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IN TIIE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

MARCil

2, 1889.-0rdered to be printed ..

!tir. PLATT, f:om the Select Committee on Indian
the following

~rraders,

submitted

REPORT:
[To accompany resolution adopted by the Senate January 3, !SSH.]

The Select Committee on Indian Traders, having been originally constituted by the following resolution, adopted by the Senate June 3, 1886,
viz:
Whereas it is stated that in the matter of the administration of the powers and
(luties of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in respect of the appointment of Indht,n
traders, acts have been done or permitted to ue done, in disregard of law and the
right& and proper interests of citizens: Therefore,
Be it 1·esolred, Tha,t a select committee of five, to ue appointed by the Presiding
·Officer of the Senate, be, and hereby is, directed to investigate thesnbject of the appointment of such traders, the granting of lic~nses to them, and the refusal to extend such licenses to persons engaged as such traders, and the methods which have
been practiced in that regard since the month of April, 18D5; and the reasons and
influences affecting the several instances of such granting or refusing of such licenses;
to whom licenses have been granted since said date, and to whom refused; why
granted, and why refused; and whether or not any person to whom a license llas been
·granted has been guilty of conduct or practices prejudicial to the good repute of the
public service, and, if so, in what respect, and whether or not the same have come
to the knowleuge of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Resolved, That in pursuing the said investigation the said committee sha,ll have
power to send for persons and papers, administer the necessary oaths, and employ a
stenographer, should it be deemed necessary so to do, and such expense as may result
from said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent ftmd of the Senate.
Resolved, That the committee is furtlwr instructed to report a bill or bills for such
1egislation as the investigation ID[ty disclose to be necessary and proper in the premises.

having performed the duties assigned to them by said resolution, beg
leave to submit the following report:
The first suggestion of an investig-ation, such as the committee was
directed to make, seems to have originated with the Senator from J\Iissouri (Mr. Vest), under the following circumstances:
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Hon. J. D. C. Atkins, had refused to renew the license in force at the time of his appointment, under
which C . .A. Cleveland & Co. were trading at Anadarko, Ind. Ter., with
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Indians, and it bad expired. The
goods of the firm · were still at .Anadarko, anu they were threatened
with serious loss. Various traders had been licensed by Commissioner
Atkins to trade with the Indians at Anadarko, among whom was S. J\L
Jackson, a brother of Howell E. Jackson, then a Senator from Tennessee. 0. A. Cleveland, through his creditors at Saint Louis, Meyer,
Bannerman & Co., and others, had sought the aid of_ Senator Vest to
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secure a new license to trade. Jachson, being without capital or experience in busiuess, had proposed an arrangement with Oleveland, by
which be was to put Lis license into the business to ofi'set Oleveland'&
capital-the husi11ess to be carried on by CleYeland alone, and Jackson
to nceiv-e balt' the profit8. Commissioner Atkins bad promised tolicense Cleveland or 011e Heynolds in connection with Jackson, but had
recalled and revoked bis promi~e at the suggestion of Senator Jackson.
Thereupon Senator Vest wrote Maj. James Baimerman, of Sai11t Louis,..
the following letter:
UNITED STATES SENATE,
n~as hington,

D. C., December 1:!, 181"5.

Since wrHing yon the other day I receive<l a note from the Commissioner of Indian Affairi', a:sking me to call at his office. He wanted to tell me that hehad jnst seen Jackson, and fouud it impm;sible to keep his promise in regard to giving
a partnenlllip with Jackson, either to Reynolds or Cleveland, as I might select. He
then said that he wonld try to give Reynolds another tradership at another point, and
that this was the best he could do.
It is simply impossible for me to do justice to my astonishment when I found he had
changed his mind, but I found I could uot help Dlyself, aud so the matter rests. Atkins seems determined to put all the tradenships in the Indian Territory in the hands
of Mississippians and Tennesseeans. I do not want to have a qnarrel with him, but .E
think I shall offer a J"esolutioo in the Senate asking for full information as to theseappointments.
Let me know whether Reynolils ~ill take a tradership at another point.. Atkins
told me that ClevPland had a berfl of cattle on the reservation, and he did not thiuk
he could appoi11t him nuder l:IDY circumstances.
Your friend,
DEAR JIM:

G. G.

VEST.

Maj ..JAMES BANNEHMAN,
(Care of Me~r er, BanlJ,erman & Co.,)

Saint Louis, Mo.

Afterwards Cleveland and his attorney, R. F. Hunter, of Washington,.
, D. C., suggested to Senator Vest that he should offer in the Senate a
resolution of investigation; but Senator Vest declined, saying that be
was a Democratic Senator and that they must go to somebody else.
There upon Mr. Hunter communicated the facts in hjs possession to·
Senator Wilson, of Iowa, who introduced a resolution of inquiry, which
was a!'llended aud adopted in the form herein set forth.
The circumstances attending the refusal of the Commissioner to renew the license of Cleveland & Co., and the conduct of Jackson, to
whom a license was issued, will be detailed in a subsequent portiou of
this report.
Before proceeding to state the results of its inquiries as respects the
granting of licenses by the Commissioner to persons without capital or
experience, who have attempted to use their licenses to secure money
or a share in the profits of business; and as respects the hardship and
loss to traders which have attended the refusal of the Oommissioner torenew licenses, apparently for no reason except that he might find opportunity to appoint or license his political or personal friends, the·
committee desires to call attention to what seems an intentional disregard of eYery principle of civil-service reform which bas marked the·
conduct of the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs during the
present administration in respect to tile appointment and licens:ng of
Indian traders.
It may be said that an Indian tradership is not an office, and, strictly
speaking, is not an appointment. It is a monopoly of trade with the
Indians at a specified agency or reservation, either exclusive in a single
trader or limited to such number as may be prescribed by the Commissioner. By statute, no person is permitted to trade with the Indians.
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upon a reservation without first having obtained a license from the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Under present construction of the
statute by the Commissioner he is subject to no one in his action, claiming his power to grant licen~es to be arbitrary and exclusive. Comment upon this construction is reserved for a subsequent portion of t,his
report.
· The present administration came into power under solemn and binding pledges that officials should not be removed for· merely political
reasons, nor should appointments be made as the reward of political services or personal favoritism. Without such pledges the present Executive would never have been elected. The failure, therefore, to carry
out the principles of reform in any branch of the civil service becomes
not only reprehensible but dishonest. As a result of such pledges,
political workers, clamorous for appointments, found at first the pathway to place partially hedged up. While such pledges were fresh, the
administration could not at once wholly repudiate the professions of the
the campatgn. It seems, however, to have very soou discovered that
the supposed absolute power of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to
license Indian traders, the remoteness of the places where the traders .
were to carry on business, the fact that the tradership was not an office, and that such licenses attracted little public attention, furnished
an opportunity to satisfy the claims of partisans and political favorites.
Consequently, many persons who could not have been appointed to offices attr~cting public notice, without an acknowledged violation of all
civil-service reform professions, discovered that the easiest avenue to
place was through the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. How
far the Commissioner may have shared the views which the Executive
professed, is not for the c~ommittee to say, except as the expressions of
the Commissioner on that point indicate his position.
The investigations of the committee disclose the fact that Indian
traders were licensed without reference to their ability, business experience, or the possession of capital to engage in business-apparently
for no reason other than to reward political services, and to provide for
personal and political favorites. At the outset of his testimony the
Commissioner scarcely endeavors to conceal the motive which actuated
him in the licensing of traders. On page 9 of the testimony he says :
Then, I will be very frank, I have refused to relicense some gentlemen upon the
urgent demand of Senators and Representatives and other persons in this country
asking that certain traderships be given to some of their friends. If that is a crime,
I have committed it. I know that when I came into the office there was a general
expectation that all of these traders would be removed at once-as soon as tlleir licenses expired, if not sooner. I know that was the general feeling; I do 1\0t say it
was universal, but I have heard it, and I have a right to believe it was the general
sentiment ; I could hear it. I have not failed in but one or two instances, I believe,
to allow every trader to continue until his license expired by limitation. I believe
there are one or two-one I kno\v, and perhaps two-where I have not done so.

And later on the sentiments of the Commissioner will appear in the
following quotation from his testimony:
The CHAIRMAN. Do you think it unwise to revoke a licel)se at the end of the year
when a man has put his capital into the business '-A. I think that it is owing to
circumstances altogether.
Q. I mean if be bas complied with the regulations ?-A. Well, then, it is owing to
circumstances.
Q. Do you think it wise to revoke the license of a trader against whom there are
no charges or complaints for the purpose of putting in a friend of the appointing
power ¥-A. I ruay answer that by asking another question: If it would be wise to
remove any man from office and appoint another man in his place, so far as that is
concerned? Now I will be very frank with yon, Mr. Chairman, and with the com_
mittee, very frank indeed. I made the statemen, in my :first hearing before the com_
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mittee that there bad been persons whose licenses hau not been renewed because
there were Representatives and Senators and other persons asking the appointment
of t.heir friends in the place of those parties. And, sir, when I came into office-if a
partisan turn is to be given to the matter:_ I found a large proportion (so far as my
information goes, almost entirely, in fact) of the tr~ders were members of the Republican party, and I reckon to-day that a majority o_tWthem, and a considerable majority
of them, are members of the Republican party. I have licensed anew some gentlemen who are Republicans, as I understand.
The CHAIRMAN. I. have not intended to give this any political or partisan turn.
Commissioner ATKINS. I did not know. I could only answer your question by
making a frank statement.
Q. vVell, whether in this Jackson case or not, have you not refused to renew licenses
of Indian traders, and appointed new persons who were your friends~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Sneed and Colyer, I think, were friends of yours ~-A. Yes, sir; they were, and
one or two others.
Q. Now, I am speaking simply of this trade with the Indians. Do yon think it is
wise in a case where no complaints are made against the trader to refuse to extend
his license upon the ground that yon want to appoint friends of yonr own to that
place ?-A. Were I to do so I should follow in the line of several precedents.
Q. I am asking yon what yon think is wise with reference to it?-A. I answered
your question once by saying that was owing to circumstances.
By Senator CULLO:?If:
Q. What are the circumstances ~-A. The circumstances \>ould be these: Influences
of a strong character. Representative meu have pressed upon me the appointment
of traders in the place of others, and I have yielded to their req nests ; those are th~
drcumst.ances.
Q. Political friends ~-A. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. I do not want to bring politics in.
Commis~;ioner ATKINS. Yon may take that ground.
You may take that as possil>ly
true, prol>ably true in some cases-, because I do not desire to conceal anything at all.
By the CI-IAIR:VIAN :
Q. Were Sneed and Colyer pressed upon yon l>y political friends ~-A. No, sir; not
specially.
Q. They were your own friends ¥-A. Yes, sir; they were my own friends.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Do you mean personal friends or political friends ~-A. \Veil, the3' were both
personal and political friends; they were very warm frienlls that I had, men to whom
I owed a great many ol>ligations in the way of my political life, I may say.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. The nature of the business of an Indian trader involves an investment of capital
in goods to a greater or less extent, does it not '? -A. Yes, sir.
Q. The same as would be the case in setting up a store anywhere ~-A. Oh, yes, sir;
I should suppose so.
Q. Now I recur to the question once more, whether, when a man bas received such
a license as that, and has made the investment of capital necessary to carry on the
business, has been guilty of no wrong in conducting the business, yon think it is wise
or proper not to renew his license for the purpose of being able to appoint your
polit,ical friends to the place occupied by that person ~-A . I have answered that
question. I repeat my answer. My answer is contained in my previonsreply to your
question. (Pages 103-105.)

It is worth obserYation that the testimony taken by the committee
does not bear out the statement of the Commissioner, that when he
took his office almost all of the Indian traders were members of the
Republican party. At. the end of twenty-four years of Republican administration, it might naturally be expected that a majority of the
traders would be in sympathy with the party in power; and yet the
fact appears in testimony that a ,·ery considerable portion-probably a
third-of them were Democrat~, and that under Republican administrations the question of politics had not been seriously regarded in the
matter of granting- licenses.
In the opinion of the committee, the political opinion~ of the trader
should have no influence in the matter of granting licenses. As has
been already said, such appointments or licenses are iu no sense offices.
~~
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A license is simply a restriction upon the usually universal right to
trade-a restriction which has been supposed to lJe necessary in the interest of the Indians. The business and duty of a trader are purely
commercial, and in no sense administrative. The business differs from
that of a country merchant only in that the licensed trader must give
bonds that he will comply with certain regulations prescribed by the
Government, in order that the India11s may be protected from imposition, and in aid of their civilization. In principle, a new administration might with equal propriety issue an edict that trade should be carried on in every town and village of the United States by persons belonging to the successful political party, as to refuse to continue licenses
to Indian traders simply because they did not belong to the successful
political party, or because their business was wanted for the political
and personal friends of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ''to whom
he owed a great many obligations in the way of his political life." Whatever may have been the condition when the committee began the taking
of testimony, it is believe<l at the time of making this report, that all
the Republicans who on the 4th of March, 1885, were licensed to trade
with Indians, have been obliged to give place to Democrats, and that
the doctrine that ''to the victors belong the spoils" has been ca,rried
to such an extent that no person is permitted to get a clerksllip in an
Indian trader's store unless be is a Democrat.
The spirit of traders, not to say of the Commissioner, may be seen
from a scrap of testimony given by one trader frank enough to express,
without concealment, his real sentiments. Walter B. Barker, trader
at Darlington Agency with the Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribe, a friend
and acquaintance of 8ecretary Lamar, says on page 502:
Q. Some inquiry was made by Senator Blackburn awhile ago about Dr. De Bra's politics. You said he pretended to be a Vallandigham Democrat, but voted for Blaine
down there.-A. I saiu they saiU he did ; I do not know anything about it.
Q. You said you would consider a. man's politics yourself, if you had your own way,
iu making these appointments. ·w hat do you mean by that ~-A. I mean by that
that if I had the authority I would put my friends in office, providing they were competent.
Q. Suppose they ran out ~-A. ,Then I would get somebody else's friends.
Q. You believe in the doctrine that ''to the victors belong the spoils ~ "-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Absolutely ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Not only as applied to post-offices, but to tradersbips and everything else ?-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Even to a poor physician at $1,200 a year ~-A. Yes, sir.
·Q. You would make it apply to them and to clerks ~ Would you t.urn out a clerk
1Jecause he happened to vote for Blaine or some other good man '! -A. I woulU turn
out a man to put in a friend who was a good Democrat.
Q. A. man would not be a friend of yours unless he was a good Democrat, wonlu he,
in your estimation ~-A. I have some good friends who are Republicans, but I never
would put them in office.

The peculiar situation of the trader make~ his removal, solely fQ\' the
purpose of giving his trade to a political or personal favorite, an outrage.
The trade is usually conducted at great distances from railroads or water
communication, the goods having to. be hauled by teams through an unsettled country for a distance of from 30 to 200 miles. The trader has
to furnish his own buildings; the character of the goods is suited mainly
to the Indian trade. Government payments to Indians being made at
intervals, and sometimes under delay, necessitates furnishing goods to
the Indians on credit. When, then, at the expiration of the yearly
license some one appointed as a reward for political services or in recognition of his adllerence to the personal political fortune of the Oommissioner appears with a license to trade at that ]JOin~, the old trader is
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absolutely at the mercy of the new comer. The new appointee is under
no obligation to purchase either the building or goods of the old trader.
The old trader must sell or haul away his goods, suited only to the Indian trade. He must take what the new comer ofl'ers, if he offers anything; and whether he sells or hauls away his goods, the amount for
which he has given credit to the Indians is practically lost. Very little
of it can ever be collected.
It is this condition of things that makes it possible for the licensed
J)Olitician or adventurer to speculate on his license. If he proposes an
''arrangement" to the old trader, by which he is to receive a share of
the profits for the use of his license, the rejection of such offer by the
trader means his bankruptcy and ruin. If the new trader bas capital
"\\lith which to engage in business, he is still master of the situation.
The old trader is in his power, and must accept whatever the new
trader will ofl:'er. It is loss and practical ruin in any case. Such a system of trade with the Indians is defensible only on the .supposition that the Commissioner in issuing licenses to new traders, does it
upon condition that the new trader will make fair terms with the person whose business and store he can thus forcibly take. The appointment of political adventurers and personal impecunious friends negatives
any such supposition, and reduces the system to a basis of literal
spoliation. This will more clearly appear by a summary of a few sample cases investigatetl. by the committee.
THE CASE OF S. l\1. JACKSON.

This case has been partially spoken of. Jackson was a Tennesseean,
a brother of a Senator from Tennessee. Commissioner Atkins was a
resident of Tennessee, and it is fair to presume was indebted to Sena,tor
Jackson for assistance rendered in the matter of his appointment. S.
M. Jackson l1atl. neither business experience, money, nor capacity, and
yet he received an early appointment or license to trade at one of the
most profitable agencies. Commissioner Atkins took charge of his
office March 26, 1885. As early as July 5, 1885, Jackson appeared at
Anadarko with a letter from the Commissioner, stating that he would be
licensed to trade at that agency. Application for his appointment was
made June 5~ 1885, indorsed by Senator Jackson, ,V, H. ,Jackson, and
James D. Porter. He was notified that he would be appointed as early
as June 18, 1885-probably earlier. (Vide letter, p. 1GO.)
The old traders at Anadarko were C. A. Cleveland & Co., A. J. Reynolds, and Frank F. Fred. TlJe trade at that point had been about
$180,000 per annum. There ~eeJns at first to lutve been a decision on
the part of the Commissioner that only two traders were to be appointerl
at that agency, explained by the Commissioner upon the assumption
that trade had fallen off to Rome extent. C. A. Cleveland & Co. were
licensed February 1, 18S4. The license was renewed February 1, 1885,
the ;ear expiring January 31, 188G. On the 5th day of July, nearly
se,.,. en months before its expiration, Jackson appeared and proposed to
C. A. Cleveland an arrangement with him, to the effect that he (Jackson) should put jnto the business then carried on by Cleveland & Co.
only his license, and receive therefor one-half the profits of the business,
asserting that it' the proposed arrangement was not accepted the old
traders would be forced o:fl' the reservatiou; that he (Jad\:son) bad great
influence with tlJe Commissioner, and would use his influence to force
them off' (·vide, page 17); and further, that if his proposition was not
accepted Cleveland's license would be re,·oked by the last of September
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<Or first of October. Jackson left the place, aud substantially the same
offer was renewed by Thomas J. Henley, of Saint Louis, father-in-law
·of JackHon ('oide letter of Caruth, page 23). Cleveland declined the
proposition, but offered to sell out to Jackson. Jackson had no means
with which to purchase. Un the 5th of October, 1885, while negotiations with Jackson were in progress, Cleveland & Co. were notified, as
.Jackson had said they would be, that when their license should expire,
.January 31, 1885, it would not be renewed. Jackson's proposition was
renewed in various ways during the continuance of the license of OleveJand & Co.
The attention of the Commissioner was directly called to the propositions of ~Jackson on or about the 28th of December, 1885. He had previ<Ously, in August, heard a rumor that Jackson had been trying to sell his
license, but in conversation upon the subject Jackson had denied it. It is
but fair to the Commissioner to say that as soon as positive evidence of
.Jackson's proposition was laid before him, he notified Jackson that he
must open a store at once under his license. He did not; however, can.cel his license at that time. J .a ckson replied under date of J au nary 9,
1886, asking if he might not put a gentleman in charge of the business
.as partner without going to Anadarko or residing there himself. To
this the Commissioner replied, January 14, 1886, that the licensed tra·der must live on the reservation and conduct the business personally,
telling him that the license of the old traders had been revoked upon
the expectation that the new traders would take their places at once ;
and that he must either go and open his store or return his license .
.•Jackson then wrote, evidently inquiring whether he coulcl have a new
license in the name of a partnership, if he could form one. He was informed by the Commissioner under date of January 23, 1886, that he
could, but that he must make arrangements to open the store by :b""'ebruary 1 (page 90). Jackson then surrendered his license some time in
the latter part of January and before the expiration of Cleveland &
Co.'s license. The license of Cleveland & Co. was not renewed, and
·Other traders were appointed in their place.
It will be observed that ._T ackson's license was not revoked by the
Commissioner, and he was permitted, after the Commissioner knew of
his attempt to use his license in an improper manner, to continue his
.effort to find means to eommence business under it; and at tbe very
last was told that if he could form a partnership, he could open the
.s tore under his old license, and have a new license in the name of the
partnership. It is fair to presume that if Jackson eould have found a
partner, and complied with the rule that be must reside on the reservation, he would have be~n permitted by the Commissioner to trade, notwithstanding his persistent efforts for six months to use his license to
obtain a share in the profits of the business of Cleveland & Uo. It is
fair, also, to presume that such open and notorious efforts as Jackson
made to use his Jicense improperJy, and to make money out of it, at one
of the most important trading agencies in the country, could not have
been entirely urllknown to the Commissioner at an earlier period than
December 28, 1~85. Certainly there was enough to have put him on
his inquiry. His attention was called to Jackson's endeavoring to buy
goods on credit, without money, on the strength of his license, in Saint
Louis, by Senator Vest, about the 1st of December, 1885 (pp. 133, 134),
and he was told that he ought to remove him at once, but replied to
the Senator as follows :
Mr. Atkins said: "I will tell you, Vest, I feel that way, but Senator Jackson and
myself are friends, and there is a condition of things in Tennessee that if I were to put
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this man out suddenly and harshly it would be susceptible of a wrong interpret.a·tiont
and I do not want to do it. I want to give him a chance, but he shall not do this
thing. I do not propose to have him going around the country with the license and
without putting goods there, and I will make him put a stock of goods there or giveup his license. 1 will see his brother, Senator Jackson, and tell hun at once."

As early as the 18th of July, 1885, Senator Vest wrote the following
letter to ()om missioner Atkins (page 167):
SWEET SPRINGS, Mo., Jnly 18, 1885.
SIR: I regret very much to learn that you have notified C. A. Cleveland
& Co. , of Anadarko, Ind. T., that they will be replaced by gentlemen from Ten,.
nessee. I know Cleveland well, and obtained for him the position of Indian trader
wllilst Price was Commissioner. He is one of the best men for the place to be found
anywhere. Is hone8t, llas the confidence of the Indians, and stands high as a business
man in Saint Louis.
If there is any <'barge against him I have never heard it. I sincerely hope you will
not remove hiw. I ask this as a personal favor, and because I believe it unjust toremove him.
Prank L. Fred, at Anadarko, is also a good trader, and J. T. N. Gooch, at the OtoeAgency, and '1'. M. Finney, at the Kaw Agency. I know these men from the fact that
tl:}ey have bought goot1s largely in Saint Louis, and I have had a good deal to do with
matters in the Indian Territory and the different interests there in the last six years.
The standing of these traders I have mentioned is as good as that of any merchants
I know.
I hope you will parclon me if I write you plainly as to this matter. It is not good
policy to remove old and established traders, who have kept good supplies of goods,
and dealt fairly with the Indians, and have secured their confidence.
The custom bas obtained to a shameful extent of giving these traderships to impecunious favorites, who have no money, and who put their appointments in as their
part of the stock for the store, eome man with money furnishing the rea.l capital..
These stores are intended for the benefit of the Indians, not 'to enrich traders; and
the more stores there are, run by llonest men, the better for the Indians. It prevents
monopoly and creates healthy competition. I have heard that you intend reducing
the number of traders a.t Anadarko from four to two. If you do, it will only put more
money in the pockets of the two appointed, and will not help the Indians.
It is also reported that a number of appointments are being made from Tennessee
and Mississippi, and some oftllem men without money and utterly unused to the Indian
trade. I hope this is not true, for reasons I need not suggest; for this sort of thing
has cursed tlle Indian Bnrean for years.
You will pardon me for writing plainly, anil. if my information is incorrect yon will
· simply charge the statement to my anxiety that even the shadow of complaint should
be removed.
The merchants of Saint Louis are deeply interested in these matters and have urged
me to write.
Truly,
G. G. VRST.
Ron. J. D. C. ATin:"S,
Cornrnissioner of Indian Affairs.
MY DEAR

But, notwithstanding all his knowledge and tlle nece~sity of strict
inquiry into the conduct of Jackson, be never revoked his license nor
reprimanded him, but signified his willingne:;;s to license Lim with a.
partner if be could obtain one.
Cleveland, meantime, earnestly endeavored to obtain a renewal of his
license, but was unsuccessful.
All the facts detailed above were communicated to the President by
Cleveland's attorney on the 22d and 23d of April, 1-8~6, while Cleveland was still at Anadarko under an extension of time, and endeavoring
to obtain a renewal of his license. But no notice appears to have been
taken of the case by the Presiden.t, further than a formal reference of
the same to the Secretary of the Interior. Cleveland was finally peremptorily ordered to .r emove his goods from the Indian Territory, on
the 1st of June, 1886. He complied with the order as well as possible,
remo\ing all the goods which he could secure carriages to transfer t<>
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Doan, in the State of Texas, about 100 miles distant. He had to ·
abandon two buildings or store-houses, which he bad erected at a cost
of about $4,000, and to leave a portion of his goods therein. His loss .
upon buildin&;s, stock in trade, and his inability to make collections
· from the Indians after being ordered to remove from the Territory were
larg-e-probably $10,000. (Pages 28 and 29.)
One reason given by the Commissioner for refusing to renew the·
·license of 0. A. Cleveland & Co. was that a charge had once been
made against him that be kept cattle on the reservation, a charge strenuously denied by Cleveland, believed by the committee to be untrue,.
and undoubtedly found by the Commissioner to be untrue, as the reason for the refusal to renew the license was afterward stated by theCommissioner to be that Cleveland had been a member of a firm of former traders, J. J. Fisher & Co., who upon a sale of their business to ·
Reynolds had agreed not to seek a new license on that reservation, and
tbaL Cleveland had sought and obtained a license in violation of that
agreement; but that charge bad been previously investigated hy the·
predecessor of Commissioner Atkins. and the license had been granted
to Cleveland & Uo. after a full investigation of that charge.
The true reason for the refusal to renew Cleveland's license in the·
day and time of it seems to have been stated by the Commissioner in
his letter to Jackson, dated January 14, 1886, in which be says:
Your license was issued about six months ago, ancl the licenses of the old traders
have been revoked upon the expectation that the new traders ·would take their places
at once. The needs l)f the Indians require that t.hey be relicensecl or that the new
men take P.rompt steps to begin business. (Page 90.)

and in the testimony already alluded to, in which he said that he ·
"refused to license some gentle1nen, upon the urgent demand of Senators and Hepresentatives and other persons in this country, asking that
certain traderships be given to some of their friendtt."
The license of l\1. B. Harris & Co. (M. B. Harris, 0. W. Jacobs, and P.
0. Lovelace) as traders at Anadarko seems to have been nearly as unfortunate and ill-advised as that of J acksou. They were licensed as early
as July 19, 1885, and seem to have been, with Jackson, the parties selected to take the place of the three old traders upon that reservation.
Barris and Jacobs were from Tennessee. The Commissioner says they
were personally unknown to him. Jacobs was the son-in-law of W. P.>
Bond, of Trenton, Tenn.; and the lGtters of Mr. Bond show that he was
an old friend of the Commissioner, and \vas interested in some way with
his son·in-law, Jacobs The following letters from 1\ir. Bond to the·
Commissioner are found on pages 165 and 166:
TRENTON, TENN., July 15, 1885.
Sm: I fear I shaH be, if I have not already Leen, troublesome. But yo a ,
have been before so kind and patient that I am encouraged to appeal to yon as often
as difficulties arise. I informed yon in my last that Mr. JacoLs' pHrtners, tlwse whom
he had associated with himself in the privileges grantecl to him by your special permit, bad refused before leaving Milan to enter into a contract of partnership, which
conduct of theirs awakened my suspicions that they were disposed to deal unfairly
with him. They have been to Anadarko, examined the sit.uation, and while on the
ground they, after repeated requests, declined to draw a contract, and I . am satisfied, .
my dear sir, that our interests, Jacobs' and mine, will be but sulJserved by revoking
the permit granted to M. B. Harris & Co. and issuing the same license to Charles.
W. Jacobs, individually.
If necessary, he can make a new bond, and will do so, if you will send him a blank.
My dear friend, I have seen better rlays, and lived in ease and comfort; through.
the providence of God, I have been stripped of .a ll my property, all my earthly possessions, save only the love, esteem, and confidence of thfl frieuds God gave during a .
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course of fifty years in West Tennessee. I have a hard scuffle to live. Do this for me
as above requested, and you will make us all happy, and we will love and pray for
,you while life lasts. Harris has not the money.
Your sincere friend,
W. P. BOND.
Ron. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Washington, D. C.
True copy.

Attest:
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Cle1·k, Indian O.ffice.
[Indorsed.]

Office of Indian Affairs, 16207. Received July 18, 1885.
P. Bond, Trenton, Tenn., July 15,1885, requests that license toM. B. Harris &
·Co. be revoked and issue of same to C. W. Jacobs.
Answered July 17, 1885.

vV.

TRENTON, TENN., Jul.IJ 22, 1885.
MY DEAR SIR: Yours received in reply to my last. It was very wrong in me to
bave made such a request of you. I do sincerely crave pardon, and let not this folly
be numbered against me.
M. B. Harris & Co. I feel satisfied will move on smoothly.
They purpose going shortly to Anadarko, and is it allo\vable to ask you to open the
way for them t.o go to work immediately'
Please, my clear sir, answer this and let them know that when they get to Anadarko
they will find the way open.
With high regard and sincere esteem, I am ~-our obedient servant,
W. P. BOND.
Ron. J. D. C. ATIUNS,
Curnn!issioner, etc.
True copy.

Attest:

c. A. MAXWELL,
.Acting CMef Clm·k, Indian Office.

TRENTON, TENN., July 28, ltl65.
MY DEAR SIR: Bear with me, if you please, and whilst I am striving to help Mr .
.Jacobs, my son-in-law, do not allow me to injure him. Could you not give C. W .
.Jacobs, individually, a license to trade, upon his making bond, and thus have three
licensed traders at Anadarko-Jackson, Jacobs, and M. B. Harris & Co., Jacobs withdrawing from the firm of Harris & Co.?
Jacous wanted to "buy out" Brown, and thus you would have been saved some
annoyance. He would buy out rather than require a revocation of license-and will
now, if only he can be permitted to act as his judgment and sense of propriety dictates. M. B. Harris & Co. could still go on under the license obtained, substituting
some one else for Jacobs, if deemed proper, and Jacobs & Co., or .Jacobs alone, could
proceed unembarrassed by the multitude of counselors. Our necessitie~::~ are great
..and pressing. Let this consiclerat.ion extenuate my offense, if any there be, and
praying God to guide and help you.
Yours sincerely, and with high esteem,
W. P. BOND.
Ron. J.D. C. ATKINS.

Neither Harris, (Jacobs, nor Lovelace appears to have had any money.
They soon quarreled. Bond says that Harris had no money, ~nd the
· Commissioner says that Jacobs was a fraud. Who Lovelace was does
not appear. The character of Harris and Jacobs is shown by the letters already quoted, and by the testimony of the Commissioner, who
-says, on page 84:
Commissioner ATKINS. I had been pressed by some gentlemen to grant another
license at that place, and had consented to license another man, a man uamed Jacobs.
J)irectly after I agreed to license him I was applied to to license a man by the name
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'()f Harris and a man by the name of Stone, parties who, up to that time, I had not
known (and I do not know that I ever did see Harris) wh0 lived at Milan, Tenn. I
agreed to license them with Jacobs, and wbHe I am on that Jacobs business I will
finish it. They went out with Jacobs, and jt was perfectly apparent that Jacouswas
:a fraud. He was not the man that. I supposed he was and as had been represented
to me by his father-in-law, Judge Bond, and other parties. Finding that he was a
frand and that be had acted in bad faith after be got out there with -these parties, as
they alleged, I communicated the fact to Mr. Bond, and finally over the entrt'aties
·of Mr. Bond and other parties I revoked his license, and did that, I believe, in
August-August 26, I think, was the elate that I revoked his license .

.And on pages 107 3;nd 108, he further says :
Q. You did license a man named Jacobs?-A. I did; yes, sir.
Q. When did you grant that license ?-A. I think I granted that license in AugustJuly or August, I forget which. Possiuly it might have been June.
Q. When was his license revoked or returned ?-A. It was revoked on the 26th of
August.
Q. Did you know him before appointing him '-A. I never chd. HA was recommended to me by a mau whom I did know by reputation very well, although I did
not know him personally, a man named Judge Bond, his father-in-law. And then
there were a good many recommendations of him from persons living in the town in
which be bad formerly lived, Brownsville, Tenn. Gentlemen of high reputatiqn
recommended him.
Q. In regarfl to this matter you say, in your previous testimony, that "finding that
he was a fmud, and that bo had acted in bad faith, after he got out there, with these
parties, as they alleged, I communicated the fact to Mr. Bond, and finally, over the
entreaties of Mr. Bond and other parties, I revoked his license.'' What was the bad
faith which yon there allude to f-A. The bad faith was that, in the first place, be had
to borrow money to go out there, as these parties alleged. Aft.er being represented
to me as a man with sufficient credit and means to run a store, he hac] to borrow
money to go out there on, and declined to pay it back; and after be got ont there,

.and went out with these partie.'l, he endeavored to sell out to other partiPs-to nse his
license to sell out to other parties and ignore them altogether. These parties-Harris
and Stone, I believe their names are; perhaps I have not got the last name right, bnt
I think it is Stone; at any rate, the records will show who was licensed with M. B.
Stone & Co.-represented these fa.cts to me, and I revoked Jacobs's license. How-ever, I am a little too fast. Judge .Bond, finding that these parties had quarreled,
wanted me, also, to license Jacobs alone, and these parties made these charges to me
.against Jacobs, and I just revoked the whole license.
Q. It was in August, or before August 26, that ·you beard of those facts f-A . Yes;
·so far as they are concerned, I heard them t.hen, I believe. I bad forgotten.
Q. You were then aware before August 26 that one of your appointees was tryi[Jg
to sell his license ?-A. Now, I call it to mind; I recollect it. The other da.y when
,Jacobs's name was mentioned I bad not thought of JacolJs for months, but wl1en his
name was mentioned I recalled it.

Jacobs seems to have entertained the same idea of the opportunities
of an Indian trader· that Jackson did, and to have endeavored to avail
himself of those opportunities by the same means, viz, by using his
license as a means of obtaining a portion of the profits of the trade.
It will be observed that no charges were made against any of the old
traders, and there was no complaint that they did not manage the business in the interest of the Indians whom they supplied with goods.
CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE AGENCY ..1.T DARLINGTON.

Hemphill & Woy were the traders at 1this reservation when Commissioner .Atkins was appointed. They were licensed l\fay 8, 1883. The
.agency is 112 miles distant from the nearest railroad communication at
Uald well, Kans., and the goods llad to be hauled from that point by ox
teams or mule teams. Woy had been a business man, :first in Iowa,
and both of these traders were much respected. When first licensed
they invested in the business $30,000. ~rhe buildings which they occupied cost about $13,000. The license was renewed yearly and ran until
May, 1885. No complaint was ever made by the Indian agent at that
reservation. Both of the traders took an interest in the education and
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civilization of the Indians, and did all in their power to benefit and:
better their condition.
They received no notice that their license would not be renewed, and
on the first of April, 1885, following their usual custom, made an application for the renewal of the same, and furnished a new bond. They
received no license, but kept on trading by permission of the agent
until the renewed license should be forwarded to them. In July, 1885,.
having received information from outside sources that the license was
not to be renewed, 1\1r. Woy went to Wasllington to see the Commissioner. He found then that the Commissioner had appointed to·
take tb.e place of the traders already there Walter B. Barker, of Macon,.
Miss., a friend of Secretary La,mar, and C. Y ..Meeks, of Tennessee, a
personal friend of the Commissioner.
· There had been three traders at this agency-Hemphill & Woy, David
Hays, and Reynolds, Doty &:Hubbell. Mr. Woy's testimony on this subject, not contradicted, is as follows:
Q. Did any one go with you to see the Commissioner f-A. I think Mr. King went
in with me that morning and introduced me.
Q. Senator Sawyer did not go with you, did he ~-A. No, sir; no Congressman orSenator was with me. I think George A. King went in with me and introduced me.
I had never been in the Commissioner's office before, and never bad met him. I
am not quite sure I am right about saying that Mr. King went in with me, but I
believe be did. I told the Commissioner that I had come in to see about our license,.
and he replied that lJe had appointed two traders for our agency. I said, "We
have bad no notification of it that you intended to do so." Well, he did not consider that it was necessary. I said, "Will you not appomt a third one?"
Q. Before leaving that, did he state who he had appointed ~-A. Yes, sir; I asked
for the names of the gentlemen, from the fact that I felt that I might want to confer
with them in regard to some trade that we might be desirous of making with them.
Q. Who did he say he had appointed ~-A. He said that he had appointed W. B.
Barker, at the personal request of Secretary Lamar; that Secretary Lamar had come
to him and said that he desired that Barker should have an appointment as trader at
a place that be might select, and that he bad selected the Cheyenne and Arapahoe
Agency. That is about as he put it.
Q. Who was the other trader whom he had appointed ?--A. He said, "I have appointed C. Y. Meeks, of Tennessee, a personal friend of mine."
Q. Then you were going on to say that you asked if' he would not appoint you
besides~-A. I asked him if be would not appoint a third trader.
He said, "I d(}
not think that I shall, but," he s~tys, "Mr. Hubbell of that place and agency, a trader~
was here yesterday, and from what he tells me" (he had n1ade some inquiry in regard
to the amount of business we had at our agenc.v) "I may change my mind and appoint
a third man. If I do I have promised t-he place to Mr. Hubbell.'' (Pages 209,210.}

Mr. Woy informed the Commissioner that it would result in serious
embarrassment an(l loss if the license was not renewed to them. His.
testimony is as follows:
Q. Did yon ask him whether there had been any complaint made against you ~-A.
I a~;ked him why we should be removed to give place to any one else without charges
being preferred. He says, "I have stated to you the fact; it was personal friendship that did it." He says, "You are as good men as we can ever put there." That
is about all the answer he made. He said, "Yonr characters are unexceptionable."
Q. In that conversation did yon say to the CommisRioner anything as to what the
effect would be of not having your license renewed ~-A. I told bim that it was going
to embarrass us wonderfully, and he says, "In what way~" I said, "In the :first.
place, we have a very heavy stock of goods and are doing a large business at an inland place, and," I said, ''unless your appointees will take our buildings and property it will ruin us." I asiked him if he thought they would do it, or if they were
able to do it. I said, "I ask this simply for information to help me." He said that
Barker, he thought, would command some money, but he said Meeks was a poor man.. '
He said, "I hope you can make some arrangement with them so that you will 11ot
meet with serious loss," and he gave me their :tddresses on a piece of paper with hisown hand. He asked me about the amount of investment we had. I told him that
our stock would invoice anywhere from $::W,OOO to $35,000; that our buildings had cost
us $13,000; that we had from $5,000 to $n,OOO of outside property in hide-yards and
presses, ox trains, and wagons-heavy; coarse wagons for freighting-and that we had
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'a large outstanding indebtedness, and would have until we could meet a payment
.and make collections.
Q. Did you state the amount to him at the time ~-A. I stated it at $10,000; that
wa:s as near as I could then estimate it, and it was very nearly correct; or that our
investments would be perhaps from $55,000 to $50,000.
Q. Did you not make a remark of this sort to the Commissioner when he said that
Barker could command some capital, but Meeks was a poor man: ''So Barker is the
only man there that the three traders can sell to~ "-A. Yes, sir; I believe I did.
Q. 'Vhat did be reply ~-A. He said he could not furnish capital to buy traderships,
and he said it in a distinct, positive, and short manner; that he was not furnishing
capital to buy traderships. I was simply inquiring for information so as to find a
way t.o get out of the trap.
Q. I suppose you became convinced that you were not going to be licensed ?-A. I
ielt a little that wav.
Q. What did you· say then to the Commissioner ~-A. I was looking around for a
way to get out, and that is why I asked him those q nest,ious.
Q. Did you ask him for an extension oftime~-A. I asked him what he would do
for us. He said, "We will have to give you some time. Will sixty days' time clean
·Up ;your business and get you ont of the Territory?" I replied that one year could
not do it and save us. I said, '' We have no one to ~:;ell to unless it is to yonr traders,
_your appointees, and if you appoint but two men there will be three of us to sell to
them, and we can not all sell to them, if any of·us can."
Q. ·what did he se~.y to that ~-A. He said be hoped that some arrangement could
be made Ly which we would not meet with losR, and that we should have ample
time. I construed that to mean that he would consider that we should have plenty
-of time to get away; t.bat we would not be hastened, at least, especially if there were
but two new appointees; that we being the third and last might possibly remain for
a year, or something of that kind. That is the way I looked at it, you know. I so
understood it. I only remained two days in the city, and this occurred in the first
conversation. 'l'he Commissioner asked. me bow long I should stay in the city, and I
.said I should stay only until the following day; that I wns in a great hurry to get
home. He asked. me to call again, and I called again the next day. On this occasion
we went over the ground about as we had done on the first dn,y, except that the Commissioner asked me a good many more questions and said, ''I am a little surprised at
what I hear of the amount of business that you men do; but," says he, "you shall
have ample time;" and he seemed to feel a little more generous towards me theseconcl
day than he had the first day, bnt he dicl not fix any time for our remaining then.
Q. Did you try to get any time fixed ~-A. I contended for a year's time. I wanted
one year in which to have time to look around. I stated to him this fact, that many
of our goods were winter stock, a great majority of them were heavy winter stock, and
would not sell until the winter time of the year; that they consisted of heavy clothing, and heavy boots and shoes, and goods of coarse material, and that in the beat of
summer it would be impossible for us to sell them to the Indians or to force them off
perhaps on other traders.
Q. Well, you got nothing except a statement from him that yon should have ample
timef-A. That is all; he tixed no time.
Q. You went home then ~-A. I returned home to the agency as soon as I could. My
fawily was in 'Visconsin. l returned there immediately, and then went directly
home.
Q. What next did you bead-A. I reached home, I think, on the 6th of August,
and about that time tho instructions came to the Indian agent that Hemphill & Woy
should prepare to quit the Territory by the 21st of October.
Q. Wheu was it that you were in Washington f-A. Ou the 16th of July. (Pages
210-21~.)

