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other interests involved, may render it expedient to dispense in some
measure with this condition, and to pay out a portion of the funds in
advance of the entire removal of the Indians.

You will be governed by a sound discretion in regard to this matter,
taking care to provide effectually for their removal during the next
year, and for their subsistence as contemplated by the treaties.

The subsistence and presents furnished the Indians while you were
engaged in obtaining their assent to the amendments of the Senate
may, as you suggest, be paid out of the funds provided for their first
year’s subsistence.

To pay for clerical services and other incidental expenses necessarily
incurred by you in procuring the assent of the Indians to the amend-
ments of the Senate, a remittance will be immediately made to you of
$250, for which you will account under the head of ¢ contingencies of
Indian Department.”

Very respectfully, vour obedient servant,
L. LEA, Commissioner.

On the 5th of October, 1852, a draft, No. 3808, was drawn at the
Treasury Department of the United States in favor of Alexander Ram-
sey, as superintendent of Indian affairs, on the assistant treasurer of
New York, for the sum of $593,050, embracing the several amounts
mentioned in the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Aftairs of Octo-
ber 4, 1852, as aforesaid ; which was disbursed and appropriated by
Governor Ramsey as hereinafter mentioned and explained in this report.
And thereupon Madison Sweetser, esquire, as attorney for the Indians
addressed a communication to the Hon. William K. Sebastian, chair-
man of the Comimittee on Indian Affairs of the Senate of the United
States, dated at Washington city, February 26, 1853, in which he sub-
mits for investigation the following charges and specifications against
the official conduct of the Hon. Alexander Ramsay as superintendent
of Indian affairs of Minnesota Territory, for not having made his dis-
bursements of the said sums of money in the manner and for the pur-
poses mentioned in the said first clauses of the fourth articles of the
treaties of the 23d of July, and 5th of August, 1851, in the following
respects, to wit:

Charge 1st. With confederating with Henry H. Sibley, Hercules L.
Dousman, Hugh Tyler, Franklin Steele, and others, to absorb the
whole fund named, to favorites, to the exclusion of meritorious creditors,
in violation of law, and the universal practice of the government in the
liquidation of the indebtedness of Indians to their creditors.

Charge 2d. With having received trom the government $593,050, in
the national currency of the United States, under instructions from the
proper department, to be paid to the Dakota Sioux, in accordance
with their treaty stipulations, and with having exchanged the national
currency thus obtained before leaving the eastern cities for bank paper
and drafts. Of having paid the bank paper and drafts upon govern-
ment contracts, and with returning the receipts therefor to the depart-
ment for settlement of his accounts.
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Charge 3d. With having violated the treaties with the Da-ko-ta
Indians, in refusing payment to them, although often and urgently de-
manded in accordance with their treaty stipulations ; with having un-
lawfully paid said money into the hands of one Hugh Tyler, who
divided 1t among a few claimants at the house or trading post of
Henry H. Sibley ; the wishes and rights of the Indians having been
totally disregarded in violation of law, and the express stipulations of
their treaties.

Charge 4th. With having, in cornexion with Henry M. Rice and
others, assembled the upper Sioux at Traverse des Sioux, and there
attempting to procure from the Indians written authority to control
their money arising under the treaties.

Charge 5th. With having attempted to obtain from the treasury of
the United States the money due to the Sioux Indians upon a power
of attorney, which he admitted to be void, and which he obtained from
the Indians by fraud.

Charge 6th. With having used cruel and oppressive conduct towards
the chiets, who were the authorized agents of said bands, and with
having substituted unauthorized persons as chiefs and braves, and the
procurement of receipts from such persons which he is now attempting
to palm off upon the government as youchers in the settlement of his
accounts with the Indian Bureau.

Charge Tth. With improper conduct in not holding his councils with
the Med-a-wakan-toan Indians at the council house of the government,
and with holding the same at the trading house of persons with whom
he was contederating, to overreach them by menace and other influ-
ences, which enabled him to effect his purposes aforesaid; that said
chiefs were kept drunk by the use of intoxicating liquors during said
councils.

Charge 3th. With having openly violated the treaty, in not reserving
a sufficient amount out of the Sec-see-toan and Wah-pa-toan funds to
remove and subsist them for one year.

Charge 9th. With having paid nearly the entire trust tund of said
Indians, amounting to near $450,000, at the trading house of Henry H.
Sibley, and that but a few, it’ any, were benefitted by said payment
but those who now are or have been connected with said company in
trade, and with whom he was confederating. That there are many
other meritorious creditors of the Indians who were thrust aside, and
were not permitted to share in the distribution.

M. SWEETSER,
Attorney for the Indians.

His Excellency Arexanper Ramsmy,

Governor, §c., Washington, D. C.

The following are the specifications made by M. Sweetser, to
wit :

1st. That of the $593,050, paid by the government to Alexander
Ramsey as superintendent of Indian affairs, not exceeding $80,000 or
$100,000, was taken to the Minnesota Territory in gold or silver—the
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attempted to compel them to consent to such a disposition of said
money as he desired ; and by his conduct in this regard treated them
with 1njustice and cruelty, and in violation of law, the treaty stipula-
tions, and his own solemn pledges previously made to said Indians.

5th. That the said Ramsey, with Henry H. Sibley, Doctor Charles
W. Borup, Joseph R. Brown, Charles D. Fillmore and others, have
co-operated to deprive the Da-ko-ta Indians of their rights under the
late treaties ; and that by their machinations, the money due to the
said Indians was disbursed in violation of law, the rights of the Indians,
and treaty stipulations.

6th. That one Hugh Tyler was employed by the parties to this
violation of law, and treaty stipulations, as the visible go-between,
borer, or agent, and that a large per centage was agreed to be paid, or
left in his hands as a fee from the fraudulent recipients of the Da-ko-ta
money.

7th. That in consummation of the frauds above alleged, Alexander
Ramsey paid a large amount of moneys due to the said Da-ko-ta
Indians by treaty, and by him received to pay to them, to the said
Hugh Tyler, who paid it chiefly to traders connected with the fur com-
pany of Pierre Choteau and others ; which proceeding was in violation

of law and treaty stipulations.
DANIEL A. ROBERTSON.

Sworn to and subscribed, March 19, 1853.
W. F. WaLLACE,
Clerk to the commattee, U. S. Senate.

The following statement and explanation made by Governor Rarmsey
to the Hon. Luke Lea, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, will show the
manner in which the $275,000, appropriated to carry out the stipula-
tions under the first clause of the fourth article of the treaty of the 23d
of July, 1851, and the $220,000 under the first clause of the fourth
article of the treaty of the 5th of August, 1851, were disbursed by him
as superintendent of Indian affairs, &c. &c., to wit:

MINNESOTA SUPERINTENDENCY,
St. Paul, January 15, 1853.

Sir: I had the honor, some few days since, to transmit you my
accounts and vouchers for the fourth quarter of the year 1852. As the
principal disbursements in that quarter were on account of the recent
Sioux treaties, and the sums were large, I deem it proper to place in
the possession of’ your department a brief statement of my action in the
premises.

The payment of $250,000, part of the sum ot 275,000 appropriated
in the first clavse of the fourth article of the treaty of Traverse des
Sioux, was made to the traders and half breed relatives of the See-see~
toan and Wah-pa-toan Sioux, agreeably to the terms ot a paper marked
A, executed by the chiefs of these bands immediately subsequent to
the aforesaid treaty. The balance, viz: $25,000, I retained for the
subsistence and removal of these Indians.
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balances of these funds were turned over to his successor, Governor
Gorman :

I retained, on account of removal and subsistence of the See-see-toan
and Wah-pa-toan Sioux, as authorized by the instructions of Com-

missioner Lea, of October 4, 1852, the sum of ... _ ... ... $25,000
Expended of this fund for subsistence, 4th quar-

ter, 1852, . o e $17,876 32
Expended of this fund for subsistence, 1st quar-

ter, 1853 - oo e o e i 1,055 45
Balance on hand paid Governor Gorman, May

T I 5 6,068 23

— 25,000

I retained, on account of removal and subsistence of the Wah-pa-koo-
ta Sioux, $20,000; and on account of the Med-a-wa-kan-toan,
BR0,000 . L e e e $40,000

Med-a-wa-kan-toan. Wah-pa-koo-ta.
Expended of these funds for subsist-

ence, 4th quarter, 1852. . ... ... $3,363 00  $3,127 00
Expended of these funds for subsist-
ence, 1st quarter, 1853 . .... ... 1,231 25 837 85
Expended of these funds for subsist~
ence, 2d quarter, 1853........ 161 35 302 50
. Balance on hand paid Gov. Gor-
man, May 16, 1853........... 15,479 90 15,496 65

39,999 50

These disbursrments were made out of the subsistence fund, under
authority of the instructions of Commissioner Lea, of October 4, 1852,
(these letters are in Governor Gorman’s possession,) the power of at-
torney given me by the See-see-toan and Wah-pa-toan Sioux, and by
virtue of the general authority of the office of superintendent of Indian
affairs, conferred upon me.

The treaty of Mendota contemplates a consolidation of the Med-a-
wa-kan-toan and Wah-pa-koo-ta bands into one. As this purpose
would be defeated should they continue to have provisions, &c., distri-
buted to them after their arrival in their new homes upon the old dis-
trictive system, I deemed it my duty to merge what of their funds for
removal and subsistence remained into a common treasure; my ad-
vertisement for provision for the Lower Sioux was predicated upon
this view.

The See-see-toan and Wah-pa-toan Sioux, always having been in a
needy condition, and living, all but the Little Rapids and Traverse
des Sioux bands, within, or north and west of, the Indian reservation,
I thought it due to them to use their funds exclusively for the purchase
of provision, and have them remove themselves, as, living on the river
Minnesota, they could readily do. Along with the sum of $6,068 23
removal and subsistence fund, I, at the same time, turned over to Gov.
ernor Gorman $4,000 for provisions due the See-see-toan and Wah-pa-
toan Sioux, for the year ending June 30, 1853. This I might properly
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willing to pay their honest debts, but wanted him to make the traders
first exhibit their accounts. To which the governor replied, that he
had no business to do that, as they had already given the traders a
“ paper’’ to pay their debts.

