ende meer andere vellen, En. vandaer scheydende, sijn weder geseijlt 
nade vergilis, wesende [   ]d omtrent 30 mijlen vande mont van. reviere 
hebben[      ]nde <synde> d’voorss. baij ge[   ] by hen schipsvolck genoempt <geworden> de 
Zuijt 
baij. Ende hij getuyge in de Verginius comen., en. Iacob Iacobss. eelkens 
oppercommis de vss. nieus gevonden plaetse aendienen., heeft metten 
stuyrman gerade gedocht, eensdeels door gebrek van victualie en. 
anderdeels <principatelyck> om hen reders ted[      ] sulcx te ontdecken, t’vss. Iacht nae 
Amsterde. te zijnden, Daer hij get. selffs mede overquam. waernae 
hij get. v.staen heeft, Dat d’ selve reders een nieu schip toe rusten en. 
derwaerts senden, om opde vss. nieuwe gevonden Reviere te handelen, 
sonder dat hij get. oijt heeft gehoort, v.staen off v.nomen, Dat opde 
vss. plaetse ijemant is geweest <(buijten de vss. Compe.)> Dan Dat eenen Cornelis maij van 

                                                           
50  I thank Margriet de Roever for help while transcribing some difficult passages. <    > indicates inserts 

made into the document. [     ] indicates illegible words. A period indicates an abbreviation. 
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horen [     ] met sijn Complicen dese plaetse vss de gelegentheyt eens 
vss. plaetse v.staen hebbende aldaer van desen Iaere is 
geweest, Alle twelck en. Gedaen binnen Amsterde. ter 
presentie van Pieter Carelss en Adam Adams de Ve<ger> Inwoonders.  
Den 16e. octob. 1620. 
 
P. Carelsz      # Jan Janssens 
       Adam de vegher 
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Translation 
 
Before me Jacobus Westfrisius notary public 
Appeared etc. Jan Jacobsz. Bens, sailor, living at Monnickendam, age 26 years, being now 
present here in this city and has with true words, in place of a solemn oath, at the request of 
Sr. Henrick Eelkens, merchant in this city, cum sociis, declared, witnessed and testified, to 
be true that about five years ago he, attester, with a certain ship named the Fortuijn 
[Fortune] in the service of and equipped by the requester and his company, sailed as a 
boatswain from this city Amsterdam to the Vergilis. The aforementioned ship having arrived 
there and having lain there for about three months, returned again to Holland. He, attester, 
was employed with others by the commissaries and servants of the aforementioned company 
to sail on a certain yacht named the IJseren varcken [Iron Hog] (having been made there in 
the land) to sail thereabouts and seek and go up some unknown harbors, rivers and places, 
and after they had rounded a bay there in the south, they found a certain bend into which a 
river flowed, where never before any Christian people had been. They sailed up the river 
until they came to a waterfall of about three feet high, where they turned their aforesaid 
yacht, not being able to get further. If they had had a shallop or a boat, they would have gone 
on and sailed further. But landing there they found ten persons, who could understand no 
other languages than the Macquase language, [which their] first mate could speak a little. 
And he understood from one of them that there had never been any ships or Christian people 
there, except three Dutchmen, who had been captured there in a certain war which the 
maquaes had fought with the aforementioned newly found nation. They lay there with the 
aforementioned yacht for about a week and started the first trade with that nation in peltries, 
namely otters, beavers, foxes and more other skins. And leaving there, they sailed again to 
the Vergilis, being about 30 miles from the mouth of the aforementioned bay, which was 
being named by them, crew members, the South Bay. And he attester coming in the 
Verginius and relating the newly found place to Jacob Jacobsz. Eelkens, the chief 
commissary, with the first mate though it wise, partly through lack of victuals, partly to 
report to the owners, to send the aforementioned yacht to Amsterdam, on which he himself 
came over and to advise the owners to equip a new ship and send it over to trade on the 
aforementioned newly found river, without him having heard that anyone, except from the 
aforementioned company, had been at the aforementioned place, but that a certain Cornelis 
May from Hoorn with his associates having heard of the situation of the aforementioned 
place have been there in this year. All of which etc. and done within Amsterdam in the 
presence of Pieter Carelss and Adam Adams de Veger, inhabitants. 
16 October 1620. 
 
P. Carelsz      # Jan Janssens 
       Adam de vegher 
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