Returning to Darlington, assured that the license would not be renewed, Hemphill & vVoy tried to sell their buildings and stock in trade
both to J\leeks and to Barker. But Meeks was impecunious, and they
.could get no offer from Barker which would not entail serious loss.
Neither Meeks nor Barker would buy the stock at any price, ann there
was no one else to whom they could sell it, as these two, Meeks and
Barker, were to take the place of the three tradbrs who had stores at
the agency. Barker offered $3,500 for the buildings, which bad cost
.$1 :),000 They offered to sell to him at last for $5,000. Barker finally
{):ffere(~ to lease the buildings for $1,000 per annum, but as Hemphill &
Woy would be obliged to leave the Territory they declined to lease.
Commissioner Atkins came to the agency in the month of November,
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and they represented the serious condition of affairs to him., and askecl
him at that time to relicense them. The Commissioner replied that it
was a bad state of affairs. and that be was sorry for it. He did notrelicense them, but extended the time within which to get off from the
reservation until the 1st of January, 1886. When the 1st of January
came both the roads and streams were impassable, and upon the representation of that fact by the agent the time for them to leave and get
their goods away from the reservation was extended to the middle of
February. 1\ir. Hemphill then went to Washington and endeavored to·
get a furtber extension until April, when the roads and streams would
be in such condition that it would be practicable to remove the goods.
Mr. Hemphill was not a witness. being in Wisconsin, and not summoned by the committee; but the result of the application, as stated by
Hemphill to Woy, was testified to by the latter, and is not contradicted.
It is as follows :
· Q. ·what you were asking for then was not an extension of time to trade but toremove in ?-A. Simply an extet;~sion of time, owing to the condition of the roads in
the country we were goiug to pass through. While it implied the privilege to trade,
we cared nothing for the trade; that virtnally was ended for us, but we wanted t~
trade so as to be able to collect what was due us, if anything could be clone of that
kind.
Q. Did you gtt that permission ?-A. Yes, sir. Mr. Hemphill went to Washington _
and talked with the Commissioner, aud he said that we should remain until the middle of February, and that by that time the water would be down so that we could
get away.
·
Q. Do you know yourself whether there was any consultation between the Commissioner and the Secretary as to that last extension ?-A. I do not know anything
about it only what my partner would state in the matter, and what he stated to me,
that he thought we ought to stay until April, until the roads would dry clown and
until we could get out comfortably in warmer weather, as it would be a tedious journey for our families, and he begged that time to be extended until April, and the Commissioner was inclined to give it, and partially consented to do it, but jumped up
hastily from his seat and said, "Wait until I speak to the Secretary of the Interior
for a minute," or words to that effect, and he went out and came back and said in an
excited manner, ''The Secretary says that you must go at once, that your time has
ueen extended already and that you must go at once, bnt," he says, "if it costs me
my office you shall stay until the 15th of Febmary." That is what my partner told
me, and what I presume he will t~ll you.
Q. At that time you left the Territory, did you ~-A. Yes, sir; we closed our doors
then, uoxed our goods, and commenced loading :mel shipping them away.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. When was that ?-A. After the 15th of February; we closed that day.
217, 218.)

(Pages

The difficulty of removing the goods, and the financial result is thus
stated by the witness:
Q. What was the result, financially, so far as you were concerned f-A. The result
was that during the time we were reducing our stock we did not pretend to sell it
for what it cost us. We gave it away and disposed of it in any way we could, as we
did not feel that. it was of any use to try to get it out, a great deal of it, of any consequence, and we reduced our stock to perhaps $10,000 or $1:.?,000. It was not invoiced;
we did not invoice it. We invoiced it the last of January and we staid there until
:February 15, and we reduced it below that. It was something over $13,000 in January, and we reduced it some more, and the remaind~:Jr we brought over hP-re. Onr
creditors were excited and commenced to press us, and the resnlt was we had to go in
and make an assignment of it to save its beiug attached for deut, and pnt it all under
assignment.
Q. And have you been trying to sell it out here, at Arkansas City ~-A. Yes, sir; it
has been sold.
Q. With what result ?-A. I scarcely know. The court appointed an assignee who
went on and sold it for something over $3,000; tl1at is what it net:s, I believe-$3,200
or $3,300.
'
Q. What did it cost to bring it up here f-A. It cost, I think, nearly $400 1 perhaps.
We paid from $1 to $1.25 a hundred for the freighting, by Caldwell, here.
Q. What became of your buildings f-A. They remained there, those that are not
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burned down, but there was one barn, one of the old corrals, which was formerly the·
old store before we built the new store, which was burned recently. That old store
was a good picket building, with a shed in addition, and was originally a trader's.
house, but we coverted it into a barn and store-room, or something of that kind, at
the back end of the lot.
Q. What became of your new store-bouse ?-A. That stands there about as we left
it, empty.
Q. Is the Government using any port.ion of your buildings ?-A. The agent told
me that be had taken the privilege to pack the bacon in the cellar, several car-loadsof spoiled bacon, and put on top several car-loads of ashes that he had to preserve it.
Q. He did not do that in pursuance of any arrangement with you ?-A. No, sir;
not from any consultation with us, except that we turned the key over to him when
we left there.
Q. Have you any means of disposing of your buildings at all ?-A. No, sir; not in.
any way.
Q. vVas there anything due yon from the Indians when yon left there ?-A. Yes,
sir; there was about $1'),000 due us. The books show perhaps nearly $9,000 of uncollected debts against the Indians and others.
Q. What has become of that ?-A. vVe have never looked after H at all. I spoke
once or twice to the agent about it, and he said the Indians were without money or
means, and he said it would be impossible to collect a dollar of it.
Q. Do you think you could have collected it if you had been permitted to remain
there ?-A. We could have collected some of it as soon as they got their money, of~
course.
Q. Did it consist of old accounts, or wbat1-A. There is about $3,000 of accounts;
$3,000 to $4,000 that were Candee's accounts, made in 1!:l81 and 18tl2, before I went
there.
Q. That, practically, was not worth anytbing?-A. I can not say there was that
much uncollected. We had collected some of these old accounts, but that was what
i t was when I bought in. vVe collected nearly half of these old. accounts and also
extentled others and kept the account even, or made it greater than it was then.
Q. What proportion of that $10,000 do you think woulrl have been collectible if you
had been permitted to remain at the agenc.v?-A. Under the existing circumstances.
now, as they have turned out, I think the possibilities are that we never could have
collected perhaps over the half of them, if that. (Pages 218-219.)

The investment of Hemphill & Woy in their business was stated in
an affidavit of Mr. Hemphill, forwarded to the Commissioner when Mr.
Woy was in Washington seeking a renewal of the license, in July, 1885,_
at over $55,000, and was practically a complete loss, resulting from the
refusal of the Commissioner to relicense them.
Barker bought a new stock of goods and went into trade. He bought
the store-house of R.eynolds, Doty & Hubbell, they having failed t(}
obtain a license, and about $1,000 worth of their stock. The loss of
R.eynolds, Doty & Hubbell on the store-house was about $1,500. They
were obliged to remove the goods which Barker did not purchase to
Caldwell, Kans., and to lose a large portion of the debts due them from
the Indians. The entire loss of the firm is stated at between $10,000
and $11,000. lteynolds was a man of some means, and subsequently,
through the influence of Saint Louis friends, succeeded in obtaining a
new license to trade at the agency. But Dot.v and Hemphill were completely ruined financially. Hemphill and Woy each lost the entire
savings of a life-time and are bankrupt, Hemphill being now dependent
on the charity of friPnds for support.
When Hubbell, in July, 1~85, found that the license of Reynolds,
Doty & Hubbell was not to be renewed he went to Washington to see
the Commissioner, in the hope that he might obtain a renewal. He had
been a Democrat, althougll trading under a Republican administration,_
and his efforts to obtain a renewal are stated by him in the following
testimony:
When I arrived there I had an interview with Mr. Atkins, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
,
Q. vVere yon acquainted with him ~-A. No, sir; but I was introduced to him by
Mr. 0. 0. Stealey, otthe Loui~Sville Courier-Journal.
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Q. ·what did he say ?-A. He talked like he was going to ma-ke a clean sweep at
·the . start. I staid there about a week and talked with him about every day, and
'brought in some recommendations and papers that I had gotten together.
Q. Did you inform him of your politics ?-A. Yes, sir; I told him I was a good
Democrat. One day when I was talking to him I told him I did not feel like going
until I got a definite answer one way or tbe other, and he said, ''Well, you can go
home, and if I :find there is business enough there for three traders we will give you
-the third tradership; at any rate," he says, "we do not intend to harm yon, and you
shall stay there long enough to get your business in shape and get out of it without
any loss of money." That promise was made in the presence of Mr. Andrews, who
was then appointment clerk in the office.
I went home feeling like I was in pretty good shape anyway, and we did not make
.any stir about it until along about the 1st of September, I thiuk it was. However,
previous to t.hat, the Commissioner had extended the licenses of all the traders there
until the 21st of October, ~ithout any particular application. That bad been clone
before I reached Washington. :B::tt along in September there came a telegram from
Acting Commissioner Upshaw to the agent about the matter. I may be wrong in
some of these elates, for my memory is not very clear about it. But he telegraphed
to the agent to know what steps Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell were making to get off
the reservation. That was an aston is her to us after the promise that had been made.
We had been looking for a license, or an extension, or something of the kind. We
then wrote some letters to Washington, and we found that the Commissioner \vas off
jn the West here inspecting schools. However, I got track of him and I started to
try and catch him before the 21st of October. This was along about the 1st of October. But I missed him. I went up to Halstead, where he had been to a school the
day before, and found he had skipped for Arizona. So I missed him, and I bad to
wait until he got around to the agency. He did not get around there until after the
time was up, and we could get no satisfaction from Washington; the word from there
·was that we had to get off promptly on the 21st. (Page 396.)

C. Y. JYfeeks, the personal friend of Commissioner Atkins, who was
.licensed to trade at Darlington as one of the two traders who were to
succeed the three who had been there. formerly, commenced negotiations under his license by a proposal to Mr. Hubbell to allow Reyuolds,
Doty & Hubbell to use his license, under which to carry on their busimess, without the investment of any capital by him and without his
personal attention to the business, for a share of the profits. This was
declined by Hubbell, and Meeks then made an arrangement with Hays,
the other trader at that agency, by which Hays was to use his license
to do business under the name of Hays & Meeks, the entire money
for the business to be furnished by Hays, and the business to be conducted by him, and Meeks to receive for the use of his license the sum
-of $~,000 per annum. This arrangement continued for six months,
when the license to Hays & Meeks, which had been substituted for a
license to J\feeks, expired by limitation. Une thousand dollars was paid
by llays to Meeks for the use of his license during that six months.
Meeks was not present at the agency, and insisted that in purchasing
goods in the name of Hays & Meeks Hays should inform the persons
of whom he purchased that he alone was to be responsible for the debts
thus contracted. At the expiration of the license it was not renewed.
The Commissioner, it is believed by the committee~ was informed of
the arrangement between 1\-Ieeks and Hays as early as August or SeptemlJer, 1886. It was not revoked by the Commissioner upon ascertaining the facts, but Hays was suffered to continue the business until the
·expiration of llis license.
SAC AND :FOX AGENCY.

vVilliam R. Little was a trader at the Sac and Fox Agency. He was
licensed first in his own name, and then llis brother becoming interested
witll him, they were in 1884 licensed under the firm name of William R.
Little & Co. The license expired on the 8th of September, 1885. Little
·was a young man about thirty years of age, a native of Rock Island, who
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-commenced life as a stock llerder at $10 a month; afterwarus became
a clerk at the Pawnee Agency at $40 per month; was industrious and
economical; and as a result of several years' services saved up from llis
wages about $1,750 with which, haviug obtained a license, he started a
trader's store in 188~. He was successful in his trade, ami had at the
time of the expiration of his license stock in trade to the value of al>Out
$3,800, and about $15,000 due him from the Indians for goods sold them.
The annuities due to the Indians at that agency were payable semiannuall,y, but had been delayed, so that no payments bad been made for
twelve months, whicll accounts for the large amount of debts due from
the Indians.
In the month of August, prior to the expiration of the license, be
made an application for the renewal thereof, but was notified that it
would not be renewed. About the time of its expiration, H. L. McClung, of Knoxville, Tenn., and R.N. McClung, of Terrell, Tex., came
to the agency and informed Little tlJat they had a letter from A. B.
Upshaw, Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to the eil'ect that they
could have an exclusive license and right to trade at the agency. The
letter was produced and read to I .. ittle. Thereupon Little made an arrangement with the McClung brothers to sell to them his goods and
building and agreed to take charge of their business for tuem at $1,200
a year. The arrangement was that the McClung brothers would get
him permission to continue the business until the 1st of January, when
they woul<l come and pay him the money for the same, reckoning the
value of the goods at cost with carriage added, and the building at cost.
Little, relying on the gooJ faith of the 1\-IcClung hrothers, continued
the business, hiA time being extended by the Commissioner.
While the McClungs were there making: the arrangement witll TJittle,
Little received a letter from his sister in Bloomington, III., informing
him that John Eddy, of Bloomington, bad been licensed to take the
place of vVbistler, Pickett & Co., who were also old. traders at that
agency. Little showed the letter to one of the McClungs, and told him
there must be some mistake, as the letter which he bad seen from Acting Commissioner Upshaw said that the McClung brothers were to
have the exclusive trade at the agency. Little informed McClung that
the Commissioner was coming to the agency that evening; and McOluug waited and bad an interview with the Commissioner, after which
the two brothers saw Little, and one of them said:
We have seen the general (Commissioner Atkins) and he says that John Eddy is
licensed to t.rade here at Sac and .Fox; that there is a mistake, and that he will at
once, whe11 he gets to Washington, send him either to Shawneetown or Wellston;
that we have been promised this place a,nd are going to have it.

He further said :
Bllys, you can rest assured that all is straight that we tell you,.

(Page 189.)

The same evening one of the McClungs came to the store and said to
Little:
Now, you go on and order some more goods, awl keep your stock up until we come
here, and we will take everything off your hands at cost and carriage, and we will
be here the 1st of January. (Page Hl9.)

They went away the next morning, and Little afterwards received a
letter from one of them, saying that his brother bad been to Washington to see the Commissioner. In the letter he wrote:
Everything wiii be aU right, Little; just continue as you are doing.

That was the last that Little heard from the }fcClungs.
S. Rep. 2707--n

.:.
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They bad represented that their father and tlJC CommiRsioner were
old schoolmates, an<l that the place had lweu promised them on account
of the intirnacv between tbeir father and the Commissioner.
Two weeks ~tfter the McUlungs were there, tl oln1 Eddy cam·e to the
ageucy, and said th~t be was licensed to trade there, and wanted tomake some arrangement with Little for llis business. I..Mtle declined
. because be had made the bargain with the McClung brotbers. While
there Eddy made a proposition to Little, to use Lis license under which
to carry on the busines8, and asked I.-~ittle what be wonld be willing to
pay for the use of the license. Little declined to make any arrangemeut. Little notified McClung tbat Eddy had lJeen there. On the 1st
of January, the time to which his licem~e was exten<led, he closed the
Rtore. A payment. to tbe Indians came on the 5th of January, but all
that I.Jittle could collect of the $L5,000 due llim, his store having been
closed, was $~,500.
Eddy had then made some arrangement with Whistler, Pickett & Co.,.
or it was understood at the agency that he had <lone so, though it subsequentl.Y appeared that he put no money into the concern. Little went.
to Washingtou, toltl his story first to Mr. Upsllaw, the Assistant Commissioner, trom whom he got no consolation, and afterwards to Commissioner Atkins, who informed him teat he could do 11othiug till he bad
beard from the MeClm1g brothers. The Commissioner sent a telegram
to one of them, and after about ten d~ys receivt>d a letter from them
confirming Little's statement, but declining to carry out the agreement
which they had made with Little, presumably upon the ground that the
license to them was not exclusive. and that Eddv claimed to have
made an arrangement with Wllistler; Pickett & Co. ~The Commissioner
then told Little that he should have his license; that he saw he had
been misled by the McClungs.
In the same conversation the Commissioner asked Little whether
Eddy wa~ ttien at the Sac and Fox Agency. Eddy had returned to
Bloomington, Ill., staying at the agency but a few days. The interview
between the Commissioner and Little, and the statement made by
Little about Eddy, is detailed by Little as follows:
General Atkins got up and said, "Little, I have a letter from the agent, a very
nice lett,er, about you, and also one from the McClungs, and I see you have been
misled by the McClungs." He says, "You shall have your license." So I went
then right down to General Upshaw and told him, and he said that he would issne
the license, and went to looking over a bt.ncl that was elated back some time, and he
said I would have to make a new bond. I told him I could do that. So I went
right up to the Commissioner aucl told him I would have to make a new bond, and
be sa.1 s, "You go right home, Little, and make a new bond and carry yourself ]ike a
man, and everything will be all right; and," he says to me, "look here," he sa~· s, "I
just want to ask you a few questions." He says, "What about this man Eddy; is
hedownatSacandFox~" Said!, "No1 sir; heisnot." Resays, "·Well, he has got
a license to trade there." Said. I, "I understand be bas." He says, " Who is running the business there?" I said, '.'The old parties, Whistler, Pickett & Co." He
says, "Isn't Eddy there~" I replied, "No, sir; he is not." Said be, "Where is he f'"
"In Bloomington, Ill.," I says. He sa;ys, " Do you know that Whistler, Pickett &
Co. are running the business?" I said, "I think they were when I left. The oM
employes are still in the store, and there was no change made at all." "vVell,".
he says, "if Eddy is not there attending to his business I will make him go there.'"
He says, "Will you please put it in writing what you know about it~" I said I
would. So I went right over to the office with Mr. Ellis, and I just told him what I
knew about it, and he wrote it down, and we went in and. gave the statement to the
Commissioner. (Page 194.)

Little returned to the Sac and Fox Agency, and soon after the agent
there was notified to have Little close his business and leave the Territory, the reasou given for the order being that Little had made a false
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statement as to Eddy not being at the agenc,y. The store had been
opened by Little upon his return, by authority of the Commissioner
telegraphed to the agent. The store was finally closed July 15, 1886,
by an imperative order from t.he Commissioner sent to the agent, directing that Little should be put out of the Territor.v at once. The
ground upon which Little's statement was claimed by the Commissioner
to be false was that Mr. Upshaw, the Acting Commissioner, said that
1\fr. John H. Oberly, at whose request Mr. Eddy was appointed, claimed
to be receiving letters from Eddy, dated at the agency. The matter
was afterwards invest.i gated at the Sac and Fox Agency, and it was found
that Little's statement was true; but Little was not relicensed, and no
reparation was made. He was financially ruined by reason, in the first
place, of having trusted to the McClung Brothers, and, in the second
place, for having told the truth to the Commissioner about Eddy when
asked by the Commissioner.
If Eddy ever bad any arrangement with Whistler, Pickett & Co., it
was given up. He did not continue the business, and either resigned
or his license was revoked. The agent was directed to put Little off
the reservation; and Little thereupon sold his goods to the chief of the
tribe, who had the right to trade without a license, at a nominal price,
and lost about $8,000 which were due him. He settled with his creditors
for 33! cents ou the dollar. Through the intercession of friends, he
was permitted by Commissioner Atkins to go at the time of two subsequent payments to the Indians to see if he could collect what was due
him, and has never since been allowed on the reservation. There were
no charges whatever against Little as regards the conduct of his business.
THE OSAGE AGENCY.

The amount of trade with the Indians on the Osage· Reservation is
greater than upon any other reservation. Then~ are between fifteen and
sixteen hundred Indians, including full-bloods and mixed-bloods, about
twelve hundred being full-bloods. The reservation is a large one, containing about 1,500,000 acres. The Indians, divided into seventeen
bauds, are scattered over the reservation. The annuities paid to the
Indians amount to something like $200,000 per annum, payable in quarterly installments.
1'/hen Commissioner Atkins assumed control of his office there
were seven traders' stores in all upon this reservation; five of them
were situated at the agency proper, and two at a place called Gray
Horse, about 25 miles distant from the agency. The two stores at Gray
Horse were those of Finney & 8cl1iffbauer and Bartles, Wismeyer &
Bird. The firm of Wismeyer & Bird, and the firm of Bartles & Pratt,
had stores at the agency. Bartles and Bird and Wismeyer joined their
mterljsts, and had what they called a branch store at Gray Horse, and
had a license for the same.
Between four hundred and five hundred full-blood Indians lived in the
neighborhood of Gray Horse,; about three hundred more resided in another part of the reservation, near Hominy Creek, about 25 miles distant
fi·om the agency and from Gray Horse; and the rest of the Indians lived
where it was convenient for them to trade at the agency. The trade
at Gray Horse, when these two stores were there, amounted to something like $80,000 per annum. The establishment and continuance of
stores at Gray Horse bad been for a number of years a fruitful source
of contention among the traders, those licensed to trade at the agency
feeling that they had a right to their share of all trade on the reserva-
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tion, while those licensed to trade at Gray Horse obtained practically
the exclusive trade of nearlv half of the full-blood Indians. Trade
with the mixed bloods was not considered desirable, as they were not
entitled to annuities.
In September, 1885, R. E. Bird, of the firm of Wismeyer & Bird, and
also of the firm of Bartles, Bird & Wismeyer, went to Washington to
secure a renewal of his license at the agency. Wismeyer at this time
had sold out to :Mr. Hixson, and the firm was Bird & Hixson. The
license to trade at Gray Horse had not expired, but Bird had a conversation with the Commissioner about it,, and the Commissioner informed
him that the Finney & Schiffbauer license had expired, and would not
be renewed, and that it was his intentbn to abolish the "ouLside stores."
Thereupon Bird told the Commissioner that if it was his intention to
abolish the stores at Gray Horse he might cancel the license of Bartles,
Bird & Wismeyer at that place. When Bird returned home be removed
his goods from the Gray Horse store to the agency, leaving Finney &
Schiffbauer only tliere in trade; and thty bad been notified to move
back to the agency on the 1st of January next following.
H. P. Branham, of Oxford, Miss., obtained a license in December,
1885, for two stores-on~ at the agency and one at Gray Horse-in connection with Schiffbauer, the firm name of the licensees being Branham
& Schiffbauer. Branham had been a partner of Secretary Lamar in
his law firm of Lamar, l\fayes & Branham, and was a nephew of Secretary Lamar's first wife. 'rhe Secretary had had no active interest in
the firm since1871. The manner in which Branham obtained his license
is stated by him as follows:
Q. As it floes not appear on the list which has been furnished to the committee,
will you please state w hn r ecommended you for the position of Indian trader ~-A.
No one that I know of. I can give you the history of it, how I got it., if yon desire.
Q. Do so, if yon plcase.-A. Some time in November, about the 1st of November,
I think, in 1885, I received a ietter from Mr. John N. Florer, of the Indian Territory,
stating that he had understood that I mjgbt like to eugage in trade as a trader in the
Territory, and telliug we that if I could get a l1cense with him at the Osage Agency,
that the firm of Finney & Schiffbauer had a store at Gray Horse, and if the two could
be combined he thought a good deal of money could be made out of it. His letter
painted it in very glowing colors. Up to that time the thought of an Indian tradership had never entered my mind. I can say I had never met Florer before or beard
of him, but it seems my brother-in-law, the physician at Kaw, to whom he applied
first to receive his position, got in with him and told him that perhaps [might like it.
When I got that letter I telegraphed to the Secretary of the Interior, in sn bstance to
this effect: "Can I get a license as Indian trader at Osage Agency and at Gray Horse,
Osa.ge Reservation f Answer immediately." The next day I received an answer,
which was in subs I ance this, and the words, if I can remember distinct,ly: "I can not
answer immediately. Write me fully what you want." I then sat down and wrote
to the Secretary in full that I had received this letter from Mr. Florer, gave him the
substance of its contents, and told him what I wanted was a license, in conjunction
with Mr Florer and Schiffbauer & Finne;r, for those stores.
I never heard from him afterwards, but a few days after that, probably a week or .
a week and a half, I received a letter from General Upshaw, in which he said that my
letter to the Secretary bad b een referred to bim; that owing to the long and intimate
friendship that had existed in our boyhood and young manhood that he was anxioutl,
of course, to do anything that be could consistently for me, and if be could give me
what I wanted that he would do it. But he seemed to recommend other points for
me than Osage and seemed to desire that I should accept one at Kaw or one at the
Lower Brnie Agency, or leave the matter entirely in his bands and Let him select
something for me. He said that he did not see that I needed any partner.
He went on, however, to state that he could not license Mr. Florer, because Florer
had previously to that time sold his good will to a gentleman named Davidson, which
had been transferred to Bird & Wismeyer, and Bird & Hixson claimed that the time
had not expired; that be could not as&<>it Florer, nor could the Department countenance a violation of that. contract.
In the mean time I received a letter from :E'lorer urging me to come out here and
look at the mattt>r to see if I wanted it, which I did. I came, and Scbffbauer and I
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went on to \Vashington to see what could be done. The day we reached there was
the morning of Vice-President Hendrick's funeral. The Secretary was absent at In·
dianapolis, and all the Departments were closed. The next morning I went to see
General Upshaw first. He asked me, the first question, if I intended to com') ont
here. I told him I did not. He said that General Atkins required all traders who
were licensed to give their personal attention to the business and to be here. I told
him that that knocked the bottom out of it with me: for I was not coming. "Well," he
says, "let us go and see the Commissioner. He has been running the Osage Agency
and has made the appointments there, and I would rather he would settle the question himself." So we went up to see General Atkins.
Q. He told you the Commil'sioner had been running the Osage Agency? Does not
the Commissioner make ail the appointments~-A. Yes, sir; but General Upshaw had
been Acting Commissioner in the Commissioner's absence just previous to that time,
and the Commissioner bad gotten back. We went to General Atkins's office and I
told him what I wanted; that I wanted a license for Schiffba.uer aud myself at Gray
Horse and at Osage, two stores combined. He objected to putting two stores in one
license and wanted me to t.ake one store alone. I told him that I had never been a
merchant and knew nothing about merchandising or anything about Indians, and I
was not willing to embark in that sort of enterprise alone without the assistance of
some man who had some experience and knew something about it.
He still objected to putting two stores in one license. I said to him that if be conld
give Schiffbauer a license for one store and could give me a license for one store I did
not see why, if we preferred it that w~y, be could not give the two together; that it
would amount in substance to the same thing. He said it was not customary and he
could not make arry exception in my case to any regulation. I told him certainly
not; that I was not a man that any exception ought to be made in favor of. He said
he knew that.
He then turned and asked me if I was going out there. I tolcl him I was not. He
said, "You will have to take your family and go there." I said ''General, I would
not do that; I would not carry my family there for the whole Territory." He says,
"That settles it, then."
Before that, though, he asked me about the Gray Horse store. I told him this :
That when I came here I went first to Gray Horse, and then I went to the Osage
Agency and there I saw Agent Hoover, the agent of the reservat,ion. My visit there
was to him especially. I made an appointment to meet Agent Hoover in his office at
night at Osage. I told him that I was going on to Washington, aud that I was going
to try to save that Gray Horse store for those gentlemen. I did not tell Hoover I was
going to apply myself for a license anywhere, but that I was going to try to help
those gentlemen save their store, and inasmuch as he was agent there I wanted to
know what be thought as to whether or not the store should be there.
He told me that he did not wish to be placed in the attitude of volunteering advice
to the Indian Department, but that his opinion was that the store ought to remain
there; that it was a convenience to t-hose Indians and almost a necessity, and that lw
knew very well that if be w!'ts to remain and live anywhere in that country he would
want the store to be there, and it ought to be there; that judging of the Indians by
himself he thought it was a convenience to them ancl ought to remain.
I stated all that to General Atkins. He told me he had intended to abolish the
store at Gray Horse; that it bad been represented to him that the Indians were kept
out there away from the supervision of the agent. I told him that to remove that
store would be in my opinion a very great hardship to the Indians: that it was 25
miles fwm the agency or from any other store; that it meant that every Indian who
wanted a pound of meat or a sack of flour, or anything to eat or wear, had to come
from 20 to 40 miles for it and haul it from 20 to 40 miles back in a wagon, that it was
a hardship to them.
I told him, furthermore (and that is the case), that there were times in the year
when it was impossible for those Indians to get to the agency; that the roads were
in such a condition as to make them almost impassable at times, ancl in winter that
the weather wa_s very severe out here at times, and besides that, that in times of
freshets there were creeks to cross between there and the Osage Agency which became impassable.
After considering the ntatter he told me this : He says, " If you will go to Gray
Horse aud take that store, under all tlle circumstances, what you say, and the agent
wants it, I will reconsider my determination to abolish it." I told him I did not want
the Gray Horse store alone. "Well," he says, "that is all I ca.n do." I thanked him
and left the office.
I went back to Schiffbauer and told him that it could not be done; that was at
dinner. I said to him, however, that I had made a trip ont here and from here to
Washington, and that I was done with it and was going back home to practice my
profession. I toldlliru that General Atkins could make no exception, of course, in my
favor, and that I could not agree to his regulations to eome out and take the store

XXII

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

alone, and that I was out of it and done with it, but that I was not willing for him
to go back mnpty-handed, and I now wanted to try and save the store for him.
I got Schiffbauer to go with me to General Upshaw's office immediately after dinner, and I told General Upshaw in subst.ance about the same thing, that I could not
agree to what General Atkins wanted; that he did not want to give me what I wanted
and I did not want to take what he could give me; that I was done with it and he
could consider me out, but that I bad been here and made inquiries in regard to Schiffbauer's character and I could not see any reason why he could not have the store;
that his property was ont there at Gray Horse and I could not see why he should not
keep the store at Gray Horse, or at least be permitted to haul his propert.v into Osage
and keep the store there, as General Atkins had told me that if be abolished the one
at Gray Horse he intended to establish one at Osage; that he must have that many
stores orr the reservation.
General Uf'shaw told me to come back about 3 o'clock. We went back at :3 and he
said, "I have not had an opportunity of talking to the Commissioner; come and go
up with me to the Commissioner's office." We went up into the Interior Department,
and when we got to the door I said to General Upshaw, ' 1 You go on in there and
talk; General Atkins don't want to see me any more," and I walked into young Mr.
Lamar's office, the private secretary to the Secretary, and General Upshaw went into
the Commissioner's office.
In a little while General Atkins came into the room where I was talking to Mr.
Lamar, jr., and says, "I have been thinking about what yon said to me, aud after
considering the whole matter I do not see why, if I could give you a license at one
place and Scbifl'haner one at another, it would make any difference to give both of
you the two stores together, and I will do it if you will talre your family a,nd go out
there and atte~d to it."
I hesitated a while and finally I said, "It makes no iiitl'e!'ence to yon, General
Atkins, whether I take my family or not i.f I ~o myself." He said it did not. I told
him that I would consider it and thought that 1 would accept aud try it. He says,
"If you do, send on your bond and the license will be issued." Tllat was the way I
got it, sir.
Q. While in Washington seeking this position, had yon any conversation with
Secretary Lamar about it 1-A. For about five minutes during my vil:!it there I saw
the Secretary. While General Upshaw was talking to the CommiAsiouer the Secretary sent for me. I went mt() his office and found he was engaged in talking to General Walthall and General Catchings, of Mississippi, an'l Congressman Lowry, of
Indiana-! was told it was him. After those gentlemen left I sat clown on a sofa, and
I was not in the room more than tive minutes. The Secretary came up to where I
was and shook bands with me an(l says, "Have yon and Atkin-> fixed up your matter~" I said, "No, sir." He said, "What is the matter f" I s~tid, "General Atkins had some regulation that I did not know anything about or I would not have
come on, and be doesn't want to give me what I want, and I don't want to take what
he wants to give me, and that is the end of it." He said, "I aru sorry." I said,
''It doesn't make any difference, I will go back home." Jnst then we were interrupted, and that is every word tllat has ever passed between us as to a license there
or anywhere else.
Q. You were an old friend of General Upshaw's, you say ~-A. Yes, sir; I have
known him for twen t)T years. (Pages 370-373.)

Branham staid. at the agency store, and Schiffbauer staid at the
Gray Horse store. This continued until about tlle time of t.he expiration of the license for the two stores, when Commissioner Atkins came
to the Osage Agenc;y, and had a conversation with Branham, which is
stated by him in the following language:
It was General Atkins. He said, "I have determined to break up totally all
branch stores; tlley give me more trouble than all the balance-not the stores
themselves- but when one man bas it everybody else wants one, and I have determined to break them up all over the country, and I would prefer not to r~new any
more licenses of that kind. Now, I wish you woultl take a store either lwre or at
Gray Horse, and yon can llave which you please." I tol<l him, of conrse, I would
take the one at Gray Horse. I said, "Geueral, yon will give us unt.il our license expires, will yon not, to make the cbnnge 1" He says, I have given every Republican
and everybody eliSe tllat privilege, and I do not think I will deny it to yon and
Schiffbauer. You can llave until your license expires to make the change." vVhen
tht~license expired the change was made.
Q. But you say that Sclliffbauer dicl not want to sell out at Gray Horse f-A. Not
at Gray Horse ; no, sir.
Q. Did you make him sell out 1-A. I simply told him what the Commissioner said,
that was all, and lle sold out; that lle would not renew that double license any more.
I(
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Q. Would he not renew the license at Gray Horse for both of you 1-A. He probab1y
would have done that, but I did not ask him to do that. What he would have done
in that respect I do not know, but perhaps I can throw some light on it in thif:! way;
I said to General Atkins in the interview np there with Hartley, "Well, I can just
turn the Osage store over to Schiffbauer 1" He said, ''Certainly." When he came
down town, however, it seems that some one had told him that Schiffbauer was
not a Democrat, and I asked him again when I went to say good-by; I said, '' Gen-eral, I will j nst, turn the Osage sto.re over to Schiffbauer and I will take the Gray
Horse store." He said, "Is Schiffbauer a Democrat f" I said, "I do not know; he
tells me that he is, and I believe what he says. Others say that he is not." "Well,"
he says, ''I can not promise about that." He told me it was not because Rchiffbauer
was a Republican, as he told me in Washington; that he had granted as many licenses
to Republicans almost as to Democrats; that it was no sine qua non to him that a man
had to be a Democrat, but inasmuch as Schiffbauer had been represented to him as a
Democrat and others denied that he was, that he wanted to know if he had been acting perfectly open with him, and he woJuld wait to find that out before renewing his
license.
I told Schiffbauer in regard to that, and he still said be was a Democrat. I said,
"Schiffbauer, come, go on to Washington, and ~'OU can get your license at Osage
without any trouble; I am confident you can get it. Come with me anu yon can go
there and can state to the Commissioner what yon say, and I have no doubt in the
world you will get it." He said be thought he could get it himself, but he did not
want the Osage store if it was not connected with the Gray Horse store.
When I went on to Washington, in my conversation with General Atkins, I spoke
of this matter-no, when I was going to sell out to Brenner-he says, "What about
Schiffbauer; doesn't he want that store~" I told him Schifibauer said he did not
want it, but was willing to sell to Brenner. He says, "Under those circumstances,
then, if Schiffbauer does not want it, you can sell to Brenner." I said, "I am glad
to hear that, general, because Schiffbauer telt a little sore over what you told me,
and I told him that I knew he could get his license if he would come here and ask
for it, and I am glad to be able to tell him that I was correct." . He says, "Yon were
correct, and if he wants it be can get it yet. If he does not want it, Brenner can
have it." That is all I know about whether he would have issued a license or not.
(Pages 375, 376.)