He further says, ¢ that he is now twenty-six years old, and was born
and raised among the Indians, and that he is well acquainted with the
chiefs of the upper See-see-toan and Wah-pa-toan bands. That the
Wah-pa-toan chiefs are, 1. E-yang-mo-nee, or Running Walker ;
2. O-pec-en-dah, or Big Curly Head; 3. Wah-nok-soon-ta, or the
Little Rapids Chief; and that the See-see-toan chiefs are, 1. Wah-
min-da-ne-chah, or the Orphan; 2. E-tah-wah-ke-an, or Limping
Devil; 3. Ish-tah-hum-bah, or Sleepy Eyes; and 4. Mah-zah-shah, or
Red Iron, making seven in all ; and that these were the seven See-see-
toan and Wah-pa-toan chiefs at the treaty of ¢ Traverse des Sioux”
in July, 1851, That he does not know O-tah-e-tah and No-hope-ton
as chiefs, and that they are not recognized by the Indians as such.”

Xavier Fresnmer was also present at ¢ Traverse des Sioux” and
heard ¢ Red Iron” and the other chiefs demand this money in all their
“councils.” They stated to Governor Ramsey that they wanted all
the money paid nto thewr own hands ; that they would then give some
to the ¢ traders,” some to the ¢ half-breeds,” and keep a part for them-
selves.

According to the testimony of Warren Woodberry, Governor Ram-
sey replied to Wa-ba-shaw, when he demanded payment for the Med-
a-wa-kan-toan bands at Mendota, or the St. Peter’s ageney, ¢ that if
the Indians would come to some agreement concerning the payment of
their honest engagements, he was then ready to make the payment ;
but if they would not, and insisted to have the money paid nto their
ouwn hands, he would not pay it to them at all. He told them further,
that time was advancing, and it was getting late, and that they had
better consult with each other and come to some conclusion.” The
Indians then said that they wanted the money paid into their own
hands; that they had been detained a long time; were in a state of
starvation, and wished to go home. That 1f they could not receive it
into their own hands, according to the stipulations of the treaty, and
pay it out in ‘“council,” as they wished to do, they wanted to go
home. Governor Ramsey, then told the interpreter to say to them,
that if they could not agree upon some terms about the payment of the
money, he would submit a proposition to them, which was this:
$70,000 to pay their old debts, $20,000 for their ¢ half-breed” rela-
tions, and $20,000 to be reserved for their removal and subsistence ;
and that the money for their ¢ half-breeds” could then be paid out by
them in “council” as they might think proper. Wa-ba-shaw then
arose from his seat and said: *“You have gotten our lands, and now
we want the money for them, as was agreed upon ; or you can keep
your money, and we will keep our lands, and go home.” Governor
Ramsey remarked, that if they did not comply with his wishes in
regard to the payment that he would send or take the money back to
their « great father” at Washington. To which Wa-ba-shaw replied :
“Take it back to the ¢ great father’ and we will take back our land.”

4
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first examined and adjudicated by competent and disinterested com-
missioners.

This ¢ protest,” was the result of a “council” of the chiefs held at
Mr. Sweetser’s store in Traverse des Sioux—it was written by Mr.
Sweetser—it was read and explained to the Indians bv their agent,
Nathaniel McLean—interpreted by Alexander J. Campbell, and Dun-
can Campbell ; and aflerwards delivered to Governor Ramsey in per-
son, by the chiet Red Iron, just as he (the governor) was about leaving
Traverse des Sioux for St. Paul; but before the payment of this money
to the “traders” and ¢ halt” breeds,” subsequently at Mendota.

A copy of this “protest,” will be found in the evidence.

He is also charged with having resorted to threats and force and
other acts of cruelty and oppression, to overawe and Intimidate the
Indians, and thereby to compel then: to consent to the payment of this
money to the traders.

We have no doubt from the evidence, as well as from our own
knowledge of the character of Governor Ramsey, that his general con-
duct towards the Indians was kind and humane. But difficulty had
arizsen about the payment of this money, and that kind of treatment
which he might have thought justifiable, and even proper under the
circumstances, may have been regarded very differently by others,
having no such objects to accomplish. When interrogated in regard to
the general conduct of Governor Ramsey towards the Indians, Na-
thaniel McLean, (the agent,) replies: “In my judgment, his general
management of the Indians was good. Prior to this dificulty about
these matters, I heard of no complaint.”

And such, we have no doubt, was the fact.

Oune of the acts of cruelty and oppression, as mentioned in the charge,
must have had reference to his difficulty with « Red Iron,” and his sub-
sequent treatment of that chief. As soon as it was announced that
Governor Ramsey had returned with the money, and was ready to
comnmence the payments, Red Iron and his band of warriors, who re-
sided at “ Traverse des Sioux,” where the payment of the See-see-toan
and Wah-pa-toan money, amounting to $275,000, was expected to be
made, having been actively stiinulated by an influence adverse to the
mierests of the traders, seem to have determined to prevent Governor
Ramsey, if possible, from making any arrangements with the Indians,
by which this money could be legally paid otherwise than into their
own hands.

As the business for making out the “rolls” of the naines of the In-
dians who were entitled to “annuities,” and the payment of the ¢ an-
nuities”® after the ¢ rolls” were completed, appears to have properly
belonged to the office of Nathaniel McLean, who was at that time
the agent of the Sioux Indians, the reasonable inference would be,
that other business than that had taken him (Governor Rewsey) from
St. Paul to ¢ Traverse des Sioux,” and that this other business had
reference to the $275,000, ratber than to the payment of the “ annuities.”
For, in relation to the latter, he had only to pay over the money to Mr.
McLean—take his receipt for it—and there ended his responsibility
and bis duty, in regard to that whole matter.

Governor Ramsey having refused to pay the money to the Indians,




52 S. Doc. 61.

as requested by the chiefs of the wpper bands, “Red lron” and his
warriors proceeded to establish what is called a ¢ soldier’s lodge.”

The object of this ¢« soldier’s lodge " appears to have been to prevent
all intercourse between the Indians assembled at ¢« Traverse des Sioux”
and Governor Ramsey, in relation to any negotiation or arrangement
concerning the money claimed by the traders, by virtue of the ¢« Traders’
Paper,” and to use force, if necessary, towards the other Indians, it any
should attempt to violate this non-intercourse edict. Red Iron himself
explained, “that his object was to prevent individual chiefs and young
men from going singly, and at mght, and alone, to the white men’s
camps, and there signing papers and disposing of their money secretly,
as had been the case with the Med-a~wah-kan-toan bands. That he
wanted all the chiefs to go into ‘open council’ together, so that all
might know what had been done. That he had been informed that
several new chiefs had been made at the time they signed the amend-
ments to the treaty,” &c. (September 8, 1852.)

Henry H. Sibley says, “that the object of the ¢soldier’s lodge’ is
to effect certain objects with the ¢bands’ coming from abroad; that
the Sioux Indians recognize the right of the ¢band’living on the land
to which they come to erect a ‘soldier’s lodge,” and submit to the
regulations prescribed by it. That it controls the movements of the
whole band, without regard to the aunthority of the chiefs.”

Joseph R. Brown, who has also had much experience with these
Indians, says that “its object is to regulate the movements and policy
of the encampment, and that it 1s the supreme power of the encamp-
ment, according to a custom with the Sioux Indians.” He further
says, “that Red Iron’s band of See-see-toan Indians did not disguise
their determination to prevent any intercourse between the upper Sioux
Indians,—or those opposed to their policy,—and the government officers,
unless 1t was done under their control.” ¢ Then,” continues Mr.
Brown, “commenced a very evil and turbulent spirit, and that in all
his experience he has never known so much discord and ill-feeling in
a camp of Sioux Indians.” ¢And all this (he says) was produced by
different views, entertained by different bands of Indians, relative to
the disbursement of the $275,000 under the treaty.” Mr. Sibley also
says, ‘‘that his conduct was outrageous, and that he advised Governor
Ramsey to order his arrest.”

Captain James Monroe, of the United States army, was then sent for
by Governor Ramsey, and immediately came with a company of U. S.
infantry and five dragoons, and by prompt and judicious conduct suc-
ceeded in destroying the “soldier’s lodge,” in making Red Iron a pris-
oner, and in restoring order and quiet to the encampment, without
bloodshed.

Governor Ramsey then summoned ¢“Red Iron” into his presence,
and after stating to him the catalogue of his offences, concluded by de-
priving him of his chieftainship, saying: “You are broken as a chicef, and
1 now break youw; aund this officer (pointing to Captain Monroe) will
keep you a prisoner.” Captain Monroe turther testifies, “that he im-
mediately confined Red Iron in a room, and placed a sentinel over him ;
that he was released on the following day—and in the mean time, he
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In-tue-boo-kar-dan, his x mark.
O-tak-e-ta, his x mark.
Hoo-pah-ina-pek-dou-tah, his x mark.
Witnesses :

TroMAs Fosten,

Jxo. C. Kerrow, U. S. A,

CuarrLeEs D. FILLMORE,

WM. Henry Forzes.

I certify, on honor, that the above account is correct and just, and
that I have actually, this 29th ot November, 1852, paid the amount
thereof.

ALEXANDER RAMSEY.

This receipt, it will be perceived, has direct reference to the distribu-
tion as made by the schedule attached to the «Traders’ Paper.”