Branham theeeupon sold out the store at the agency to Harris Bren·
ner, of Oxford, Miss., and insisted on Schiffbauer selling out his interest
in the Gray Horse store to him. The arrangement between Branham
and Schiffbauer was that Branham should receive from the net receipts
of the business, before the profits were divided, the sum of $2,000,
after which the net profits should be divided equally between them. It
was claimed on the part of Schiffbauer that this arrangement, by which
BranlJam was to receive $2,000 before the profits were divided between
himself and partner, was in consequence of his license and his influence
with the administration. This is denied by Branham, and his statement
of the reasons for the same is given by him in the following testimony:
Q. When you made that partnership with Schiffbauer how long dill you expect it
. was going to continue f-A. I expected it wonl!l continue as long as there was a
Democratic administrat.ion, sir.
Q. But in fact it terminated at the end of the year 1-A. Licenses are always issued for one year. I thought it would be renewed.
Q. And you supposed at that time when you made the partnership that it would
_ run dnring the administration ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was this $2,000 that yon were going to take a snm which you expected to take
out of the profits of the bnsiness during the continuance of a Democratic administration T-A. It was to he an annual payment of $2,000 as long as the partnership existed.
Q. And if the partnership had existed three years it would have been $6,000 that
you would get more than Schiffbauer would get ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What reason was there for that f-A. It came up in this way, sir: When General Atkins told me in the room of Mr. Lamar, jr., that if I would go there he would
give us the two stores, I went back to t.be hotel (it was about supper time) where
Schiffbauer was, and I told him what the Commissioner had said; I told him the
Commissioner absolutely required me to go ont there. The understanding was, when
Schiffbauer and I applied for this license, that I was to remain in Oxford and practice
my profession, where I had a certainty of making a living for myself and family, and
that he, who was not engaged in business at the time here at Arkansas City, \Yonld
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go out there and run the business, I coming out here as often as I thought necessary
to look after my interests. That, however, we found was an arrangement that could
not be made, as we ascertained that the only condition upon which we could get this
license was that I was to give up my pract.ice in Mississippi and come here and make
this my residence, and give it my personal attention, whiqh would have been a sacrifice (not contemplated when we applied for the license) of my practice there, which I
thought, at a low estimate, was worth $2,000 a year.
I told Schiffbauer that I did not think I was willing to come, and we were considering coming, he saying, coming along, that we could make money out here, that be
was certain we could make it. To me it was an uncertainty. I knew very little
about it. Finally it was agreed between us that if I would accept what the Commissioner offered us and give up my· practice and come here, that the firm of Branham &
Schiffbauer would ma.ke up the $2,000 that I gave up, and which was not contemplated at the time that we applied for a license, and that it should be taken out of
the finn as an expense, in order to let me lose half of it and he lose half. 'Ve agref'd
that t.:::.e loss of my practice should be borne equally between us, I losing hal.f and he
losing half by the amount being taken out as expense, which would make my share
of thA profits the same; $1,000 to come out of his half and $1,000 ont of mine.
Q. Yon ''ere to take out of the net, profits $2,000 a ~7 ear and then diYide the balance ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did Schiffbauer giTe his time to the business as much as you did ~-A. He did.
Q. He had had some experience in merchandising, had he not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you bad none ~-A. None, except a lit.tle experience I had in ruaning a
drng store once; lmt that did not amount t.o much.
Q. You did not give any personal attention to the drug Rtore, I presume, while you
were practiciug your profession ~-A. Schiffbauer had but little experience as an Indian trader; not as much as I thought he had.
Q. His brother was employed there, was be not ~-A. No, sir; his brother and himself were once merchants here in Arkansas City.
Q. '\Vas not his brother at either store while you were in partnership with him~
A. No, sir; he was not. His brother was mayor of Arkansas City all the time.
Q. You expected this partnership, covering the two stores, would run during the
entire continuance of a Democratic administration; th:tt was your expectation ~-A.
That was our desire, and I bad no reason to suppose that it would not.
Q. Did you not tell Schiffbauer that, sitnated as you were, there was no'<:loubt
that would be the case ~-A. I told him that I thought I could keep the license there
for us; that we could keep the license.
Q. During the entire continuance of the administration ?-A. Or that I conld, I do
not know which. I know· it was my thought at the time that if the Commissioner
would license us we would renew our license, if there was no good rea.sou to revoke it.
Q. Schiffbauer then expecterl, in agreeing to let you take that $2,000 out of the
profits, that be would have a lmsiness with you during the continnance of the administration, did he not f-A. I presume that be did. He had every right to think so.
Q. Then at the end of a year you told him that he had got to sell out ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you not, practically ~-A. I do not t.h ink so, sir.
Q. He did not want to sell out at Gray Horse ~-A. Not at Gray Horse.
Q. Bnt you insisted that he should ~-A. I mean this: Schi ffoa ner had every reason
to suppose, and so did I, that when the license was granted for the two stores it would
be contmued that way during the continuance of the atlministration; but Schiffbauer had no rea.son to suppose that if General Atkins cbauged his mind and refused
to relicense us together fort wo stores, that if Geueral Atkins npon consideration determined to break up all branch stores in his Department, that an exception would
be made of us, and that we would be contiuned; and be had no right to suppose that
if I had only one store there that it woulcl he divided that way; in other words, that
we would be partners in one store, and when they were tltvided I could take one and
be could have bad the other. The only difference that was made between Schiffbauer
and I in the division was that I got the choice of the two stores.
Q. That is, that he could have the other if he was a Democrat f-A. No, sir; that
he could have the other if he bad acted openly with the Departmeut and with the
administration.
Q. When you came to settle up did he agree to the payment of this $2,000 ~-A. I
have received the $2,000. I got it at the last payment of the Indians, in .J a.nuary.
Q. Did Schiffbauer agree to the payment willingly ~-A. At first he did not, but
afterwards he said it was all right. At first he objected to it and wanted to see whether
we bad m~de anything or not. But after the inventories of both stores were taken
and we had sold out the Osage store to Brenner and he saw what we had made, the
eutire results of one year's business, I spoke to him again abont it, and he said, "That
is all right; I am willing to agree to that; go on."
Q. At that time did you not tell him that the only question that there could be about
it would be whether you took that out. of what yon were to pay him for his share, o:r
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whether you were to take it out of the collections 7-A. No, sir; I did not. I told him
this: I told him that, according to the agreement, that $2,000 of expense could have
been taken out any time along during the year, and I told him I was going to have
it. But I never threatened to take it out of what I was to pay him at aU, sir.
Q. But you told him you were going to have it anyway 7-A. I told him I was
entitled to it and was going to have it.
Q. Did he not oLject on the ground that you were not entitled to it inasmuch as
the two stores were not kept up and the partnership was not continued f-A. He said
something about that. He did not say I was not entitled to it, but he said this: He
says, "vVheu we entered into our partnership I expected this thing to run along all
the time during the administration; 1 did not expect to have to go out in one year.'"
I said, "Schiffbauer, if it. ran one year I was to have the $2,000. If it ran two years I
was to have $2,000 each ·year. If it ran three years I was to have $2,000 each ~7 ear.
As it mn over a year I do not see that that makes any difference. '!'he question is
simply, what is to pay for the time we run." (Pages 376-378.) .

From the testimony of the traders at the Usage Agency, it is apparent
that the feeling among the traders was that Branham was allowed to
have the exclusive store at Gray Horse because of llis influence with
the administration. Iu the language of Mr. Bartles, one of the traders,
the feeling was that Branham was "nigher the throne" than any one
on the reservation.
After Branham bought out St~hifl:'bauer at the Gray Horse Agency,
he took in as a partner a Mr. Sheddan, who had no money of his own,
but borrowed money to purchase half of the business. Tlle arrangement between Branham and SheGldan was that Branham should have
a salary of $2,500, and Sheddan of $1,500 per annum. The terms of
the agreement b6tween Branham and Schiffbauer, and the subsequent
arrangement between Branham and Sheddau, were not known to the
Commission"r until brought out in the investigation before the committe~, in Juue, 1887. Branham Rtill retains llis license to trade at
Gray Horse, aud it is undoubtedly the most valuaule license at the
agency.
Although the Commissioner had announcerl. his intention to abolish
the "outside stores," a license was issued to Hale & Phillips t.o open a
new store and trade at Hominy Creek. It was an exclusive license.
Phillips was a TennesReeau. The permission to go to Hominy Creek
and establish an exclusivA store there seems from the testimony of
Branham to have been secured in tl.le following manner:
Q. Where is Phillips from 7-A. I understand from Tennessee. He told me that
himself. I never knew him Lefore I met l1irn at Osage.
Q. Had be ever been in the Territory before he came to Hominy Creek ?-A. Hale
& Phillips were traders a!llast year at Osage Agenc~T · They broke up tlw store there
and went to Hominy Creek.
Q. You did not l1roach the subject to the CommissioUf~r nbont the Hominy Creek
store until after he had spoken to you aLont it f -A. I dill not. It was either in reply
to a question of his or a qnest.ion of ,John Atkins; I do uot remember which.
·Q. Who was John Atkins ?-A. The son, I think, of tile Commissioner. I never
sa.w hirn before I met him in Washington.
Q. Had he any position there 1-A. My impression is that he is his fJ.ther's private
clerk or secretary.
Q. Did you understand that this son of General Atkins was trying to get permission
for Hale & Phillips to go to Hominy Creek 7-A. All I know is that .John Atkins asked
me about them. When I went to the Commissioner's office he was busy at the time,
and John Atkins saw me. He came to the door and we were talking out in the hall,
and something was said, either by Mr. Atkins or myself, I think by Mr. Atkins, wh()
was a.sking about his friends down here at Osage-or to go back a little: When General Atkins came to Osage, John Atkins came with him, and in that way got acquainted with all the traders and the parties down at Osage, and he was inquiring
about. them, and when he came to Phillips, and asked me about Hale & Phillips, he
asked me what I thought about that store down on Hominy Creek. I think he said
he had been an old friend of Pllillips, and he said Phillips ba.d asked him to help him
get the store and he would like to see him get it if be could. He asked me what I
thought about it. I made the same remark that I made a.bout the Gray Horse store
and about the Hominy Creek store, and he said,'' I wish yon would tell my father that.
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He is very much inclined to give them that Rtore, and I would like very ri::mcb to see
them have it, and I think if you would tell him that he would probably give it to
him, as you know the state of facts down there." I said I did not like to volunteer in
the matter, as it was not a matter of mine, but if the Commissioner should ask me my
opinion, that I would give it to him. He says, "I am going to make him ask it," or
·something of that sort, I do not know what. But anyhow we went back there, an<l
in some way Mr. John Atkins brought the conversation around so that the Commissioner did ask me what I thought of establishing that store there. General Atkins
.asked me then, and said, "Do I understand ' you to say that you think it is for the
benefit of the Indians?;, I said yes, that I did. He repeated it: "Understand mfl,
I do not mean for the benefit of any of the traders down there, but do you consider
it for the benefit of the Indians? That is what I am looking at solely." I sai"d, "Gen·eral, I do."
Q. It would be pretty natural for you to suppose so, would it not ?-A. Why-that
is the truth; yes, sir. (Pages 379-3tW.)

The licensing of Branham to have the exclusive trafle at Gray Horse
for his firm, and of Phillips to have the exclusive trade of Hominy
1Jreek for his firm, has very much diminished the amount of trade re·
maining for four traders at the agency. and has given rise to a great
deal of feeling among them. ConsidE:'rable testimony was taken by the
·committee to determine whether it was for the benefit of the Indians that
the "outside stores" should be established or continued; and in the
·Opinion of the committee it would be better for the Indians that the
trade should all he colHlucted at the agency.
Some other cases of the issuing of licenses to parties who bad no
means with which to engage in business, and wlw made efforts to use
·their license to obtain a profit therefrom without investment of capital or
expectation of devoting time to tlw busines~, were brought to the attention of the committee, but are not deemed of sufficient importance
for extended comment in this report. Such cases are those of George
·0. Ellison and John H. Halley, the facts in relation to which may be
ascertained by reference to tile testimony.
In justice to the Commissioner the committee would say that when.ever he becamA fully satisfied that parties licensed had been using their
licenses for such purposes he either canceled such licenses or requested
the parties to return them; and the facts referred to somewhat at length
in this report are not referred to so much for the purpose of criticising the
Uommissioner as for tile purpose of showing that the present system
.u.nder which trade is conducted with the Indians, and the utter disregard of the principles of ci vii-service reform in issuing lice11ses to traders,
must inevitably result in a state of affairs detrimental to the service and
repugnant to evf'ry idea of tile proper conduct of. official business. So
long as it is understood that the position of an Indian trader can be
·Obtained as a reward for political services or upon grounds of personal
friendship it must be expected that parties with no qualifications for
the busine~s, and whose only desire is to speculate on their licenses, will
·obtain them. No amount of investigation by the Commissioner who
issues them, however good his intentions may be, will prevent this result, if he acts upon the theory that political activity is to be rewarded
·Or personal friendship h; to be regarded in the granting of such licenses
Prior to 1876 the law relating to Indian traders was embraced in
three sections of the Revised Statutes, as follows:
SEc. 2128. Any loyal person, a citi:wn of the United States, of good moral character, shall be permitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving bond to the United
.States in the penal snm of not less than five nor more than teu thousand dollars, with
at least two good sureties, to be approved by th e superintendent of the district within
which such verson proposes to trade, or by the United States district judge or district
.attoruey for the district in which the obligor resides, renewable each year, conditioned
that such person will faithfnlly observe all laws made for the government of trade
,a nd intercourse with the Indian tribes, and in no respect violate the same.
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SEc. 2129. No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the Indians in the
Indian country without a license therefor from a superintendent of Indian affairs, or
Indian agent or subagent, which license shall be issued for a term not exceeding two
years for the tribes east of the .Mississippi, and not exceeding three years for the
tribes west of that river.
SEc. ~130. Any superintendent or agent may refuse an application for a license to
trade, if he is satisfied t llat the applicant. is a person of bad character, or that it would
be improper to permit him to reside in the Indian country, or if a. license, previously
granted to such applicant, has been revoked, or forfeiture of his bonrl. decreed. But
.au appeal may be had from the agent or the superintendent to the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs.

The officers formerly known as superintendents of Indian affairs,
.at :first numerous, had been reduced in number in the annual appropriation bills until only one or two remained in 1876, and these were discontinued in 1878; so that in 1876 the power to issue licenses had practically come to be exercised by the Indian agents and subagents, and
in the Indian appropriation bill in 1876 it was enacted thatHereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole power and authority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such rnles and regulations as he may deem just anrl. proper, specifying the kind and quantity of goods and
t~e prices at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians.

In the opinion of the committee this was not intended in any way to
change the character of the statute so far as it related to the class of
persons who might trade with tile Indians, but simply to vest the power
of appointment in the hands of the Indian Commissioner, because the
office of superintendent of Indian affairs had been practically discontinued, and it was not thought wise to leave tile appointment of traders
in the bands of Indian agents and subagents. And in the opinion of
the committee any'' lo,yal person, a citizen of the United Sta.tes, of good
moral character," ought to be permitted to trade "with any Indian
tribe," provided he can give the bond required by section ~128 of the
Revised Statute-s.
It can not be possible that it was the intention of the statute to put
into the hands of the Indian Commissioner the power to grant the monopoly of trade to the persons whom he might choose to license. The
only object of tile statute seems to be to make it certain that the licensed
trader shall comply with such rules and regulations in tbe conduct of
his business as will protect the Indiaus from imposition, anc.l tend to
their improvement and advancement.
Trade silould be free, under such limitations and regulations with the
Indians as with other people; and it is believed that no good reason can
be adduced wily the number of traders should be limited or restricted
according to tile will or whim of the Commissiout>r of Indian Affairs
among Indians any more than among the citizens of the Unitetl States.
An ludian community, so far as the laws of trade are concerned, does
not di.il"er from a community of white people. Every community,
whether it be an Indian reservation or a village of white people, furnishes a given amount of trade. In a vil!age of white people there is
no limit to the number of persons who may set up trade within given
limits, and no injury results from the absence of such limitation. The
number of stores in a community of white people \Yill in the long run
be regulated by the laws of trade. If too many of them are established,
some of tilem will have to be abandoued; til at is the risk of the trader.
Why ~hould it be otherwise in an Indian community~ Vvhy should a
"loyal citizen, of good moral character," be refused the opportunity to
trade on an Indian reserYation, provided he complies with the regulations 'vhich are considered for the good and improvement of the Indians~
The attempt of the Commissioner of Indian Aff:'Jirs to prescribe the
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number of traders upon a reservation or at any agency seems to tho
committee to be in direct violation of the natural laws of business. If
competition in trade is desirable for the white man, why not for the
Indian~ The power to regulate prices, to prevent the sale of injurious
commodities, is all that is essential on the part of the Government.
To treat a license as an Qffice or as a privilege to be bestowed or conferred upon an individual seems to be unjustifiable, and productive only
of unnatural and injurious results. If it be deemed necessary, in order
to secure traders among the Indians of prOJ)er character, that the
licenses should be renewed yearly, the law should be administered in
such a way that a renewal of the license should never be refused except upon the ground of non-compliance with the regulations, or upon
the ground that the presence of the trader on the reservation was not
for the best interests of the Indians. The refusal to renew a license to
a trader against whom there is no cause of complaint is an outrage.
When the number of traders ,upon"' reservation or an agency is fixed by
the Commissioner, to license a new trader in the place of the one already
engaged in trade there is to put the old trader at the mercy of the newcomer. No man can engage in the business of an Indian trader with
any prospect of financial success unless he has the implied assurance
that so long as he conducts himself with propriety and conforms to the
regulations of the Indian Office he will be permitted to continue his
trade; and such is the spirit, if not the letter, of the statutes in relation
to this subject.
The principle of civil-service reform needs to be applied in such cases
more than in any other department of the Government. Offices do not
involve an investment of money; the person who holds an office may be
supplanted without financial ruin. The trader, in a community where
the number of traders is limited by law, can not be supplanted without
loss; and to refuse t,o renew a license or to grant one to a new trader
simply on political or personal grounds is to cripple or ruin a man because he happens to entertain a political opinion which does not, coincide with the political opinion of the licensing power.
In the opinion of the committee, the system is vicious. The fault is
not so much in the statute as in the administration of the law. If admiui~tered' according to its spirit and intent, its practical result would
be the continuance of thA business of an Indian trader during his good
behavior, and that should be the only limitation upon the term of his
license. Jf it were possible to regulate the business of an Indian trader
as that of a post trader is regulated, it would be an improvement.
Traders are appointed at military posts upon the recommendation of
certain officers, who compose what is called a "council of administration." They continue the business until a new appointment is recommended by the council of administration; and a new appointment is
seldom or never recommended except upon a voluntary sale by the post
trader. If the post trader who wishes to sell and the person who desires
to be appointed in his place can not agree on terms, arrangements are
" made for an appraisal of the property of the post trader; and the person seeking the appointment will not be recommended by the council of
administration unless he is willing to pay a fair valuation thus ascertained.

VIEWS OF THE
lVIr.

BLACKBURN,

l\1I~ORITY.

from the Special Committee on Indian Traders, made
the following minority report:

This committee has been in existence through two Congresses. It
has hacl two chairmen. The report which its majority has seen fit to
adopt embraces two subjects. The one relates to Indian traderships,
the other to timber cutting upon the allotted lands upon the Chippewa
Reservation in Minnesota and Wisconsin. These matters are treated
.separately by the majority, and we of the minority ask the attention of
tile Senate to them in the order in which they are submitted.
In the light of the testimony, we state the case but mildly when protesting against the conclusions reached in the majority report. That
report reads far more like the summing up of a prosecuting lawyer
(working for pay) than the findings of a quasi judicial tribunal.
As to the matter of Indian traderships, it may be remarked that the
spirit that prompts this report is found in the effort to lug Senator Vest
into the matter through the voluntary disclosures of one R. F. Hunter
(who appeared in the double capacity of witness and feed lawyer), a
disreputable creature who was cashiered and dismissed from the Army
' because of lack of' character, and the persistent parade of every fact,
whether based upon evidence of this and like witnesses, and the equally
persistent effort to suppress all testimony, whether from creditable witnesses, subpcenaed by the majority, or furnished by the official records
-of the Indian Office.
It is not unfair to say that Hunter, who was kicked out of the Army,
is au average specimen of the witnesses on whom the majority in the
main rely, as will appear further on and as is shown by the testimony
taken by the committee. ks to Hunter's record see pages 101 ancl102
-of testimony:
[General Orders No. 47.]
HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF THE POTOMAC,

Washington, Novembet· 19, 1861.
Before a general court-martial, of which Lieutenant-Colonel Hannibal Day, Second
Infantry, is president, which convened at the corner of Pennsylvania avenue and
Seventeenth street, Washington City, D. C., on tjhe 18th day of October, 1861, pursuant to Special Order No. 103, from these headquarters, of October 15, 1861, was ar·
raigned and triedBefore the same court was arraigned and tried First Lieut. Robert J:i'. Hunter, Second Infantry, on the following charges and specifications:
Charge 1st.--" Drunkenness on duty."
Specification.-That First Lient Robert F. Hunter, Second Regiment Infantry,
while on duty as officer of the day, and in comroand of a patrol of the provost guard,
was drunk. This at Washington City, D. C., on or about the 25th day of September,
lt:l61.

Charge 2cl.-"Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline."
Speci.ficaiion.-In this, that he, First Lieut. Robert F. Hunter, Second Regiment Infantry, did appear in the stretts of \Vasbingtou City, D. C., while officer of the day,
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and commanding a patrol, in a drunken condition, and did so disreputably conduct
himself as to make himself the object of remarks and of complaint to the military
authorities. This at Washington City, D. C., ou or about the 25th day of September.
1861.
Plea: "Not guilty."
The court, after mature deliberation, :finds the accused, I<'irst Lieut. Robert F.
Hunter, Second Infantry, as follows:
Of the specification, :first charge, "Guilty."
Of the first charge, "Guilt.y."
Of the specification, second charge, "Guilty."
Of the second charge, "Guilty."
And the court does therefore E>entence the said First Lieut. R~bert F. Hunter, Second Infa.ntry, to " be cashiered."
IV. The proceedings of the court-martial in the case of First Lient. Robert F.
Hunter, Second Infantry, are confirmed, and First Lieut. Robert F. Hunter, Second
Infantry, therefore ceases, from this date, to be an officer in the military service of
the United States.
V. The court-martial, of which Lieut. Col. Hannibal Day is president, is dissolved.
By command of Major-General McClellan.
S. WILLIAMS,
..Assistant Adjutant-General.
Official.
0. D. GREENE,
..Assistant Adfutant- General.

Except the seventy odd clerks employed in the Indian Office here at
Washington there is not an appointment under the Indian Commissioner
that comes under the operation of the civil-service law, nor is there a
man in all this country, with intelligence that ranges above the plane
of idiocy, that does not know this.
Jackson's appointment was a mistake and was promptly canceled by
telegraph when the Commissioner learned the facts.
The minority protest that it was scarcely fair for the majority of this
committee to assert that in March, 1885, one-third of the Indian traders
in commission were Democrats. The testimony taken shows conclusively that this statement lacks an atom of foundation in fact for its
support. The truth would have been more nearly told if it had been
said that nine-tenths of the traders, agents, and subordinates in service
at that date were avowed Republicans, and it might have been added
that for four years of what is termed partisan Democratic administration the majority of these traders and subcrdinates are still Hepublicans in politics.
The majority report says:
It is believed, at the time of ma1dng this report, that all the Hepublicans who, on
the 4th of March, Hltl5, were licensed to trade with the Indians have been obliged to
give place to Democrats, and that the doctrine "to the victor belong t.be spoils" bas
been carried to such an extent that no person is permitted 1.o get a clerkship in an
Indian trader's store unless be is a Democrat.

Atkins says:
And, sir, when I came into office, if a partisan turn is to ue given to the matter, I
found a large portion-so far as my information goes almost entirely, in fact-of the
traders were members of the Republican party, and I reckon to-clay that a majority
of them, and a considerable majority, are members of the Republican party. I have
licensed anew Borne gentlemen who are Republicans, as I understand.

It seems a little singular that the majority should have failed to submit to t.he Senate the fact that in J acksou's case the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs very promptJy demanded a return of his license andrevoked his appointment when ad vised of his efl'ort to use his licf>nse
against the capital of old traders, and at tbe same time the majority
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seems to fail to set forth in its report instances with which this testimony is burdened showing that preceding Hepublican administrations.
invariably refused or failed to interfere to protect the old trader from
tlle bhickmailing demands made by the new appointees. (Sherbourn
and others.)
The testimony shows tllat .1\Ir. Commh;sioner Price, a Republican
head of the Indian Office, was appealed to in vain in the most aggravated case of this species that has yet been unearthed; appealed to,
not once but repeatedly, by letter and iu person, to save from wreck
and ruin a liceusect. trader who was to be victimized by an appointee·
of Mr. Price; but the testimony further shows that Mr. Commi:ssioner
Price granted no relief. The old trader, as by his own testimony, was.
wrecked and ruined, under tile eye of this Hepublican Commissioner,.
because he would not submit. to tile exactions demanded by the newlycommissioned trader. They were both Hepuhlicans, and this instance·
serves to show what regard a Hepublican Commissioner ball for the
rights of an established trader ag·ainst whom no charges had been preferred. (See case of David Hays, on pages 40() to 415, inclusive, of the
testimony.)
Tile testimony shows that in this flagrant case, after the failure and
refusal of the Republican Commissioner of lndiau Affairs to protect an
outgoing Hepublican trader, it was reserved to the present administration to save him from absolute bankruptcy, by issuing an order that
gave bin~ access to the books of his firm. If tbe majority of this committee had set forth the testimony in this one case as taken by its own
direction, it would have entitled itself to the confidence of fair-minded
men. We will not undertake to say what should be the verdict pronounced upon its deliberate suppression of this portion of the proof.
The majority of the committee were only enabled to reach the conclusion that Indian Trader Cleveland had not violated the law by keeping a herd of c?.Jttle upon the reservation on which he was a trader by
openly de(ying the testimony in the report and appealing to tbe presumption upon which they seem to have predicated their action. The
proof further shows, beyond dispute or doubt, that this man Cleveland
bad sold not only his goods but his good will as an Indian trader, and
had executed a contract by wl.lich he wa.s precluded from further trading upon that reser\atiou; tllat after pocketing tlle money he deliber·
ately violated his obligation, and, in the face of protests justly and
fairly stated by the purclnt::;er, secured from the Republican Commissioner of Indian Affairs a new license to trade. Commissioner .Atkins
could not renew Cleveland's license, except, by making l.limself an accessory (when his attentiOn had been ealled to tlle record) to an act as.
faitllless and disreputable as ever clouded the reputation of any man.
In tile case of 0. \iV. Jacobs the majority state in their report tllatJacobs was the son-in-law of \V. P. Bond, of Trenton, and the letter of Mr. Bond
slwws that be was an old friend of the Commissioner.

'l'his statement is made in the face of the sworn testimony of the
Commissiouer, quoted in the majority report, which shows that be did
not know .Mr. Bond, except by reputation. But in the light of the innumerable distortions of testimony to which the majority has been
drivPn we are content Vi'ith simply calling attention to the few instances
that are enumerated.
In tlle Hays case the uncontradicted testimony E:hows that Meeks's
license was revoked promptly. by the Indian Office upon being informed
of the facts, although the majority have seen tit to state the contrary.
(See page 539 of testimony.)

•
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.A. B. Upshaw to C. Y. Meeks .

.\VASIIINGTON, September 7, 1886.
It is unnecessary for you to come to Washington. Your letter sets forth the facts.
Your acceptance of a clerkship upon a license granted you and Hays is again..;t the
policy of the Department. You can not, be made an exception to the ruling. License
will not be renewed to either you or he or both.
A. B. UPSHAW,
Assistant Cornrnissionm·.
C. Y. MEEKS, Henderson, Tenn.

The conclusions stated by the majority in this, as well as in many
{)ther instances, do not seem to correspond witlt the testimony.
We frankly confess wltat the recor<l shows, what we had a right to
expect, namely, that in the selection of Indian traders the Commissioner, of necessity, made some mistakes. He was selecting these men
from all parts of the country. It was impossible that all or any con-siderable number of them should be personally known to him. He bad
neither the law nor the precedent established by his RepulJlican prede,c essor to warrant him in making inquiry as to the financial resources
of those wlw wanted to be licensed. No Commissioner had ever done·
this before, and to expect it was simply ab~urd.
lt will not be denied by those who have beard or read this teRtimony,
and are willing to state it fairly, that in each and every instance where
it appears that an improper person had been granted a license, or where
any person had sought to use such license a~ his stock in traoo or capital on which to go into business, Commissioner Atkins promptly demanded a surrender of that license or revoked that appointment by
telegram. The record shows this to be true in each and every instance,
but the record further shows, unfortunately, that it would not be true to
make this statement of Mr. Atkins's predecessors.
As to the Cleveland case upon which the majority seem disposed to
lay stress (page 91 of the testimony), it is only to be said that Special
Agent Folsom bad filed an official report urg-ing the removal of lVIr.
Cleveland from the reservation. Upon this report of this special agent
-Commissioner Atkins refused to renew Cleveland's license.
Toward. the conclusion of that portion of this report which treats of
the Indi~tn tradershipH, the _minority are more than willing to unite in
the criticisms passed upon the existing system and the recommendations snggeste<l for improvement. There can be but one opinion as to
the fairness of establishing a board of arbitrators or appraisers to value
the stock of goods held by the out,going trader that should be taken at
such valuation by the newly-licensed man, nor is there any reasonable
objection to be urged to the suggestion submitted by the mfljority to
assimilate to the existing law which governs post traders in the Army.
The minority report does not intend to dissent from the conclusions
submitted by the majority in favor of unrestricted and qnlimited trade
on Indian reservations, believing that the universal law of supply and
demand should prevail among all race::;:, under a Government that
claims to be fair. We fully concur with the majority in bearing testimony to the fact that there is much to be done in the way of remedying the workings of the Indian Office, but we insist that the proof in
this regard shows that these evils are rather the result of faulty law
than faulty administration.
Under a former Commissioner, or to be more acc11rate, under former
Commissioners, it appears from the testimony that for years at the
Che~-enne and Arapahoe Agencies annuities bad been disbursed to six
thousand Indians, but that under Commissioner Atkins the aid of the
Army was invoked to corral, round-up, and count these bands, when it
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waR discovered that there were less than four thousand in existence.
\Vbere the annuities for more than two thousand Indians that were not
living went during all these yt>ars the majority do not see :fit to disclose
in the testimony. For fuller information on this subject reference is
maue to the report of tbe Com missioner for 1886 and the report filed by
Oaptai11 Lee, an officer of the Army, in e!Jarge of the ageuey at that
time, who hau been detailed to this service upon the suspension of an
ineffieie11t worthless agent at the Pine Hidge Agency, holding over from
a former administration:
In my last estimate for the Indian service I had the honor to recommend that a
appropriation be made to enable this Office to take a censns of the Indians.
Congress, however, (leclined to do so. I have concluded to invite yonr attention
again to this lJlatter, so important do I consider it.
The census of the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, taken by General Sheridan in June,
181:!•~~, showed that the real number of Indians was much below the nnmlJer who previonsly bad been supposed to belong to those tribes, and that, of course, they bad
het>n (1rawiug rations and supplies largely in excess of their dnes. The recent census
orcl ·red lJy this Office under date of May 18, 18-<6, taken by Captain Bell, acting agent
of the Pine Ridge Agency, shows that there bad been carried upon the rolls 2,241
more Sioux thau really existed, and that rations had been issued accordingly, tLac
is, as shown by the agency reports rendered quarterly. With a knowledge of this
faet, I have fixed a day upon which all t,he Indian agents on thA great Sioux Reservation will be required to take a census of their respective Indians; and it is n&t improbalJle that a reduction in numbers, similar to that at Pine H.idge, will appear at
other agencies. At this writing the result of the census thus ordered has not been
made known to this Office.
I do not doubt that an accurate census would show a decrease in the number
of Indians, below the number now claimed, throughout the country, or at least at
several of the agencies. The outlay for taking the census is inconsiderable when
compared with the great saving it would probably effect. The saving in the two
inst,ances quoted--Cheyenne and Arapahoe and Pine Ridge-will amount to a large
sum annually.
The Cheyenne Indians, whose reservation, with the Arapahoes, lies in the western
portion of the Indian Territory, have for a year manifested a restless and turbulent
temper, which threatened for a time to develop into open hostilities. The disposition,
movements, a1Hl general demeanor of the Indians created considerable alarm, and so
clearly indicated t,bat precautionary measures were advisable, if not absolutely necessary, that this Department brought the matter to tile attention of the Secretary of
-war, and urged that measures be taken to meet any emergency that might arise.
Inspect,or Frank C. Armstrong, of this Department, was instructed on June 27,1885, to
proceed at once to the agency and investigate the causes of the troubles. He was
authorized to act as a commissioner iu counseling aud dealing with the Indians.
Lieutenant-General P. H. Sheridan, of tbe Army, was snbseq uently directed by the
President to proceed to the locality, to bear and investigate the complaints of the
Indians, and to restore p(jace and order upon the reservation.
The investigation made by t,hese officers developed the fact that the dissatisfaction
of the Indians and their bad behavior were tr:aceable to several causes, the principal
one of which was found to be the alleged leases made by the trilJe in 1883 with certain parties for the privilege of holding and grazing large herds of cattle on portions
of the reservations.
The decision and energy with which General Sheridan brought to bear his military
force, and the prompt measures taken by the Executive to remove the cause of irritation, not only restored order, but also inspired the restless and belligereut spirits
on the reservation with a wholesome fear of the Government, as wbll as increased
confidence 111 its justice and good will.
Attention will be called to the subject of these so-called leases in another part of
this report.
Capt. Jesse M. Lee, Ninth United States Infantry, was designated to execute temporarily the duties of Indian agent for that agency, under the provisions of section
2062, Revised Statutes.
Inspector Armstrong made a count of the Indians present on the reservation, and
reported on July 23, 1885, that he found their number as follows: Cheyennes, 2,169
instead of 3,769; Arapahoes, 1,207 instead of 2,19<:'3; total, 3,3i6 instead of 5,967.
The 177 children who were away from the reservation attending industrial schools
are not included in the number reported as present at the time the count was made.
The annual report of the agent states the number as follows: Cheyennes, 2,282;
Arapahoes, 1,3~7 ; total, 3,609.
~'\mall
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We agree with the conf\lusion, reached by the majority, that the law
itself, and the system under which this portion of the business of the
Indian Office, as it has hitherto been conducted, can and should be improved; but we further <1gree with the conclusions of the majority that
it is more necessa1,.Y to amend law than to cr-iticise official management.
The proof taken by the committee showR that Commissioner Atkins
established a new precedent when be fixed a Rchedule of prices with
maximum · and minimum tigures, an<l require<l it to be com;picuously
displayed in the store of every Indian trader.
It is with confidence we assert that there i"' not an atom of testimony
taken b,y the committee that tends to show that every reasonable effort
was not emplo.ved to guard every intere:st and right that belong·ed to
the Indian and that every efl'ort was not made to prote<•.t,, a::; far as pos .
sible and by all fair means, every interest or inve~trnc3nt held by traders upon these reservations. Upon the testimony taken, when consi<lered as a whole and fairly measured, we venture the assert.iou that the
Indian Office has never been more fairly and faithfully or effieiently
coJHluctf'd than under the present a(lministration.
J 0. C. S. BLACKBURN.
CHA.S ••T. FAULKNF.R.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.
Testimony taken by the select committee appointed by the Senate under the
following resolution:
Whereas it is stated that in the matter of the administration of the powers and
duties of the Commissioner of Indian AfFairs in respect of the appointment of Indian
traders, acts have been done, or permitted to be done, in disregard of law and the
rights and proper interests of citizens: Therefore,
Be it 'resolved, That a se1ect committee of :five, to be appointed by the presiding
officer of the Senate, be, and hereby is, directed to investigate the subject of the appointment of such traders, the granting of licenses to them, and the refusal to extend such licenses to persons engaged as such traders, and the methods which have
been practiced in that regard since the month of April, 1885; and the reasons and
influences affecting the several instances of such granting or refusing of such licenses;
to whom licenses have been granted sinc·e said date, and to whom refused, why
granted, and why refused, and whether or not any person to whom a license has been
granted has been guilty of conduct or practices prejudicial to the good repute of the
public service, and, if so, in what respect, and whether or not the same have come
to the knowledge of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Resolt•ed, That in pursuing the said investigation the said committee shall have
power to send for persons and papers, administer the necessary oaths, and employ a
stenographer, should it be rleemed necessary so to do, and such expense as may result
from said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.
Resolved, That the committee is further instructed to report a bill or bills for such
l<>gislation as the investigation may disclose to be necessary and proper in the premises.