The old and well recognized chiefs of the See-see-toan and Wah-pa-
toan bands, who signed the treaty of Traverse des Sioux, of July 23,
1851, are: 1. Mah-zah-shah, or Red Iron; 2. E-yang-mo-nee, or
Running Walker; 3. Wah-min-da-ne-chah, or the Orphan; 4. E-ta-
wah-kee-an, or Limping Devil; 5. Ish-tah-hum-bah, or Sleepy Eyes;
and 6. O-pee-en-dah, or Big Curly Head; Wah-nok-soon-ta, or the
Little Rapids Chief, is also one of those old chiets, but his name is not
to the treaty.

Theophile Bruguier, says, *that he has been trading, and hunting,
and farming among these Indians, on his own account, for the last
eightcen years; and that the chiefs whose names are above mentioned
are all the chiefs of these bands; and that E-ta-wah-ke-an, or Limping
Devil, and Wah-nok-snon-ta, or the Little Rapids Chief, are the only
names of chiefs to that receipt, for the two hundred and fifty thousand
dollars. But he does not know No-hope-ton and Wah-na-ta, as chiefs.

Doctor Thomas 8. Williamson, a. resident missionary among these
Indians, says: “] only find the names of three chiefs of those who
signed the treaty in 1851, to Governor Ramsey’s receipt for the two
hundred and fifty thousand dollars ($250,000 ;) that there are eleven
chiefs in all, now on Major Murphy’s list, (the present Indian agent,)at
the “Red Wood” agency. That these three are L-ta-wak-ke-an, or
Limping Devil; Wah-nok-soon-ta, or the Little Rapids Chief; and
Wah-na-ta.”

Alexander G. Huggins, says: “ That E-ta-wah-ke-an, or Limping
Devil, is the only chief’ whose name is to the receipt, who signed the
treaty in 1851.”

Martin McLeod, says: “That he was present when four of the In-
dians signed this receipt, to wit: Young Sleepy Eyes; Wah-na-ta;
O-tak-e-ta, and No-hope-ton; and that he considers all of them as
chiefs.

Philander Prescott, an old interpreter and superintendant of farming,
&c., among the Sioux Indians, says, ¢that there are now the names of
eleven chiets of the wupper See-sce-toan and Wah-pa-toan bands, upon
the ¢roll book” of the agent; that he found the names of O-tak-e-ta,
No-hope-ton, and O-pee-yah—hen—du—ya, on the ‘roll’ and named as
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business specially was. I was not in the council about that matter.’
He further remarked, in reply to another question, ‘We were very
little detained after the ‘rolls’ were ready.’”’

There appeared, very manifestly, to be a reluctance, on the part of
Governor Ramsey, to deliver over this “annuity” money to Agent
McLean—whose duty it was to digburse it to the Indians—and some
unnecessary delay, although for a short time only.  And, whatever
may have been his motives in withholding this money, from the time
he returned from Washington up to the very day of payment, it is
equally evident that it was not delivered to Agent McLean, for distri-
bution among the Indians, until he had first procured his receipt for the
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.

If this ““annuity money” was thus withheld from the Indians, after
the cold weather had set in, in December, as a means of coercing them
to sign this receipt,—and the evidence warrants the inference—is not
this also to be regarded as an unwarrantable act of oppression?

Governor Ramsey justifies the payment of this two hundred and fifty
thousand dollars to the ‘“traders” and “half-breeds,” in the ¢first”
place, upon the authority of the ¢ Traders’ Paper,” dated at Traverse
des Sioux, the 23d of July, 1851, which has already been commented
upon; and secondly, in virtue of the power of attorney executed to him
by the Indians, at St. Paul, on the 8th of September, 1852.

This power of attorney has already been copied into the statement
to this report.  That part of it upon which the governor relies for his
authority is italicised by him in the printed copy to be found in Senate
Executive Document, No. 29, part 2, 2d Session of the 32d Congress,
pages 25, 26, and 27, and reads as follows:

¢ And we also authorize, empower, and request him to do, or cause to
be done, all the acts contemplated by the said tourth article (of the treaty
of July 23, 1851) for and by us to be done; to appropriate the said
money in accordance with and for the purpose of carrying out the
equitable and true intent thereof’; all such acts, when done, to be final
and binding upon us, and to have the same force and effect as i’ done
by us.” :

This portion ot the power of attorney, when isolated trom the rest
of it and left without explanation, would seem to confer upon Governor
Ramsey the discretion to appropriate this money when received by
him, according to his own judgment of the proper construction to be
given to the fourth article of the treaty referred to. But was this the
intention of the Indians? Such a disposition of the money had already
been made by the « Traders’ Paper,” and if no change was contem-
plated, why execute this new power of attorney ?

The testimony clearly shows that the Indians had become very much
dissatisfied with the disposition to be made of this money, as indicated
by the schedule to the ¢ Traders’ Paper,” and desired it to be paid into
their own hands, in the first instance ; and to effect that purpose, they
declare, at the close of this “ power’”” to Governor Ramsey : « And we
do hereby revoke and annul all former and other powers of attorney executed
or guwen by us with reference to the receipt or collection of the said sum of
money or any part thereof.”’

The evidence will show what powers of attorney were intended to
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We have said before in this report, that the payments, as made, were
not, in our judgment, in accordance either with the law or the treaty
stipulations. It appears, nevertheless, that the ¢«traders” had an
understanding with the commissioners, (Luke Lea and Governor Ram-
sey,) at the time of making the treaty, that they were to have this money
as it was subsequently paid to them.

The amount paid out by Hugh Tyler was three hundred and twenty
thousand dollars, ($320,000,) embracing the See-see-toan and Wah-
pa-toan fund of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, ($250,000,)
upon which he charged and received a discount or deduction of fificen
per cent. ; and the Med-a-wah-kan-toan fund of seventy thousand dol-
lars, (70,000,) upon which he charged and received a discount or de-
duction of rwelve and @ half per cent.

The Wah-pa-koo-ta tund of ninety thousand dollars ($90,000) was
paid out by Mr. Sibley, and ¢en per cent. deducted, which was after-
wards also paid over to Mr. Tyler.

The amount of per centage received by Hugh Tyler may therefore
be stated as follows :

Discount on the amount paid to the ¢ traders” of the See-see-toan and

Wah-pa-toan fund, $210,000, at 15 per cent......_..... %31,500
Discount on the amount paid to the ¢ half~breeds” of the See-

see-toan and Wah-pa-toan fund, $40,000, at 15 per cent. 6,000
Discount on the amount paid to the ¢ #raders” and ¢ half-

breeds” of the Med-a-wah-kan-toan fund, $70,000, at 124

PO CeNle. o m i e et 8,750
Amount of per centage received from Henry H. Sibley, on

account of deduction of 10 per cent. on the disbursement

of the Wa-pa-koo-ta fund of $90,000. ... ... ........__. 9,000
Making the aggregate amount of. .. .. ... ... ... . ... $55,250

Many of the traders and claimants, it seems, assented to this
arrangement, while others complained of it as an unauthorized and
unjust exaction ; but all, it appears, were compelled to submit to it in
the end.

Alexis Bailley, when asked the question, “Did you ever know of
any person out of all upon the traders’ list, or schedule, who received
their money unless they submitted to this fifiecn per cent. discount by
Hugh Tyler?”’ answered, I do not know of any ;” and to the ques-
tion, ¢« Were not the claimants told or given to understand that unless
they submitted to the discount of fifieen per cent., that the money would
be paid directly to the Indians ?”’ he replied, ¢ I did not hear Governor
Ramsey or Hugh Tyler say so; but it was said in the presence of
Hugh Tyler.” He also remarked that he had not made any agreement
with Hugh Tyler, to pay him this fifiecn per cent. before he demanded
his money, and that he considered it an abominable charge. He said
that the power of attorney to Hugh Tyler was generally signed at Mr.
Sibley’s office, in Mendota, about the latter part of November, or fore
part of Decembetr, 1852, after the Indians had been assembled at Tra-
verse des Sioux and paid their ¢ annaities” in part. That he did not
see all sign it, but that it is his impression that they generally signed
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be distributed by ¢hem to their ¢ half-breeds,” as they might think
proper; and seventy thousand dollars was left, to be paid to the
traders.

Question. What was that twenty thousand dollars given to the chiefs
for? It you know what motive was in it, we want to know it.

Answer. It was for the purpose of inducing them to sign the receipt
to Governor Ramsey, for the ninety thousand dollars. Governor Ram-
sey got the receipt.

In regard to the payment of this twenty thousand dollars to the
seven Med-a~wah-kan-toan chiefs, it is due to justice that some notice
should be taken of the payments to two of them—Wa-ba-shaw and
Wah-coo-ta. :

Wa-ba-shaw is an Indian of decided character; is generally recog-
nised as the “head chief” of the seven Med-a-wah-kan-toan bands ;
and, on great occasions in “ council,” is the chief speaker for his nation.
Wah-coo-ta is the oldest chief among them; is of sedate countenance,
now in feeble health, and well respected by his people. They were at
the house of Mrs. Finley, (a halt-breed,) near to Fort Snpelling, and
some distance from their homes. They had come there with their
bands for the purpose of attending the ¢ payments,” and it was in the
month of November, 1852. They were sitting near a table, when
Governor Ramsey came in with the two bags of money in his hands, and
put them down upon the table in front of them, and said: «Here is
your money.” Mr. Franklin Steele, who resides as a trader at Fort
Snelling, and Jack Frazer, a Sioux half-breed, and nephew to Wah-
coo-ta, are represented as having been on opposite sides of the table.
After the money was placed upon the table by Governor Ramsey,
Jack Frazer took possession of it, and delivered it to Mr. Steele, who
carried it away.

Wa-ba-shaw says in his testimony that, ¢ Governor Ramsey gave
him the money, but that Jack Frazer and Mr. Steele took it and car-
ried it away; that Jack Frazer told him.that the bag contained two
thousand and nine hundred dollars; that that was all the money Gov-
ernor Ramsey gave him on that day ; that there had been other money
paid to the tribes before that time, (meaning the ¢ annuity’ money,) but
this was paid to the chiefs—seven portions in all ; that his portion was
$2,900, and that that was all the money paid to him at Fort Snelling ;
that he signed a receipt for this money, and supposed he was to receive
it ; that some person asked him the question ¢if Jack Frazer was to have
this money,” to which he said, ¢noj’ that Mrs. Finley, who was the in~
terpreter, then repeated something to Governor Ramsey, which he sup-
posed was his answer ; and that he then presumed that Governor Ram-
sey was satisfied that he was to have the money.”