Under the foregoing resolution the President pro tempore designated
the following Senators as members of the select committee: Messrs.
Platt, Cullom, Jones (Nevada), Coke, and Blackburn.
WASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, June 29, 1886.
The committee met in the committee room of patents at 10 o'clock a.
m. Present Messrs. Platt (chairman), Cullom, and Coke.
The CHAIRMAN. I suggested to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
that the committee would be glad to have him appear here this morn'ing with a view of asking him some questions that may be necessary as
preliminary to the investigation. I think it important for the committee to' get at the laws under which these traders are licensed, and the
rules and regulations which apply to them. So far as this resolution appointing the committee is an accusation against the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs, I do not know whether we should call on some one to
make the cllarge good in the first instance, or call on the Commissioner
to deny the charges made.
Senator CULLOM. I think the Commissioner should give us all the
knowledge he has about the matt~r arising under his own administration, so that we can see whether or not it is necessary to pursue the investigation further.
The CHAIRMAN. With·the permission of the members of the committee, as Mr. Atkins is present, I will ask him a few preliminary questions
rwhich it seems to me are necessary.
6534 CONG--1
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TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS.
Hon. J. D. C. A'I'KINS was then duly sworn:
By the CHAIRMAN (Senator Platt):
Question. You are Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-Answer. Yes,
sir.
Q. When did you take charge of the Indian Bureau ~-A. On the 26th
of March, 1885.
Q. Can you give the committee the statute or sections of the statute
which relate to the licensing of Indian traders ~-A. Yes, sir; I haYe a
copy of it with me. It is the act of Congress .o f August 15, 1876, which
reads as follows: "And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
shall have the sole power and authority to appoint traders to the Indian
tribes, and to make such rules and regulat.ions such as be may deem
just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity of goods, and the
prices at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians." That is the
law under wbicb I act, and that is all there is of it. I know of no other
law which limits me in regard to the matter. It puts the whole power
into my hands.
Q. Under that statute, how many licensed traders did you find when
you came into office; or, if you cannot state exactly, state approximately
the number.-A. I cannot state even approximately how many there
are, but I should suppose, as there are sixty-odd agencies, and as there
are traders at every agency, at some agencies more and at some less,
that there were more than that number.
Q. The law does not provide, then, for only on~ trader at each agencs "? A. Oh, no, sir. If the committee desires it, I think I can probably explain the condition of things existing by making a short -statement,
rather than by answering questions which are put to me.
'I'he CHAIRMAN. I will state what information I desire. I want to
knowtbe dutiesofanindian trader; how he trades, and what restrictions
there are upon him, what regulations; in other words, the whole modus
operandi, so to speak, of the business conducted by an Indian trader.
That is what I want to get by way of general information for the committee. You can make your statement in your own way.
Commissioner ATKINS. Under this law the Indian Commissioner is
authorized to appoint what are called Indian traders, in contradistinction .t o post traders, as the committee well know, who are appointed by
the military authorities upon military reservations. 'rbe Commissioner is
authorized under that law to make rules and regulations governing trade
and governing these traders. For instance, I believe the statutes require that no weapon~S, guns, ammunition, whisky, or anythiug of that
sort, or ardent spirits, slwuld be sold by au Indian trader, and the rules
and regulations forbid it. When I came into office it was my purpose,
and it is yet. to appoint these traders with an eye single t0 the interest
of the Indians and the service. I had heard a good <leal about Indian
traders, and that they were making a great deal of money. For instance,
it was stated that one Indian trader1 two or three years ago, made over
$28,000 at. R· certain agency during one year, and I felt that there shouil
be a very rigid regulation with regard to this trade. So I adopted certan
rules and regulations (I believe they existed before to some extent, but
I am not sure about that) for the.se Indian traders, and one of those
regulations was that every Indian trader should purchase what are
called standard goods ; that he should publish a list. of those goods, and
put that list up in three distinct places upon the agency.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS

Q. The list to be in two languages 1- A.. Yes, sir ; in two language~,
the Indian and the English language. I also required them to confine
tbemselYes to certain rates or per centages, beginning, I believe, at 20
per cent., with most of the goods at 25 per cent., some at 30 per cent.,
and in extreme cases (notions, &c., and goods of that description) ::;5
per cent. was allowed. I did not exceed 35 per cent. in any case.
Q. You mean :35 per cent. beyond the value of the invoices ~-A.
Yes, sir; beyond the \~alue of the invoices.
Q. Making a different rate of profit on different classes of goods "? A. Precisely. That was suggested to me as wise by a gentleman who
had bad experience in the matter and by merchants. I instructed every
Indian ageut to require these traders to put up those lists of their goods
upon the doors and public places where the Indians could see them, and to
publish also the rates of per cent., and so far as I know it has been done
When I came into office two things occurred to me in this connection, and
I meditated upon them, consulted in regard to them, discussed them,
and turned them over in my mind for a month or two befoFe I settled
upon a policy. One plan was to open wide the doors of competition,
the object being to get low priced goods fm· the Indians, and I inclined
first to the idea of lieensing everybody who wanted to be licensed, prov1ded it did not put an army of persons on the place and overcrowd it,
and to open the doors as wide as possible. The argument was made by
several persons that this plan had been attempted to some extent, that
that policy had been carried out to some exteut, and that the traders,
instead of confining themselves to regular rates of perceutage, would
make up a pool. For instance, here was an agency at which there was,
say, $50,000 worth of trade. Now if you put five. traders at that agency,
it is manifest that if they are equally divided they only would have
$10,000 worth of trade each, and that, at the percentage which I put the
goods, they might not get a living. The result of that was, as has been
stated to me, and I believe it to be the fact, that they pooled their interests and would combine for the purpose of avoiding the regulations, and
would sel1 goods at enormous prices, causing great dissatisfaction
among the Indians.
The CHAIRMAN. Would it disconcert youifishould interrupt you by
a question~
Commission ATKINS. Not a particle. I am perfectly willing to be
asked questions if you desire it.
Q. What regulates the amount of trade which there may be at any
Indian agency; in other words, what are the sources of trade ~-A.
They are different at different agencies. A great many Indians in the
north sell furs and hides, and all over the country they sell hides. But
they ~· et an income from their annuities and the sale of their handiwork, and things of that sort. But at a great many of the agencies
their income is simply from their annuities. At the Osage agency
there bas been from two hundred thousand to two hundred and .fift.y
thousand dollars paid by the Government to the Indians.
Q. vVhat proportion of that amount would come into the hands of
· tho trader ~-A. I fear too much of it.
Q. A large portion of it "? -A. Yes, sir ; I think so.
Q. And then in addition to money which the Indians have to buy
goods of the tra<.ler, they exchange with the trader~-A. Yes, sir;
they exchange t.beir peltries and hides, furs and trinkets, and at Rnmt \
agencies, for instance at San Carlos, they are selling barley, awl n L
others wheat that they have rnised themselves, anfl some b::~ve heef
cattle a~ wel!. I am glad to say, at :-;ome of the agencies.
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Q. You spoke of bides. The hides are derived from the cattle which
are issued to them, I suppose ~-A. Yes, sir ; and then the hides of cattle which they raise themselves.
Q. Another thing. How do the post traders and the Indian traders
come iuto competition, if they do compete ~-A. Because an Indian
reservation and a military reservation may be very near each other, as,
for instance, at Fort Reno and Darlington, tlle Cheyenne ·and Arapaho Agency, which are within ~ miles of each other, just across theCana(lian River.
Q. And that causes a struggle for the trade ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That leads me to ask, may an Indian trader trade with the soldiers~-A. Yes, sir; he may if the soldiers will trade with him.
Q. On the contrary, may a post trader trade with the Indians ~-A.
No, sir ; the object of the office has been to forbid tbat, for the reason
that tlle post trader will sell contraband articles, such as whisky, ammunition, and things of that sort. They are not under the control of
thP Commissioner, and be cannot control them as to wbat they do sell,
and -some of the principal things they sell are whisky and beer, wine,
ammunition, guns, pistols, and mTerything of that sort.
Q. I 8imply a~k you these things for information. :Now you may pro ceed in your own way.-A. I did not mean to say that they put their
peltriPs and hides into these stores from whicb they get tlleir money.
They sell these articles and the Indian traders are required to take the
money from the Indians themselves. But the sources are the things
which I speak of.
Q. When I interrupted you you were on this point: That there was
a certain amount of trade at a locality, and tllat the question arose in
your mind whether it would be well to license everybody or not ~-A.
Yes, I remember it. Finding that the policy of just opening these stores
to everybody would not do, that it bad not worked well, and that the IndianR had been defrauded, goods sold at enormous and outrageous prices,
at 200, 300, 400, and 500 per cent. in some instances-tllat knowledge
coming to my ears, I determined I would just license enough traders at
any one agency to provide what would be called a healthy trade at
these rates- of per cent. with limited percentages. And it is on that
principle that I have tried to run these agencies.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. You adoptt>d that after you had tried the other plan ?-A. No, sir;
I had not tried it at all; this was directly after I came into office. As
soon as I came into office I began to reflect upon what policy I should
adopt·, whether to throw the licensing open to general competition or
limit the number of traders to a healthy trade, and require them closely
to come up to a limited per cent.
Q. You said you ascertained they were selling goods at enormous
prices, and I did not know when that occurred.-A. I said that was iuformation which I had received; that under the former policy it had
occurred. I wish to be understood plainly. I did not say that this was
a policy that. was practiced or desired to be pursued by my predecessor
or any predecessor. I only speak of a fact that existed as I unders,tood

it.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What was your idea about a healthy trade ~-A. My idea of a
healthy trade would be that where there was $15,000 to $20,000 worth
of trade there ~bould be an Indian trader, a single one, and for $25,000
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or $30,000 to have two traders, and swell the number just in that way
That was my idea about., it.
Q. That would be giving an average to one trader of about $:20,000 t
-A. Yes, sir; giving to one trader trade amounting from $15,000 to
$20,000. I was not particular about the amount, but just so that no man
could make a big fortune out of it, and so that be would have no interest
to pool with other traders and no interest in evading the regulations I
had prescribed, but would sell these goods at a marked per cent. That
was the idea and the policy I adopted. I have licensed men to trade
upon a recommendation from prominent citizens, Senators, and Repre ·
sentatives at all these agencies more or less. I have put more at one
agency than I did at another.
Q. Is that for what are called the five civilized tribes ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What has been your practice with regard to appointing traders to
trade with the civilized tribes ~-A. I have appointed every man whose
bond bas been sent up, the. application having first been granted by the
council of the different tribes, of the five civilized tribes, the Cherokee~,
the Chickasaws, the Seminoles, the Creeks, and the Choctaws.
Q. So that with reference to t)hose traders yon have not exercised
your own selection ~-A. No, sir; not at all; not in a single instance·
Q. And a large number of traders then are appointed because they
have been selected by those several tribes ~-A. Yes, sir; all in those
several tribes.
Q. Do they amount to a considerable number ~-Yes, sir; I suppose
largely over 100. I think there are over 100 in the Cherokee Nation, if
I am not mistaken about the matter. I am not so familiar with those
details as my chief clerk is, who is here, and I am not so familiar with
them as is the gentleman who bas charge of this branch of the business.
Still, I am familiar enough with the subject to answer such· questious
approximately.
Q. The point I wante(l to get at is this: That with regard to the Indian traders among the civilized nations you do not exercise your own
individual discret~ion much in the matter of appointments ~-A. No, sir;
I do not-at least I have not in a single instance declined to license any
one who made an application properly authenticated by the council of
the Territory in which he proposed to trade.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. As a matter of information I will make this inquiry: Do you kpow
whether these difl'erent tribes, of their own volition, select somebody to
be appointed as a post or Indian trader, or does some one go down there
who wants to be a trader and get the authmHy from the tribe and then
come and ask for the appointment; how is that ~-A. I do not know the
modus operandi in that respect of those who get licenses, whether they
go down there and seek it or not. I presume they do, and I presume a
great many who are there in one way or another obtain it. There are
a great many unauthorized people in Indian Territory. ·rhe question
of citizenship is one that has vexed the Indian Office for thirty years.
There are a great many people there to-day who are unauthorized to be
there. We are considering this question of eitizenship every day, and
we are about corning to a conclusion with the Cherokee tribe as to the
appointment of a eommission for the purpose of saying who are citizens
and who are not. But I presume, if those facts are true, that some ar('
there who get licenses, and I presume a great many go down there to
seek licenses and get them. But in no instance have I licensed any one'
for the five civilized tribes unless he bas been first authorized by tho
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council of that particular tribe. I believe I bave stated to you now tbe
general policy that. I have attempted to pnrsue in the appointment of
these traders. Now, with regard to the particular in~tauces of these
lieenses that have been granted and refused, I may go on and make
some ~:;tatements.
The CHAIRMAN. I find a provision in the Revised StatuteB, section
2 J:!S, which I will read:
''Auy loyal person, a citizen of the United States, of good moral char3eter, shall be permitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving
bond to the United States in the penal sum of not less than five nor
more than ten thousand dollars, with at least two good sureties, to be
r~p~1roved by the superintendent of the district within wbich such perSOL proposes to trade, or by the United States district judge or district attorney for the district in which the obligor resides, renewable each year,
conditioned that such person will faithfully observe all laws and regulations made for tlle government of trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and in uo respect violate the same.
"SEC. 2129. No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the
Indians in the Indian copntry without a licenSt) therefor from a superintendent of Indian affair~, or Indian agent, or subag'ent, which license
shall be issued for a term not exceeding two years for the tribes east of
the Mis:Sissippi, and not exceeding three years for the tribes· west of that
river."
. Do you consider that: both o:{ these sections were repealed by t.h e HeVIsed Statutes of 1878 ~
·
Comn1issioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; they are superseded by this.
Q. A. margmal note here says that these laws were pass(ld July 26,
1866, with reference to section 2128, and ,June 30, 1834, with reference
to section 2129.-A. Well, they are obsolete in m.v judgment.
The CHAIRMAN. But as this was the edition that was gotten out in
1878, it ought to ha-ve shown the 1876 statute, should it not~
Senator CULLOM. Have you examined the question closely as to the
re.£ileal of this former statute by the adoption of the other?
Commissioner ATKINS. I have not specially examined it. I did not
think itneeded any examination. I thought it was patent on its face.
There is the law. It savs: "Hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affail·s shall L. ave t,h e sole 'power and ·anthorit,y to appoint traders to the
IIHlian tribes, and to make such rules and regulations as be may deem
just and proper, speci(ying the kind and quantity of goods· and the prices
at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians."
Renator CoKE. What is the date of that?
Commissioner ATKINS. August 15, 1876.
Senator CoKE. Is that in the Revised Statutes?
Commissioner ATKINS. Ye~, sir; it i~ in the Revised Statutes. It
was passed as an amendment to an appropriation bil1, but it is just as
much a law as if it had been passed as a special act by itself. It is the
Ltw under which we have acted, and if that is not the law I am totally
mi;-;taken about it.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you issued printed rules and regulations in
regard to this matter~
Uomrnissioner ATKINS. Yes, 'sir; and sent them out to e.very agency.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy here of your printed rules and regulations"?
Senator BLA0ICBURN. Just in this connection let me ask you a question. If this act of 1866 bad been in force, in the opinion of your pre-
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-decessor aud yourself, would not these traders have been left tllere for
turee years instead of Olle year, as uu<ler this act of 1876 ~
Commissioner ATKINS. I should· think so.
Senator BLACKBURN. \Vas it or not a fad that under your predecessor
the year basis was adopted~
Commis:sioner ATKINS. Yes sir; it was invariably.
The CHAIRlVIAN But t,h is says nothing about the time for which they

shall be appointed.
Senator CULLOM. 'rhe point seems to be that the law the Commissioner refers to repeals section 2129, but does not repeal section 2128.
Senator CoreE. Head section ~128.
Senator CULLOM. Section 2128 reads as follows: "Any loyal pers~"'n,
.a citizen of the United States, of good moral character, shall be permitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving bond to the United
States in the penal sum of not legs than five nor more than ten thousand
dollars, with at least two good sureties, to be approved by the superintendent, of the district within which person proposes to trade, or by the
United States district judge or district attorney for the district in which
the obligor resides, renewable each year, conditioned tLat such person
will faithfully observe all laws and regulations made for the government
of trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and in no respect violate
the same."
Senator COKE. What is the date of that~
Senator CULLOM. That is the law of 1866.
Senator CoKE. Here is the act of 1876:
And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole power and
a uthority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such rules and regulations as be may deem just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity of goods, and
the prices at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians.

Senator CULLOM. It is contended that that does not repeal the section I have read, but it repeals this:
SEC. 2129. No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the Indians in the Indian country without a license therefor from a superintendent of Indian affairs or Indian agent or snbag ~~nt, which license shall be issued for a term not exceeding t,wo
years for the tribes cast of the Mississippi, and not exceeding three years for the tribes
west of that river.

Senator COKE. I think it is perfectlJ clear that it repeals both of
them.
Senator BLACKBURN. My understanding is that this question was
raised once in the office under your predecessors, aud was submitted to
the Assistant Attorney-General for t,h e Interior Department, who de-cided, as is now held here, that this act does repeal these two statutes.
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; and that the licenses were renewable
each year. That is my understanding, aud that was the practice when
I came into office.
Senator CULLOM. I did not know anything about the law governing
the subject, and asked you the question so that I might get the information.
Commissioner ATKINS. I should have preferred to license them, as a
matter of personal convenience to myself, for two or three years instead
.of one. It has been a perplexing subject.
Senator CULLOM. The question of whether the law is repealed or not
is a question to be discussed, if anybody desires, with you.
Commissioner ATKINS. r understand perfectly. I was speaking of it
as a matter of personal convenience.
Senator CULLOM. I am not prepared to say myself that it was :uot
repealed.
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Commissioner ATKINS. I regard t.his as the law, and my predecesso1·
did the same. The Assistant Attorney-General regarded it as the law
also.
Senator CoKE. It seems to me that this statute is utterly inconsiRtent with the two acts.
Senator CuLLOM. It is utterly inconsistent with one of the sections;
whether it is with the other or not, I cannot say.
Commissioner ATKINS. Now, if the committee wish me to go further
I will make one or two other remarks. I have renewed the licenses, I
believe, of about one-half of the old traders, not to speak as an accurate and specific statement, but about one-half.
The CHAIRMAN. You mean other than those among the civilized
tribes~

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; I am not speaking of those at all.
I have renewed the licenses of about one-half of t1Jem, and the others! have not. I did that under what I conceived to be the authority
which lies before me. If I am mistaken in that way, my predecessor
was mistaken also, the Secretary of the Interior is mistaken, and so is
everybody else connected with the administration of tlle office.
Senator COKE. It is the practice of the office, since the passage of
that act of 1876, to conform to the view you take of it is it~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, that is my understanding; but I am not
familiar with the practice of the office for years back; I cannot say how
,. it was ten years ago. But there is a gentleman present who was in the
office at that time, I believe, who could answer that question. I have
no doubt~ however, that that has been the practice ?f the office ever·
since the passage of the act.
The CHAIRMAN. The licensing of a trader involves, I suppose, thenecessity o£ his laying in a stock of goods, does it not~
·
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRl\iAN. How large a stock of goods~
Commissioner A'rKINS. That depends upon the agency and upon the
disposition of the trader; whatever he is willing to risk after looking
into the matter. It is wholly optional with himself, except that I would
not give a man a license to go upon an agency and pretend to have a.
stock of goods who simply went there for other purposes. He would
have to be there as a bona fide trader.
The CHAIRMAN. This is true, is it not: that in order to carry on thebusiness of an Indian trader under a license, a man would have to carry
a stock of some thousands of dollars worth of goods~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, I should say thousands; I reckon $2,000
worth, anyway, and maybe upwards, owing to the amount of trade and
patronage that be received.
The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact, some of them carry quite a large
stock~

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, some of them are very bea vy dealers.
The CHAIRMAN. The revoking of a license or the refusing to renew
it puts the person who has been trading in a Yery bad position, does it
not; can he realize on his stock of goods their value~
Commissioner A'I'KINS. He may or be may not. He m_a y sell out his
stock of goods, or be may bold his goods at such prices that no one
would buy them out.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you not think it ought to be the policy of the
office to renew licenses, there being no charges of -improper dealings, or
to give a long notice when they are going to be revoked~
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Commissioner ATKINS. I will answer that in a general wa,y as I proif you will allow me. I do not think once a trader, a man should
always be a trader, I will say that. But my policy has been, or rather to
speak impersonally, the policy of the present administration of the Indian Office has been, to not arbitrarily tear up traders and remove them
. from the agencies, and as I remarked awhile ago, I have relicensed a little over one-half of the old traders. There are some, the other half, or
nearly one-half, whom I did notrelicenseforvariousre~lsons. There were
charges against some of them, that is to say, objections to some of them
I use the word charge in its rather technical sense, because that word
appears in the resolution of June 4-but there were objections to some
of them which I deemed sufficient to warrant me in withholding thelicense. Then, I will be very frank, I have refused to relicense some·
gentlemen upon the urgent demand of Senators and Representatives
and other persons in this country asking that certain traderships be
given to some of their friends. If that is a crime, I have committed it.
I know that when I came into the office there was a general expectation that all of these traders would be removed at once; as soon as their
licenses expir~d, if not sooner. I know that was the general feeling; I
do not say it was universal, but I have beard it, and I have a right t()
believe it was the general sentiment; I could hear it. I have not
failed in but one or two instances, I belieYe, to allow every trader to.
continue until his license expired by limitation. I believe there are one.
or two-one I know, and ' perhaps two-where I have not done so.
But in all other cases I have allowed them to continue until their
licenses expired, and in a great many instances to continue for months
afterward, after their licenses expired. J\'Iy view has been that I did
not desire any man getting a license from the Indian Office under my
administration to use it as a threat or as a means of extorting a trade
at the sacrifice of the old traders. · I have not desired an:ything of that
sort. On the contrary, I have expressed a different idea, and I have
pursued a di:fi'erent course, and the record will show letters that I have
written, which are on file and which I can present, that that has been
the course I have pursued.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there an.v rule in the office which gives a specified time to a person not relicensed within which to close up his busjce~d,

ness~

Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; there is no rule of that sort that I
know of.
The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact, is any time given~ Suppose a
licem;;e expired on the 1st of January, 1886, would the trader know
prior to that time whether he was to have his license renewed; or if it
was not renewed would he have any time in which to close up his business~

Commissioner ATKINS. In almost every case, when tbe purpose of
the office was not to relicense a trader, he was ilotified in advance of
the expiration ofllis license, and that the license would not be renewed.
The CHAIRMAN. How long in auvance ~
Commissioner ATKINS. Well, thirty, sixty, and ninety days, a,nd my
clerk here says as much as six months in some cases. .
The CHAIRMAN. So t,h at a person whose license was not renewed' had
warning~

Commissioner A1'ICINS. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And was not taken unawares, without knowledge ox
the condition of affairs~
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Commissioner.A'IKINS. No, sir. In the most of these cases (I mean
those persons whose licenses were not renewed), even after they were
notified that their licenses would not be renewed, they continued to replenish their stocks up to the time they were superseded.
The CHAIRMAN. In tbis list which you transmitted to the Senate, in
l'eply to the resolution of May 10, 1886, you give, if I hav-e correctly run
them up, 41 instances in which licenses have not been renewed. Do
JOU mean to say that they have been renewed in all other cases~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes; as I said awhile ago, the number of re newals is about equal to the number of those who have been refused.
Now, Mr. Cilairman, if you have any further questions to ask me I
would like to have you do so. I have given :you the general course of
the office with regard to these matters, an fl I am ready to answer uny
questions touching this general course. But I do think, sir, that in
view of the fact that specific charges have been placed in the bands of
Senator Wilson upon which this investigation has been instituted-! do
thillk that I have a right to have the witness state on oath his charges
{)f maladmiuistration of my office, if I have been guilty of it, before I
answer those questions. I am prepared to answer them.
The CHAIRMAN. That was rather my impression of the course we
should pursue. I will ask you another question with regard to these
ag-encies. If you are not prepared this morning to do so, I would like
you hereafter to give the commhtee a full list of all Iudian trftders, the
tim e when they were appointed in the first instance, and where they
were appointed from-that is, where they resided at the time of appointmeut.
Commissioner ATKINS. I can give ;you that information very easily,
but I have not got it right with ill('. I am prepared to answer any
question in general or in particular.
The CHAIRMAN. I tllink if we go into tllis question of the charges
against specific licenses granted, or the refusal to license, that it is the
duty of the committeee to ,make something more of the case than appears at the present time, and I will ask you som·e general questions on
t.llat topic which yon ma.v answer or not, as you please. Has it ever
come to your knowledge that any person whom you have licensed bas
used his license to secure a profit upoo it without putting money into
the business of an Iudian trader?
Commissioner ATKINS. I am Yery ready to answer that question, but
I would much prefer, if anybody makes the charge that they have, that
tbe;r would get up and state it, aud state it, under oath; I prefer that
they would make the statement under oath. I do make the general
denial. I know exactly what that refers to, and I am most happy to
make an answer to it; but I prefer that the• part.y who makes that
elmrge should swear to it. because I am under oath and I want him un·d l~r oath.
Tlte CHAIRMAN. I understand you, then, to say that no such information has come to your knowledge?
Commissioner ATKINS. None that I believe. I have heard such a
thing about one man, and asked him to his face if it was true, and be
bitterly denied and denounced it. I never have heard any man say so
.but one, who said that it was true; but I prefer, before I make the
statement I do, that the charge be made under oath.
The CHAIRMAN. This committee has to determine whether it will go
into a somewhat protracted investigation, or leave the matter without
doing so. Therefore I wanted you to make your statement. If yon made
a general denial, that would be one thing~ and the committee could de-
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termine whether it would be necessary to go further in the matter or
not. That is the reason I ask you the quest,ion. I do not ask you to
go any further.
Commissioner ~t\TKINS. I prefer, sir, to answer the question, but I
also prefer to answer it after the charge bas been made under oath. I
prefer that, but if the committee desires me to proceed I will do so.
The CHAIRMAN. I understand you to say that in only one instance
Las any such information come to you at all ~
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not think I recollect of but one case.
Recently I have heard, since this investigation was gotten up, that the
same charge was made against another man, but I do not think I heard
it before this investigation came up; yes, there was a man named Ellison, who was licensed from New York; I had forgotten him entirely.
Yes; I recollect his license, and of bearing that he had made some such
sratement as that. But I wiJl speak of the one I refer to. I cannot
say whether there is more than one, though I have an idea that possibly there was another. But the one I name was mentioned to me first.
I do not know whether it was since this investigation began or before
tllat the second case was brought to my attention, but no charge was
filed that I am aware of. But that matters not. I will speak of him as
well as this other case. Now I will go on, if you desire.
Senator CuLLOM. We seem to be in a little quandary here among ourselves as to what course to pursue, whether to\ask you to go on and
make a general statement now with reference to these specific matters,
or whether we willdela~r it. The question of doubt in our minds is as to
how far w·e want to go in reference to the matter. So far as I am concerned I am not parLicular. I recognize the fact that Commissioner
Atkins has a right to a hearing upon any specific statement under oath
made against him. There has been no statement under oath made
against him as yet.
Commissioner ATKINS. I prefer to go on and wave the oath if the
commitee will allow me. If there is any likelihood in the idea that I
suggest, that the committee shall adjourn before the party is put under
oath, I would prefer to go on, because I want to make the statement I
have begun with.
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will listen to any statement you wish
to make.
Commissioner ATKINS. The charges made are by a man named Hunter, who sits before me, a copy of which the honorable chairman had
the kindness to inclose to me. Be makes a statemeut, and I do not
know but that it ought to be read. I think it ought my~elf, so that it
may be before this committee, and that I may answer it. True, it is a
.mere statement of Mr.-/Hunter, unsworn to.
Senator CuLLoM. I think, Mr. Chairman, that any statement which
.g oes into this record made by any outside person should first be sworn
to. l do not think we desire to incumber the record with written communications sent in here by anybody.
The CHAIRMAN. That is the wa~' it strikes me, but I yield my preferences about it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I think if it is to go into the record it ought to
be under oath.
Senator CULLOM. That is the view I take of it. It seems to me if we
invite communications from outside people we could fill up several books
very soon with written statements probably, about most anything, and
I think the correct course for the in,~estigation, if auybody's statement
is to be taken at all, is that it shall be taken iu tlle reguttr way, by the
·witness stating before the committee what he has to say under oath.
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Hence I raised the question a m9ment ago as to whether Mr. Atkinswanted to go on and make his statement with reference to what he
knows himself to have been said about the administration of his office
in advance or not.
Commissioner ATKINS. Well, I have given the general policy of the
office; but there are certain charges here, or said to be, upon which
this resolution of inquiry was based, as the Senator wrote me in the
communication which he sent.
The CHAIRMAN. I asked the general question because I supposed
Commissioner Atkins would put in, as he has, a denial that he had suffered any such thing as that to be done under his administration of the
office. I thought perhaps that was as far as it would be wise to go this
morning, and then the committee could determine whether it involved·
the necessity of going forward and asking any parties who claimed
otherwise, to put the matter in a specific shape in the form of evidencer
and then, of course, Commissioner Atkins could reply specifically.
That was my impression about it, leaving the matter to the committee
to decide unon after consultation.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. I can answer the charges now.
Mr. RoBERT F. HUNTER (representing Cleveland & Co., Indian
traders). I ask; the committee in case the evidence of the Commissioner
is tal~en on this point, that I be permitted to examine him in regard to-the matter. I would not make this request, but my name bas been in ··
troduced before the committee by the Commissioner.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. I spoke of the name, because it is signed tO'
certain papers making charges against me, and I had a right to do so.
All I ask is that you should swear to what bas been written. I would
prefer to make my statement, if the committee would like to hear me.
Senator CULLOM. And the probability is you would want to make another, if we go on with the investigation, afterwards, and it is a question whether we want to go further in the matter at the present time.
Senator BLACKBURN. I think the Senator is right about t.bat.
Senator CoKE. Commissioner Atkins has made his g·eneral statement
now, and he bas come down to a point where, if there are any charges
to be answered, they should first be put on the record, and then he
would be prepared to answer them.
Commissioner ATKINS. If thecommitteedoes not intend to go through
with this mattt.r, I think it is due me that 1 make a statement in support of the general remark I made a moment ago in regard to the general question that you put to me. It is due to me that l submit a statement about it.
Mr. R. F. HUNTER. I would present a sworn statement in rebuttal
of the sworn statement of the Commissioner, if the committee will permit it.
Senator CULLOM. I should object to the taking of outside affidavits.
of witnesses. We should want the witness before us.
Senator CoKE. Yes, where he could be cross-examined.
Mr. R. F. HUN'l'ER. I mean in case the investigation is not continued.
The CHAIRMAN. I think, gentlemen, yon had better wait until wehave an opportunity to consult amongst ourselves as to what further
course we should pursue, and if Commissioner Atkins then thinks that'
he ought, in vindication of himself, to make a further statement he can
uo so.
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not want to stop short of a complete·
vindication or a conviction; that is precisely where I stand. I am per. fectly willing to turn the inside of tbe Indian Office outside its records-
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~nd

to have m·ery man in the office put on the wituess stand., and my
whole correspondence revealed, official and unofficial, if the unofficial
correspondence could be obtained. Here is a statement which has gone
to the country, which has been published in the dispatches, that there
are scan<lals connected with the Indian traderships nuder my administration, aud I prefer that this committee should go to the extent of
vindicr~ting me or condemning me as the facts will warrant.
Senator CULLOM. I think you are perfectly right in that Yiew. Well,
shall we adjourn for further consideration as to the course the committee shall pursue~
•
The CHAIRMAN. I do not see that. we can go on furtller this morning.
[To Commissioner Atki~s.] You will furnish to the committee the information I asked for.
CommiSsioner A'l'KINS. Yes, I will do so to-morrow morning.
Senator CULLOM. I move that the committGe adjourn subject to the
call of the chairman.
The motion was agreed to, and the committee adjourned.

WASHINGTON, D. C., T~tesday, July 13, 1886:
The Select Committee met in the room of the Committee on Patents
at 10 o'clock a. m.
'J~he CHAIRMAN (Senator Platt). I notified Commissioner Atkins
yesterday that 't he committee would hold·a meeting this morning, and
expected he would be present, but he has not come, we will proceed and
hear the statement of Mr. Cleveland.

TESTIMONY OF CHARLES A. CLEVELAND.
CHARLES A. CLEVELAND was then duly sworn, and interrogated as
follows:
The CHAIRMAN. You have been an Indian trader, have you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. At what place~
Mr. CLEVELAND. At Anadarko, Indian Territory, and· Fort Sill.
The CHAIRMAN. What was your first experience as an Indian trader,
.and wllen did it commence~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It commenced about the first of October, 1878.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have a license yourself to trade~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I did not. It was under the firm name of
J. J. Fisher & Co., Mr. Fisher holding the license.
The CHAIRMAN. Who composed that firm~
Mr. CLEVELAND. The firm was composed of J. J. Fisher, Carl Moller,
and C. A. Cleveland-myself.
The CHAIRMAN. Generally, what had been your occupation and business experience before you became interested in the bu~odness of trading
on a.reservation.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I had been in the Territories since 1867 as a clerk
.for my uncle, Mr. J. S. Evaus.
The OHA.IR.MAN. What was he~
Mr. CLEVELAND. He was a. military trader at Fort Gibson first, and
at Fort Arbuckle afterwards, a year at a time, and then at Fort Sill for
eight or ten years, until1876.
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The CHAIRJ.\1AN. Before that what had been your previous occupation~

1\ir. CLEVELAND. I was in the service for five years-in the Army.
Tile CHAIRJ.\fAN. In what capacity~
:Mr. CLEVELAND. 4-s a private soldier and non-commissioned officer.
The CHAIRMAN. You enlisted early and went through the war'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN ...A. nd were mustered out in wbat capacity~
Mr. CLEVELAND. As a sergeant. That was on the 29th of May, 1866,.
I think.
The CHAIRMAN. You must have gone into the service early; you
must hav·--~ been quite young at that timeo?
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was in 1861. I was about nineteen years old.
The CHAIRMAN. After your discharge you went pretty soon to be a
clerk for v·our uncle~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; the next following spring.
The CHAIRMAN. Where was tile firm of J. J. Fisher & Uo. trading~ ·
Mr. CLEVELAND. They were trading at Fort Sill, Indian Territory.
The CHAIRMAN. What was your interest in that partnership; how
much~

Mr. CLEVELAND. I had a one-quarter interest.
,
The CHAIRMAN. Did they trade anywhere else besides at Fort Sill , .
Mr. CLEVELAND. They did, in the fall and winter of 1879; they
moved part of their goods to Auaciarko.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you leav~ them before that time~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. When was your licens~ obtained~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I was licensed to take effect on the 1st day of November, 1882, I think.
The CHAIRMAN. What became of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co.~
Mr. CLEVELAND. They went into liquidation and dissolved.
The CHAIRMAN. What did tLPy do with their goods'
Mr. CLEVELAND. They sold them to A. J. Reynolds.
The CHAIRMAN. Who made the sale to A. J. Reynolds~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I concluded it. There was some written communication betweenMr. Fisher and lVIr. Reynolds pre¥ious to the :final settlement.
The CHAIRJ.\IAN. I will ask ;von right here (though it might perhaps
come later in the inquiry) whether you, as a member of the firm of
Fisher & Co. made aH.} agreement with Reynolds at the time of the
Nale to Heyno1ds that you W('uld not engage in trade in the Indian r:rerritory, or on that re:Serv:1tion where Fisher & Co. were then trading ·~
.Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; there was no such conversation had either
by 1\fr. Reynolds or myself, or between us and him. It was not thought
of on my part, because we did not consider it necessary to make any
such statement., as there were two traders there then and a third one
we thought was one too many, and we decided we had rather sell than
to sbt:y in corupetition.
The CHAIHMAN. Had you any knowledge t.h at Fisher or any other
member of the firm of Fi.sher & Company had a11y agreement, or made
any agreement with Reynolds, that the firm, or the members of the
firm, should not enter into trade in the Indian Territory at the time of
the sale~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I had no knowledge before or after or at
the time. It was never mentioned between us. Mr. Fisher was at Samt
Louis most of the time a:rd l\Ir. Moller and I were at Fort Sill until the
trade was made or just before it was made.
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The CHAIRMAN. You knew afterwards that the claim was set up by
Reynolds at the office of the Indian Commissioner that there bad been
such an arrangement~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, he sent each one of us a copy of a, letter which
he had written t·o the Commissioner.
The CHAIRMAN. You were tirst licensed in November, 1~82 ~
:Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I think that was the date.
The CHAIRMAN. How. long· did that license continue 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. It continued until the 15th day of December of the
same year.
The CHAIRMAN. What Lappened then~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was revoked by the honorable Commissioner.
The CHAIRMAN. That was Commisfioner Price~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you the letter or notice of its revocation~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I have not the notice with me, but I have it at the
agency.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I presume there is a copy of it in the office here.
The CHAIRMAN. On what ground was the license revoked~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Simply because I had violated an agreement or a
~mpposed agreement between Fisher & Company and A. J. Reynolds.
That agreement was that we should not-either one of us, any of the
firm-come back as Jong as he remained there in competition with him ..
·T he CHAIRJ.\IAN. Were you subsequently relicensed ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. At what date~
Mr. CLEVELAND. February 1, I think, 1884.
The CHAIRMAN. By what Commissioner then~
Mr. CLJ~~VELAND. By Commissioner Price.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any personal interviews with the commissioner~

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know whether the matter of your alleged
agreement waH presented to Commissioner Price and investigated by
bim prior to his granting you the new license~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I do not.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you give any instructions to your attorney about
it~

Mr. CLEVELAND. I had no attorney at that time.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you knowhow youcameto berelicensed; whether
that matter was investigated or not~ ·
Mr. CLEVELAND. I came here in Deeembcr, I think it was, or January,
and had a letter drawn up and an affidavit of my brother's, and it was
uanrled to Senator Vest, and he took it to Colonel Price and gave him
the letter and affidavit, and the Commissioner said that the affidavit was
all that was necessary. Subsequently Senator Vest told me that.
The CHAIRMAN. And you understand that it was on that affidavit
denying any such agreement on your part that you were relicensed ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who do von sa:v made that affidavit~
Mr. CLEVELAND. My brother,
H. cnevelaud.
The CHAIRMAN. Was he a member of the partnership of Fisher &

w.