Wah-coo-ta says, ¢ that Governor Ramsey came in with two sacks
of money, and laid them upon the table—one for Wah-ba-shaw, and
one for himself—a sack for each; that his neplew (Jack Frazer) then
took the money, and Mr. Steele carried it away ; that the sacks con-
tained three thousand dollars each, but the money was not counted ;
that he saw the sacks upon the table, but never touched them ; that the
same persons who got Wa-ba-shaw’s money got his also ; that he did not
give his money to Jack Frazer; that he went twice in company with
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5. That some time after the treaty was made with the Upper See-
see-toans and Wah-pa-toans, on the 23d July, 1851, they sent a large
deputation of their chiefs and braves to St. Paul to express their dissat-
isfaction to Governor Ramsey and Agent McLean, of the arrangement
which had been made with the traders for the payment of their debts
at the treaty, and to protest in the name of their nation at large against
such a disposition of their money; and demanding its payment into
their own hands. »

That both Governor Ramsey and Agent McLean agreed to comply
with their wishes, solemuly, and in “open council” on that occasion,
and so reported the facts and their requests to the Indian Department
at Washington. And that Governor Ramsey subsequently refused to
comply with his promises thus made, and paid over the money to Hugh
Tyler, contrary to their wishes and the treaty stipulations, for the bene-
fit of the “traders” and ¢ half’ breeds,” according to the arrangement
as originally made by the ¢ Traders’ Paper.”

6. That the views as expressed by Governor Ramsey and Agent
McLean in that report, of December 13, 1851, in relation to the proper
construction of the stipulations contained in the treaty of July, 1851,
are the views entertaiued by us in that respect, and upon which this
report is predicated.

7. The most of the witnesses give it as their opinion, that if this
money had been paid directly to the Indians as requested by them, and
they had been left to themselves in regdrd to its disposition, that it
would have been squandered for horses, #rinkets, and the means of dis-
sipation; and that but a very small amount of it would have been paid
towards the extinguishment of their debts, or reserved for the expenses
of their removal and subsistence. But it is conclusively shown by all
past experience, in the history of the affairs of the Indians upon our
frontiers, that they would not have been left to themselves, but that
the greater part of the money would have passed rapidly into the hands of
the white men—justly, perhaps, in some instances, but irrespective of the
rights and interests of the Indians as a general rule—and that their
own “half-bloods,” would have been used as the “instruments” of this
general pillage.

The fate of Wa-ba-shaw and Wah-coo-ta affords a striking illustra-
tion, on a small scale, of what might have been expected on a more
extended one.

But whether the Indians would have made a provident or improvi-
dent use of their money, it was our duty to have paid it to them if they
were entitled to it by the treaty stipulations.

8. A majority of the witnesses are also of the opinion that the testi-
mony of the Indians is not reliable in cases where gain or profit is
expected, or where they testify under strong bias or prejudice. This
may be said of white men as well as of Indians; and hence interested
parties are excluded by law in our courts of justice. But we are satis-
fied from our own observation of Indian character, as well as from the
testimony of the witnesses, that it is not to be depended upon, like that
of respectable white men.

We have thought it right, nevertheless, to examine the chiefs, for the
purpose of ascertaining their views and feelings in regard to these pay-
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missioner, had been the arrangement or agreement with the Indians fer
the payment of their debts.’

Question. When did Governor Ramsey determine to pay the traders,
and not to pay the money to the Indians directly ?

Answer. | cannot give a positive answer to that question.

Question. Who was to pay the expense of collecting the Indians at
Traverse des Sioux, in order to secure your claims against them ?

Answer. I do not know that the Indians were ever collected at
Traverse des Sioux for the purpose of securing our claims.

Question. Who supplied the Indians with provisions at Traverse des
Sioux before the payment? )

Answer. 1 gave them some, and 1 think Governor Ramsey gave
them some also, and perhaps some others.

‘Question. Do you know directly or indirectly, from sources of
information that you believe, whether any general government officer,
or Governor Ramsey, was offered, or received, or is to receive, any
part of the money arising from this per centage on claimants ?

Answer. So far as Governor Ramsey is concerned, 1 have no know-
ledge or information which leads me to believe that he has ever received
one cent of this money, or that he is to get, or will ever receive, any
part of it. I decline 10 answer as to other public dfficers. 1 will state,
however, that I know nothing positive of my own knowledge.

Question. Did Governor Ramsey ask you to assist him in getting
the receipt from the Mcd-a-wa-kan-toan chiefs for the ninety thousand
dollars.

Answer. T do not recollect that he did. DBut I exerted myself to get
those receipts, because there was no previous obligation of the Med-a-
wa-kan-toan Indians to pay their debts as there was at Traverse des
Sioux.

Question. Were you present when Wa-ba-shaw and Wah-coo-ta
signed that reccipt for the ninety thousand dollars ? :

Answer. I was not present.

Question. Sce the receipt on Senate document No. 29, part 2, and
page 10, signed by Frederick B. Sibley, for ($2,520 12) twenty-five
hundred and twenty dollars and twelve cents, and say in what kind of
funds it was paid to him.

Answer. My impression is that i was paid to me by Governor
Ramsey in a draft on some bank in New York, but on what bank I do
not now recollect. The draft was at my own request.

Question. What amount of paper money or bank notes did Governor
Ramsey bring here to St. Paul of the Sioux money under both of the
treaties ?

Answer. T am unable to state what amount of paper money was
brought here by him.

Question. In what kind of funds was the two hundred and fifty
thousand dollars (250,000) paid to Hugh Tyler by Governor Ramsey?

Answer. Some was paid mn drafts on New York, some in paper
money or bank notes, and some in gold.

Question. How much in gold ?

Answer. 1 have no recollection of the amount.
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‘W asuingTon, March 15, 1853.

Srr: With a view to a full and impartial investigation of the conduct
of Governor A. Ramsey, in the late Sioux payment, I desire to state:
that from the interested position of the witnesses for the defence, and
the absence of witnesses who are conversant with the facts connected
with the payment, that this investigation be continued and adjourned to
Minnesota.

Public interest demands, and the rights of” the Indians require, that
they (the Indians) should be heard; in Minnesota the facts are known.
With a full development of the testimony, I state the charges will be
fully and clearly established, both as to the refusal of Governor Ramsay
to comply with the treaty, and the request of the Indians, in the pay-
ment of the money, and the connection of the parties implicated in the
fraud.

Messrs. T'yler, Dousman, S8ibley, Bourrun, Steel, and many others, who
are attempted to be used as witnesses, will be shown to be as deeply
mnterested in the transaction as Ramsey himself; they, it will be shown,
were parties to and acted in connection with the governor.

The statement of’ Dr. Bourrup, in relation to a bargain between my-
self, two others, and Dousman, for the sum of thirty thousand dollars,
is not material to the issue ; neither proves that Governor Ramsey did
or did not act corruptly in the disbursement of the Sioux money; but
is, so far as I am concerned, a fabrication, and without foundation. In
fact, these statements more clearly show, to my mind, the absolute ne-
cessity of a full and thorough investigation, that parties implicated may
have an apportunity to purge themselves, if’ innocent, and that the In-
dians may be protected 1n their rights, if’ wrong has been done them.

I state as a tact, from information received, that since I left the Ter-
ritory, the Upper Sioux have, in full and open council, in presence of
the agent, declared that they had not received payment for their coun-
try, and would not leave it until payment was made or guarantied by
the government, in accordance with their treaty.

The peace of the frontier, and the security of the lives and property
of the frontier settlements, require this investigation to be a thorough
one. This only can be done by the committee adjourning to Minnesota,
or selecting some other point, and there summon persons to attend ; also
to call for papers. Minnesota, however, is the point most desirable for
the investigation.

1 am, dear sir, your obedient servant,

M. SWEETZER.

Hon. W. K. SEBASTIAN,
Chairman Commitiec Indian Affairs, Senate U. S.

Memorandum.

It will be seen out of five hundred and ninety-three thousand dollars
paid by the government to Alexander Ramsey, ex officio superintendent,
&c., not to exceed eighty or one hundred thousand dollars was taken
to the Territory in gold or silver, the balance was exchanged in New
York and Pennsylvania for paper money and drafts ;
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That in Minnesota he paid governinent contractors in paper money
and drafts. That he paid large sums of paper money to half-breed
Indians ;

That he refused to pay to the chiefs of the Dakotah Indians, as per
fourth article of their treaties of July and August, 13513

That near a third of a million of dollars was paid by him to H. H.
Sibley, H. L. Dousman, Dr. Borup, Franklin Steel, Joseph R. Brown,
and others, upon a fraudulent contract obtained from these Indians at
the time the treaty was signed; that Hugh Tyler was made, as was
understood, the media of this payment, for which fifieen per cent. was
charged both to halt-breeds and traders ;

That the money was paid in violation of the treaty, in violation of
the act of Congress appropriating the same, and against the often re-
peated wish of the Indians, and against their solemn protests;

That the Indians repeatedly, in open council, demanded their money
under treaties, but was refused payment by the governor;

That his vouchers now on file in the Indian Department for the set-
tlement of his accounts are frauds upon the Indians, the receipt of the
Seceseetoan Wahpaytoan chiets, as presented by him, are not the re-
ceipts of their principal chiefs, but, with two exceptions, are signatures
of young men ot recognized by the nation, and possessing no authority
from them to act;

That the receipt of the Wahpaytoan chiefs is equally a fraud, obtained
from them illegally, and against their wishes;

That, in all his official intercourse with the tribes for the past year,
he has manifested a predetermined and fixed purpose to avoid the pay-
ment of this large sum to the Indians. ‘The council held at Traverse
des Sioux in July last establishes this fact beyond doubt ; ,

That the disbursement of this large sum is not a payment to the In-
dians, their wishes having been totally disregarded, and the law and
treaty in no particular complied with.