Company~

Mr. CLEVELAND. ~0, sir.
The CHAIRl\fAN. Why did you not make the affidavit yourself "?
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Mr. CLEVELAND. Because he was one of the witnesses, and the only
witness I had at the time the sale was made.
The CHAIRMAN. And you preferred to put in the affidavit of a person
who was a witness rather tban your own ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The UHAIRMAN. Having got that license February 1, 1884, what did
you do-who was licensed, yourself or yourself and brother~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was myself.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you do about trading at Anadarko then¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. I went there and went into business.
The CHAIRl\fAN. But was there a partnership~
Mr. CLEVELAND. There was a partnership formed by myself and Mrs.
Hutchins.
The CHAIRMAN. Was that the partnership of C. A. Cleveland & Co.,
at first~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, that was when I was relicensed; that was the
partnership that was made.
The CHAIRMAN. Hfts that always been a partnership up to the time
when your license was revoked¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Well, how long did the partnership continue between you and Mrs. Hutchins "?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Up to the present time.
The CHAIRMAN. That was the question I asked; you misunderstood
me.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. How much of a stock of goods did you lay in¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. At that time¥
The CHAIRMAN. Well, yes; at that time or any time.
Mr. CLEVELAND. There were some goods there already owned by
Mr. D. P. Brown. I bought Brow:q's interest out of that; it amounted
to $7,000 or $8,UOO, I don't recollect the exact amount now; and then
we bought goods at different times, from $5,000 to $6,000 and $7,000
worth, and added to it. That same spring, in March some tirue, I went
,on and bought goods.
The CHAIRMAN. That was in 1884~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, Rir.
The CHAIRMAN. What building did you trade in~
Mr. CLEVELAND. One that I had put up after I got my first license.
'The CHAIRMAN. vVhat kind of a building was it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I L Vi' as a pine building; a two-story frame building.
The CHAIRMAN. At what cost was that erected~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It cost about $4,000.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any further trouble with your license
·during tlw year 1884 ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I think not; nothing that I recollect.
The CHAIRMAN. State anything that occurred which led up to the
revocation of your license. ·
·
Mr. CLEVELAND: Well, the first thing that occurred that I recollect
of now was the coming of Mr. S. l\L Jackson to the agency there.
The CHAIRMAN. When was that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was in the fore part of July, 1885. He represented himself as a duly licensed trader authorized to trade at that
.agency.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you know who S.M. Jackson was~
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Mr. CLEVELAND. No ; I did not at that time. He told me after-wards that he was a brother of Senator Howell E. Jackson.
The CHAIRMAN. He came to your place of business, I suppose~
~1r. CLEVELAND. Yes; and said be was desirous of forming or making some arrangement by which he would be able to run the business
and have an interest, and he put up his license to offset our capital. In
support of hi:;; unthority to trade, he produced a let ter written by Ron.
J. D. C. Atkins, saying that he had appointed S. M. Jackson, and one
other, as traders at that agency to take the place of the old traders.
Senator CULLOM. Did he name the other~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; he named the other-no; not in the letter, I
do not think he did.
The CHAIRMAN. Did he leave a copy of that letter with you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, fl.ir ; it was a personal letter to Mr. Jackson, I
ibink.
The CHAIRMAN. How much conversation did you have with him before he made this proposition~
l\1r. CLEVELAND. Not very much; I do not recollect. There was no
great amount of conversation. He was around the agency in various
places, and l1e did not have time to make much of a conversation.
The CHAIRMAN . .Now state as particularly as you can what he said
in making that proposition.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, the first proposition he made I did not exactly understand what be meant by putting up his license against the
capital, and I asked him to more fully explain, and be said that be
would put up his license against our capital; that we should furnish
all the capital, good will, and so forth, and do all the work, and that
be should have one-half of the net profits. I was somewhat surprised
at his remarkable proposition, and wanted to know wbat he meant, and
be supplemented it by saying that in case I failed to accept his proposition that I would be forced off of the reservation and would not be
allowed to trade with the Indians, and further he said that he would
use his influence to that effect with the commissioner, as he had great
influence with him.
The OHAIRMAN. You mean with the commissioner~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes.
The CHAIRMAN. Did be or not make any statement of the time when
·you would receive notice~
Mr. CLEVELAND. He further said, after that, that in case I did not
accede to his proposition at a certain time or soon, that at a certain
time, the last of September or the first of October, action would be had
on my license to revoke it by the commissioner; and on October 5 I was
notified by the agent, or the commissioner notified the agent that my
license at the expiration of January 31 would not be renewed.
The CHAIRMAN. This negotiation that you had with him was oral'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, Slr.
The CHAIRMAN. State whe~her he left the agency, and whether there
was any correspondence~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, he left the agency immediately; that is, the
-next day or very soon after, and he afterwards wrote and stated, or
caused to be stated through his father-in-law, Thomas J. Henley, of
'Saint Louis, substantially the same proposition that he bad made me
there.
The CHAIRMAN. Had you had a letter from him before be came there¥
.Mr. CLEVBLAND. No, sir; not that I recollect.
6334
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The CHAIRMAN. Look at that letter and state what it is. [Handing
a letter to Mr. Cleveland.]
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was the first letter, I think, that he wrote after
he returned home.
The CHAIRMAN. Please read that letter.
Mr. CLEVELAND read as follows :
· RIVES, TENN., July 16, 1R85.
GENTS: We arrived home all safe and sound last Tuesday morning.
Will you please let me know the amount of stock you have on hand, and the value
of your house. Also, let me know on what terms you would like to come in with me.
My two friends who went out with me to look at the situation, will not go back; they
don't like the 1dea of living so far from home. I expect, to be out about the middle of
August. I have had several offers from parties in this part of the country to go out
with me and furnish all capital necessary to run the business.
Trusting you are both well, and hoping to hear from you by return mail, I remain,.
Yours, very truly,

S. M. JACKSON.
Post-office address, Dyersburg, Tenn.
Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRo.,
Anadarko, I. T.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know whether you answered that letter'
Mr. CLEVELAND. I thiuk my brother answered it.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you get that letter [exhibiting a letterl ~ . ·
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I recollect receiving tbat.
The CHAIRMAN. Please read it.
Mr. Uleveland read as follows :
DYERSBURG, TENN., July 29, 188.'1.
GENTS: I wrote you several days ago that I was ready for a proposition from you in
regard to the matter we were speaking of. For fear you did not receive my first letter, I write again. Please let me hear from you by return mail as to what you are
willing to do.
Yours, very truly,

S. M. JACKSON.
Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRo.,
Anadarko, I. T.
I expect to start for Anadarko in about two weeks ,

The CHAIRMAN. Did you answer that letter~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not remember whether it was answered or
not. I think, proba,bly, those two letters were answered with one; I
am not sure, though.
The CHAIRMAN. That letter seems to imply that the former letter had
not been answered.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; I am not sure about that.
The CHAIRMAN. Did anything take place in the way of negotiations
between you and Mr. ,Jackson after the date of that letter of July 29,
before the 5th of October-anything further~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I do not recollect of anything further.
The CHAIRMAN. What occurred on the 5Lh of October "?
.Mr. CLEVELAND. I received a letter dated that day, through the agent,
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, stating that my license would
not be renewed after its expiration, Jan nary 31. That letter was written on the 5th of October.
The CHAIRMAN. And it notified you that your right to trade would
cease on what date~
Mr. ULEVELAND. On January 31, at the expiration of my license.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you keep a copy of that~
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l\1r. CLEVELAND. Yes; I have a copy of it. I do not know whether
my attorney has it here or not.
The CHAIRMAN. What is the name of the Indian agent who presented
it to you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. His name is J. Lee Hall.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you do then'
Mr. CLEVELAND. I continued to trade there. Afterwards I made a
formal demand for a renewal of my license.
The CHAIRMAN. Through whom~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Through the agAnt, and my attorney also.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who do you mean by your attorney~
Mr. CLEVELAND. A lawyer whom I had here in Washington.
Senator BLACKBURN. Give his name.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. R. F. Hunter.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you come to vVashington yourselfO?
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not at that time.
The CHAIRMAN. When did you come~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I came here in December some time; I do not recollect the date when I arrived here.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any further interview with Mr. Jackson~

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any correspondence¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. I telegraphed hiin from here.
The CHAIRMAN. Look at this letter and telegram and say who they
are from. (Handing a letter and telegram to Mr. Cleveland.)
Mr. CLEVELAND. This letter, I think, was received after I left Anadarko.
The CHAIRMAN. Please read it..
Mr. CLEVELAND read as follows:
MEMPHIS, TENN., Decernber 16, 1885.
I should write or telegraph you between now and January 1st, could
you conveniently meet me in Saint Louis¥ Please answer by return mail at Dyersburg, Tenn.
Yours, very truly,
S. M. JACKSON.
Mess. CLEVELAND & BRo.
GENTS: If

Senator CULLOM. What is the date of that ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. December 16, 1885.
Senator CuLLOM. It was a good while after you had had notice to
quit~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir. Then I received this telegram from Mr.
Jacksou.
Senator BL.iCKBURN. He says that letter was received after he left
there. We would 1ike to know by whom and where.
The CHAIRMAN. There is an earlier letter which ought to go in first.
That letter, I see, is addressed to your brother. Did you ever see it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I ever saw that letter, or jn fact
either one of them. I do not recollect whether Mr. Hunter ever showed
them to me or not.
The CHAIRMAN. Is it in Mr. Jackson's handwriting~
. Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; it appears to be-what I should take for his
haml writing.
The CHAinMAN. Well, put them in. Read the one of Decembe:r-.lst.
Mr. CLEVI~LAND. December 16t.b is the first one, and the othf'r is
December 18tlJ, both recehTed after 1 lett there.
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The CHAIRMAN. The one you read was addressed to Cleveland &
Brother~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; I will read this one of December 18th.
l\fr. Cleveland then read the letter referred to as follows:
DYERSBURG, TENN., December 18, 1885.
SIR: Yours of recent date received and contents noted. Please let me know
by ret,urn mail whether yonr brother will be in Saint Louis before he returns. If he
will, I wish yon would write him to telegraph me here as soon as he arrives there,
and let me know how long he will remain. I will run up to see him. I have just
written to Washington in regard to Fort Sill.
Yours, very truly,
S.M. JACKSON.
Mr. W. H. CLEVELAND.
DEAR

The CHAIRMAN. I see there is a telegraphic dispatch from him.
What is the date of that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. That is dated December 29, 1885.
The CHAIRMAN. Where was that received~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was received here. It is dated Dyersburg, Tenn.
The CHAIRMAN. It was received by. whom ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. By myself.
The CHAIRMAN. The other letters you suppose to have been received
by your brother ?
Mr. ULEVELAND. Yes, sir; by my brother in Anadarko, I presume,
and forwarded to Mr. Hunter here.
The CHAIRMAN. Give that telegram-it is addressed to you and was
received by you~
Mr. ULEVELAND. Yes; that telegram was in answer to one I sent
him from here.
The CHAIRMAN. Please read it.
Mr. CLEVELAND read as follows:
0

c.

DYERSTIURG, TENN.,

A.

Decernber 29, 1885.

CLEVELAND,

Care St. Jarnes Hotel, Washington, D. C.:
How long can you wait in Washington~ Answer at once.
S. M. JACKSON.

The CHAIRMAN. What had you telegraphed him to which this was a
re~~

.

Mr. CLEVELAND. As near as I recollect now, I said, "Had you not
better come to Washington ~"
The CHAIRMAN. You were in Washington at that time trying to prev~nt the revocation of your licevse?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. 1 did not ask you whether you saw the CommisRioner
in person at that time or anybody in charge of the office.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I saw Commissioner Atkins while I was here in
Washington.
The CHAIRMAN. What passed between you and him with reference to
the license, if anything a~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, he said he would not renew it.
The CHAIRMAN. Did he giYe any reason why he would not renew it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. He said it had been reported that I had held and
owned cattle on the reservation. He did not give any other reason why,
except I think he did mention that-T~ CHAIRMA:N. Can you give the date of the interview that you had
with Commissioner Atkins~
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1\tfr. CLEVELAND. It was somewhere about the last of December, I
think, or the first of J anuar;y ; I ~Lm not sure which.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you mean December, 1885.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; December, 1885.
The CHAIRMAN. What reply did you make, if any, and bow did you
make it, to his statement that he had heard that you held cattle on the
reservation'
Mr ..CLEVELAND. I said that I never owned a hoof while I had been
in· the Territory.
The CHAIRMAN. And was that or not true t
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was true. I never have.
Senator CULLOM. Or vour brother either'
Mr. CLEVELAND. No,· sir; neither one of us.
The CHAIRMAN. Or had you been interested in any firm that bad'
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did he give any other reason to you for his decision
not to renew your license '
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, be mentioned about my license having been
revoked once. He said that that was one cause why he would notrenew it, or something to that effect, anyway.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you say to that'
.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I could not say anything-I did not; at least to
him.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you or not inform him that you had made no
such agreement yourself~
1\'l:r. CLEVELAND. Yes, I informed him that he had been informed
that I bad never made any such agreement with Reynolds. I notified
him of that fact.
The UHAIRMAN. How, orally or in writing~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think it has been both ways. I think I told him
I never had made any such agreement, and I think Mr. Hunter here
has also informed him, either by writing or orally, I am not sure which.
The CHAIRMAN. And if I understand it, your brother's affidavit was
on file in the Department about that thing'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator CULLOM. Did M:r. Jackson come on here'
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator CULLOM. What was the occasion of your wanting him to
come'
Mr. CLEVELAND. He wished to see me.
Senator CULLOM. You telegraphed him asking· if he could not meet
you here, did you not'
1
1\fr. CLEVELAND. I asked him if he ha.d not better come to Washing ·
ton if he wanted to see me. I met his father-in-law in Saint Louis and
he said his son-in-law would like to meet me.
The CHAIRMAN. Who was his father-in-law'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Thomas J. Henley, I believe.
The CHAIHMAN. Did you have any correspondence with Thomas J.
Henley'
·Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir. I did write him one letter too, in reference
to his statement.
The CHAIRMAN. Before you come to that, when did you have an interview with Mr. Henley in Saint Louis'
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was some time befween the 15th and the 25th of
December, 1885, I think. I do not recollect the exact date, but I called
on him and saw him.
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The CHAIRMAN. vVas it while you were on your way to vVasbing~·on ·~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; wbile I was on my way to ""7 a,shiugton {rom
Anadarko.
Senator BLACKBURN. You say you called on him~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Bad j'OU had any previous communication with Mr.
Henle~' before you called upon him~
:Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I was only informed by a party in Saint
Louis that he wished to see me, and this party said perhaps I had better go around and see what he had to say.
Seuator BLACKBURN. Right in that connection, will he give the name
of tl1e party who informed him~
Tile CHAIRMAN. Who informed you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. David W. Caruth.
'rhe CHAIR.MAN. Is his firm a large wholesale grocery bouse~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; they are wholesale hardware merchants.
The GHAIRMAN. vVhat is the firm name~
Mr. CLEVELAND. The Caruth and Byrnes Hard ware Company.
The CHAIRMAN. Thereupon :you called upon Mr. Henley~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. You were going to speak of a statement that Mr.
Henley bad made. Did he pTetend to speak by authority of Mr. Jackson at all~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir. I asked him if that was Mr. Jackson's order that he should make that proposition to me.
The CHAIRMAN. What did he say'
l\fr. CLEVELAND. He said substantially the same as I have stated.
The CHAIRMAN. What did 11e say in reply to that, Mr. Jackson's order that should make the proposition; what did be say about whether
it was Mr. Jackson's direction that he should make it'
Mr. CLEVELAND. He said that it was by direction of 1\'Jr. Jackson that
he made this proposition.
The CHAIRMAN. Now, you may state what the proposition was.
Mr. CLEVELAI-JD. The proposition was that Mr. Jackson would furnish the license and we all the capital and do all the work and give him
half the profits.
Senator CULLOM. 'rhere seemed to be a good deal of correspondence.
Did you indicate to Mr. Jackson that yvu would consider his proposisition-take it under consideration'
Jir. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I did not write him that.
Senator CuLLOM. Why was tltil:l correspondence and these interviews
kept up'
l\ir. OLEVELAND. I do not know really why they w-ere. He seemed
to be writing all the time.
Senator CULLOM. Did you positively decline to entertain it when be
first made the proposition to you and went out 1to the agency'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. 'rhere is a letter from David W. Caruth, dated De-cember 21, 1885. Was it prior or subsequent to that letter that you
sa·w Mr. Henley~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was prior to that.
The CHAIRMAN. You had seen Mr. Henley before you received that
letter from Mr. Caruth'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Y(:ls, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Where did you receive that Ietter from Mr. Caruth 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. Here in Washington.
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The CHAIRMAN. You ma:v read that letter.
Mr. CLEVELAND read as ·follows:
SAINT LOUIS,

December 21, 18R5.

SIR: Yours of 19th instant, to band, and in reply will say that the proposition
of Mr. Henley · Sam Jacksun's father-in-law-is that you furnish the capital to do the
business and give Jackson half of the profits.
I understand from you that be made the same proposition to you. Mr. Henley said
that be was a.ntborizecl by Jackson to make the proposition.
Yours, &c.,
DAVID W. CARUTH.
c. A. CLEVELAND.
DEAR

The CHAIRMAN. Now state what the proposition was which Mr. Henley made to you.
Mr. CLEVELAND. He made the proposition that Jackson was to furnish the license and we to furnish the capital, do all the work and give
him half of the profits.
The CHAIRMAN. What reply did you make to that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I asked him if he thought that was a fair proposition.
Senator BLACKBURN . . You asked Who~
:M:r. CLEVELAND. He sai<l "It depends altogether in what position
you are."
Senator BLACKBURN. You asked that question of whom V
Mr. CLEVELAND. Of Mr. Henley.
The CHAIRMAN. And he said what~
}VIr. CLEVELAND. He said, "It depends altogether in what position
you are."
•
·
Senator CULLOM. What time did this occur~ '
Mr. CLEVELAND. This occurred prior to December 19; I don't re- .
collect the date.
Senator CULLOM. It was after you had had notice to quit~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes: after October 5.
The CHAIRMAN. And while you were on your way from Anadarko to
""Vashingt<m ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did lle explain ~,ny more fully what he meant by
saying tbat it depended on what position you were in~
.Mr. CLEVELAND. ~o, sir; he did not explain anything further about
that.
Senator CULLOM. You came right on to Washington from there, did
you~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator CuLLOM. And saw the Commissioner~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did.
The CHAIRMAN. And he declined to relicense yon and said he would
not relicense you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Was there any extension of your license~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; he stated t.hat he would not compel me to
move until another trader bad come there with goods-another appointee, and gone into business or was ready for business.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you yourself communicate to the Commissioner,
or to any one in tbe office, the proposition which 1l!Ir. Jackson bad made

to you and which Mr. Henley had made to you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was presented to him.
The CHAIRMAN. I asked you whet,her you presented it yourself per.sonally~
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Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not to the Commissioner.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you to any one in the office-yourselfpersonallyf
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir
The CHAIRMAN. So that when you say it was communicated to him
you speak of what yon have been told, that some one else did for you f
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any written statement at that time y·
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. To the Commissioner Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you keep a copy of it Y
M~ CLEVELAND. Idhl.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you got it here Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I have not got it here.
The CHAIR~fAN. Is this the statement which you presented to Com-missioner Atkins at the time you were hereY
Mr. CLEVELAND. You want to ln.~ow if, up to the time I was here, I
presented a written statement Y
The CHAIRMAN. While you were here.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I presented this. I did not understand your
,question or wlJat 3-' 0U meant previously. I thought you meant previous
to my coming here.
The CHAIRMAN. How did ;you present it Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. I went there with Mr. Hunter.
The CHAIRMAN. Is this a. copy of what :you presented there [handing
a paper to Mr. t)leveland] Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. This is the paper which I did present.
The ·cHAIRMAN. Did you take it away again or leave it there Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. I left it there. This may be a copy.
The CHAIRMAN. Or a duplicate Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. Or a duplicate.
The CHAIRl\I.AN. Look it over and see if it is in substance the paper
that you presented there.
•
Senator CULLOM. Does be say that this is the identical copy or a
duplicate of it Y
The CHAIRMAN. He thought it was the original one, but he is manifestly mistaken.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I rlid write two, and~tbis may be the duplicate.
Senator CULLOM. It is the duplicate, I suppose.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I presume so.
The CHAIRMAN. You may read that.
Mr. Cleveland read as follows :
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 28,1885.
To the Ron. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washinpto11, D. C.:
SIR: I have the honor to herewith submit for your consideration a statement setting
forth propositions from Mr. S. M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, Tenn., to myself (C . A.
Cleveland), of the :firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., of Anadl:lrko, Ind. T., and others.
Mr. Jackson, some time t.he fore part of July, came to Anadarko, Ind. T., wit.h a
license granted by yourself to trade with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribesof Indians. Mr. Jackson while there offered me a partnership interest, he furnishing
license and I (C. A. Cleveland & Co.) the capital, experience, established business,
and credit. Mr. Jackson held out that others were ready to turnish capital and were
willing to take a partnership with him in case we did not. He also showed me a letter, signed by yot;r honor, in which was stat-ed that be (Mr. S. M. Jackson) and one
other had been granted a license to take the place of the '' old traders" at the Ki()wa,
Comanche, and Wichita Agency.
We declined this proposition as not being a fair or just one, but told him we would
sell him our stock and trade, &c. He then said t-hat he had no ready money, but
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could get all the goods on "time" that he wanted, but would much prefer to have us
take an interest with him, as above proposed.
Mr. Jackson left Anadarko, Ind. T., for Dyersburg, Tenn. Some two weeks after
we got a letter from him, asking us to make him a proposition for partnership. This
we declined to do, but said, as he said he was to be at Anadarko some time in August,.
we decided to wait until his arrival. He did not come, or did he let us hear from
him after July 29, 1885.
On October 5, 1885, your honor notified me that on the expiration of my license
(February 1, 1886) I need not expect to have it renewed. Some time in December
I went to ::saint Louis ou business. While there I found that Mr. Jackson had stated,
or caused to be stated to some of my friends, as he had previously stated to me, thart
he would form a partnership with me, he securing the license, I furni!'lhing all thf'·
capital, do all the work, and give him one-half net profits, and in case of failure on
my part to accept his proposition, I would not be permitted to trade on the reservation-he in this connection frequently referring to his influence with you and ability·
to force my removal from the tradership.
Further, he (Jackson) authorized Thomas J. Henly, of Saint Louis, his father-inlaw, to submit and make to me the same proposition, which he (Mr. Henly) did, also·
telling some of my_ friends to tell me what Mr. Jackson was willing to do, so as to besure that I should be notified of his terms and conditions.
I came here a few days ago. After my arrival I wrote for information to Thomas.
J. Henly, who forwarded my letter to Mr. Jackson. Up to elate I have not heard
from him. I am here now to urgently request an early favorable answer to my application for a renewal of license; I have the honor to herewith inclose bond for
faithful observance of aU laws.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
C. A. CLEVELAND.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, was it before or after that Commissioner Atkins told you that he should not renew your license~
Mr. CLEVELAND. l think it was both before and afterwards.
Senator CoKE. What is the date of that ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It is dated Deeember 28, 1885.
Senator BLACKBURN. So that the matter may all come in coherently,.
I would like to know what date he filed that with the Commissioner,.
and whether he left a copy, or whether he simply presented it to theCommissioner, read it, and withdrew it.
The CHAIRMAN. I have a letter here from Mr. Hunter, his counsel, or
a copy of one, which he will testify to when he comes to testify, inclosing that statement on December 30th.
Senator BLACKBURN. But what I want is to get this witness to state·
what he bad to do with it, whether he filed it, delivered it to the Commissioner, or had him read it in his presence and withdrew it, and then tell
us the date on which the thing occurred.
The CHAIRMAN. You ask him the question.
Senator BLACKBURN. What connection had you with the presentation of that statement to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I was with Mr. Hunter.
Senator BLACKBUHN. I do not ask you what Mr. Hunter did, but I
ask you what you did.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not really have anything to do with it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you present it to the Commissioner~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you see it presented~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, by Mr. Hunter.
Senator BLACKBURN. When was it presented by Mr. Hunter~
Mr. CLEVELAND. On December 30 or 31, 1885.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did the Uommissioner read it¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. Not in my presence; not while I was there ..
Senator BLACKBURN. Did he retain it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. He did.
Senator BLACKBURN. It is there now~
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Mr. CLEVELAND. It should be.
The CHAIRMAN. How long did you remain in Washington~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I left here on the 13th January, 1886, I think it was.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you do after that statement was filed with
-commissioner Atkins with reference to trying to obtain a renewal of
your license~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect what I did do very much.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any one else see the Commissioner on
your behalf?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Senator Vest saw the Commissioner several times.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any further personal interview with
the Commissioner or make any statement after that, or written statement which was filed?
I
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I did; I do not recollect tbat I did.
The CHAIRMAN. I will not ask you to state what Senator Vest told
_y ou, because Senator Vest bas indicated to the committee that be would
be very glad to make a statement of his connection with the transaction. You left Washington, as I understand it, without having obtained any promise from the Commissioner of a renewal of your license?
1\ir. CLEVELAND. No, he did not promise any renewa~.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you understand when you went away~
l\Ir. CLEVELAND. I understood that I would not be disturbed until
such time as his appointees should be there in operation at that placesLoulcl be there ready to do business at that place.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know just the date at which you left Washillgton?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think it was on the 13th of January.
The CHAIRMAN. What next did you get in the way of notification
from the Commissioner?
1\lr. CLEVELAND. I got a notification-! forget the date of it-stating that I would not-it was the 30th of April, I think.
The CHAIRMAN. Stating that you would not what?
Mr. CLEVELAND. That my license would not be renewed.
The CHAIRMAN. Is this the notification to which you refer [exhibiting a paper]~
l\Ir. CLEVELAND. Yes, that is it,
The CHAIRMAN. You may read it.
Mr. Cleveland read as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN .AFFAIRS,
Washington, Ap1·U 30, 1886.
GENTLEMEN: TLis will advise you that the United States Indian agent at the
Kiowa .Agency will be inst,ructed to close your trading establishment on June 1
next. You were given ample notice that your license would not be renewed, and have
been given repeated extensions of your license in order to enable you to close your
business without loss.
The above order will not be modified, and it is earnestly hoped that you can arrange your business so as to vacate the position without serious :financiallo~s.
V l:'ry respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Conunissioner.
c. A. CLEVELAND & Co.,
Anadarko, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that?
Mr. CLEVELAND. April 30, 1886.
The UHAIRMAN. What was the next notification that you received,
.if anything ?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot call to mind just what it was.
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The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive anything from the Indian agent at
Anadarko~

Mr. CLEVELAND. I got something from him; I do not know just what
it was now; I did not keep any mEmorandum of it.
The CHAIRMAN. See if you received that from the Indian agent lexhibiting a, letter] '~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I received thi~.
The CHAIRMAN. Look on the back of it. If you remember to have
received that from the Indian agent you may read it.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; I belie~e I did. [Reading:]
DEPARTMENT OF TilE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1886.
SIR: You will advise the trading firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., at the Kiowa
.Agency, that the extension of license under which they are now trading will expire
on June I, 1886. This order is positive and will not be modified, and you will see that
they ani their goods are removed from the agency at the expiration of this extension,
ur as soon thereafter as practicable.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,

Com·m-issioner.
J. LEE HALL,
U. S. Indian Agent, Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. Turn to the back of that letter and read the indorsement on it.
Mr. Cleveland read the indorsement on the foregoing letter as follows:
K., c., AND w. AGENCY, ANADARKO, IND. T.,

May 12, 1886.
SIRs: I hand you the within copy of the honorable Commissioner's letter of the 7th
instant, for your information and guidance.
Very respectfully,
J. LEE f.[ALL,
U. S. Indian Agent, pm· C., Clerk.
·C. A. CLEVELAND & Co.,
Anada1·ko, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that indorsement~
Mr. CLEVELAND. May 12, 1886.
The CHAIRMAN. That was a notice that your good~ could not be permitted to remain there after June 1 ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. What did you do June 1 ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I closed up the store, and as soon as I could get
teams in sufficient number to move some of them and get a building to
put them in, I moved.
The CHAIRMAN. You moved to what place~
Mr. CLEVELAND. To Doan's, Tex.
Senator CoKE. What county is that in~
Mr. CLEVELAND. lt is in Wilbarger County.
The CHAIRMAN. Is that on an Indian reservation~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; it is in the State of Texas.
The CHAIR1YIAN. What are the facilities for trade there~
Mr. CLEVELAND. There is a cattle-trail that runs right along there .
.a large trail, and thousands of cattle go by there every day almost.
The CHAIRMAN. Are you trading there now~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator CULLOM. Not wit.h the Indians~
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Mr. CLEVELAND. There are some who come over there, a few.
The CHAIRMAN. But the bulk of your trade is with others'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, it has been. The trade has been that way ali
the time heretofore; I do not know what it may be now.
Senator CULLOM. It is a trade that does not require a license from
the Government~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; it does not require a license from the Government.
The CHAIRMAN. What has become of your lmilding ¥
1\fr. CLEVELAND. It is there at th~ agency.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you been able to dispose of it¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. No,. sir; not so far as I know.
The CHAIRMAN. What is the effect of bPing obliged to move upon
your business'
Mr. CLEVELAND. It is a great loss to myself or to any one who has
to do it.
The CHAIRMAN. What value in stock of goods do you think you had
at the agency at the time you were notified~
· Mr. CLEVELAND. Somewhere in the neighborhood of $12,000 worth
of goods.
The CHAIRMAN. Can you estimate the loss which was sustained~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I could not now.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know of any way in which you can dispose
of your building~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; rdo not.
The CHAIRMAN. Is it occupied now~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think that the chief clerk of the department there
is using some of the rooms, and I think the doctor is also.
The CHAIRMAN. The chief clerk of the agency~
Mr. CLEVELAND. The Indian agent's chief clerk.
The CHAIRMAN. Has there been any arrangement made for rent~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know; my brother did not say.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you got aU your goods away from there now~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I have not. I was not able to get teams
to take all the others. We got some Indians to haul those'that we did
take away.
The CHAIRMAN. How far did you have to take them~
Mr. CLEVELAND . .About 100 mile~.
The CHAIRMAN. Has there been any trade in your goods at the agency
since the 1st of ,June~
.Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir. I do not know but what he has managed
to sell some few things that the other traders wanted to them. But as
a general thing we did not sell anything to any body except to the
traders. I think they bought a few things.
The CHAIRMAN. Can you estimate the loss that you ha,Te suffered out-side of the building~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I cannot now.
Senator BLACKBURN. What did you say was being done with that
building now¥
The CHAIRMAN. He said the clerk of the Indian agency and the doctor were occup,ying some portions of it. [To Mr. Cleveland.] Uan you.
approximate it 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. I suppose I could. I do not know how nearly it
would be correct. . I could make some approximation of it, I presume.
I should say it would not be over $8,000 in goods, probably not that
much. That is the loss incurred in shipping and so forth.

INDIAN THADERSHIPS.

29

The 0HAIRJ1I.AN. How much did it eost to move you dow11 tllere ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I could not tell; it costs so much a hundred. They
generally charge 1 cent a pound per 100 miles 7 that is $1 a hundred for
.a 100 miles; that is the aYerage price.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything else that you can state with regard
to this transaction of your own personal knowledge~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know; I cannot think of anything now,
but. there may be possibly something that I might if I bad looked up
the matter a little bet.ter, perhaps. I am not very brisk in keeping recollections or calling things to mind.
The CHAIRMAN. You have some papers at Anadarko that you have
referred to, which you did not bring with you~
•
J\IIr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I have some papers there that probably may
be of some benefit to you.
The CHAIRMAN. Will you forward them to the committee when you
get home~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; I have written for some of them already.
I wrote to my brother and sent him the key of the safe there, and they
may be here at an,y time.
'11he CHAIRMAN. \Vhere are the papers-in Texas~
1\fr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; at the agency.
The CHAIRlVLA.N. From what place did you start to come here~
Mr. CLEVELAND. From Doan's, Tex.
Tile CHAIRMAN. So that you had no opportunity to go to Anadarko
to get the papers~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I would have bad to ride 300 miles by
stage or horseback to get to the agency.
The CHAIRMAN. I understand that in your efforts to obtain a renewal or extension of your license you were represented in the office
by Mr. Hunter as your attorney~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And I also understand that Senator Vest exercised
some influence, or endeavored to, in your behalf~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator CULLOM. Your brother is remaining at the agency~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, he is there now looking after the property and
trying so that he can get away as soon as possible.
The CHAIRMAN. What portion of the goods do you think you have
.already remO\'ed to Doan's ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think there is half in value probably, but
probably more than half in weight. There is not much difference from
.half. There were se,'en loads of it.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you personally communicate with Commissioner
.Atkins, or anybody in the office, information of this proposition of Mr.
Jackson's to you prior to the 30th of December, when that written statement was filed~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I ever did. This was the first written statement of Jackson's that I recollect of ever personally superintending and forwarding to the Commissioner.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you in any oral conversation prior to that time
tell him of Jackson's proposition to you ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes ; I think I did. When we were in the office
there once before I stated that Jackson had offered to make such a propo·sition and did make such a proposition.
The CHAIR.MAN. That was after you came on here~
Mr. ULEVELAND. Yes, tllat was in December.
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Tile CrrAIRlHAN. Did the Commissioner make any reply in your preselite to this written communication which was left wHh bim with reference to Jackson's proposition to yon~
Mr. CLEVELAND. lie did make some remark about that, but I do not
recollect what it was.
Senator CuLLOl\f. You say you told him in addition to this written
1-~tat emeut ·~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think 1 made some remark to him about it pre'Tious to tlds written statement.
Senator CuLLOni. Before you filed this document~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember hearing any statement in the office
by Commissioner Atkins, or by any of his officers, to the effect, that it
was hardly probable that. Jackson would make a ~tatement of that sort
because his brother, the Senator, was amply able to furnish capital~
Mr. CLEVELAND. There was something said about it, but I do not recollect exactly jn8t what it was now.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you at any time mnke an affidavit~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. When was that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was some time in the fore part of January, I
think.
The CHAIRMAN. While vou were still here~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know personally whether it was an affidavit
setting up these facts which you have testified to here to day substantially¥
l\1r. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what was done with that affidavit!
Mr. CLEVELAND. I left it in the hands of l\1r. Hunter.
The CHAIRMAN. You do not know, of your own knowledge, except
from information J·ou may have had, that it was presented to Commissioner Atldns ?
lVIr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I do not know that I do.
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you leaye it in l\'lr. Hunter's
0

hands~

Mr. CLEVELAND. I left it in case there was an investigation that it
could be usell if necessary.
The CHAIRMAN. I do not think there is anything more I desire to
a~k.

Senator BLACKBURN. I have several questions I wish to ask him. I
would like to ask him one question to furnish the answer to the chairman. You state you left that affidavit for the purpose of having it used
in the matter of an in,Testigation ~
l,h. CLEVELAND. Yes, or something to that effect, if there was anything they required.
Senator BLACKBUl~N. An investigation of what 1
Mr. CLI<~VELAND. or my rights.
Senator BLACKBURN. And the action of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs f
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; or Mr. Jackson's.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then you contemplated an investigation being
ltad 1

Mr. CLEVELAND. I contemplated something to be done to protect my
interest.
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Senato.t:· BLACICBURN. Tllen why is it that you come here without
your papers ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Perhaps it was a want of business methods on my
part.
Senator BLACKBURN. You filed this affidavit in the early part or
J-anuary, looking for an investigation to be had, and you were advised
that that investigation was on foot before you came on her(t, were you
not~
.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; before I came here.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is what you came for~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. And yet you came without your papers~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. I understood you to say that your papers were at
Anadarko~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, some of them.
The CHAIRMAN. And you left from Doan' s and did not go to Anadarko, but you sent the key of your safe to your brother and asked bim
to forward the papers toW ashington ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. When were you at Anadarko last~
Mr. CLEVELAND. The fore part of June.
Senator BLACKBURN. You have been there since January?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Oh, yes, sir.
Senator CuLLOM. I think we shall have to adjourn now.
The committee then, without concluding the examination of the witness, adjourned until Thursday, July 15, 1886, at 10 o'clock a.m.

WASHINGTON, D. C., July 15, 1886.
The committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10 o'clock a. m.
The CHAIRMAN (to Senator Blockburn). I believe you desire to ask
~Ir. Clevelaud some questions.
Senator BLACKBUR.N. Yes; I have a few questions I would like to
put to him.
TESTIMONY OF CHARLES A. CLEVELAND-Continued.

Mr. CHARLES A. CLEVELAND was recalled, and his examination was
continued as follows:
Mr. CLEVELAND. I would like to make a statement before my examination is resumed to correct something that I stated when I was before
the committee the other day. It is in reference to my having stated
that I had no attorney when my letter and my brother's affidavit were
filed with the Commissioner January 31, 1884. I did have an attorney,
but I did not use him on that occasion. That is what I meant to have
said.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who was your attorney'
Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Hunter.
Senator BLACKBURN. ·He has beetiyour attorney as far back as 1884 ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; and previous to that.
Senator BLACKBURN. Bow long before that?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, 1883. I want to make one other remar·k in
reference to my papers that I left at Anadarko. There is only one
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paper there that has any bearing on this case at all, and a record of
that is in the u~nnmissioner's office-a copy of the Commissioner's order
of October 5 in reference to my license not being renewed at the time
of its expiration.
Senator BLACKBURN, That is the only paper that you have which
·is of value, in your opinion, in this matter ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. And there is a copy of that on file in the Commissioner's office ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; the original is there.
Senator BLACKBURN. So that there is no necessity for your having
any papers which you haYe left at Anadarko~
nfr. CLEVELAND. Not particularly.
Senator BLACKBURN. WhaL WbS the nature of that affidavit filed by
your brother~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was that there was no such talk as Mr. Reynolds
set up in reference to an agreement between him and me.
Senator BLACKBURN. I understand, then, that that affidavit set up
the fact that there had been no agreement made by J. J. Fisher & Co.
not to trade upon that reservation whilst Reynolds was selling goods·
there~

Mr. CLEVELAND. There bad been no agreement between Reynolds
and me.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did that affidavit of your brother include the
firm or only yourself~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It included me.
Senator BLACKBURN. It did not say that the firm had not made any
such agreement, lJut that you had; it did not st.ate that the firm had
made no such agreement, but that you, as a mern ber of the firm, had
made none~
,
Mr. CLEVELAND. I belive that is the way of it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Had your brother been interested in the firm
of J. J. Fisher & Co.~
l\fr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was he not a partner in it 1
l\fr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Or in its employ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. 8c was employed by US.
Senator BLACKBURN. Employed by you as what~
l\1r. CLEVELAND. As a clerk.
Senator BLACKBURN. As a clerk to sell goods~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. At the time he made this affidavit, how long
bad he been in this clerical service~
Mr. CLEVELAND. At tlle time we sold to Heynolds he had been there
some months; I do not recollect just how long now.
Senator BLACKBURN. Why did yon not make that affidavit~
Mr. CLEVELAND. We1l, he was there at the final conclusion of the
sale and knew what was said between Reynolds and myself.
Seua,tor BLACKBURN. vVell, you knew, did you not~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Certainly I did, but .I thought it would have more
effect to have his testimony in the matter.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you think his oath was better than yours Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I could make an affidavit, too, if it was necessary aftenvards.
Senator BLACKBURN. But yoll did not make one~
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Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I did not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was it possible that your brother or any man
in the world should know enough to be able to swear that you had never
made a Rtatement of tb&.t or any other character~
Mr. CLEVELAND. fie did not say that I bad never made a statement,
that I recollect; be said at that time.
Senator BLACKBURN. Have you a copy of that affidavit~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who has a copy of it~
~lr. CLEVELAND. It is in the Commissioner's hands.
Senator BLACKBURN. ·w e will get it there then. You never made
any such agreement with R-eynolds & Co. ~
l\'Ir. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did any member of the firm of Fisher & Co.
make any such agreement~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot say.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you ever hear that any member of that
firm entered into such an obligation with Reynolds~
-Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACI\:BURN. Did you ever hear that any member of that
firm ever filed a notification in writing, by letter or otherwise, with the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs that they had~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I believe there was an indorsement made on Mr.
Reynolds's letter that such an agreement had been made.
Senator BLACI\:BURN. By whom was that indorsement made~
1\'Ir. CLEVELAND. By l\'Ir. Fisher and 1\1r. Moller, of the firm.
Senator BLACKBURN. 'Vho constituted that firm~
:Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Fisher, Mr. Moller, and myself.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then you believe that there was an indorsement made by the two senior members of the firm, admitting that such
an agreement bad been made with Reynolds~
·
l\'Ir. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. What is your ground for that belief~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I think I have a copy of it.
Senator BLACKBUR.N. What is the date of it "?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot say as to the date.
Senator BLACKBURN. Can you· approximate it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was some time between November 1 and December 15, 1882, l think.
·
Senator BLACKBURN. When did you get a copy of it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think I got it after my license was revoked.
Senator BLACRBURN. You say you think ;you got it after your license
was re\oked'
l\ir. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLAOI\:BURN. When did you first bear that Fisher and Moller
had made that indorsement~
Mr. CLEVELAND. When I got the letter from whoever sent it-from
the Commissioner, I think, or from the agent, perhaps.
Senator BLACRBURN. And about what time was that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot say. It was, I think, after December 15,
1882, after my license was revoked.
Senator BLACKBURN. When was this affidavit of your brother's
made~
~1r. CLEVELAND.