For proof, refer to Wallace B. White, Nathaniel McLean, R. J.
Campbell, Duncan Campbell, C. E. Shafer, A. G. Huggins, Dod, Fin-
ley, David Olmstead, D. A. Robertson, Hollingshead, R. McKinzie, of
St. Louis, Alexander McKinstry, Marshall, Prescott, Sioux interpreter,
H. M. Rice, Tullis, and the half-breeds and others whose affidavits are
now on file in the Indian Department. Some of the witnesses named
are in the city, a majority in Minnesota.

I have to request that Kenneth McKinzie, of St. Louis, be summoned
to appear before your committee; this notice should be given at an
early day, designating time and place.

AlsothatPresident B. Lamar, of the Bank of the Republic in New York,
be examined by your committee in relation to the propositions of Mr.
Ramsey in the sale of the gold, and also as to who did make the pur-
chase, and at what per cent.

M. SWEETSER.

Hon. W. K. SEBASTIAN.
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B. Lamagr, President Bank of the Republic, New York—

Governor Ramsey called on him in October, 1852 and wanted to
exchange off $600,000 in gold for currency.

I am informed this man can tell on what terms Ramsey wanted to
exchauge, and what bank did arrange with Ramsey.

I am informed by Goodrich that H. Tyler deposited in a bank in
Oswego, New York, thirty thousand dollars, on his return from Minne-
sota.

Against Alexander Ramsey, Governor of Minnesota Territory, and
ex-officio superintendent of Indian affairs, and others, I have made
the following charges, to support which,I am prepared to cite a number
of witnesses of the most respectable character :

1. That said Alexander Ramsey exchanged a large portion of the
gold received by him 1o pay the Dakota Indians, as stipulated under
the late treaty, for bank notes, in violation of the law

2. That he deposited a large portion of said gold in banks, in violation
of law ;

3. That he paid contractors for supplies for said Dakota Indians, in
bank notes, in violation of law ;

4. That he refused to pay said Dakota Indians the amount due them
under the treaties aforesaid, but by force and intimidation attempted to
compel them to consent to such a disposition of said money as he de-
sired ; and by his conduct in this regard, treated them with injustice
and cruelty, and in violation of law, treaty stipulations, and his own
solemn pledges previously made to said Indians;

5. That he, said Ramsey, with H. H. Sibley, Dr. C. W. Borup,
Joseph R. Brown, Charles D. Fillmore, and others, have co-operated
to deprive the Dakota Indians of their rights under the late treaties,
and that by their machinations, the money due said Indians was dis-
bursed in violation of law, the rights of the Indians, and treaty stipula-
tions;

6. That one Hugh Tyler was employed by the parties, to this viola-
tion of law and treaty stipulations, as the visible go-between, borer, or
agent, and that a large per centage was agreed to be paid, or left in his
hands, as a fee from the fraudulent recipients of the Dakota money ;

7. That in consummation of the frauds above alleged, Alexander
Ramsey paid a large amount of moneys due the Dakota Indians by
treaty, and by him received to pay them, to the said Hugh Tyler, who
paid it chiefly to traders connected with the Fur Company of Pierre
Chouteau and others, which proceeding was in violation of law and
treaty stipulations.

DANIEL A. ROBERTSON,

Sworn to and subscribed March 19, 1853.

W. F. WaLrace,
Clerk to Commuttee.



' 818 S. Doc. 61.

In THE SENATE oF THE UNITED STATES,
January 10, 1853.
On motion by Mr. Gwin,

Resolved, That the Clommittee on Indian Affairs be instructed to in-
qulre into the allegations of fraud contained in certain of the public
prints, with regard to the disbursement by Alexander Ramsey, super-
intendent of Indian affairs, of the money appropriated to carry out the
stipulations of the treaties concluded with the Sioux or Dacota Indians,
in the year eighteen hundred and fifty-one.

Attest : ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary.

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Janvary 17, 1853.
On motion by Mr. Sebastian, ’

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to send
for papers,and to call persons before tflem, to be examined under oath,
touching the matters contained in the resolution of the Senate, of tenth
of January, referred to said committee.

Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary.

DePARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, March 21, 1853.

Sir: On the 27th of January and 15th ultimo, my predecessor trans-
mitted to the Senate copies of all the papers then on file in the depart-
ment, touching “the allegations of fraud contained in certain of the
public prints, with regard to the disbursements by Alexander Ramsey,
superintendent of Indian affairs, of the money appropriated to carry out
the stipulations of the treaties concluded with the Sioux or Dacota In-
dians, in the year 1851,” which the Committee on Indian Aflairs, in the
Senate, were directed, by resolution of the 10th of January last, to in-
quire 1nto.

I'have just received a communication from the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, dated the 19th instant, accompanied by other papersin the case,
which have been received subsequently, and have the honor to commu-
nicate them to the Senate herewith.

I am, sir, with much respect, your obedient servant,
R. McCLELLAND, Secretary.

Hon. D. R. ArcHison,

President of the Senate.

DepARTMENT oF THE INTERIOR,
Office of Indian Affavrs, March 19, 1853.
Sir: I have the honor to enclose herewith copies of three commu-
nications, recently received at this office from Alexander Ramsey, Gov-
ernor of Minnesota, and ez-officio superintendent of Indian affairs, together
with a copy of a letter from Madison Sweetzer, and of the aflidavit
therein referred to ; all having relation to the disbursement by said Ram-
sey of the money appropriated to carry into effect stipulations of the
treaties concluded with the Sioux Indians, in the year 1851. -
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Copies of all the other papers on file iu this office, touching this sub-
ject, having heretofore been transmitted to the Senate Committee on In~
dian Affairs, I respectfully recommend that the copics herewith be
disposed of in like manner.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
L. LEA, Commissioner.

RoeerT McCLELLAND,

Secretary of the Interior.

MiNNESOTA SUPERINTENDENCY,

St. Paul, February 2, 1853.

Sir: I enclose herewith a paper sent me by the Rev. Mr. Riggs. It
is the assent of the chief, generally known as “Big Curley,” to the pay-
ment of the traders’ claims. This chief did not reach Traverse des
Sioux at the time of the late payment, and evidently means by this pa-
per to give his assent to the voucher, signed by the other chiefs, and
transmitted by me, with my accounts for the fourth guarter of 1852—
which please see.

All who are chiefs, and had rights under the treaty of Traverse des
Sioux, with one exception, have thus given their renewed assent to the
payment of the traders’ claims. You will also see that the Rev. Mr.
Riggs, who witnessed the distribution of mdebtedness, by the Indians,
among their traders—a most excellent interpreter, and a man of most
unexceptionable character, witnesses this paper—a most significant fact.

Very respectfully, &c.,
ALEXANDER RAMSEY.

Hon. L. Lza,

Commissioner, §c., Washington, D. C.

To the Honorable Alexander Ramsey, Governor of Minnesota, and Mr.
Nathaniel McLean, Indian Agent.

We the chiefs and braves of the Wahpetoway Dakotas, at Lac
qui Parle, do of our own accord hereby signify our assent and con-
sent to that part of the treaty of 1851, which gives a portion to the
traders and half-breeds, and we desire that it may be carried into
effect as speedily as possible; in testimony of which we hereto affix
our names and marks.

UPIYAHDEYA, his x mark.
- WIYWHA-NONPAKINYA, his x mark.

WAKAANNANI, his x mark.

MAY-PIY-NAS-KAUS-KA, his x mark.

AIY-AH-PUYA, his x mark.

MAZA-DU-TA,

MAKAIDENYA.

Witnesses :
S. R. Riges,
Louis LAWRENCE.

Lac qui Parug, Junuary 13, 1853.




320 S. Doc. 61.

MINNESOTA SUPERINTENDENCY,
St. Paul, February 12, 1853.

Stz: T have the honor to acknowledge this day, the receipt of your
communication of the 22nd ult., cnclosing one of the Secretary of the
Interior of the 11th ult., along with copies of depositions by George
and Joseph Le Blanc, Alexander McLcod, Peter Ruyer, Lewis Anger,
and Vetal Boger, and a memorial of certain Sioux chiefs addressed to
the President of the United States.

I have this winter, within the last two months, several times ad-
dressed you in relation to this business; and on the 14th ultimo had
the honor to transmit you my accounts for the 4th quarter of 1852, as
well as a report of my action in the late payments, enclosing you au-
thentic copies of all the papers upon which those payments were pre-
dicated.

Had these communications been received before the transmission of
your letter, I doubt not they would have been considered a satisfactory
answer to the several allegations and insinuations contained in the
papers just received.

Still, I am gratified by the opportunity which thus again offers, to
present more in detail a history of the transactions alluded to, which 1
‘shall forward in a week or two, as I desire nothing so much as investi-
gation and examination the most searching, into all these matters, in
which T am conscious of having performed only my duty, with consci-
entiousness and a sincere intention to benefit the Indians, to do justice
both to them and their traders, and discharge in the best possible
manner all the obligations of government expressed or implied.

The persons who are stimulating these slanders seem restrained by
no sense or propriety, nor obligatious, moral or religious; for I per-
ceive in the affidavits forwarded, they have gone so tar as to delude
ignorant men into unconscious perjury, to sustain them in their re-
vengtul charges.

No man, however upright and conscientious, can hope to escape the
shafts of such recklessness, of malignity, which, not content with self
moral debasement, would in this manner drag down innocent ignorance
to their own level of crime.