I cannot tell you tha,t now.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was it made before or after you got the copy
of this indorsement made by Fisher and l\1oller ~
6534 CONG--3
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Mr. CLEVELAND. I am not sure whether it was before or after that
time.
Senator BLACKBURN. What is your best opinion in regard to the

matter~

Mr. CLEVELAND. I think it was after that.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is it or not a fact that :you knew at the time
,y our brother made that affidavit that the two senior members of this
~rm had officially notified the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in writ:m.g , that snch au agreement had been made by which each member of
<this firm, yourself included, was obligated and bound not to trade on
-the reservation whilst Reynolds was trading there, and is not that the
·reason that you got your brother to file that affidavit instead of your
_filing it~
Nir. CLEVELAND. No, sir ; that is not the reason.
Sena,tor BLACKBURN. Then what is the reason~
~Mr. CLEVELAND. Because it is not a fact that there was any such
ag·reement made between Reynolds and myself.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am not speaking of you; I am speaking of
the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I have been advised that the members of the firm
of J. J. Fisher & Co. could not hold me responsible for anything they
had done after they had gone into liquidation.
Senator BLACKBURN. When and from whom did you get that advice~

Mr. CLEVELAND. From various lawyers; various men.
Senator BLACKBURN. Name them, please.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect what the names were, now.
Senator BLACKBURN. Not one of them~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know that I do. Different parties have
told me so.
·
Senator BLACKBURN. Did not your original counsel, 1\'lr. Hunter, tell
you that~
J\'Ir. CLEVELAND. No. Sir.
Senator BLACKBURN: He never has told you or advised yon that~
1.\-fr. CLEVELAND. I do not think he has.
Senator BLACKBURN. For what purpose did you retain him since
1883 as counsel~
Mr. CLEVELAND. To help me in any matters where I might need
him.
Senator BLACKBURN. Your matters~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
·S enator BLACKBURN. Do you not think that was one of them~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not go· to him at that time.
Senator BLACKBURN. You have not been to him since~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I have seen him a good many times.
Senator BLACKBURN. On this subject I mean.
1.\-fr. CLEVELAND. I do not know that I ever mentioned this subject
to him.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you know that you did not mention it to
him~

Mr. CLEVELAND. vVell, I cannot say.
Senator BLACKBURN. \Vill you swear that yon have not had any
counsel with him on that subject~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Will you say that ~-on did have~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
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Senator BLACKBURN. Then you will not answer~
Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 cannot.
Senator BLACKBURN. Now, then, you say various lawyers advised
you to that effect. Will you give me the name of one~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I can.
Senator BLACKBURN. Lawyers advised you, but you remember no
names now. But you know that somebody, whom you regarded as a
lawyer, advised you that the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co. had no right
to bind you as a member of that firm, by any such agreement. Is that
what you state~
Mr. CLEVELAND. What was that~
Senator BLACKBURN. That some lawyers, whom you do not remember now, advised you to the effect that J. J. Fisher & Co. had no right
to bind you by an agreement such as has been referred to.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, that is what I said, I believe.
Senator BLACKBURN. Were you a member of that firm when the pur.chase was made from Evans & Co.~
JHr. CLEVELAND. I took an interest-Fisher bought Evans out previous to my taking an interest.
Senator BLACKBURN. When the firm of J. J. Fisher & Uo. sold out
to Reynolds, in round numbers, what was the amount of stock on band J~
Mr. CLEVELAND. There was somewhere between $18,000 or $22,000
or $23,000.
Senator BLACKBURN. What was the amount of purchase-money paid;
the whole consideration~
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was it not $26,000 or $28,000 ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect. My memory does not serve me
.enough to swear to the exact amount.
Senator BLACKBURN. Can you get somewhere in the neighborhood
of it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I say somewhere in the neighborhood of $18,000 to
$22,000 or $23,000, I presume.
Senator BLACKBURN. You do not know anything about it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect the amount.
Senator BLACKBURN. You cannot get within $5,000 of it, can you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. If it was more than that, I am not that close then.
Senator BLACKBURN. But you do not say whether it was more or
Ies~.
Was there nothing included in the amount paid by Reynolds to
J. J. Fisher & Co. except the value of the goods on h~nd ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was all.
Senator BLACKBURN. No good will included there~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACK;BURN. Then, if the stock of goods was $17,000 or
$18,000, as you say it was, and the amount paid by Reynolds was $26,000
.or $28,000, what was the difference paid for; what was the balance
paid for~
Mr. CLEVELAND. He did not pay anything· more than the value or
amount the goods were invoiced at.
Senator BLACKBURN. You are sure of that ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. You spoke of this interview which you had
with this man Jackson out there, in which he made this proposition to
you that he would put up his license and you furnish the capital and
1
do all the work, and give him half the profits~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
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Senator BLACKBURN. vVas 'that the same interYiew in which be notified you that if you did not accept those terms that you would not be
allowed to trade there~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was while he was out there.
Senator BLACKBURN. How many interviews did you have with him ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect exactly bow many we did have.
There were several times that we had conversations.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am referring to the one in which he told you
that if you did not take that proposition you would not be allowed to
trade there any more. "\1Vhere did that interview occur~
Mr. CLEVELAND. At the agency.
Senator BLACKBURN. Whereabouts ~
l\Ir. CLEVELAND. In the store, I think.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who was present~
Mr. CLEVELAND. My brother.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who else ?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Jackson.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who else~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Myself.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who else~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No one else.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is that the same brother who filed this affidavit~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN . .He showed yon a letter from the Commissioner .
of Indian Affairs, did he not ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir. ·
Senator BLACKBURN. To whom was that letter addressed-to Mr.
Jackson~

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was addressed to Mr. Jackson.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was it an official or a personal letter~
l\Ir. CLEVELAND. I do not know. I do not recollect whether it was
official or personal. I should judge it was a personal letter.
Senator BLACKBURN. You do not know-, though~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I could not swear that it was not a personal letter
or that it was not an official letter.
Senator BLACKBURN. In all this correspondence which occurred between you and l\Ir. Jackiion (there have been a good many of Mr. Jackson's letters filed here) did you write him any letters~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think I wrote him one, I am not sure whether I
did or 11ot; I think that was all that I wrote him.
Senator BLACKBURN. Your recollection. seems to be very indistinct
and indefini; e this morning about everything; I have not been able to
find a solitary thing yet that you are positive about this morning. You
do not know whether you wrote him any letters~
1\-Ir. CLEVELAND. I am not just sure that I did.
Senator BLACKBURN. If you did write him one, what did you tell him 0?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, there was one Jetter, I think; that said if he
was coming back in August-he asked for a proposition, but I would
not make him one, but preferred to talk-he wrote at one time that he
expected to be back some time in August or the 1st of September; and
in answer to that letter, if I wrote it, I stated that if he was coming
back that soon I would prefer not to make any proposition; that I would
not make any proposition to him; that I would prefer to talk to him.
Senator BLACKBURN. About what date was that~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was some time in August, I think, probably.
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Senator BLACKBURN. Did you eYer make bim any proposition to go
into business with you tbere ~
.l\lr. CLEV~JLAND. I to1d bim I would sell to him.
Senator BLACKBURN. vVas that the only proposition you ever made Y
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think it was.
Senator BLACKBURN. Are you positive of that~
Mr. OLEVELAND. Well, if there was any other proposition made it
was that he would furnish as much capital as we did, or as we had, if
there was any otller.
Senator BLACKBURN. "\¥ell, was there any other.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I say I do not know whether there was or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you expect us to be satisfied with your
answer to a question as plain as that~ You surely know whet.her you
ever made this man a business proposition invohring the business you
bad in band, and I simpl,y ask you to say whether you did or not.
Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I do not recollect.
Senator BLACKBURN. You spoke of a personal interview that you
bad with General Atkins, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, here in
Washington; you stated tl;lat day before yesterday. Did you ever have
but one person::tl interview with General Atkins upon this subject~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I called at his office several times.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you have interYiews with him e\ery time~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not have much conversation with him at any
time.
·
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you have any couversation with him more
than once; if so, bow many times u?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I was there two or three times.
Senator BLACKBURN. On this ~abject~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I may possibly have spoken to him something about
it the first tiine 1 went in there, in reference to Mr. Jackson.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, did you "J
Mr. CLEVELAND. I say I do not recollect whether I did or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am going to keep on questioning you, in
hope, until I find something that you do recollect. Now, did you ever
' talk with Commissioner Atkins about this thing at all~
Mr. CLEVELAND. If I did it was at that time when I went in there.
Senator BLACKBURN. But did you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I may have talked a little with him; I do not recollect just what I said.
Senator BLACKBURN. No matter how little, but you did have an interview with Commissioner Atkins then on this subject~
lVIr. CLEVELAND. I was there two or three times. I do not know
whether you would call it an interview or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you this question: Was there ever
a word on earth passed between you and Commissioner Atkins relatingto this subject-relating- to Mr. J~ckson ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I possibly may have told him about what Mr.
Jackson's proposal was to me.
Senator BLACKBURN. It is possible I told him about the same thing,
but I did not.
Mr. CLEVELAND. But I do not recollect what I did sa.y to him.
Senator BLACKBURN. I did not ask that. I asked you if you ever
said anything to him in your life on that subject.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think 1 did.
t
Senator BLACKBURN. \Vl1en "?
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Mr. CLEVELA:KD. At one of these interviews; I do not know what
day. lt was in December, 1885, or January, 1886.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then that is it. It was either December, 1885,.
or January, 1886; that iR, the last of December or the first of January f
:Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. In that interview what passed between you and
Commissioner Atkins 1
Mr. Or. EVELAND. I do not recollect.
Senator BLACKBURN. You recollect nothing of it 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not what I said; what I could swear to.
Senator BLACKBURN. What were you doing in vVashington at that
time?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I was trying to see if I could not make some arrangement whereby I could stay there as a trader with the Indians.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is it not a fact that you bad come all the way
from that ageney here to see the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this
very subject 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. On the subject of 1\fr. Jackson's proposition?
Senator BL_!,CICBURN. On the subject of your tradership there~
M'r. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. And you bad an interview with him and ;ret do
not recollect what passed in that interview~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not have an interview enough to keep it in
mind. I did not say enough of anything to keep it in my memory.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you not say day before yesterday in your
testimony that you told Commissioner Atkins of the proposition which
this JYir. Jackson had submitted to you 1

Mr. OLEVELA.ND. I said just now that probably I said so.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you not say day "before yesterday, flatly,.
that you did tell him so¥
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect whether I did or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. I know you did, and I know you did tell him
so, too, and you told the truth when you said it. Now, I will ask you
this : What did Commissioner Atkins tell you in reply to that after you
had told him about Jackson's proposition to extort one-half the profits
without furnishing capital or service; what was Commissioner Atkins's
reply to you 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot tell you.
Senator BLACKBURN. Let me see if I cannot refresh your memory.
Did or not Commissioner Atkins tell you then and there that after you
had made those charges against that rna~ he paid no attention to them,
because you were still proposing to go into business and partnership
with that same man. Did he tell you that 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect that he did.
Senatm· BLACKBURN. Do you not think you wou.ld recollect it if he
had told you?
1\'Ir. CLEVELAND. It is possible I might have recollected it.
Senator BLACKBURN. You think it is possible you might have recollected it~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you one more question. Is it or is it
not a fact that after l\1r. Jackson had made these demands upon you, you
were still negotiating, writing letters and telegrams to him with a view
of arriving at a satisfactory basis for a partnership between you and
himself?
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Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I e\er wrote him with any view to
making any such agreement with him or any such partnership arrangement with him.
Senator BLACKBURN. You telegraphed him from Washington to come
on here~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I asked him had he better not come, I thinks
Senator BLACKBURN. For what purpose "?
Mr. CLEVELAND. He wanted to see me.
Mr. BLACKBURN. Did ~on want to see him~
1\fr. CLEVELAND. If he wanted to see me I was perfectly willing to
talk with him.
Senator BLACKBURN. What did you want to see him for, if at all,
unless it was to make some arrangement for a partnership with him~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I wanted to protect my interests in some way.
Senator BLACKBURN. vYas that the way~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know whether it was or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you to tell the committee whether or
not you continued to replenish your stocl\: of goods from the time yon
were notified by the Indian Commissioner that your lic~ns~ would not
be renewed, up to last June, the first of last month~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I bought goods occasionally, yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. When did you get that notification that your
license would not be renewed ~
l\1r. CLEVELAND. I got it some time in October.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then from last October when yon were notified that your license would not be renewed, you continued to replenish
your stock of goods up to the first of last month o~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, I did not buy up to the first of last month.
Senator BLACKBURN. How late was it then that you continued to
purchase goods ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect the date when the last purchase
was made.
Senator BLACKBURN. Give us some idea about it.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I think the last goods we received was some time
in the fore part of May.
Senator BLACKBURN. The early part of May. You boug-ht no goods
then after the early part of lVIay ~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Not that I recollect now.
Senator BLACKBURN. Are you positive of that 1
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, I could not swear that it was so.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yon stated day before yesterday that your
stock of goofls was worth about $12,000 at the time :yon closed up your
business, T belieYe ~
1\ir. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; somewhere in that neighborhood; may
be not quite as much as that. The amount I do not recollect exactly.
Senator BLACKBURN. "\Vas that~" heavier or a lighter stock of goods
than you have been in the habit of carrying since you have been a
trader there ~
l\lr. CLEVELAND. We have had more at times and we ha,·e had less.
Senator BLACI{BURN. How would that average~
)fr. CLEVELAND. That would average very well, I think.
Senator BLACKBURN. You think that was a full average V
Mr. CLEVELAND. A very fair average.
·
Senator BLACKBURN. And set it was in June (the 1st of June) that
you closed up your business there~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; the 1st of J nne.
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Senator BLACKBURN. So that you had a fair average stock of goods
on hand on the 1st of June, altlwugh you had been notified as far back
as the October before that your license would not be renewed ~ Did
you, or not, in keeping up your stock of goods in that way, contemplate
a partnership with the man who held the license to trade · ~
Mr. CLEVELAND . .No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Why did you not want to go in witb 1\Ir. Jackson when he made that proposition to you~ Was it because he asked
too heavy a per cent., or because you thought it was a dishonorable
proposition~

Mr. CLEVELAND. It wa~:; not an honorable proposition, that is what I
considered it.
Senator BLACKBURN. That was your objection?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then why did you have negotiations with him
. afterwards "?
Mr. CLEVELAND. He wrote letters and we answered them. He was
the one who was all the time pressing it.
Senator BL.f\.CKBURN. You made appointments to meet him~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I did not make any appointments to meet
him.
.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you not write to him that if he was coming to Anadarko, because yon would not make the proposition then, to
wait until he came, and did you not come here and telegraph him to
come and meet vou ~
l\1r. CLEVELA.ND. That was his proposition.
Senator BLACKBURN. But you were willing to meet him, were you
not~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Certaiul~T' I did not hesitate to see tlle man if he
wanted to see me. I was perfectly willing he should come here and
see me, and I let him know I was here.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you know whether any friend of yours
went to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and urged that ;you should
be allowed to come in with Jackson under that license as traders there?
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not under that license.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, under any license in conjunction with
Jackson~

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. You do not know that any friends of yours had
written letters here trying to secure that arrangement for you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Suppose you put it in this way: securing a partnership on any terms?
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, on any sort of terms in the world with
Jackson, so that you and he could be in partnership~
Mr. CLEVELAND. It is possible that some of my friends may have
tried to secure on fair terms a partnership.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, I know fully that I am a Christian and
believe what the Bible tells me, that everything is possible if the Lord
wills it. You have not given me an answer to-day that was not predicated on possibilities. Did you know that any friends of yours in Saint
Louis or elsewhere had interceded to secure tlle privilege on any sort
of terms betwe<'n ""on and Jackson ~
.l\Ir. CLEVELAND. No, I did not positively know.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did. you have any reason to suspect it~
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lV[r. CLEVELAND. I had some reason to suspect that they might do it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I did not ask you that. Did you have any
reason to suspect that they had done it, or, in other words, did they not
tell you that they had done it~
1\ir. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect whether they did or not now.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did they not show you letters from a Senator
of the United States stating that he had gone at their request and
don e it "?
Mr. ULEVELA~D. It was not for a partnership, as I understood.
Senator BLACKBURN. What was it '?
Mr. CLEVELAND. It was to allow me to remain there.
Senator BLACKBURN. "'\Vithout being in partnership with Jackson?
1\Ir. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you understand that from Senator Vest's
letters w ben tlley were shown to you¥
l\lr. CLEVELAND. I did not know it at the time, tbat he had gone
there, until I saw those let ters.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is what I am talking about; when you
did see them.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not know that he bad gone there with a view
to making a partnership. I knew that there had been a proposition
made to him for a partnership conjunction between us.
Senator BLACKBURN. 1\Iade to whom "?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Senator Vest.
Senator BLACKBURN. Who made it?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Commissioner Atkins, according to Senator Vest's
letters.
Senator BLACKBURN. You knew when you read Senator Vesi's letters that he had been there to try to arrange for a partnership between
yon and Jackson~
Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not und~rstand his letters to mean that he had
gone there for that purpose.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you or not understand Senator Vest's letters to mean that that was the proposition that be had under consideration with the Commissioner~
Mr. CLEVELAND. That was the proposition the Commissiom·r made.
Senator BLACKBURN. You may put it either way you please. Did
you understand that that was the basis of agreement that was pending
between the Commissioner ~nd Senator Vest?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I suppose you might consider it that way.
Senator BLACKBURN. I might do most anything; did you ?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know that I did.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you know that yon did not~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I do not.
Senator BLACKBURN. If you did consider it that way, did you make
any objection to it~
.Mr. CLEVELAND. I would not ha\e made any objection to it if it had
been a fair proposition.
Senator BLACKBURN. But did ;you make any objection to it?
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect that I did. or that I did not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is there anything that you do remember about
from the day you commenced trading at Anadarko until now?
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes ; there are a good many things I remember.
Senator BLACKBURN. You did the day before yesterday, but you do
not this mornin~·. ~ow, is it or not a fact tbat your friends were at work
lookiug to au a.rnwgemeu[j for a partnership in business between you
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and Jackson long after you considered him guilty of making you a dishonorable proposition, and prosecuting that effort without any objection from you, but with your consent~
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sh; I do not consider it that way at all.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not think I want to ask this witness anything more.
The CHAIRMAN. Taking- up this last question, 1\ir. Cleveland, what
did you understand that Senator Vest was asking the Uommissioner for
in your behalf; for what purpose~
Mr. C.LEVELAND. It was to have mv license renewed.
The CHAIRMAN. He was not authorized by you to propose a partnership?
1\fr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I never aut.horized it that I recollect.
The CHAIRMAN. Is this letter in your handwriting [exhibiting a letter]. I show it to you for the purpose of refreshing your recollection.
1\ir. CLEVELAND. No, sir; that is my brother's writing.
The CHAIRMAN. Is that your signature?
Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
The CHAIRJ.VIAN. Just take time enough to run that letter over and
see what is i:u it.
Mr. CLEVELAND (after reading the letter referred to). This is a
copy, and should have been so marked, I suppose.
The CHAIRMAN. I call your attention to page 6 of this letter.
Senator BLACKBURN. What letter is that?
The CHAIRMAN. It is a letter which purports to have been written
(I suppose it is a copy; I do not know whether it is or not) and signed
by C. A. Cleveland, addressed to Hon. Hiram Price, Commissioner of
Indian ..Affairs.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is this gentleman named 0. A. Cleveland f
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; he says he thinks it is his brother's handwriting.
Senator BLACKBURN. If his name is attached to it, and be did not
sign it, it would be a forgery until it is explained.
The CHAIRMAN. Not necessarily. It might have been signed by his
brother with his consent. [To 1\ir. Cleveland.] Did you know of this
letter~

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; I knew of it.
The CHAIRMAN. On the last page-without referring to the whole of
the letter-I see this clause: ''I trust you will carefully review the case
in question, feeling assured that you will find nothing to controvert the
statements herein made, but on the contrary, uncontradicted evidence.
(See the affidavits of \lfl, B. Cleveland and myself on file in your office
to verify my present representations.)'' I show ~~ou that for the purpose of refreshing your recollection, and to ask you whether, on reflection, you think you did or not file a personal affida-v-it at the time your
brother did~
Mr. CLEVELAND. If I did I bad forgotten it. It is 11ossible I may
have done so. It was some time ago.
The CHAIRMAN. I suppose, of course, the papers in the office will
show.
Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect making the affidavit, but I would
know if I saw the affidavit. It has slipped my memory. It was Beveral
years ago.
The CHAIRMAN. How much have yon had at your store in goods at
any one time-I mean your store in the Indian 'rerritory'
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Mr. CLEVELAND. I have had probably from $15,000 to $18,000 worth
of merchan<lise at times.
The CHAIRMAN. What is the trade there, cash or credit~
Mr. CLEVELAND; There is cash and credit too.
The CHAIRMAN. When you were finally obliged to cease trading there
on the 1st of June, were there accounts due you~
]\:l:r. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you been able to collect those accounts~
Mr. CLEVELAND. There have been a few of them collected.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you consider that you will be able to collect them
all~

Mr. CLEVELAND. There are a good many of them that I shall never
receive anything on at all, probably.
The CHAIRMAN. In these inter·dews which you speak of having had
with Commissioner Atkins t,be last of December, 1885 and the early
part of January, 1886, or at the times when you say you were in his
office, was your counsel, .l\1r. Hunter, with you~
Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.
~'he CHAIRMAN. Who carried on the conversation principally that
was carried on~
1\Ir. CLEVELAND. 1\Ir. Hunter.
The CHAIRMAN. I believe that is all. Mr. Hunter, I think we will
examine you.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER.
RoBERT F. HUN'fER was then duly sworn by the chairman, and was
interrogate(} as follows :
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. What is your business ~-.Answer. I am a lawyer.
Q. How long have you resided in Washington t-A.. I may say my
last residence in Washington has been virtually from about 1871.
Q. Have you been pursuing your profession during all that time~
A. Yes, sir; with intermissions attending to other business. There have
been intermissions in which I have been taking evidence for the Government, &c.
Q. What was your first employment under Cleveland & Co., and about
when ~-A.. It was about the summer or fall of 1883. Mr. Cleveland
came to Washington and informed me that he was desirous of securing
my services to-Q. I do not care to go into the particulars about it. Have you been
continually acting for him as occasion demanded since that time ~-A..
Directly and indirectly; yes, sir.
Q. Have you been counsel for other Indian traders here ~-.A. Not
recently; I was in 1876 and 1877.
Q. But since 1883 you Lave not been counsel for. any other Indian
traders except Cleveland & Co. ~-A.. No, sir.
Q. What was the immediate occasion of your being employed, or what
was your first service for Cleveland & Co.~ Answer the questions just
as concisely as you can.-A. It is necessary to enter into a little explanation so that you can understand the case. My services were first
employed by :Mr. Cleveland in order to have his license renewed or in
case there was a failure in that to ba'\"e his brother permitted to act as
clerk at the Indian agency.
Q. vVho was Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1883 ~-A. Hiram
Price.
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Q. That was at the time of your employment ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Had his license been revoked at that time ~-A. It had been revoked preceding that time.
Q. On .account of an alleged agreement between him and Mr. Reynolds ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And your employment was to represent him, to have it renewed,
or to have his brother licensed ~-A. No; to haYe his brother permitted
to act as a clerk at the agency.
Q. Now I will skip your negotiations with regard to that matter and
come up to the time that the resolution speaks of, which was in 1885,
since April, 1885. You were then acting as his counsel, were you ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Will you state what interviews you have had with Commissioner
Atkins in reference to the affairs of Cleveland & Co. since April, 1885l
Mr. HUNTER. Do you desire me to confine myself to the interviews
with Commissioner Atkins, or to inter·'fiews with the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs ~ ·
The UHAIRl\IAN. I mean interviews with the office.
A. My first interview was brought about, I think, some time in the
month of June, caused by rumors that came to my .ears of changes possibly being made in the Indian traders. I called upon Commi~sioner
Atkins-Q. When did you call, as near as you can fix it~
Senator BLACKBURN. He says in June-in June, 1885, he means.
:1\-Ir. HUNTER. Yes, in June, 1885, and represented the fact to him that
Cleveland & Co. were-I was satisfied-honest and upright men, and that
I hoped no action would be taken looking to a revocation of their license,
and further I stated that whilst I was not aware of their political views,
set I believed that they were in harmony with the administration, and
that I arrived at that conclusion .from the fact that they had been indorsed by Senator Vest for the position, and as the Senator was absent
from the city, I was exceedingly solicitous that he should take no action
upon their case until the Senator returned in the fall or winter, to advocate their right anu interests in the matter.
.
Q. Is that all there was of that interview ~-A. No, sir. Upon that
Commissioner Atkins very courteously requested me to place the substance of my interview in a letter, and said that my request sboulcl be
complied with. On the following day I filed a letter to that effect, referring to the preceding day's conversation, or the preceding day's request to the Commissioner, I would rather put it.
Q. Was that all at that time ~-A. That was all at that time. That
letter should be on file among the records of the office.
Q. What happened next, and when ~·-A. The next thing that arose
was the receipt by me of letters, one of which you have in your possession.
Q. Do you remember the date of it ~-A. I do not; it was in a blue
enYelope; that is the letter [indicating]. On or about the 1st of August
I received the following letter from Cleveland & Co.:
ANADARKO, Ind. T., July 25, 1885.
SIR: We have done as you directed, and ere this the Commissioner bas received a letter from Senator Vest asking that we be allowed to remain here unmolested.
Please keep me posted as to the action of the Commissioner concerning traders at this
agency. The traders at Cheyenne Agency have until October 21 to settle their business and get out. D.P. Brown returned this week from your city and stated that he
was to remain here as a trader. How is this~
There is a move on foot to organize a union of traders and see what can· be done in
the way of damages. My opimon is that the Commissioner has got his foot in it. His
DEAR
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rulings in this matter are unprecedented and a great injustice, and it can be proven
that he is putting out present traders to favor his friends and relatives. There can be
another Belknap fiasco stirred up over this matter. Traders at the present understand their rights too well to put up with any such piracy and official robbery . We
have not joined the union, but may be compelled to for self-protection.
\Ve got on to Jacobs & Jackson's racket, and hold letters that will be damaging
proof when the·time comes. Jacobs & Jackson underrated their Western friends and
they will suffer accordingly. We were willing to operate with them on fair terms, but
when a man demands that you give up half your profits for nothing but wind I object, and shall kick like hell and then kick again.
If you have any suggestions to make we will be glad to hear them. Write soon.
Very truly,
C. A. CLEVELAND & CO.
R. F. HUNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. vVhose chirography is that in ~-A. I am unable to distinguish the
handwriting of the two brothers.
By Senator COKE:
Q. Is it in the handwriting of one of them ~-A. Yes, sir; it is in the
band writing of one of them.
The CHAIRMAN. I confess that they are something alike.
1\lr. HUNTJ<::R. I am unable to distinguish the handwriting of the two
brothers.
Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Cleveland can tell us.
The CHAIRMAN. I will see what he says.
Mr. CLEVELAND. It is evidently my brother's writing.
The CHAIRMAN. I thought so.
Senator CuLLOM. It is 11 o'clock, and I have to be in the Senate this
morning on time.
Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word; in this
resolution referred to us is mentioned the case of Little. Does not the
resolation recite that case~
The CHAIRMAN. No; it does not recite any case.
Senator BLACKBURN. I want to call the attention of the committee
to the fact that Mr. Shaw is here and wants to get off so as to return to
his agency, and I was going to suggest to the committee that if they
think they shall want his statement, we might take it now, so that he
may be able to leave.
The CHAIRMAN. I will talk with Mr. Shaw and find out what he knows
about it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I simply wanted to can the attention of the
committee to the fact.
·
The select committee then adjourned until Friday morning, July 16,
1886, at 9.30 o'clock.
WASHINGTON, D. 0., Friday, July 16, 1886.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9.40 a. m.
TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER-Continued.

Mr. RoBERT F. HuNTER was recalled, and his examination resumed
as follows:
The CHAIRMAN. You read yesterday, in the course of your examination, one of Mr. Cleveland's letters, and you have another one which is

46

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

a sort of complement to or follows that one, which you may read. But
do not read any more of Mr. Cleveland's letters until we see them, and
determine whether they are to go into the record or not. You may
read the other letter from Mr. Cleveland, which I understand has to be
read in connection with the first one.
Mr. HuNTER. I think it is necessary for me to state the action I took
upon that letter.
The CHAIRMAN. Very well.
Mr. BUNTER. Upon the receipt of this letter, which I read yesterday, .
I called at the Indian Office to place the substance of this letter before
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but found that he was absent, and
by reason of what I took to beth~ assurance that had been given to me
previously, and which called forth the letter which I am now seeking
from the Bureau, I preferred to communicate the contents of tlrts letter
to Commissioner Atkins in person, and for that reason I did not convey
it to the Acting Commissioner. That was in th~ earl~r part of August.
The CHAIRMAN. Who was the Acting Commissioner~
1\lr. BUNTER. 1\fr. Upshaw. Subsequent to that I received the following letter, dated Anadarko~ Ind. T., August 8, 1885, which I will
read:
ANADARKO, IND. T., August R, 1885.
SIR: Yours of the 30th and 31st ultimo to hand, and would say that Jackson
informed us that he had friends that would give him half interest and furnish all the
capital. This was what I had reference to fn my former letter; and Jackson asked
us if we wanted to "go in with him," just as though he was master of the situation,
and that he intended to make us turn over half our business to him or get out. If
Mr. J. can reduce this agency to two traders we would go in with him on fair business terms; but as the matter stands now we can do nothing. The cattle men have
lost their leases, and we would rather sell than stay here. Should the leases hold
your estimation ofthe business at this agency would be about correct. We have written Jackson what we will do, or rather what we will not do.
Very truly,
C. A. CLEVELAND & CO.
R. F. HuNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.
DEAR

1\Ir. HuNTER. On the back of this letter is the following:
I h.r.tve written the cattle men your views on matters.

W. H. C.

Senator BLACKBURN. vVhat is the date of that~
l\lr. HuNTER. It is dated August 8, 1885.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. As he said he had written the cattle men your views, will you-

state what ~7 on understand he meant in that by saying that the cattlemen had lost their leases ~-A. The cattlemen had been leasing large
areas of land from the Indians-Q. Wait a moment. You go over too much ground, and if there is
no objection, I will ask a leading question. Did he have a trade from
cattlemen located in that neighborhood ~-A. I assume that be did.
Q. That was your understanding ~-A. Yes;, sir.
Q. And by reason of the fact that cattlemen had lost their leases it
was supposed that the trade would diminish ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. State what you did when you got that letter of August 8.-A.
After the receipt of this letter, I went to the Indian Bureau and
finding Commissioner Atkins absHnt, I again hesitated about bringing
it to the attention of the Bureau, but on reflection I concluded that the
importance of the matter was such that the Bureau should have cognizance of it. and returned to the Bureau and imparted the information
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contained in these two letters to lHr. Upshaw, who was then Acting
Commissioner.
Q. Did you show him the letters ~-A. No, sir; I did not, for the
simple reason that there was a subject-matter in one letter that might
be regarded as offensive to the Bureau, and I did not, for that reason,
show it. But I conveyed to him the contents of the letter, and that
such information had been conveyed by them. Mr. Upshaw replied
that this subjec.t of Indian traderships was in the hands of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs himself, and that he Lad nothing to do
with it, but that he would impart the information to the Commissioner
on his return; that he was then absent and he supposed he would be
absent during most of the month of August. Now, about the same
time-Q. Wait a moment. Is that all the reply that he made ~-A. That is
about all. It was all the reply that he could well have made. No; it
was not all the reply that he made. He went further, and said that he
did not place any credence in these statements of my'clients, for the
reason that lVIr. Jackson's brother, Senator Jackson, was a man of great
wealth, and I believe estimated his wealth at $1,000,000, and said that
there would be no necessity for him to engage in any such practices in
order to establish himself in business. That is about the substance of
it. Now, I was aware of the fact that at this time I had also communicated the contents of either one or both ofthese letters, about that
time, to some other person connected with the Bureau. YestPrday, after
the session of the committee had adjourned, as I was passing out, Mr.
Andrews, who, at the time of the receipt of one or both of these letters,
was acting as license clerk in the Indian Bureau, informed Mr. Cleveland
and myself casually that "the letter that yon read to-day, that you have
just read to the committee, is the same letter that you showed me at the
time of its receipt."
Q. What next happened after you communicated these facts to Mr.
Upshaw?-A. There was no further action to be taken in the matter.
Commissioner Atkins being absent, and assuming that Mr. Upshaw,
upon his return, conveyed the information to him, I <leferred any further
action until the receipt of thi~:; letter [exhibiting a letter].
The CHAIRMAN. Let me look at that letter. [After examining the
letter.] This is signed W. H. Cleveland. That is his brotller.
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Just read that.
Mr. HUNTER read the letter referred to as follows:
AXADARKO, IND. T., September 5, 1885.
DEAR SIR: Our new agent is here in charge. He informs me that Jackson and J acobs' license have been revoked, of course by their consent. If you have occasion to
write me for two weeks my address will be John W. Farwell & Co., Chicago; after
that, up to the 25th instant, Meyer, Bannerman & Co., Saint Louis. I will remit you
$100 on my return.
Very respectfully,
W. H. CLEVELAND.
P. S.-Write me any news.
vV. H. C.
R. F. HUNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What is the date of that ~-A. September 5, 1885.
Q. You may state what you did.-A. This letter, indicating on its
face- Q. No matter what it indicates; state what you did.-A. I will have
to state what it indicates to me.
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Q. Not at all; the letter shows for itself what it indicates on its face;
state what you did when you got the letter-we want what you did.A. Believing, upon the information furnished. Mr. Upshaw, that the license of Mr . .Jackson bad been revoked, I then went to the Indian Bureau with the view of again advocating the interests of Cleveland &
Co. for a renewal of their license, considering Jackson's license revoked,
and to find out whether it were true. I am confident in my own mind,
and strongly impressed with the belief~ that at that time my interview
was with Commissioner Atkins, and that the subject of this Jackson
blackmailing, as I characterized it, came up; but I am not so positive
of it that I am willing to swear to that fact.
Q. What do I understand you to mean by that; that it was either
Cc,Hnmissioner Atkins or Mr. Upshaw that you bad the conversation
with ~-A. No, sir; I meant it was Commissioner Atkins I had the con·
versation witll.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. But you are not positively certain it was about that matter ?-A.
Yes, sir; it was about this subject, but I mean I am not positive as to
the blackmailing po.rtion of it; as to the demands and exactions of Jackson being referred to.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. But you say it was your decided impression, and you feel confident that you did communicate that fact to him at that time ?-A. I feel
quite confident that I did, but I am not so sure of it that I would be
willing to swear to it.
Q. Did yon find that Jacobs's and Jackson's license had been revoked ~-A. It had not been revoked, so I was informed, at the time.
I might say further in this connection that another thing which induced
me to act upon this was that about that time, about the middle of September, 1885, there were rumors again rife of changes being made in the
Indian traderships. That I suppose was the principal incentive that
caused me to take this action.
Q. Did you ever file a written application for the renewal of Mr. Cleveland's license, or for the extension or continuance of it? It had not been
revoked at this time, but did you file any written application for its
continuance, or that it should not be revoked ~-A. That is the letter
that I have requested to he offered in evidence now.
Q. That was in June ~-A. Yes, sir; I think it was in June.
Q. Did you have any other interview with the office on this subject
of continuing the license of Cleveland & Co. before October 5 ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. vVhat was your first knowledge that a notice had been sent (if you
ever acquired that knowledge) to Cleveland & Co. that their license
would not be renewed ?-A. It was within a day or two of the issuance
of the instruction of October 5, I believe, is the date that I was advised
of the fact in the Indian Office.
Q. By whom ?-A. My impression is it was by the license clerk; it
may baYe been by Mr. Upshaw.
Q. The license clerk was 1\fr. Andrews ~-A. No, sir; it was 1\.fr.
Osborne at that time, and I think that I read the letter.
Q. Before it was sent ?-A. Oh, no, sir; after it was sent.
Senator BLACKBURN. What letter is he speaking of?
Q. What letter do you speak of ?-A. The letter of instructions of
October 5-l think that was the date-iliat at the expiration of their
license it would not be renewed.
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Q. You read it lww, as having received it from Cleveland & Co., or
·(lid you read it at the office ¥-A. No, sir; I read Hat the office proper.
Q. How long after it had been issued ~-A. It was within a very few
days.
Q. What did you do after that ~-A. I could take no action then,
because about that time the Commissioner of Indian Affairs had, I was
informed, gone on a tour of inYestigatiou with the Holman committee,
and by reason of what Mr. Upshaw had stated to me in the August
interview that this matter of In'dian traderships was in the sole charge
of the Commissioner himself, I could not take any action. So that
duri11g the month of October, and, possibly, the month of November,
the only action that I took was to advise my clients to file their appli~ation for a renewal of the license formally, accompanying it with their
bond. The next action that was taken by me was on the 16th of Decem uer, 1885. That action was caused by this letter [exhibiting a
letter].
Q. Do you or not understand that the letter filed here the other day
and put in evidence, of Cleveland & Co. to the Commissioner, had been
filed before you received this other letter~
Mr. HUNTER. Which other letter~
The CHAIRMAN. The one in which they made application for therenewal of their license.
Mr. HUNTER. Do you mean the formal statement that Mr. Cleveland
set forth~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes, in writing.
Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; it had not been filed.
The CHAH~MAI\. I do not care whether this letter goes in the record
or not.
Mr. HuNTER. It has considerable relevancy to my next interview.
The CHAIRMAN. No matter about that. You received a letter of
December 8, and did certain things. I do not think there is any occasion to put that letter in the record.
Senator BLACKBURN. I think not.
Mr. HUNTER. Then, if the committee desires it-The CHAIRMAN. \Ve cannot put in everything that Mr. Cleveland
·wrote you ; his ideas and talk about Commissioner Atkins and Senator
Vest, and everybody else. It is not evidence any way.
l\ir. HUNTER. The only thing that I desired, .Mr. Chairman, was to
show the incentive that caused me to take the different steps I did.
The CHAIRMAN. No matter. You got a letter of December 8~
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; one of December 8.
Q. That was from Cleveland & Co. You can state what you did after
that -A. Upon the receipt of that letter on December 16, I went to
see Commissioner Atkins with reference to the contents of the letter, or
with reference to the renewal of. their license. The interview was a very
brief and unsatisfactory one to me.
Q. You say that interview was on the 16th of December ~-A. Yes,
sir; on the 16th of December, 1885. After leaving the Commissioner, as
Senator Vest was interested in protecting the rights of my clients-Q. As you supposed ~-A. Yes, sir; as I supposed, and as I had been
advised-Senator BLACKBURN. Advised by whom~
Mr. HuNTER. By the letters of Cleveland & Co.
Senator BLACKBURN. You had been advised by Cleveland & Co. that
. Senator Vest was their ti'iend ~
6534 CONG--4
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Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; Cleveland & Co. adYised me he was their frieud 1.
and I ca.l led upon Senator Vest in the Senate on the 16th and had an
interview with him relative to the action of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, and the Senator and myRelf went over this line of action of
Jackson's as against Cleveland & Co. and we each reached auont the
same conclusion as to the character of the transaction, and also as to
the responsibility which rested upon the shoulders of the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs for supporting Jackson by .acquiescence in these demands; and at that date 1 made on the bac~ of this letter a memorandum of the interview that was had that day.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You mean of the interview you had with Senator Vest '1-A. Yes,sir; of the interview I bad with him.
The CHAIRMAN. Well, Senator Vest can tell his own story.
Senator CULLLOM. That is what I think.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. We want to get what you did with the office.-A. The next day,
the 17th of December-well, gentlemen, I will state that I cannot continue my evidence without bringing in the name of Senator Vest; it is
utterly impossible for me to do so.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not see any objection to that.
Senator CuLLOM. But you have uo right to state what Senator Vest
said to you.
.
Mr. HUNTER. But I, of necessity, must do so, Senator. My inter-dew
with the Commissioner calls up the interview with Senator Vest.
The CHAIRMAN: Let me suggest, Mr. Hunter, this: Senator Vest has.
requested of the committee that be should be called here to make his
own statement of the matter. Now, it is perfectly easy for you to say
that you had interviews with Senator Vest in relation to the matter,
and that in consequence of those interviews you went, if you did g0, to·
the Commissioner, and then you can state what occurred with the Commissioner and leave it there. That is the better way to do.
Mr. HuNTER. Well, on the 17th of December, the day after my interview with Senator Vest, I called upon Commissioner Atkins agajn
and asked him what action would be taken looking to the renewal ot
Mr. Cleveland's license. He said he did not intend to renew it. I then
stated that I had had an interview with Senator Vest the day before,
and that the Senator had informed me that the charge against Cleveland & Co. was for keeping and herding cattle upon the reservatimt.
That from my intimate acquaintance with the business of the company
in that respect I was positive that such a charge was without foun<.lation. Commissioner Atkins then said that such a charge had been
made. I asked him upon what authority. He said, after some hesitation, that it was upon t.he authority of an officer of his Bureau who had
heard it as a rumor in the Indian Territory. Be then abandoned the
herding of cattle as the charge against Cleveland & Co. and as the basis
of his refusal to renew the license, and brought up the matter of the
Reynolds coutract.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You mean the Fisher & Co. contract with Reynolds ?-A. Yes,
sir; the Fisher & Co. contract with l~eynolds. I stated to him that
tliat matter was not a question for his iuvestigation; that it bad
been previously examined and thoroughly gone into by his predecessor, who, upon the evidence submitted to him,. and the argumeut
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presenteo by myself, had closed the case in favor of Cleveland. &
Co., and as far as he, Commissioner Atkins, was concerned, that the
case was fes judicata and could not he reopened. I further said that
assuming that it was not res judicata, and that Cleveland & Co. had
committed the act which was alleged by Reynolds and the others to
have been committed, that the action of Commissioner Price upon that
case worked as a pardon for any offense that had been committed by
Cleveland & Co. as fully as did the pardon of President Johnson. Upon
that view of the case, which appearea to have impressed ihe Commissioner pretty strongly, instead of the stormy scene that we had before
had upou the matter, the Commissioner became quite affable. But in
the same interview I recited to him that Senator Vest had also told me
that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs had some time previous, during
the mouth, tendered to him, Senator Vest, a partnership interest with
S.M. Jackson, for either Cleveland or Reynolds, as the Senator might
elect; that subsequent to such tender by the Commissioner, he had
written him, Senator Vest, a letter requesting him to call at the Indian
Bureau, and that he did so; that the Commissioner had then informed
him that the permission for partnership that had lleen granted by his
previous promise, bad to be recalled. The committee understand that
this is what I told Commissioner Atkins. The Commissioner acquiesced
in that and stated that his recall of the permission granted to Senator
Vest was upon (as I understood it at the time) the request of Senator
Jackson. That left the impression on my mind that S.M. Jackson had
secured capital elsewhere to start in the enterprise. That was about
the sum and substance of that interview.
Subsequent to that, on the arrival of Mr. Cleveland in Washington,
some two days afterwards, about the 19th or 20th of December, he
placed in my hands two letters which had been written by Senator Vest
to a friend of his in Saint Louis, in which he went over nearly the same
ground that I bad stated to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in my
interview of the 17th of December.
Q. Did you go to the office in company with Mr. Cleveland after he
came on here ~-A. I did.
Q. State anything that occurred there at such interview or interviews.-A. At my suggestion Mr. Cleveland, about the 27th or 28th of
December, prepared, without my aid or assistance, a written statement
of his case, and on t,he 30th of December I had another interview with
Commis~ioner Atkins.
Q. In the presence of Mr. Cleveland or were you alone ~-A. In that
interview I believe I was alone·; that is my impression.
Q. State what that interview was aud when it was.-A. It was on
the 30th of December. In that interview the Commissioner stated to
me that he would have no objection to Cleveland & Co. continuing to
trade until such time as Jackson got his stock of goods on the reservation and opened trade. That was, I held, somewhat of a concession
from the Commissioner, and I looked upon it as favorable from my point
of view. But that same evening Mr. Cleveland and myself called upon
Senator Vest-Q. Leave the Vest interviews, except so far as the consequences of
them may have taken you to the Commissioner; leave them for Senator Vest to detail himself.-A. I will not go into details, but simply ma1m
a remark. Owing to what was said in that interview with Senato1·
Vest, the next day-Q. Which was the 31st of December ~-A. Ye~, sir; the 31st of De-
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cember-1 carried with me the statement of the case as prepared b,r
Mr. Oleveland-Q. Was that sworn to; was it an affidavit ~-A. No, sir-together
with his bond in the sum of $10,000, and presented it to Commissioner
Atkins with ·this letter [producing a letterl.
The CHAIRMAN. Let me look at that letter a moment. [After examining the letter.] You may put that let,ter in.
Mr. Cleveland read the letter referred to, as follows:
No. 225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, I). C., Decembm· 30, 1885.
SIR: Referring to the application of C. A. Cleveland & Co. for renewal of license
as Indian traders at Anadarko, Ind. T., I have the honor herewith to submit a statement of facts prepared by Mr. Cleveland, which he hopes will more fully inform you
as to the true nature of the influences he believes are operating to prevent a renewal
of their license.
Trust,i ng this statement will receive at your hands the consideration its gravity
merits.
lam, very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel.
Ron. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comrwissio'Tier of Indian Affairs.