To such people, who. have neither reputable character to lose, nor
reasonable hope of ever acquiring one, I have nothing to explain, nor
answer to make; but I do feel desirous that the government, which I
have spared no pains faithfully to serve, should not be deluded by
them ; and that my fellow-citizens should do me the justice to believe
me incapable of the acts alleged, contrary as they' are to the whole
tenor of my official and private life.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,

ALEX. RAMSEY.

Hon. L. LEga,

Commissvoner, §e.

W asuineToN, March 18, 1853.
Sir : Enclosed please find affidavit in relation to certain receipts
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now on file in your office purporting to be from the principal chiefs of
the See-see-toan, Wah-pay-toan and Mec-de-wah-kan-toan bands of
Dakota Indians.

The receipts referred to are to be found among the vouchers returned
to your office by Superintendent Ramsey, for the settlement of his ac-
counts. I have to request, as the attorney of the Indians, this affidavit
be placed on file, and accompany said vouchers.’

Until it shall be shown that thc money due the Sioux Indians has
been paid in accordance with law, and the treaties with said Indians,
that these accounts will not pass your office for settlement.

An acknowledgment of the receipt of the affidavit and its being
placed on file is respectfully requested.

Your obedient servant,
M. SWEETZER.

Hon. L. Lza,

Commussioner of Indvan Affairs.

Personally appcared before me the undersigned J. W. Beck, a jus-
tice of the peace, Madison Sweetser, who upon his oath doth depose
and say: That a receipt now on file in the Indian Department, tor two
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, purporting to be trom the chiefs of
the See-see-toan and Wah-pay-ton bands of Dakota Indians to George
Alexander Ramsey, ex-officio superintendent of Indian affairs of Min-
nesota, is not from a majority ot the principal chiefs of said bands,
who were authorized under the treaty to receive and receipt for said
money ; that not to exceed one or two of said principal chiefs appear
to have signed said receipt; that there are seven principal chiefs of
said bands; that the receipt was not obtained in open council with
the consent of the parties authorized to execute it; the signatures of the
young men whose names arc thereunto attached was obtained against
the repeated remonstrances of the principal chiefs; and that the pay-
ment of the money to the traders, and not to the chiefs, as per fourth
article of the treaty with said Indians of July 1851, was in violation of
law. That the receipt of the Me-de-wah-kan-toan chiefs for seventy
thousand dollars was obtained from them by improper influences, and
was only given to obtain their annuities, to prevent starvation of their
people, and other causes equally oppressive. The payment of the
money for which this receipt was given to certain traders, against the
often repeated wish of the Indians, was in open violation of their treaty
stipulations.

And further this deponent saith not.
M. SWEETZER.

Subscribed and sworn to before me, thig 17th day of March, 1853.
J. W. BECK, J. P.
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MINNESOTA SUPERINTENDENCY,

St. Paul, March 2, 1853.

Stz : The reception of certain papers concerning the recent disburse~
ments under the Sioux treaties were acknowledged by me on the 12th
ultimo, at which time I also expressed my intention of presenting to the
department at an early period such further ¢ explanation’ ou the sub-
Jject as would, along with my report of January 14, 1853, form a full
and complete history of all these matters.

To the two newspapers of the 15th and 22d of December last,
printed at St. Paul, entitled the Democrat, containing editorial articles
reflecting upon me, I donot feel myself called upon specially to reply.

To be compelled to answer the various charges recklessly made by
newspapers would consume nearly the whole time of every prominent
public officer in the Union, and leave him little opportunity to discharge
his public duties, so that from sheer necessity he is forced to endure
and disregard them, even when they appear in papers of respectability.

But in this case the paper making the allegations is of no sort of
standing with the community, nor influence with the political party it
claims to beloug to, and its editor is chiefly notorious for his systematic
contempt for truth and proficiency in the vocabulary of low abuse.

Selfrespect, therefore, along with other considerations, forbid my
noticing these scurrilous productions, which have, however, received
from apother press in St. Paul such answer as its editor thought they
required.

Two numbers of this paper, entitled ¢ The Minnesotian,” I herewith
forward for the information of the department, as in like manner I for-
warded some time since, with the same view, the numbers of the news-
paper that made the complaints. T did this because I would at all
times meet inquiry half way, desiring nothing so much as a fair inves-
tigation into every transaction of my official career in this Territory.

The copies of the affidavits of six persons transmitted to me from the
department, under the same date of January 22, I have examined with
care, and deduce from them the conclusion that disappointed specu-
lators and low-minded politicians are prepared for almost any extreme
of villany, when they can resort, as they have in this instance, to sub-
ornation of perjury, to achieve on the one hand a miserable revenge for
my having frustrated, in the course of my duty, their nefarious specu-~
lations, and at the same time on the other afford them aid in the ulte-
rior purposes they doubtless have in view.

The unfortunate position into which they have unscrupulously in-
veigled the poor, and, with one exception, ignorant men whose names
are attached to the affidavits forwarded to me, is shown by the counter
affidavits of the same men, hereto attached, marked severally AA, BB,
CC, DD.

It seems that advantage was taken of their ignorance, or their being
in a state of excitement or of intoxication, to make them perjure them-
selves. A heartless imposture, characteristic of the desperate specu-
lators, who endeavored to destroy the feeble moral integrity of the
Indians to get them to repudiate their just obligations and honest debts.
But I forbear further comment. The counter affidavits speak for them-
selves, and will be deemed a satisfactory offset and answer to those
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TAH-O-YAH-TAY-DOO-TAH, (His Scarlet People, or Little
Crow,) his x mark.

TAH-TCHAH-TOO-DOO-TAH, (Good Road,) his x mark.

SHAH-KPAY, (+8ix,”) his x mark.

WEE-TCHAN-KPEE, (¢ The Star,”) his x mark.

MAH-RAH-HO-TAH, (Grey Metal,) bis x mark.

HOO-YAH-PAH, (Eagle Heuad,) his x mark.

MAH-RAH-YAH-WAH-MAY-NO-HAH, (Ground Shell Metal,
Medicine Rattle,) his x mark.

TCHAN-DOO-HOO-PAH, (The Pipe,) his x mark.

E-TO-KAN-A HA, his x mark.

MAH-HPEA-WEE-TCHASH-TAH, (Man of the Sky,) his x

mark.

It will be perceived that of this $90,000 receipted for, this paper sets
apart only $70,000 to pay their licensed traders. The balance of
$20,000 was, with the consent of the traders, and at the request of the.
chiefs, paid into their own hands for the alleged purpose of distribution
by themsclves among their half-breed relations. T regret to say, how-
ever, that of this amount the latter obtained but a small portion, and
that portion was distributed in a shamefully unequal manner ; ninc-
tenths of the lower half-breeds receiving nothing at all.  This conduct
of the Indians only confirmed me and all who witnessed the transac-
tion in the opinion which experience in the Indian character so fre-
quently confirms, that it is utterly unsafe to rely upon the abstract jus-
tice or impartiality ot Indians when the power is in their own hands to
gratify their cupidity, especially when, asin this case, outside influences
for ulterior purposcs had been busily engaged for weeks and months in
undermining their, at best, very feeble principles of moral honesty.

This conduct towards their half-breeds was the more inexcusable as
at the same time they had the $20,000, their agent paid them, per
capita, about $55,000, a large sum for Indians to handle at once, with,
besides, goods and provisions to a large amount.

The conclusion seems inevitable, therefore, from their conduct in
reference to this comparatively small sum, that had they been per-
mitted to seize upon the $70,000, it also would have been either squan-
dered in a useless manner or been unequally distributed, without regard
to justice or previous indebtedness upon the new licensed or the old
unlicensed traders, with perhaps a few favorite half-breeds, especially
those who had lent the former their assistance to demoralize their
Indian relations.

Having concluded business with the lower bands, the affairs of the
Wah-pay-hoo-tays being previously arranged without difficulty, (as per
my letter of January 14) 1 proceeded to Traverse des Sioux to meet
the Seesectoans and Wahpaytoam the bands parties to the upper
treaty.

In one view of the case I need not have taken this journey. The
question of the disposition of their band money was already settled.
They had already twice, in open council of all the chiefs and head-
men, exercised the restricted power reserved * to the chiefs,” &c., to
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to come and see me as | wanted to talk to him on the subject. He
did not come. I sent an interpreter to him again, making the same
request.  He once more disregarded it. I sent him the day following
a like request by Lieutenant Kclton, atiended by two interpreters,
one as a check upon the other, to insure the correct interpretation of
my message. He said he would come by a specified time. We
waited two hours after the period he had set, and in the meantime
saw him pass by at a distance, going with his soldiers to attend a
feast.

Upon this last exhibition of contempt and contumacy, at my instance,
Captain Munroe dispatched Lieutenant Kelton, with a sufficient de-
tachment, who arrested him in the midst of his ¢ soldiers’ and festival
and brought him into my presence.

To my inquiries he was able to allege no reason for not complying
with my repeated messages, cxcept that he and his soldiers had been
prevented coming to visit me on a former occasion by the troops.

1 told him he had taken to himself bad advisers and had acted
badly ; that his men under his direction were acting badly ; and that
inasmuch as at the treaty in July, 1851, 1 kad made kim « chief, in the
hope of his guiding his people to do good and restraining them from
evil, but had been disappointed—he having behaved the reverse of
what I expected of him—that I thereforc broke him of his chieftainshap,
as unworthy of guch a position.

I then remanded him into the custody of the troops, to remain a pris-
oner until such time as his men should disband their ¢ soldiers’ lodge”
and behave themsclves in a peaceful manner. N

This stroke was decisive. The ¢soldiers” immediately broke up
their lodge, and the next day, at noon, brought the other chiefs with
them to announce to me what they had done, and they begged the re-
lease of Red Iron from custody.

I took the opportunity to make them all understand, that when their
Great Father sent his officers among them, to confer with them and
their chiefs, one band had no right to interdict, by any regulation or
combination of their own, the chiefs of’ other bands visiting and doing
business with such officer or officers ; that each band had the privilege
of instructing its own chief what to say and do in their public councils ;
but not of over-awing or dictating to other bands or their chiefs, and
the latter course would always be visited with displeasure and punish-
ment.