The CHAIRMAN. Has that statement been put in evidence~
Mr. HuNTER. Yes, sir; that was put in evidence in Mr. Cleveland's
testimony.
The CHAIRMAN. It was the one that was put in the other day~
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. It is the same document which was introduced in
the testimony of Mr. Cleveland, dated Washington, D. C., December
28, 1885.
Mr. HuNTER. Yes, sir. With this statement was filed the penal bond
required by the law in the sum of $10,000.
By Senator JoNES:
Q. What was the nature of that bond ~-A. It was a penal bond,
given by Mr. Cleveland in the sum of $10,000.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. For what purpose ~-A. For a renewal of his license. I banded
this Jetter with ics contents to Commissioner Atkins.
By the CHAIRJ.VIAN:
Q. When you say'' this letter," you mean the letter which inclosed
it~ the one which you read ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Do you nwan that identical letter ~-A. N Q, sir ; a copy of this
letter, with Mr. Cleveland's statement and his bond to Commissioner
Atkins. The Commissioner read this letter--·
By the OF AIRMAN:
Q. When you say" this letter," you mean your letter ~-A. Yes-be
read my letter. After be had read it, I said to him " If you desire any
corroboration of the facts recited in J\'lr. Cleveland's statement, I will
be prepared to furnish it to yon." He picked up the statement itself
aiH1 glanced at it casually. He did not read it t,brough. He may have
read some slight portion of it; then be handed back the hond to me. I
declined to receive it, telling him that I was anxious that the bond
~' honld remain on file with the papers. That terminated the interview.
I left the bond and the statement with him.
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Q. That was on the 31st of December ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What next occurred ?-A. There was no further action taken in
the matter until along in March. The Commissioner had in the mean
tim~ gl'anteu autbority for Cleveland & Co. to continue to trade t-<ubject
to his order.
Q. Was that in writing?-A. It was his instructions to the Indian
agent. I am talking of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs' order to
the Indian agent.
Q. Did you see the order~-A. I believe I did, because it was sent at
my suggestion. My impression is that that order was sent in January
just preceding the date at which their license would expire.
Q. You might as well put right in here-because I ha,Te not kept these
dates in mind-when their license would expire?-A. On the 31st of
January, 1886. This order of the Commissioner to the agent was issued
a short time preceding that date, I do not recollect how long.
Senator BLACKBURN. l do not want to interrupt, Mr. Chairman, but
just there, as he is detailing the interview, I would like to know whetht>r
he stated to the Commissioner at that time that the order was entirely
satisfactory to him.
The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. Hunter). You may answer that question.
Mr. HUNTER. As I say, that order was obtained at my solicitation.
Senator BLACKBURN. But that is not an answer to my question quite.
Did you or not say to the Commissioner that that was entirely satisfactory to you-the order granting Mr. Cleveland the privilege to trade
until this new trader should open?
Mr. HUN1'ER. I think you are a little ahead; there was a time when
I made an expression of that ldnd, but I do not think it was at that
time.
Senator BLACKBURN. Will you answer; did you or not say it then~
1\'lr. HUNTER. I do not think I said it at that time; I am aware of
having said it at some time.
The CHAIRMAN. You may proceed; you llave got now up to what
date?
Mr. HuNTER. Up to January 31.
Q. Now go on from that date.-A. The next action .t hat W3.· S taken
by me was about the 1st of Nfarch. Cleveland & Co. had written me
exact.i ng that I have a definite determination of their case, as the uncertainty in which the Commissioner's order to the agent permitting
them to trade at his sufferance was prejudicial to their interests ; that
line of action I was bitterly opposed to.
Q. What do yon mean by "bitterly opposed to"; do you mean that
you were bitterly opposed to the position taken by ;your clients ?-A. I
did not agree with my clients; I was bitter1y opposed ~o taking an appeal upon their case at that time, for the reason that I held that an appeal would not lie to t.he President until an overt act had been committed
by the Commissioner, and as yet no such overt act had been done by him;
but about the 1st of lVlarch I received peremptory instructions from my
clients to take an appeal.
Q. An appeal to the President ?-A. Yes, sir; to the President first.
Q. Now wait a moment. Vve had some testimony here the other day
about an affidavit having been filed. Was that previous to this?-A. No,
sir; there was no <lffidavit filed with the Commissioner. About March 1st
I received positive instructions from my clients to take an appeal to the
President, knowing that the only way in which I coulu do so would be
by getting the Commissioner to designate a time when their right to
trade should cease. I went to the office and fir:st consulted with Mr.
0
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Upshaw, who was then chief clerk and stated to him that I bad recei\r11
these imperative instructions from my clients, and that I did uot feel
like complying with them. He advised against my presenting it to the
Commissioner-. He said that the condition of your client's case or of
Cleveland & Co. is good now, and if you take that line of action you
will antagonize and anger the Commissioner and it may prejudice them.
While I agreed with Mr. Upshaw, I said that my instructions were of
t:;uch an imperatiYe character that it was my absolute duty to do so. I
went over and saw the Commissioner and requested him to renew the
license of Cleveland & Co., and he refused to renew it, but went no further.
It continued on then without any further action during the month of
March and a part of April, and the appeals continued coming from
my clients, scoring me, accusing me of .b eing in complicity, in fact, with
the Commissioner 0f Indian Affairs-that in my line of action I was seeking to apologize for and defend him instead of sustaining their rights.
On the 14th of April I went to the Commissioner and stated that I bad
been instructed to get a determination of the case of my clients to know
what his action w·a s going to be. He stated that he wou.ld close them
out, and asked me what day it was. I told him it was the 14th of April,
and he said, " I will gh·e them fifteen days in which to close; is that
sufficient time~" I smilingly said to him, "Mr. Commissioner, I think
that would be rather rough upon them ; I think you had better allow them
a longer time." " Well," be said, " Will thirty days do~ " No, I am a
little ahead, if the committee will pardon me. I had previously said
that I had been instructed to take an appeal in the case to the President. · He said, " Will thirty days do~" I replied that that was entirely
satisfactory, as that would enable me to get up my appeal, and get information from the agency if I desired it. Be then said, "I will issue an
order closing them on the 15th of May." I returned to the Bureau on
several occa~ions, each day to see if the order l1ad been issued, as that
was the overt act that I was seeking. After the expiration of some
four or five days, I found that there bad been no such order issued, and
knowing the period of time that would of necessity elapse in my writing to the agency and getting a reply, I assumed that the statement of
the Commissioner to me as to closing them on the 15th of May was in
itself an overt act, and thereupon took an appeal to the President, which
is the first paper that you have there; it is my first letter to the Presillent.
The CHAIRMAN. I have not got it.
Mr. HuNTER. Oh, I have it liere. I will state to the committee that
this letter, as well as the one t.hat was sent to the President, are both
copies of the same original draft.
Q. Is that t,he one filed with the Commissioner ~-A. Filed with the
President, and reft'rred by the President to the Interior Department.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. That is a copy of what was sent to the President and referred by
bim to the Commissioner~-A. Heferred by him to the Interior Department.
Q. And finally to the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs¥A. Yes, sir. I will read this letter.
Mr. Hunter then read the letter referred to as follows:
W ASHINGTON 1 D. C., April 22, 1886.
SIR: Under instructions from the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., trading at Ana(larko, Ind. T., as Indian traders with the Kiowa, Coma,nche, and Wichita tribes of Indians, I have the honor herewith to appeal from a decision of the honorable Commis-
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sioner of Indian Affairs, that revokes their anthorization to so trade and carry on
·their business. Said firm for two or more-years prior to the accession of Commissioner
Atkins to office were duly licensed and authorized traders. During the period of
such tradership said firm in no wise infracted any of the rules and regulations prescribed for their guidance, or any law enacted to regulate intercourse 'vith Indians.
They have uniformly endeavored to conduct and carry on an honest, upright business and to comply with all requirements of the Office of Indian Affairs.
On October 5,1885, while in the prosecution of their said business, an order was issued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, direct.ed to the Indian agent of said
.agency, requiring said officer to notify Cleveland & Co., that on the expiration of
their license, February 1, 1~86, said license to trade would not be renewed. That subsequent thereto, in the month of January, 1886, the honorable Commissioner directed
'the agent to }lermit said firm to coutinue to trade until further orders, and that said
firm are now advised, under statements made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
iii is contemplated to close the trading establishment of said firm, on and from May
15,1886.
In view of the information thus received, protest and appeal is made against and
from such action of the Commissioner.
Your appellants are aware of the sole power and authority vested in the Commis.sioner of Indian Affairs to determine as to the parties to be authorized to trade with
Indians. But, it is submitted, the operation of said law has in contemplation the
original designation and appointment to trade, and does not, in its application, refer
in the same restrictory sense to persons already authorized to trade and making appli-cation for renewal of license.
In the latter case an implied agreement has been entered upon between the United
States and the traders that, so long as the latter shall comply with the rules and regulations governing trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, the venture made by him,
in the investment of his capital, shall receive protection at the hands of the Government. Were it otherwise, the intent of the law would be to work hardships, which
is not admissible, and the tenure of appointment would be so uncertain and so subject
to the action of officials in our ever-changing political affairs that no person could
feel any secnrlty of property or justification to undertake such hazardous business
Telatious.
With all due respect for the honorable CommisRioner of Indian Affairs, it is submitted
that in his treatment of this subject of Indian traderships he errs in regarding them
in a political sense. While such appointments are the prerogatives of the administration in power at the time, the office itself is one that partakes of a commercial and
not political character, and therefore should not be brought under the influences
governing purely political appointments, and more particularly should such rule
.apply in the matter of reappointments.
While it is not claimed for Cleveland & Co. that they have an absolute vested legal
right in and to said office, they do claim they have an equitable right to a continuance
therein until by some overt act of their own they forfejt it.
It was under the assumrtion of being protected in such equitable right they were
induced to invest their capita.! and secure facilities for conducting their trade. Such
.action, of necessity, involved heavy outlay~ nearly all of which would have to be
sacrificed under the summary ruling of the Commissioner.
At an expense of some $4,000 your appellants erected a storehouse and other neces-sary buildings in which to carry on their trade. Under the operation of the Commissioner's conclusion this will of necessity become a total loss. Further, their stock in
trade has involved an investment of some $20,000, which, owing to the general character of the goods, is principally unfitted for any other trade, and were it so adapted,
after removing said stock from the Indian Territory, such heavy expense wo'uld be incurred that it could not be placed in successful competition with other goods on the
market, so that heavy loss would be inevitable. It is against the great injury, practically bankruptcy, that would thus result that said firm protests and asks for your
official interference.
If in any sense they had given just cause for such summary action they would be inclined to quietly shbmit to the destruction of their business.
But being conscious of their own rectitude in all their relations with the Government and the Indians they feel an injustice is being worked them that should not find
justification at your bands.
Respectfully submitted.
R. F. HUNTER . .
1'0 the PRESIJ?ENT.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What did you do with that paper or the paper of which that is a
-c opy ~-A. The paper of which this is a copy was mailed . to the Pres-
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ident on tlle 22d of . .~pril.
.
On the following morning I. proceeded tO'
the Executi,,e Mansion and had an interview with Private Se~retary
Lamont, in which I stated to him the object of my visit, and as the mail
had just come in, and was being opened, I picked up my letter and
placed it iu the secretary's hands and said to him, ''My business is in
relation to this letter. and before stating it I would prefer that you
would read rnv communication to the Pre~ident.'' He did so. I tlleu
said that the· o~ject of my vhdt was to haYe an invest.igation b~r the
President of this matter-showing him Senator Vest's letters and Mr.
Jackson's letters-but that I did not desire that this portion of it should
become a matter of public record; that I wanted it divided into two parts,
the one for public record, and the other as a confidential communication
to the President. He requested me to permit him to take Senator Vest's
letters in to the President. I said, "No," tbat I would prefer sending
him the entire correspondence in t lle case. That appeared to be entirely satisfactory, and I left. That same day, the 23d of April, I sent
a letter to Mr. Lamont, of which tbe following is a copy:
[Confidential.)

2'25 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washingtor1, D. C., Ap1·il2:3, 1886.
DEAR SIR: In accordance with promise made this day, I have the honor herewith
to submit for the personal consideration of the President, in his action on the matter
of appeal of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders, as submitted by me in my communication of ~' esteruay(1) Affidavits of C. A. Cleveland.
(2) Letters of C. A. Uleveland.
(3) Letters of S. M. Jackson.
(4) Letters of D. W. Caruth.
(5) Letters of Senator Vest.
As stated in my interview of this date, the foregoing will explain the subject-matter as referred to by me.
I would request a careful reading of Mr. Cleveland's affidavit and letters, as they
will more clearly show the animus. As I informed you, Jackson surrendered his license some time in February, on the demand of the Commissioner, after it was found
he could not induce Cleveland & Co. or others to put their capital against his influence.
It is only necessa.ryd·or me to further add, this firm never had cattle on the reser- vation, as Senator Vest, in one of his letters, implies the Commissioner alleged.
Very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER.
Col. DANIEL S. LAMONT,
Executive ManHion.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Which of those documents are already in evidence~ Look at that
list and tell me that.-A. They are all in evidence except the affidavit
and letter of Mr. Cleveland and Senator VeRt's letters.
Q. Have you a copy of Mr. Cleveland's affidavit~- A. You have a
copy of it here. I. have the original.
Q. The original went to the President~-A. No, sjr; copies weut to
the President.
Q. Where is the original ~-A. I have the original.
The CHAIRMAN. Suppose you put that in now.
Mr. Hunter, read the paper referred to as follows:
C. A. Cleveland, of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders for the Kiowa,
Comanche, and ·wich ita tribes of Indians, at Anadarko, Ind. T., being duly sworn in
accordance with law, says:
For the paHt two years said firm has been duly lic~;nsed to trade with said tribes of
Indians. That for many years past affiant has been engaged in such trading capacity,.
and t,hat dnring his personal intercourse, and that of said firm, no act ofmiscondnct: .
or unfair dealing can be established against either.
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That said firm in the condnct of its business bas guardedly observed all law~, rules,
and regulations prescribed for the guidance of persons having trade and intercours0
with Indians, aml that no just reason can be ascribed why they should not be permitted to continue such trade, by a renewal of their license, which expires with the
current month, January 31, 1886.
That said firm has an actual investment of some $20,000 in stock in trade at s;tid
agency, all of which stock was f0Wecial1y selected for Indian trade, and of consequence
is chiefly unfitted for any other trade, and to remove it into the ~tates for sale, owing to the high rates of transportation and its inadaptability, it would so depreciate
its value as to cause almost an entire loss.
Further, said firm, under the conviction that by fair and just methods of dealing
and observance of the laws they would be permitted to continue said business from
year to year, at an expense of over $4,000, built a store-bouse and suitable out-buildings at said agency in which to carry on their business.
That, due to the fact of the high rates of freights, should they now be requirerl to
break up and abandon their business, it would of necessity work almost an entire
loss of such property.
Early last summer (July, 1885) one S. M. Jackson, of Tennessee, came to said
agency, introducing himself to our firm as a duly licensed trader at tho agency, saying be was desirous of seeing if he could not make an arrangement by which we
would conduct the business and be secure an interest by putting in his license as an
offset to our capital:
In support of his authority to trade, and as an identification of himself, be produced a letter written by the Hon. J. D. C. Atkins, Commis~ioner of Indian Affairs,
which stated that he (S. M. Jackson) and one other bad been granted license to take
the place of the "old traders" at said agency.
Not at first distinctly understanding the proposition made by Jackson, be was requested to more fully express himself, which he did by saying that he would form a
partnership with me (the firm), conditioned as follows: He to put in his license
and we to furnish all the ca.pital, good will, &c.,·and clo all the work, and be to receive
one-half the net profits.
Upon my expressing my surprise at the exorbitancy of his demands, and the remarkable character of his proposition, Jackson supplemented it by saying that in catle of
failure on our part to accept his proposition, we would not be permitted to trade on
the reservation; further saying that his influence with the Commissioner of Indian:
Affairs was such as to enable him to force our removal fi·om the tradership.
These demands of Jackson were not confined to this interview alone. Subsequently
be wrote us with the foregoing in view, to induce us to make him a propositioJ?, and
stated or caused to be stated through his father-in-law, Thomas J. Henley, of Saint
Louis, substantially the same terms and conditions of partnership.
Of date t,he 5th of October, 1885, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs instructed the·
agent of said tribes that at the AXpiration of our license, January 31, 1886, it would
not, be renewed.
Formal application bas been made by me for renewal of our license, and a full presentation of these facts has been made to t,he honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs in writing, as well as through Senator G. G. Vest and our attorney, and notwithstanding the fact that Jackson has for the past six months or more endeavored
to force us to his terms, and failing, has been hawking his license throughout the
Southwest to secure capital on the same terms, his license is continued in force, and a
positive refusal is made to renew our license.
Having faithfully served my country in the field during the entire war, and having
been rtmoved from contact with the machinery of polit,ics, I l1ave thought my services and honorable methods of dealing would entitle me to recognition and a protection of my interest, an<l not be used to work my financial ruin.
C. A. CLEVELAND.
Sworn and subseribed to before me at Washington, D. C., this 7th day of January,
A. D. 1886.
JAMES A. TAIT,
Nota1·y Public.

Mr. HUNTER. There is something in connection with that which I
will submit.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Is the amount of the stock of goods on hand stated in that, affidavit ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is it ~-A. Some $20,000.
0
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Q. At that date ~-A. At that date, yes; in January.
The CHAIRMAN. What paper is that which you hold in yout hand
now~

Mr. HUNTER. This is the original of the letter which supplements the
affidavit, and a copy of which was transmitted to the President with
the affidavit.
The CHAIRMAN. Very well; you may read it.
1\tir. Hunter then read the letter referred to as follows:
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 8, 1886.
DEAR SIR: Referring to the affidavit made by me relative to a proposition from S.
M. Jackson, I desire to say that at the time, July, 1885, Jackson made such proposition, he further said if it was not accepted by us that during the month of September
or October following we would find action would be had by the Indian Bureau to can.cel our license or stop our futnre trade with the Indians.
Respectfully,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
R. 1<,, HUNTER, Esq.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You say a copy of that went with the affidavit to the President YA. Yes, sir.
Q. You also speak of two letters from Senator Vest that went to the
President~-A. Yes, sir.
,
Q. Have you copies of those ~-A. I have the originals of those.
The CHAIRMAN. Very well; read them, and let them go into the
Tecord.
Mr. Hunter read the letters, as requested, the first one of which is as
follows:
UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., Decembe1· 5, 1885.
DEAR · JIM: I had a long talk to-day with Atkins, Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
·The result~of all it was that he is willing to license either Reynolds or Cleveland, in
conjunction with Jackson. He refuses to license both, but says be will give either of
them I recommend a joint license with JackRon, who.Js already licensed. This was
the best I could get. Now, I want you to see Dave, and then write me who is the
man-Cleveland or Reynolds. I don't care for either, but I want to meet your and
Dave's wishes. Let me know at once.
Your friend,
G. G. VEST.

By Senator CoJCE :
Q. Who is "Jim," to whom the letter is addressed~
Senator BLACKBURN. It is Major Bannerman, of Saint Louis.
Mr. BUNTER. The envelope is addressed to Maj. James W. Bannerman, of Meyer, Bannerman & Co., Saint Louis, Mo.
The CHAIRMAN. Now read the o.ther letter from Senator Vest.
Mr. Hunter read the letter in question, as follows:
UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., Decembm· 12, 1885.
DEAR JIM: Since writing you the other day I received a note from the Commi8sioner of Indian Affairs, asking me to call at his office. He wanted to tell me that he
-had just seen Ja'3kson, and found it impossible to keep his promise in regard to giving
a partnership with Jackson either to Reynolds or Cleveland, as I might select. He
then said that he would try to give Reynolds another tradership at another point, and
that this was the best he could do.
It is simply impossible for me to do justice to my astonishment when I found he had
..changed hi6 mind, but I found I could not help myself, and so the matter rests. Atkins seems determined to put all the traderships in the Indian Territory in the hands
.of Mississippians and Tennesseeans. I do not want to have a quarrel with him, but
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I think I shall offer a resolution in the Senate asking for full information as to these
·appointments.
Let me know whether Reynolds will take a tradership at another point. Atkins
told me that Cleveland bad a herd of cattle on the reservation, and he did not think
he could appoint him under any circumstances.
Your friend,

G. G. VEST.
Maj. JAMES BANNERMAN,
(Care of Meyer, Bannerman & Co.,)
Saint Louis, Mo.

The CHAIRMAN. Now look over that letter in which you incl.osed these
documents to Mr. Lamont, and see whether all the documents to which
you refer have been put in evidence.
Mr. HuNTER. Yes, sir; they have.
The CHAIRMAN. Including Mr. Caruth's letter!
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; Mr. Caruth's letter was put in evidence in
Mr. Cleveland's testimony.
The CHAIRMAN. I find that we cannot get through this morning. It
is now 11 o'clock, and we must adjourn. But I would like to continue
the investigation to-morrow morning and proceed as rapidly as we can.
The committee will meet to-morrow morning at 9.30 o'clock.
The select committee then adjourned until Saturday, July 17, 1886,
:at 9.30 o'clock a.m.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Saturday~ July 17, 1886.
'The select committee met at 10 o'clock a. m.
TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER-Continued.

,

Mr. RoBERT F. HUNTER was recalled and his examination resumed.
The CHAIRMAN. Resuming where you left off on yesterday, if there
is anything further you desire to ' state relating to your action in the
matter of Mr. Cleveland's license, yori may proceed and complete your
testimony.
Mr. HUNTER. After I make a correction in my testimony of yester-day, I will do so. As the evidence is now of record it appears that I
make a, denial or cast a doubt upon an actual occurrence, and I would
prefer that it be rectified now. It is with reference to the questions
asked me by Senator Blackburn in relation to Mr. Cleveland'l3- presence
at the interview of December 30, 1885, and the one which asked me if,
in referring to the Commissioner's assurance that the firm would be permitted to trade until .Jackson had his stock of goods at the agency, I
said, "'That is satisfactory." I replied then that it. was not at that interview; that I did not make that statement at that interview, but at
.a, subsequent one. Mr. Cleveland could not have been present at that
interview, for at a subsequent one early in January, when he was present,. I, for his special benefit, requested the Commissioner to renew his
assurance in that respect. This assurance, however. related to the
period of extension that would be granted, and not to the renewal of
license-that is, the extension would be continued until Jackson had his
_goods at the agency. To this I said, "That is satisfactory."
After the submission of the papers in the matter of the appeal to the
.President that were given in my evidence of yesterday, I received as an
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acknowledgment of their receipt the following letter from the Execu-tive Mansion, of date April27, 1886:
EXECUTIVE MANSION,
Washington, April27, 1886.
DEAR SIR: I have your note of this date.
At the time of your call to-day your name escaped my mind in connection with the
matter you have in hand.
Had you mentioned it to Mr. Pruden I should of course have seen you, or named an
hour when I could.
Your communication and the letters substantiating it have been brought to the at-·
tention of the Secretary of the Interior by the President in person.
Very respectfully,
DANIEL S. LAMONT.
Mr. R. F. HUNTER, Washington.

Subsequent to that I was induced to believe that upon the reference
to him of the case, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs would bring
up, as a justification of his action in the Cleveland case, the Reynolds
matter. So, ·anticipating that, I addressed another communication to
the President, of which it and thi~ are copies from the original, of date
April 28, 1886:
225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., April28, 1f.:l86.
SIR: Referring to the matter of complaint filed in t.he case of C. A. Clfweland & Co.,
Indian traders, I would further respectfully submit, justification 1or the action of the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs will, if I am correctly advised, be sought in an alleged
culpability of C. A. Cleveland, arising from construction of a contract entered npou
several years ago between himself and a former part.ner, (with) one Mr. Reynolds.
'rhe nature of this contract was that Cleveland sold to Reynolds his then interest
in the trading establishment at Anadarko. Subsequent to such sale, Reynolds claimed
Cleveland had thereby obligated himself to not further engage in such business at
said agency, and when Cleveland made subsequent application for license on account
of himself and a new partner, the contract was filed by Reynolds as a bar to granting such license.
Mr. Clevebnd, however, claimed that by entering upon such agreement be had assumed no such obligation. The contract and evidence in support of each parties'
construction were reviewed by lion. II. Price, Commissioner Atkins'H predecessor in
office. This officer held the issue involved questions of fact, as well as of law, and
was not a matter within his juris1liction; that Mr. Reynolds's remedy if he had any
just cause of comp'laint, lay in such relief as tl~ courts of law would. afford; that service could at any time be had on Cleveland: that the courts should construe the contract and a jury assess damages, if any accrued.
In accordance with t.be conclusion thus reached, license was granted Cleveland and
subsequent renewal thereof made by Commissioner Price. But on application being
made in December last for renewal of the license from February 1, 1886, Commissioner
Atkin~ nominally based his refusal to grant it on tbi' office file of Reynolds's allegement of violation of contract.
.
On behalf of Cleveland, I demurred to this, and claimed that neither the contract or
allegements were questions for his, Commissioner Atkins's consideration. That Reynolds did not now revive it, nor had be ever sought relief in the courts for his alleged
injuries. That as far as he, Commissioner Atkins, was concerned, the entire subject
matter had, by the act of his predecessor, become 1·es ad.jucUcata.. And that, admitting
that it were not (on the above grounds), or that Cleve]a.nd had fa,iled to comply witb.
the terms of the contract, and its construction was a subject within the Commissioner's fnnct.ions, nevertheless he, Commissioner Atkins, was estopped from giving it con~ideration in the reference then before him. For his predecessor in office, having
knowledge of the claim set up by Reynolds, p;ranted and renewed. licenses to Cleveland, and such granting worked a pardon for -the offense, if any bad been committed, as fully as did the pardon of President Johnson to estop all fnture action against
those who had been in arms against the constituted authorities of the United States.
· After such presentation I was fully impressed with the belief the honorable Commissioner had abandoned the view entertained by him, and it would be a source of regret to learn the subject oft he cont.ract bad been again revived. For, in view of the
fact that he had assigned to Senator Vest another untenable reason (that of herding.
cattle on the reservation) as the basis of his refnsal, and the further fact that every
other trader at said agency has been relicensed, it could but give support to the assumption that the actuating cause is to be found in the rejection by Cleveland & Co. of SM. Jackson's propositions.
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As illustrative of the financial injury that must of necessity result to wy clients it
-the Commissioner'!.-' warked innovation :in the construction all(} application of law and
tluty is sustained, I will, from several cases of which I have information, alone cite
tbat of Hemphill & 'Way, Indian traders at Chey<'une and Arapaho agency, who,
under tbe operation of the Commissioner's policy, have been forct'd to make an assignment with an incident 1oss that will aggregate many thousands of dollars.
It is against a like fate my clients protest.
Respectfully submitted.
R. F. HUNTER.
To the PRESIDENT.

The receipt of that was acknowledged by the following letter:
EXECUTIVE MANSION,
Washington, April 30, 188().
DEAR SiR: The President directs me to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the :i8t.h instant with regard to the declination of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to renew the Hcense of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian trauers, and to inform you of its reference to the Secretary of the Interior.
Very respectfully,
DANIEL S. LAMONT,
P1·ivate Secretary.
R. F. HUNTER, EsQ.,
Washington, D. C.

.r

After that action I waiterl a proper time, and then called upon the
Secretary of the Interior in order to find out what action was to be had
by llim. I was unable to see him.
The OH.AIH.MAN. Then you did not call UJJOU him u?
1\ifr. HUN'I'ER. No, sir; but I called at the office. I repeated these calls
t.wo or three times, and still was unable to have an interview. In the
me-antime the Commissioner of Indian Affairs bad issued a letter which
is a matter of record, and which has been offered in evidence here by
~Ir. Cleveland, notifying Cleveland & Co.-The CHAIRMAN. Directing the Indian agent to notify them.
Mr. HUNTER. There was also a letter to Cleveland & Uo.-there. were
two letters, I believe-notifying them that they would be closed on the
:first da.v of June. As it was then approaching the middle of May, I
saw that if the rights of my Qlients were to be protected immediate steps
must be taken, and after again calling upon the Secretary and being unable to see him, I addressed this letter to the President, of whieh this
is a copy, and which I presume was included by the President in that
portion of my correspondence with him that was regarded as confiden-tial.
'l'be CHAIRMAN. Let me look at that. [After examing the letter.] This
is only confidential in the sense that you divided your appeal into two
·parts, one part for the President's ear alone. and not to be put on file.
l\1r. HUNTER. Yes, but it was official; it was not private but official
-correspondence.
The CHAIRMAN. Proceed and read the letter.
Mr. HUNTER read the letter in question, which is as follows:
:.225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., JYiay 15, 1886 .
. SIR: It has become a. subject for serious reflection whether or not the grave charges
embodied in the appeal of C . .A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders, referred by you
some three weeks ago to the Secretary of the Interior for investigation, will receive at
his hands such immediate consideration as their gravity merits, and as will estop the
malignant proceedings of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Common courtesy would have seemed to demand that, pending inYestigation, there
should have been a suspension of the Commissioner's summary action; but this officer,
acting, as he alleges, with the approval of the Secretary, has, subsequent to the appeal
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and your reference, and as though in defiance of both, issued imperative inst.niCtions
to enforce, on .June 1, the fulfillment of his outrageous persecntions. I can only conceive of the Secretary's acquiescence in such questionable methods on the theory that
he aceepts the Commissioner's ex parte and ingeniously constructed statement as true.
So far as I am officially advised there has been a signal failure to examine into the
merits of the pending allegations or to determine the number and exi,ent of similarontrages perpetrated under statutory guise.
Incidentally, I learn the Commissioner seeks to justify his action in the removal of
this firm from the agency upon occurrences of several years' standing, !Olach and all
of which were successfully refuted at t·he time, and all of which questions having
been once adjudicated in favor of Cleveland & Co. are not now within the province
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, without the introduction of new evidence, to
reopen, anrl reach a conclusion on ex pa1·te compla.ints to snstain the attitude he now
assumes. Moreover, if the charges on which the Commissioner now seeks to ba,se his
action have any weight and validity, they must have had equal force and validity on
December5, 1~85, when be tendered to Senator Vest a partuership with S.M. Jackson,
for either Cleveland· or Reynolds, as the Senator might elect, which tender the Commissioner subsequently wit.hdrew when be learned from Senator Jackson that his
brother ( S. M.) had probably succeeded· in negotiating his license, used as a circular
letter of influence, and that therefore such partnership was no longer a necessity.
In this, however, they were alike mistaken, as 8. M. Jackson was unable to realize
on his license, tbongb during a period of some eight months he had successively offered it on the markets of the Southwest.
· The defense advanced by the Commissioner, as I understand it, is a resort to subterfuge and skilfnlly evades the very essence of the matter in issue, which is, what
are the true influences that operated to cause him to refuse to Cleveland & Co. arenewal of their license~
Did he or did he not for months have knowledge of Jackson's dishon 1 ]e proposit.ions; and can he formulate a distinct reason why he sanctioned byacqniescence
these infamous demands ~
It is no excuse to say, as has been clone, Jackson is a brother of ex-Senator Jackson,
a very wealthy man, who could advance him the money necessary to open trade.
The ex-Senator did not so advance it, although the appoiutment was, I am advised,
made at his solicitation, and be must unquestionably have had knowletlge of what
was being done. Still he neither ad vane eel the money, nor took any steps of w hicb I
am aware, to counteract the nefarious methods of his brother.
Can it t,hen be a matter of surprise that Senator Vest, in great indignation, should
have exclaimed "It is a cl--d outrage which I cannot countenance, I care not whose
brother be is " ~
Again, was the request for the surrender of Jackson's license made because of
such practices, or of his seeking for months to make a negotiable paper of it, or was
it when, after being pressed, and fincling Jackson could neither intimidate or wheC'dle·
any one into a part.uership, the CommiAsioner advised him he must either proceed to
the active duty of a trader or surrender his license~
Another grave quest.iou to be answered is, has or has not the execution of the Commissioner's policy brought financial distress on many persons, whose only offense hasbeen, opportunity must be given to supply the Commissioner's friends with the loaves
and fishes of his official patronage. And if, but too frequently, such friends were
' not so impoverished financially and bankrupt morally, that in their eyes the ethics
of th€. blackmailer looked like a revised edition of the golden text.
This is wbat Senator Vest referred to when he wrote, he thought of introducing in
the Senate a resolution of inquiry as to the appointments of Indian traders.
And, wit.h my knowledge of facts, I feeljustifiedinsayinghadsuch resolution been
introduced and proceeded with, the official integrity of an ex-United States Senator,
!lnd present United States circuit judge, as well as a Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
would, in all probability, have been so impeached that they would occupy, in histor.v,
nichrs as unenviable as that now filled by Belknap on account of his complicity in
post-traderships under Grant's administration.
·
What I now ask at your hands, Mr. President, is that an immediate and thorough
investigation of this subject-matter be made iu its entirety.
If my clients, Cleveland & Co, cannot, in all respects, justify their conduct they
will' interpose no objection to the :financial ruin sought to be brought upon them.
Very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER,

Counsel.
'fo the PRESIDENT.
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The CHAIRMAN. Was there any acknowledgment of that letter~
Mr. HUNTER. As an acknowledgment of that letter I received the
following:
EXECUTIVE MANSION,

Wa8hington, May 21, lf:d 6.
SIR: Your communication of the 15th instant, to the President! has been received by biru, and, by his direction, referred to the Secretary of the In terior.
Very respectfully,
D. S. LAMONT,
Private Secreta1·y.
DEAR

R. :F.

HUNTER, Esq.,

Wa8hington, D. G.