Red Iron was then released, with an admonition as to his future be-
haviour, but was not restored to his chieftainship. He expressed him-
self sorry for his conduct, and said he had been “badly advised” by a
white man.

After this, no further difficulty was expericnced. The chiets, relieved
from the menaces of the “ soldiers,” freely acceded to the arrangements
for the annuity payment ; their bands were enrolled, and their annuities
paid over to them by Agent McLean.

The chiefs all, with two or three exceptions, expressed their satis-
faction with the dispositon before made of their hand money, for the
payment of their debts, and desired that it should be adhered to.
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Just engagements.” This Mr. Sweetzer is modestly put down by his
creatures for the round sum of $10,000—a considerable falling off; it is
true, from the high anticipations of his advent in the country, when he
essayed to grasp the entire fund, but still a little surprising when it is
considered that Mr. Sibley, for nineteen years at the head of the Indian
trade in this region, and employing an immense capital, is allowed but
‘double the sum claimed by this in-comer of a year’s standing; and that
Mr. McLeod, a trader in the country for fifteen years, Mr. Lafram-
boise, a trader between twenty and thirty years, and the Renvilles and
Freniers, from time out of mind, are acknowledged as creditors in
amounts far below this trader of yesterday.

I would hardly have noticed this paper so particularly, did it not ex-
hibit the sinister motives actuating the pack now hurling their venom
against myself and others, by whom they were foiled in the schemes
for robbery and injustice. Of course, I paid no attention to a docu-
ment which was such a manifest concoction of fraud and roguery.

Betore T lefi the Traverse,-1 had furnished me another evidence of
the entire satistaction of the Indians with the distribution of their debt
fund on July 23, 18561, and with the act of their council at Saint Paul,
September 8, 1852, which turned the whole matter over to my discre-
tion. This they exhibited by coming voluntarily forward, and signing
the following instrument :

NoveEMBER 29, 1852.

We, the chiefs of the Seesetoan and Wahpaytoan bands of Dakota,
or Sioux Indians, in open council assembled, do hereby acknowledge
to have received of Alexander Ramsay, superintendent of Indian
aflairs, the sum of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, under the
first clause of the fourth article of the treaty of Traverse des Sioux, of
July 23, 1851.

T'wo hundred and ten thousand dollars of which we desire him to
pay, in full acquittance of our just obligations at the date of said treaty,
to our traders, agreeably to the distribution made at the time of the
treaty aforesaid, and the balance to our relations of mixed blood.

EE-TAY-WAH-KEEN-YAN, (Thunder Face, or Limping
Devil)) his x mark.

WAH-NAH-KSOON-TAY, (The Walnut or Blunt Arrow,) his
x mark.

YAH-ZHAA-PEE, (The Wind Instrument,) his x mark.

O-KEE-TAH, his x mark.

EE-TCHAH-SHKAN-O-MAH-NEE, (Who Walks Shaking,)
his x mark.

WAH-AH-NAH-TAH, his x mark.

NO-GHO-PTAN, (The Listener,) his x mark.

WAM-TCHEE-PI-DUTA, his x mark.

A-KIPA, his x mark.

ESH—TAHk-HU-TAH-KVASH-HAH, (Young Sleepy-eyes,) his
x mark.

O-TAHKA-TAY, (Plenty Killer,) his x mark.

HOOPAH-EN-APAH-DOO-TAH, (The Upper End,) his x

mark.
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appropriate the said money in accordance with, and for the purpose of
carrying out the equitable and true intent thereof, all such acts, when
done to be final and binding upon us, and to have the same force and
effect as if done by us.”

Under the comprehensive authority and wide discretion eonferred by
this document, my receipt for the money discharged and accquitted the
United States of its obligations under the first clause of the fourth
article of the treaty, especially as the Indian appropriation bill, while
prohibiting the drawing of Indian money by powers of attorney in
general, particularly recognises their validity when carrying out treaty
stipulations, which stipulations at any rate, as they were in this case,
would be paramount without the exception specified.

But besides my receipt, to render ‘ assurance doubly sure,” the re-
ceipt of the upper chiefs of November 29, 1852, fully re-acquits the gov-
ernment for $250,000 of the amount; and simultaneously re-entrusts
me with their money to that amount, with an accompanying direction
to pay over, in their behalf to their creditors (not “the creditors of the
United States”) the sum of $210,000, together with $40,000 to their
relatives of mixed blood, as per distributive paper of July 23, 1851,
the validity of which the chiefs re-affirm.

My position on my return from Traverse des Sioux upon a review of
the whole case, was, therefore, unquestionably this; that I was a spe-
cial agent for all the Indians, with $320,000 of tketr money, yet in my
possession, in trust for a certain specified purpose, and that purpose
the payment of their debts that were incurred previous to the trea-
ties, not for the payment of the debts of the United States.

My first step towards settling with creditors of the Indians was, un-
questionably, to ascertain who were the ““ licensed traders,” that being the
class of creditors the Indians expressly limited the discharge of their
obligation to. A certificate from Mr. Prescott, the interpreter at the
Sioux agency, furnished the desired information. (See letter of Jan-
nary 14.)

The next step I conceived properly to be, to require all licensed
traders having claims upon the Indians 1o prove thewr accounts under

oath. 'This was done, and an abstract of the several accounts sworn

to will also be found in my letter of January 14.

I in this manner ascertained that the debts of the Medaywakantons
amounted to $129,885,10, or $59,885,10 more than the Indians had
placed money in my hands to discharge.

I also found that the See-see-toans and Way-pay-toans owed $431,735-
78, an excess of $221,735 78 over the funds they had entrusted to me
for entirely liquidating their indebtedness.

In a word, to clear off $561,620 58 of indebtedness, I had but
$320,000 of funds.

In order to revolve in my mind the best method of both attaining the
object of my trust and of satisfying the traders, I deferred settling with
the latter for a few days, some official business, accumulated during my
absence, likewige requiring my more immediate attention.

In the meantime, the traders and half-breeds, collected at Mendota,
their old trading post, became, it seems, impatient at the delay ; and in
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trade, and all, with scarcely an cxception, of those provided for in the
obligation referred to, are deeply in debt and utterly impoverished, i
consequence of their goods having been advanced, as I before stated,
for the benefit of the miserable beings among whom they dwell.
Among them are old men with large families of" children, who are
entirely without the means of support, and whose solc dependence is
upon the provision made for them by the Indians. So far were the

chiefs from desiring to repudiate their obligations, that the very indi~

viduals who have signed the protest, offered subsequently, at Mendota,
to go before the Indian agent and state that they wished it carried out in
good faith ; but that was not deemed necessary. The names of the
half-breeds who were provided for in the same obligation, were desig-

nated by the chiefs in open council, in presence of a large number of

Indians, and inserted according to their mstructions.
I have thus stated to you, sir, what I know to be the truth in regard

to the upper or Traverse des Sioux treaty. The scquel is yet to come..

Inn the month of October last, three months nearly after the conclusion:
ot that negotiation, a Mr. Sweetser arrived at St. Paul with an assort-
ment of goods, and applied to the Indian agent at Fort Snelling for a
license to trade with the Sioux, which was granted, and he proceeded
to Traverse des Sioux. Although un utter stranger to the Sioux, never
having previously visited their country, or had any dealings, directly or
indirectly with them, yet having been connected m the trade with the
Miamies, and other tribes in Indiana, (as I have been informed,) he was
well acquained with Indian character, and he forthwith commenced
operations by endeavoring to produce dissatistaction among the chiefs
and principal men, with their old fiiends among the traders, and to in-
duce them to repudiate their obligations. In the absence of those in-
terested, and by making profuse expenditure of presents, together with
an appeal to their cupidity, by stating, that if they would sign his papers
they should receive a much larger sum of money than they otherwise
would, a part of them were persuaded to sign a protest against their
previous obligation; also a power of attorney, granting to him, the said
Sweetser, unlimited control over all their money to be recevved from the upper
treaty, if ratified, except the regular annuities.

And it is also stated that there was still a third paper, or agreement,
which is not forthcoming here, and which provides that said Sweetser
shall share equally with the other contracting party in what can be se-
cured by him from the amount due to the traders and half-breeds ; and
armed with these documents, which the officers of the Indian depart-
ment in Minnesota would not certify or have anything to do with, he
now presents himself in this city, and bopes—with the aid of others
who, I have reason to believe, to be contingently interested with him—
to induce your honorable committee to further his views by some
amendment to the treaty, which may prevent the righttul claimants,
should the treaty be ratified, from receiving what is so justly their due.
A more sacred debt was never incurred than 1s owing by the Indians to
the traders ; and, sir, I trust your honorable commitiee will not permit any
change in the phraseology of the treatics. v

The Indian Department has the authority, and it is made its duty by
existing laws, to guard the recipients of annuities against imposition
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his councils with the Medaywakantoan Indians at the council-house of
the government, and with holding the same at the trading (post) house
of persons with whom he was confederating, to overreach them by
means of menace and other influences, which enabled him to effect his
purposes aforesaid; that said chiefs were kept drunk by the use of
ntoxicating liquors during said council.”

This charge seemed to have been abandoned by the commissioners
after the first two or three efforts to sustain a part of it had signally
failed. It is true, John Campbell, an uneducated half-breed youth, who
cannot read, and who speaks and understands the English language so
indifferently as to be almost unintelligible, testifies that he went into
Mr. Sibley’s office one night and there saw ¢ Bad Hail” and ¢Little
Six’s brother” drunk; and that liquor was given to them in the office,
though this is an unimportant fact, as it was not in council nor when
Governor Ramsey was present; yet the youth admits on his cross-ex-
amination that no liquor was given to them, and that he saw none there.
It 1s probable these Indians were drunk on this occasion, but neither of
them are chiefs; and upon hearing of the circumstance, Mr. Sibley was
prompt in instituting inquiry to discover the offender, but after the most
vigilant investigation, was unable to discover who he was or whence
the liquor was obtained.

The removal was made to Mendota from the agency, because of the
more suitable room at the former place in which to hold councils, and
at the request of the Indians, most of whom live upon the Mendota side
of the Minnesota river. But one council, however, was held there, and
it was the usual place for holding general councils, as appears from the
testimony of several witnesses, as well as from the treaty itself.

The charge of “menace” and “other influences to overreach them,”
is entirely unsustained. There was not an attempt made nor a ques-
tion asked, to elicit evidence under this charge. It was abandoned.
But the defence did not abandon it; and what was the testimony of wit-
nesses whose attention was directed toit? All the witnesses called by
Governor Ramsey testify that his conduct was uniformly kind and in-
dulgent towards the Indians. Most of the witnesses were in attendance
both at the treaties and the payment; three of them were his interpre-
ters, and all unhesitatingly swear that he never, in any council in which
they were present, used any menace or other improper influence to
control and govern the Indians; noris there a single instance of cruelty,
harshness, or menace, that can be adduced during his whole official
intercourse with these people.

The fourth charge of Mr. Sweetser alleges:

“That Governor Ramsey, in connection with H. M. Rice and others,
is charged with having assembled the upper Indians at Traverse des
Sioux, and there attempting to procure from the Indians written au-
thority to control their money arising under the treaties.”

It 1s scarcely necessary to say one word in reply to this charge.
The allegation is, that an aztempt was made to procure this authority.
Even if' it were so, it constitutes no offence, nor is it evidence of im-
proper conduct. But the charge is untrue, and there is not a particle
of evidence that ever such an attempt was made either by Mr. Rice or
any one else.

Mr. Sweetser’s fifth charge:
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This policy guided the commissioners in the negotiation of these
treaties, and leaves their construction beyond question. Had it been
intended that these large sums were to be paid directly to the Indians,
they would either have provided for per capita payments, or been quiet
altogether upon that subject, leaving it to be settled by law or by the
regulations of the proper department.

We will now proceed to the consideration of the next charge, which,
in its compass, embraces all those that have been before considered.
It 1s:

“Governor Ramsey stands charged with paying out the Sionx moneys
in violation of law and treaty stipulations.”

This is the general concluding clause of every separate charge, and
general as it is, it is but little more so than those which precede it.
From what has already been said, we feel that it is scarcely necessary
to reply further to this charge; but as no specifications accompany it,
perhaps it may be as well briefly to show a performance of those facts
which fully sustain our general denial of the charge.

And we premise the showing of these facts by asserting, fearless of
contradiction, that there never has been an Indian treaty or a conse-
quent Indian payment of any considerable sum of money, made on the
part of the United States with any tribe or nation of Indians, the pro-
priety of which is less questionable than the treaties and payments
which gave rise to these charges. And we further assert, and assert it
boldly before the world, and in the face of those who preferred these
charges and who pledged their honors to sustain them in every particular,
that a series of more false and wanton charges were never before placed
upon the records of any department of this government. We challenge
the production of a single sentence of testimony that remains uncontra-
dicted on the record of the commissioners, to sustain a single material
point or allegation contained in these two series ot charges, except such
facts as we have always admitted relative to the informal demands made
by “Red Iron” and ¢ Limping Devil” above, and *“Wabashaw” and
“Wakoota’ below, and that a portion of the moneyreceived from the gov-
ernment was placed on deposite in safe and solvent banks in New York,
and checked upon for a small amount of bank notes or paper. These
are unimportant facts, as we think will be abundantly shown before we
have done with the consideration of these charges. We repeat it, that
not one fact has been proved material to the pomnts made in the charges
against Governor Ramsey, unless it was by the testimony of either In-
dians or uneducated half-breeds, who have been contradicted in every
important statement made by them. And here we may as well say a
word or two in regard to Indian veracity and Indian testimony.

Necessity, and that, too, of the sternest character, could only have
induced our national law-makers, as well as those of many of the States
and Territories, to enact laws making Indians competent witnesses to
prove certain specified offences. By an act of Congress of March 3,
1847, (see L. & B.s edition of Stat. at Large, vol. 9, page 203,) it is
provided that Indians may be witnesses to prove the sale of spirituous
or vinous liquors to Indians, or their introduction into the Indian terri-
tory. 'The statutes of Minnesota (see Rev. Stat., page 131,) contains a
similar provision. These are the only instances in which Indians are
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competent witnesses for any purpose. Their exclusion must have been
induced by some overwhelming cause—must have been induced by
some important and unquestionable reason. Had not this been the
case, objections would have gone to their credibility, and not to their
competency. But such is the character of Indian testimony, and so
well is it understood by all who are at all familiar with their general
character, that our law-makers wisely excluded them altogether from
the witness stand, except in the instances specified, knowing that less
evil would result from their total exclusion than to depend upon jurors
to fix the quota of credibility due the statements of a class of people
whose leading characteristic is to lie. The necessity that induced the
exceptions named was, the almost utter impossibility of proving those
offences by others than Indians, and were of such a flagrant character
as to cause a departure from the general rule which wisdom and expe-
rience had induced.

It will not be inappropriate, in this connexion, to state that, influ-
enced by a knowledge of this characteristic in Indians, upon their in-
troduction as witnesses in this investigation, we ertered, and asked to
be filed, our solemn protest against the examination of Indian witnesses.

That protest was based upon several grounds: their incompetency
as witnesses in all cases except those provided by law; their known
want of veracity, a knowledge of this fact being in the possession of
the commissioners, &c. We likewise protested against the manner in
which they were examined, and the form of the oath administered to
them; and we still hold, as we then held, that after the answers made
by the chiefs in their preliminary examination, the commissioners
greatly erred in the form of the oath. The chiefs said the form con-
sidered by them most obligatory upon them to speak the truth was an
appeal to the Great Spirit. Notwithstanding this, such form was not
adopted. The cliefs said, however, that they would consider them-
selves bound to tell the truth if sworn upon ¢ ke book,” as white men
were sworn. The commissioners held this to be sufficient; but they
did not even swear them upon the book, but adopted, for convemience,
another form, and they were qualified by the “wuplified hand.”” 'Thus
the commissioners held, and said that the form of oath usually ad-
ministered to civilized men and Christians was, in form, sufficient to
bind an Indian according to their customs, as stated upon their exami-
nation.

Although we place no reliance upon Indian testimony, and feel satis-
fied that no man should, or that any reasonable man will, after looking
at the proofin this case, yet we do hold that when they were produced
as witnesses all the forms should have been strictly complied with.
These were not complied with, and witnesses, whose want of veracity
was well known to the commissioners, instead of having every possible
precaution taken, and every possible guard thrown around them to in-
duce them to speak truly, were not even qualified with the usual so-
lemnity of the qualification of men whose veracity is unquestioned.
Why this was not done we are unable t know; but one thing we do
know, that every argument was used by Governor Ramsey’s counsel
to induce them to adopt the most obligatory forms suggested by the
the Indians themselves and those familiar with Indian customs. There
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cally in the negative, and that we might have rested here, with the
single declaration that there is nothing on the record to sustain either of
them ; yet, as before remarked, we desire to exclude nothing, and have
not hesitated to place the truth upon the record upon all occasions; and
here admit that, though the charges are untrue, Governor Ramsey did
receive from the United States treasury, some $490,000 in treasury
warrants, payable at the office of the assistant treasurer, in New York;
that he did deposite these warrants in the ¢ Merchants’ Bank” and
“ Bank of Commerce,” of the city of New York ; that he did draw on
these deposites for a small amount of bank notes, which he brought
with him to Minnesota, and paid out, not to creditors of the United
States, but to creditors of the Sioux or Dakota Indians; that the re-
mainder of these deposites, except gold enough to pay the annuities, he
left in bank, subject to his drafts, and payable in gold. He received no
drafts from these banks, but drew his own upon the deposites.

These are the facts. A deposite was made, but no money was ex-
changed. Gold was the only currency paid to the Indians; gold was
the only money paid to government creditors.

To traders, half-breeds, and others, creditors of the Indians, gold was
invariably paid when preferred. They all had their choice to receive
paper or coin ; and, when cither paper or drafts were paid, they were
generally paid upon request.

But let us look for a moment at the position in which Governor Ram-
sey found himself. He was placed in the possession of a large amount
of money ; he had given no security for its faithful disbursement to the
government, and was, perhaps, without the ability to do so; he was
sensible of the responsibility he had assumed ; he looked at the conse-
quences of a loss of this money, and the manner in which it would
affect his reputation. He was therefore anxious for his own security,
for the Indians, their creditors, and above all for the security of the gov-
ernment, and adopted that plan which he considered most likely to
effect his object, and which he considered himself authorized by law to
do. He made a deposite in a safe and solvent bank, subject to his
drafis, and payable in gold ; from this deposite he drew, for the sakeof
safety as well as convenience, a small sum of bank paper of unques-
tionable credit, at par in New York, and superior to coin in Minnesota.
Thus was thiz fund made secure to the government ; he was placed
beyond the reach of censure, and the persons to whom it was paid
were greatly benefitted ; the -government was saved from needless
rigsk, needless expense, and the Indians and their creditors entirely sa-
tisfied. And if these objects were all attained, who can complain ?
They were attained, and the only benefit resulting from it to Governor
Ramsey was, his security, and the convenience afforded in the easy
transportation of the money. Another advantage in depositing the mo-
ney consisted in this, that after it arrived here, in the event of the pay-
ments from any cause being deferred, it was susceptible of being safely
and securely kept; whereas, so large an amount of coin might not have
been entirely safe here. : «

Security, and security alone, was the object of Governor Ramsey in
making these deposites. Every dollar of the money has been account-
ed for, and not one dollar of profit has resulted to him. Why then these
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