The UHAIRMAN. What is the date of that~
Mr. HUN1'ER. It is dated May 21, 1886. After the receipt of that letter
I again called to seek an interview with the 8ecretary of the Interior
to know what action would be had by him, and when. I remained,
awaiting information whether he would receive m e or not, for a period
of two hours.
By the CHA.IRlVIAN :
Q. Let me ask right here: In all these times when you went and
called on the Secretary and say you were unable to see him, did you or
not communicate to him, in any way, the nature of the business on
which you had called ~-A. I did, sir, through his son and private sec·
retary, and at one of these interviews his private secretary took a memorandum and said that he would advise his father, as he was unable to
see me that day, and would let me know, by note, what day his father
would have ~m interview with me. I never received any such note from
him, and after this last letter I again went and waited two hours, his
son seeking to obtain an interview with his father for me. At the expiration of two hours b e came out, the private secretary did, and informed me that his father had just gone out with Judge Jackson. I
thereupon concluded there was no necessity of my waiting an,y longer
(and I bad about exhausted my patience) to obtain an interview with
the Secretary.
Q. How many times did you call in all for the purpose of obtaining
an interview~-A. Three times positively, and four times I think.
Q. And at bow many of these interviews did you endeavor to communicate to him the business on which you called ~-A. At each and
all of them.
Q. Yon know that he was in on all these occasions ~-A. Oh, yes, F:ir;
I know from what was said to me by the messenger and by the private
secretary.
Q. The private secretary being his son ?-A. Yes, sir; his son was.
his pri\"rate secretary.
Q. You may continue your statement. You were saying that your
patience was exhausted ~-A. Yes, sir. At this time or about this.
time-it might have been just before or just after-! thought I would
go again and make a final appeal to the Commissioner. I felt very
much exercised about the matter, and I went in, and my impression is
it was when I name from my last endeavor to see the Secretary-Q. You went in where~-A. To the Commissioner's office, with a view
of seeing him and making a final appeal to him in behalf of Cleveland
&Co.
·
By Senator COKE :
Q. What time was tbat ~-A. I say I cannot recollect.
1
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By the

CHAll~MAN :

Q. State as near as you ca11.-A. It was either jus~. before I sent this

last letter to the President or at my last interview when I went the last
time to seek an interview with the Secretary.
.
Q. What is the date of your last letter to the President ~-A. It is
dated the 15th of 1\fay, 1t~86.
Q. It was, then, some time between the 20th of May and the 1st
June ~-A. It was some time, I will say, between about the 18th of
May and 1st of June. But the Commissioner was not in, and l\fr. Upshaw was acting Commissioner, and I simply stated to him that I had
called to see the Commissioner upon the Cleveland matter, and that I
sincerely hoped he could reach a c<mclusion that would be favorable to
a renewal of their licrnse. My manner was, I presume-The CHAIRMAN. You need not tell about your manner; no matter
about that.
Mr. HUNTER. Then the next action that I took under peremptory and
positive instructions from Cleveland & Co. was to file the statement in
the hands of Senator Wilson, which formed the basis of the charges for
this investigation.
Q. Die.\ you request him to introduce a resolution for an in,estigation ~-A. I submitted a statement of it to him for such action as was
necessary and had drafted and put in his possession a draft of a resolution. But the resolution was changed from my draft to the one
that was adopted by the Senate. Subsequent to that, at the time of
the reference of the resolution to the Indian Committee of the Senate,
the Committee on Indian Affa.irs, in the hope that I might still arrest
the action of the Commissioner in this matter and stop the injury that
would result to Cleveland & Co. if they were removed on the 1st of June,
on the 29th of May, 1886, I addressed the following letter to tho Commissioner:
225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
·w ashington, D. C., JJfay 29, 1886.
To the COMMISSIONER OF

lNDIA.i~

AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C. :
SIR: In view of the pending action, under resolution and reference of the Senate of
the United States, I have to request that there be a suspension, until a conclusion is
reached, of any action had by you looking to the closing and removal of the trading
business of C. A. Cleveland & Co., from June 1, 1886, from the Kiowa, Comanche,
aud Wichita Indian Reservation.
Very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel j01· Cleveland 9· Co.

Mr. HuNTER. I received no recognition of the receipt of that letter,
alttiough I banded it, on the same day on which it was written, to the
Commissioner's son, in his office, who I presume is acting a:s his private
secretary or as a clerk there. ·The Commissioner was out. Subsequent
to that I addressed a letter, of which the following is a copy, to the
Com misRioner :
225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washi11gton, D. C., J1me 3, 1886.
'l'he COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:
SIR: I have the honor herewith to request that, pending the investigation, &c., directed by Senate resolution of inquiry, of this date, there ue a suspension of action on
your order directing the removal of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders,
from the Kiowa, Comanche, and \Vichita Indian Reservation) ancl that nntil appropriate action ue had, in accordance with the provisions of said resolution, that said
, firm be, as heretofore, authorized to trade with said Indians.
Very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel fm· C. A. Cleveland lj' Go.
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By the CnAIRl\IAN:
Q. \Vhat did you do with the letter of which that is a copy a? -A.
That was mailed on the same day to the Commissioner, and I have ne\er
receivecl any recognition of its receipt.
Q. And that closes your connection with the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs ?-A. Yes, sir· that terminates it.
Q. Now, let me ask you a question. I think this morning you referred
to Mr. Cleveland's being present at an interview with Commissioner
Atkins on or about January 25, did yon uot "! --A. No, sir; not so late
as that. .Mr. Cleveland left vVashington January 14, or somewhere
about tllat date.
Q. You have referred in your testimony tbi8 morning to l\'Ir. Cleveland being present at some int_erYiew with the Commissioner ?-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Did sou detail what occurred at tllat interview in your testimony
yesterday? I do not recollect that you did.-A. No, sir; and that is
why I requested the privilege of making tllat correction, as otherwise
in the testimony of ;yesterday it would appear that I was denying or
casting a doubt upon an actual occurrence, but which had not occurred
at the time it was recited in the question of Senator Blackburn.
Q. If, when Mr. Cleveland was here in January, you llad interviews
with Commissioner Atkins at which J\Ir. Cleveland was present, state
what those interviews were, and what occurred during those interviews;
whether there were one or more when Mr. Cleveland was present, and
if more -.ban one wl1at occurred at each ?-A. There were some two or
three of those interviews in January. The object of the first one was-Q. You need not state the object, but state what occurred.-A. I
went with Mr. Cleveland to the Commissioner's office.
Q. Can you tell about when that was ~-A. That possibly would have
been the 3d or 4th of January, about that date. I am not positive about
it because the lwlidays came in there and a, Sunday intervened.
By Senator COKE:
Q. Come as near as yon can to the date.-A. It was about the 3d or
4th of January. I called. "'ith .Mr. Cleveland for the purpose of having
the Commisl:iioner renew to :Mr. Cle\eland the assurance that he ha.d
given me personally on the 30th of December as to what period of time
would be covered by the extension granted him; that is, that under no
contingency, as I understood it, would that extension be less than such
time as it would require J\Ir. Jackson to get his stock of goods there. I
was des1rous that Mr. Cleveland should have that information so that
when be left he could go away with some positiYe assurance. That was
the object of taking Mr. Cleveland there, to have the Commissioner renew his statement. And further I was also desirous in that c interview
of finding out whether Senator Vest had called upon the Commissioner
in reference to Mr. Cleveland's statement that had been submitted by
us in our intervie'lof the 31st, and I had understood the Senator to say
that when that statement was filed be would call upon the Commissioner
3Jnd confer with bim in reference to it or in reference to the renewal of
t he license.
By the CrrAIR::\'IAN:
Q. vVhat occurred at that interview~ That is what I desire to ascertain.-A. As I say, tho principal OQject of that interview was to get
that assurance of the Commissioner made to .l\Ir. Cleveland personally.
Q. Was there much conversation then ?-A. No, sir; very little.
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!Q, Did you or not get any assurance of that ?-A. Yes, sir; the Commissioner renewed his assurance in the presence of Mr. Cleveland of
that fact-that he would regard the continuance of their license, under
sufferance, to lJe until such perio(l of time us 1\Ir. Jackson got his stock
of g-oods at the agency.
Q. Did yon call ngaiu with !!Ir. Cleveland ~--,J:\._. Not that I am assure<l of, for the simple reasoll tlmt tllere was luudl,y an.v necessity for
m~r calling again.
Q. I thought you said there were two or tllreo times when you called
with 1\fr. Cleveland 1-A. So I diu; lJut wllat I mP.an is, l\ir. Cleveland
did uot accompany me with the express purpose of getting informatiou
for himself. !,may baTe goue in just simply to see if tile Commissioner
bad, under action that had bePn taken by Senator Vest, changed his
views. That was about all.
By Senator CoKE:
Q. How many times di<l you and l\Ir. Cleveland call together there
for auy purpose ~-A. I suppose we called possibly four or five or may
be half a dozen times.
Q. Between what dates '? -A. It would be between the date of his arrival-By the CH.A.IR:iVIAN :
Q. \Vbich was when ~-A. \Vhicll was about the 19th of December,
and the date of his <leparture about the 13th of January. I wonld not
be able to fix the number of times, but there were only two or three of
those times that 1\'Ir. Cleveland was brought into personal contact with
the Commissioner. Tbe first time I took him there more for the pnrpose of introducing- !Jim to the Commissioner. That was about the H)t,ll
or 20th, or along there.
Q. The point I want to get at is whether in any of those interviews
when Mr. Cleveland and yourseif called. ou the Commissioner, anything was said about Mr. Jackson's propositions to l\ir. Cleveland by
either of you in the presence of the Commissioner ?-A. In any of those
interviews~ Oil, yes, sir-no, I think I am in error. J\1r. Clcwelanu's
statement of the fact was a written statement.
Q. I am speaking of any oral statement rnaue by you or Mr. Cleveland when you both called on the Commissioner.-A. No, sir; I think
there was not, for there was no occasion for its being brought up.
The written statement was filed, and it would not necessitate any oral
statement.
Q. It might have l>een brought up and talked al>out, whether it was
or not.-A. That I eannot say. It may have been done incidentally,
but it was not to any extent-at least not sufficiently so to impres~ my
mind with it.
Q. I will ask you one mort> question, and I believe that is all, and I
do not know that you can answer it; I suppose we might get it. from
the records of the office: Do you understand that ar y other tra •ler has
been appointed at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Inuian Agency
since Mr. Jackson's license was recalled, which, I nnder~tand, was in
February ~-A. I can best answer that question-Q. Do you or not know~-~-\... I -was informed that there were otlwr
new traders there, but whether it was to take the place of .Mr. Jackson's
license when it was recalled, I am unable to say.
Q. Who has the tradership now ' ?-A. l\fessrs. Sneed & Colyer, I believe, are trading at·the ageucy, or they are trading at Fort Sill, but it
is a part of that agency.
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Q. Do yoLl know of anything you desire to state before yon are crosscxamine<l ?-A. I think I have submitted all the statements I desire.
Senator VES'l'. I would like permission of the committee to ask the
witness a question or two in regard to a personal matter. (To Mr. Hunter.) I see from the papers that you put in evidence here ;yesterday
two private letters fi·om me to Maj. James Banuerman, of Saint Loui.s.
1\fr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.
Senator VEST. vVhere di4l you g·et those letters?
Mr. HuNTER. They were put in my hands for the express purpose of
using them to fc1cilitate the renewal of the license of Cleveland & Company, and to protect their interests.
The CHAIRMAN. But where <lid you get them, from whom, that is the
1Juestion?
·
1\ir. HUN'.rER. I do not knmv, Senator, that I sllmlltl answer that
question ..
Seuator VEST. I want you to answer it. I want to know how my
private, confidential correspondence to a fhencl gets into the public
press. Did ~:on furnisll tbo:se letters to the New York Tribune or its

~orrespondent?

Mr. HUNTEI~. Do you suppose I would answer snell a question,
whether I did or not"?
Senator VES'l'. 1 do not know whether you would or not, but I would
Jike you to answer the question.
Mr. HUNTER. I am not here subject to a private catechism.
Senator VES'l'. You put those letters in evidence before this committee and made tllem public, and I want to know how and where you
got them. TlJey are my private correspondence with an intimate friend
in Saint bonis.
Mr. HUNTEH.. 'rhey may lla,Te been your private correspondence, bnt
they are not your letters.
Senator VES'r. vVhere did you get those letters~
Mr. HUNTER. I do not acknowledge your right to examine me upon
that matter. If yon have any questions to ask, you will haYe to ask
them tlJrongh the committee.
Senator VEsT. Yon have thought it rig'ht to publish them in the
newspapers-~lr. HUN'l'ER. If tlle committee desires me to answer that, I will an~5wer it.
Senator VES1'. I am asking you by authority of the committee.
1\fr. HUN1'ER. If I had understood the committee to make that concession-Senator CoKE. I will ask the question. Where did you get those let-

ters~

Mr. HUNTER. 'rlJey were placed in my hands by my clients.
Senator VEST. You mean Cleveland & Co.~
Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.
Senator VEST. With authority to publish them; with authority to
put them in the newspapers~
Mr. HUNTER. Who alleged that we put them in the newspapers~
Senator VEST. You know as well as you know that you are living.
It is a public matter. They were published in the New York Tribune
fon r days ago.
Mr. BUNTER. Those letters, or copies of them. permit me to inform
you, have been in the bands of the President of the United States, and
.of the Secretary of the Interior, and also in tbe hands of this committee,
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and tllere arc other sources of l·eaking, possibly~ as well as through m(',.
sir.
Senato-r VEsT. I. am. glatl to see J"OU. excite<l; son ought to be. I
want to ask you whether you furnir;;he<l those letters to any correspondent of theN ew York Tribune ?
1\ir. HuNTEH. I will decline to answer that question.
Senator VEST I thought you would. That is all I want to ask him.
I just wanted to know what sort of a gang had got hol<l of my papers.
'rhe CHAIRl\IAN. lf there is nothing further we will suspend the examination at this point, and the committee will meet again on 1\fonday
at 10 o'clock.
Thr. committee then adjourned until l\:1onday, July 19, 1886, at 10
o'clock a. rn.
0

vV ASHINGTON, D. C., Jl[onday, July 19, 1886.
The select committee met pursuant to adjournment, and, after consultation, decided to postpone the further taking of testimony until Tues<lay.
'rhereupon the committee adjourne<l until Tuesday, July 20, 1886, at
10 a.m.
"\V ASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, July 20, 1886.
Tile select committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10 a. m.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER-Continued.
1\Ir. RoBERT F. HUNTER was recalled, and his examination resumed
as follows:
Mr. HUN1'ER. I would like to ask as preliminary to my cross-examination, if my first letter to Commissioner Atkins, written in June, has
yet been filed and is of record~
The CHAIRMAN. No, it has not been. I presume the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs will produce that with other letters in his possession.
Senator BLACKBURN (to the chairman). Are you through witil the
examination-in-chief~

The OHAIRl\IA.N. Yes.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. In the first part of your testimony, how long did you say you bad
been a practicing lawyer here in Washington ~-A. Since about 1871 or
1872; I think 1872.
Q. Did yon reside here before that time ~-A. Off and on, I did.
Q. \Yere you a lawyer earlier tllan that ~-A. I was admitted to the
bar, to tile District bar, earlier than that.
Q. Had :you ever practiced law before elsewhere ~-A. No, sir.
(~. vVhat business were you engaged. in prior to that time~
1\lr. HuNTER. I think, as questions of that kind are not relevant to my
personal cond.uct in this case, I will have to decline to answer.
The OHA.IRUAN. Allow me to say a word. You bad better answer all
questions that Senator Blackburn asks you to get at your history,
\Vhatever they may be, and not decline to answer.
Senator BLACKBUR.N. I tlliuk l\fr. Hunter knows what I am going to
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do, and. I have IX> secrets or hesitation about it. Whatever tends to
throw any light upon the value of this witness's testimony occurs to me to
be competent. I know we are not followii;lg the strict rules of evidence
applied. in courts of justice. I have not sought to do it and do not want
to do it, because I want to get the fullest measure of information possible. If there is anything in l\'Ir. Hmiter's antecedents that tends to
impair or to establish the value of his testimony, I think it is compe-'
tent to be shown here. I will ask the question direct, so that you may
answer or decline answering.
The CHAIRMAN. I think an objection might possibly be made to that
line of inquiry, but so far as I am concerned I do not want to make it.
The onJy oqjection I have to it is that if anything is brought out that
seems to reflect on the witness in any way, he may have to explain afterwarcl. I do uot know that there is anything of that kind, but of
course I assume that the question looks to something of that sort.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, it <loes.
::\Ir. HUNTER. If the cbairman will permit me, I will say to the Seuatm personally (it need not go on to the record) that I can satisfy him
in half a minute's time that tlle line of his inquiry-'Ille UnAIRl\IAN. Just answer the questions; that is the best way.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am not seeking any instruction. in the Jaw;
tllat is my proft>ssion, too .
.:\1r. B-eNTER. No, I did not mean in tlle law.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Were you an officer in the Army during the late war?-A.. I will
say that I have sought for twenty years an opportunity of answering
tllat question. I was.
Q. ln what re~iment ~-A. In the Second Regiment of Infantry.
Q. That is the only question I have to ask on that branch of tllis
subject. I find in your testimony on Saturday, when I was not present,
<me or two matters that I want to call your attention to. lu a letter
written by you and addressed to the President under date of l\fay 15,
1866, on page 61 of this printed report of testimony-which begins at
page 61 and covers page 62-I find toward the close of your letter, uear
the bottom of page 62 of this printed report, the following language:
"'And, with my knowledge of facts (that is, yo~tr knowledge of facts),
I feel justified in saying, had such resolution been introduced and pro-ceeded with (referring to the resolution of investigation that Senator
Vest had proposed to introduce in the Senate), the official integrity of
.an ex-United States Senator and present United States circuit judge,
as well as a Commissioner of Indian Affairs, would, in all probability,
have been so impeached that they would occupy in history niches as
unenviable as that now filled by Belknap on account of his complicity
in post-traderships under Grant's administration." I will ask you to
state what facts were within your knowledge that justified you in making that statement~
Mr. HTJNTER. vVith reference to one or both of the parties indicated
there, which do you mean~
Senator BLACKBURN. I have nothing to do with anybody except Mr.
AtkiiJS, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
A. Tllat was based upon tbe evidence tbat was in my bauds, and
upon my intervie·ws at the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
and tbe kumvledg·c 1ltat ltad been conn'yed to the Commissioner either
directly or indirectly hy my~elf or by Senator Vest, and by l\lr. CleYeland's \vrittcn statement of the tram~actious of .Mr..Jackson with him.
Tllosc are the f<wi::-; th:J.t. are referred to tllCre.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. vVhich Jackson do ;you mean ~-A. Senator Jackson.
Senator BLACKBURN. Be was not an ex-Senator.
1\!fr. HUN1'ER. You confined your question as to Mr. Atkins.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not think this committee is charged with
any inquiry as to any Senator or ansbody but Commissioner Atkins.
Mr. HuNTER. Sen.ator Jackson was a part of the foundation on which
the allegation:::; are made against the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am not seeking to get any explanation of
Senator JackEon's conduct, but am only seeking an explanation of the
conduct of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
1\lr. HUNTEit. \Yell, it was bast:d on that information.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Had yon at that time, or have you now in your possession, any
facts tending to support the statement which I have just quoted from
your letter to the President, tllat you have not in this examination
submitted to this committee~-A. Oh, no sir; the committee have-Q. They have all the facts ~-A. 'I here may be a few incidental interYiews with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and some language
that passed between myself and the Commissioner, that possibly may
not appear of record here.
Q. Can you recall it now?-A. Yes, I might in a general way, but it
all tended to identically the same thing as is of record before the committee.
Q. Then all I want is for you to be content to say to ns that all the
facts that were or are now in your possession tending to support this
statement of yours, which I read from your letter to the President,.
have been · submitted to the committee here, because if you have any
others we are entitled to them.-A. I will give you other facts and incidents.
Q. Let us have them.-A. About the early part of August: 1885. I
became possessed of information to the effect that letters bad been
written the Commissioner of Indian Affairs by 1\!fr. Jackson and by one
Jacobs who bad been licensed-Q. Allow me to interrupt you for a moment. Are you speaking now
of what you know or of what you heard ~-A. I am stating information
of what was conveyed to me.
Q. Then it is hearsay evidence you are giving 0?-A. I propose making
it record e\ idence.
Q. You propose to make it your own ~-A. I am seeking to make it
record evidence.
Q. If it is in the scope of your knowledge I want it.
The Cu.AIRl\I.AN. The point is this: Whether you know it so that you
can testify to it of your personal knowledge or whether it is hearsay evidence.
Mr. HUNTER. It is the information which actuated me to move in the
matter.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not care anything about that. A·s a lawyer, yon must know-'l'he CH.A.IRl\IAN. I haYe rather purposely excluded from your testimony quite a mass of hearsay evidence, and confined you to those things
which you were personally cognizant of. I understand that Senator
Blackburn wishes to do the same thing.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is what I want to do. He states here
7
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that they are facts witJlill his knowledg·e. I want to rule j·ou down to
your own language. As a lawyer you must know what that means.
Mr. HUNTER. I fully understand the restrictions you are desirous of
placing upon me.
Senator BLACKBTTRN. I only \Vant to restrict yon to what you know,
and not what somebody may have told you.
Mr. HUNTER. Wel1, I will say thi~~ that in part what I -was going· to
say is a fact within my own knowledge, and in part it is information
I have received.
Senator BLACKBURN. Give us the facts.
l\ir. HUNTER. I cannot give you the facts without gi\'ing you the
information. This was so much a question of doubt that I cannot ghre
you the facts without giyjng ~·ou the information.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is a singular admixture.
l\ir.•HuNTER. If I recite it to yon, yon will see that it iH so.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yos, you conld probably so shape it. I will
then put simply this question to yon; I will request you to state to the
committee any fact or facts wi~hin tlle limit~ of your o~Vn knowledge,
other than those already submitted to the Committee, that tend in any
wise to support the statement which yon ha,·e made, and tlJat I have
read from this letter of yours, as to tlw Commissiouer of Indian Affairs.
1\Ir. HUN'rER. In the early part of Angnst, I think, I 1ead in the
office of the Commissioner of Indian .A ffairs the reta\:Jed copy of a
letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs addressed to one \V. P.
Bond (I think those are the correct initials), of Trenton, Tenn., which
indicated clearly tv my mind that 1\fr. Bond had written a communication to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, demaucling of him to comply with the compact that had been entered upon between him, Bond,
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relatiYe to the Indian traderships at Anadarko, in which, as I inferred from the Commissioner's
communication, the demand had been made that all of the traders at
that agency were to l>e ousted; that the traderships were to be reduced to two, and that those were to be supplied by the personal
friends or by the parties whom the Commissioner had licensed, that is,
S. 1\f. Jackson and this man Jacobs, who, as I understand, was ::tssociated with the firm of 1\1. B. Barris & Company.
Senator BLACKBURN. There, you see, is information again.
Mr. HUN'l'ER. And it was in a(l\Tocacy of tbP rights of 1\1. B. Harris
& Co. that .Mr. Bond made this appeal in an application to the Commissioner.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you see :l\Ir. Bond's letter~
Mr. HUNTER. I do not think I cbd, but I think I heard the contents
of it.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Do you mean tlJat yon heard it read in the office~-A. No, sir;
but a general summary of the contents was conveyed to me, Senator,
and that is why I said-By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. By whom was it conYeyed to you ~-A. I decline to answer.
Q. You know who conyeyed that information to you, do you not1A. I do, sir.
Q. And yon decline to tell f-A. I decline to tell; an<l that is the
·reason why I said I could not state the fact·without giving the information.
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Q. I know you cannot unless :ron want to.-A. I do not refer to the
person who gave me the information, but I could not state the fact.
By Senator CuLLOl\I:
Q . .A.U yon lmow about this letter is what somebody told you ?-A_.
Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. And you decline to tell who told you ~-A. And I now request
that these letters, and particularly the letter of l\fr. Bond, be made a
part of the record of these proceedings.
Q. vVbat is the date of it, so thatwecan identi:(v it?-A. Some time
in Julv, 1885. That is my impression.
(~. You read that letter~-A. No, sir.
Q. You read the letter of the Commissioner in answer to that let~r?
A. Yes; I read a pa;rt of the letter, and I think the whole of it.
Q. vV ould you not have read it all if you started to read any of it 1.L\. Not of necessity. It was quite a long document.
Q. Did you have no curiosit.y about it ~-A. lVIy curiosity was satisfied npon the information that had been conveyed to me in the little
portion of t.he letter that I did reacl.
Q. You did not want to read any more?-A. I did not think it was
necessary.
Q. Did the word "demand" appear. in that letter~-A. Not that I
know of.
Q. Did the word "compact" appear in that letter~
:Mr. HUNTER. In the Commissioner's letter~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. Not that I can recall. I cannot recall any specific language in
that letter.
Q. I was only using the language that you used just now.-A. In the
language that I made use of there, that was the information conveyed
to me as the contents of 1\'lr. Bond's letter.
Senator CuLLOl\I. It seems to me that this talk about letters on file
is entirely outside of the matter.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, I do not see the necessity of Mr. Hunter's
bringing it in. We can have the originals, I suppose.
l\1r. HUN1'ER. The information was as to the conter.ts of lVIr. Bond's
letter, and not as being embodied ]n the Commissioner's letter. l have
no recollection of the contents of the Commissioner's letter, except tlw
impression it made on my mind that it was necessary for me to take
action oo behalf of Cleveland & Co.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then have we, or have we substantially, before the committee now all the facts that ever have been in your possession tending to support that .statement which you made~
l\Ir. BUNTER. Yes ; and if you had used the word ''substantially" before, I would have made the same answer before.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will leave out the word ''substantially" and
ask if we haYe all, anu if you have stated to this committee each and
C\ery fact or part of a fact that ever was in your possession to support
tbat statement io 5'our letter to the President~
1\'Ir. HuNTER. All that I at the present time can recall.
.
Q. Tbcn I will ask you this: Who gave those letters of Senator
Vc~t to tho representati\e of the New York Tribune?-A. I will have
to reply to yon, Senator, as I replied to Senator Vest, that those letters·
for copies or them) were in t Lc bands of tlle President of the United
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States, and, as I am informed by the letter of the private secretary of
the President, were referred to the Secretary of the Interior; those
letters were in the hands of Mr. Upshaw, the chief clerk of the Indian
Bureau; in the hands of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins;
in the bands of the chairman of this committee and of myself~ ancl there
are other sources of "leaking" as well as through me, and therefore I
decline to answer.
q. I am obliged for that information. Then ;\'~ou decline to sa_y who
ga Ye them out. I will ask you this question: Did you give them to
the representative of the New York Tribune~-A. I decline to answer.
l t is not within the line of my professional conduct in connection with
this case.
Q. I am content with your answers, but I just want some more of
them of that or any other description. Did yon have any complicity
in or concern with the obtention of those letters of Senator Vest by the
representative of the New York Tribune, or were you cognizant of the
fact. that they were given over to l1im ~-.L\. I decline to answer any
furtller questions with reference to those letters or to gi\-e any more
information than is now lJefore the committee.
t:~. I am content with that. Then I will ask you this question: Do
you think it is either professional or fair for you to intimate that the
PrPsident of the United States or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
the Al:.-isistant U()mmissioner, or the chairman of this committee were
respom::ible for tbat, wllilst you yourself refuse to tell what you know
about it~-A. I "·ill answer that by stating that with the exception of
~Ir. Upshaw and Commissioner Atkins, it appears of record in these
proceedings that Senator Vest characterized the other parties named
oy me, as well as Mr. James Bannerman, the party to whom those letters wete addressed, as being "a gang," and if we were a gang associated together, the possibility is that the persons associated in that
gang would be as liable to do it as I myself would.
Q. But whether they were or not, 3~ou decline to tell V-A. I decline
to tell.
Q. That i8 all very welL Is this the only firm of Indian traders that
yon haYc been counsel for~-A.. Oh, no, sir. I answered that before.
Q. I know you tlid, and I am going a little further with it by your
permission. \Yhat proportion of your practice and professional work,
in round 1mm1Jers, has lJeeu embraced in your employment by Indian
traders llerc?-A. A. Yery small portion of H. I think: there are only
two cases.
Q. You onl.y had two case:-~ '? -..tL That is my impression at present.
I may have had some ex-trader.::: 1or whcm I attended to lJusiness.
Q. Did you e\~er send ont a circular to those Indian traders ?-A. Oh,
yes, sir.
Q. What w·erc you proposing· to do in that circul::u'~-A. To act as
attorney for them aiHl represent their interests before the Bureau.
Q. Is that what tlle circular stated ~?-A. I do not recollect the contents of the circular.
Q. Did it haYc anything in H about fire-extinguishers or hand-grenades~-.A. No, sir; uot at all. Yon lta...-c g-ot on to an entirely different
thing, permit me. to tell yon.
Q. Yon did not ha...-e anything to do with tllat~-A. Ye~, sir; I was
also tbe attorney to represent the Harden H.:~ncl-Grenadc Company before the United States GoYernmeut. I am still the attorney of that
compa11y.
Q. Yon sent out Lone of those to lhe Indian traders~-A. No, sir;
0
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not to an IndLln trader-that is, about the lland.grcnacle. I tlo not
think I e\er sent such a circular to theru. I llC\Ter seut such a eircnlar
to an Indian trader that I am aware of. To Indian agents I think I did.
Q. I thinh:, in your testimony on the first day you appeared here as a
witness, you stated that on the 8th of August, 1885, Mr. Cleveland
wrote to yon that he would go into business with Jackson on fair business terrns ?-A. I did not make such a statement here.
Q. V cry \rell; you will haYe to strike it out from the printed record
I presume.-A. 1 think not sir. If it appears of record here I may be
mistaken in that respect. vVllat I did say, if my recollection is correct,
was tl1at. I filed a letter of Uleveland & Uompany, in which that statement, is recited.
Q. By l\1r. UleYelaTHH-A. Yes, sir; by :Mr. Cleveland.
Q. ~rlmt is '\\hat I say.-A. No, yon said I bad included that in my
statement.
Q . .:3o l do say it.-A. \V ell, it is not my statement. I filed that letter-no, I <li<_l not file the letter. but I recei,Ted the letter. That letter
wnH not filed.
Q. Tllat i~ wllat I ~' aid; I uid not say~ on filed it. You recei\ed a
letter from ~lr. UleYeland and of date August 8, 1885, stating that he
.would go into business with Jackson on fair business terms. \Vas or
was 11ot that subsequent to the t::wldng- or submission of the dishonorable proposals that Jackson had :submitted to Cleveland 0?-A. 'l'bat of
nctessity was ~ubsequent to t1Jat time.
Q. In the letter wbich you wrote to the President~ wbicll is in print
here before us, I think you stated that t be stock on lland that Mr.
Clm·eland bad. at. tlw time his lmsiuess was closed up by the Corumi>s:sioner's order, " . as about twenty thousand dollars.?-A. Yes. sir.
Q. vVbere <lid you get that information ~-A. From the a:ffidalit of
lilr. Cleveland.
Q. Did you hear ~1 r. Cle\eland's testimony before this committee
when lw was on the witness stand ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you bear him say that it was about twelve thousand dollars
as an aYerage, :nul that at the time it was closed up it was about au
;werage stock ~-A. I <lo not recollect having heard him say that iu
January it was about that amount. My recollection of his cvideuce is
tllat be said it was from fifteen to eighteen thousand dollars.
Q. On which you put it at tv;enty thousand dollars "?-A.. I did not
put it at an~'thing-.
Q. vVho drew np that statement to tlle President 7-A. The statement to the President I said was based on the affidavit of ~ir. Cleveland.
Q. But wlw drew np that statement ~-A. I drew it myself.
Q. Iu that statement the stock on hand at tlle date tllat he closed
\YatS put at $20,000 ~-A. Not when he was closed out.
Q. Yes, when he was closed out.-A. That is to coYer the t.late of
tlle affidavit. The affidavit was then in possession of the President.
Q. Did that appear in your statement to the President-the fixing
of the date when the amount of stock was $20.000 ~-A. I do not know
that it does. But the President llad it in his ]:wssession, if he llau not
sent it to the Secretary, a copy of the affidavit of 1\Ir. CleYeland, setting forth the fact that at that date in January, the value of the stock
was some twenty thousand dollars. Of course in regard to these facts
anu those valuations I have no personal knowledge; they are predicated
on the sworn statement of my client.
Q. That makes the discrepancy of statement straight as to you, I
admit. When did you take this appeal from the ;:lecision of the Oom-
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missioner of Indian Affairs to the President ?-A. M:y first letter to tlle
President will show. My impression is it was the 22d of April, 188G.
(~. Then I think you stated ;you went and had an interview with the
Commissioner ?-A. No, sir ; with Secretary Lamont.
Q. No; with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs?
Mr. HuNTEI~. At that time?
Senator BLACI{llURN. Did you not state that you went to him morEthan once and had interviews with him, trying to g-et bis action madefinal, 1';0 that you would have something to appeal upon "?
A. 'fhat interview you refer to was prior to April 22.
Q. But I am goiug to another intenTiew. Did you not state that you
had several :interviews with the Commissioner seeking to get final action
upon his part, so that you would have an "o\ert act" (that was your
expression) upon whieh to predicate an appeal ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, when that "overt act," as you describe it, was had, and yon
had. made the appeal, did you not, subsequently to that, have an interYiew with the Commissioner in which :von asked him if his action was.
final ?-A. I do 11ot i'ecall such an interYiew; the inter\'iew of April
14 was the interview whicll I am impressed was the one that was l)recediqg the appeal.
Q. That is 11ot the last interview sou ever had witll him ?-A. I
think it is; I think the inten·iew of April 14 was. I sought al! interview with him, but be was absent, and .Mr. Upshaw was in tile office.
Q. I will ask yon this: Did you, at any time, in any interview with
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, say to him tilat he had always
treated you with the greatest courte~y and that be had treated 1\lr.
Cleveland Ydth tile greatest fa.i rness and leniency-more than you
would haYe extended to him had :you been in the Commissioner'&
place ?-A. No, sir; l lmve no recollection of having made any such
statement as that.
Q. Of course I am not quoting your language, but I mean substantially.-A. No, Rir; I do not tilink it would. be substantially. Subsequent to the 17th of December, 1885, and particularly subsequent to
the date in January-about tile 18til, on which da.v I ~1howed him Senn-tor Vest's letters-the Commissioner of Indian Affairs did treat me
with exceeding courtesy, and on the interview of April 14, which is the
one you are seeking to reach, I did state to the Commissioner of Indian
_1\.ffairs~ as near as I can recollect, that I was obliged to him for the
courteous treatment he had extended to me; that I thought Cleveland
& Company had made a grave mistake in ordering me to make tilis appeal; that they differed with my views in regard to it, and-I do not
know that I said to the Commissioner these exact words, but I bad it
in my own mind-that bad not 1\:ir. Cleveiand been impelled by the advice and counsel of Senator Vest to seek a Representative, a Senator
or Member, to introduce a resolution of inquiry in the Senate or the
House upon this matter, 1\lr. Cle,-reland would not have refrained from
following my counsel. Those are the impressions that ·were made on
my mind.
Q. Now, then, I will ask you this: Did you in any interview say to
t ile Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the Commissioner bad. been
more lenient and fair in his dealings with Mr. Cleveland than yon yourself would have been in his stead 0?-A. Not in that language, Senator.
Q. Or substantially near that ?-A. No, sir; not to convey that idea.
Q. vVbat, then, did you say ?-A. It was to convey this idea, and it
was in this same interview: After the Commissioner had saiu to ru e
that he would order the closing of this firm at the time that had been
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mutually agreed npon between us, to enable me to effect my appeal and
get information from the ageiJ.cy-that i:s to say l\fay 15-l said to him,
"lVIr. Commissioner "-I want to get as near as I can the language that
I used-Senator BLACKBURN. So do I.
Mr. HUNTER. "Had I been in your place"--! am giving the language
as near as I can recollect-" vV ere I in your place, I do not know but
what I would have followed the same ljne of action that you have.'i
That is about the language.
Q. vVhat time was that ?-A. That wa:s April14; that preceded the
appeal. I will not restrict my~elf to those exact words, but that was
about it substantially.
Q. That was after the revocation of l\Ir. Jackson's license, was it
not~-A. I do not understand that Mr .•Tackson's license was revoked.
I understand that a letter was sent to Jackson informing him that he
must either proceed to the acti\e duties of a trader or surrender his •
license.
Q. Have you not already testified that .Tackson's license was revoked
and returned to the Commissioner's office in the month of J anuanr ~-A.
No, sir; I diu not.
"
•
Q. You are sure it is not in this printed testimony ~-A. I think so.
If it is there, it is there erroneously.
Q . Do yon know when Jackson's license was returned to the office~A. 1 do not know that it was returned at all.
'
Q. You do not know that it has yet been revoked ~-A. Save what
has been said to me-Q. That is not it.-A. I know this: 'Ibat the letter contained substantially what I baYc said; that. Jackson must either proceed to the
active duties of a tra<ler or surrender his license. I read that in the
Commissioner's office.
Q. What date was that ~-A. Indeed I ca11not recall the <late.
Q. Uan you give the montb "?-A. I cannot. If I am not mistaken it
was by the c9urtesy of lVIr. Upsha\v tltat I ·was permitted to read that
letter.
Q. But you do not know the month ~-A . No, sir; I do not. The
letter will sllow for itself; I cannot give tbe dates of all those things.·
Q. The letter will be produced. Did ron, in that or any other interYiew with Uornmissiooer Atkins~ tell him that yon hoped be would not
fed aggrieved or offended at the appeal you bad taken from his ruling~
A. I am fully impressed that I did.
Q. Did yon, in that or any other interview, tell him tbat tbe only
reat-~on yon took tllat appeal was because you could not collect your fee
unless you carried it to the court of last resort ?-.A . 1 have uo recollection of making SUt:h a statement. There was a part of what you said
tllat 1 recall a:::; having substantially said to the Commissioner.
Q. About the fee business ?-A. No, sir; not about tbat.
Q. None of that "?-A. I do not recall llaving made such a remark.
Q. Are you positive that you did not ~--A. I am almost positive in
my own miu<l that I never made such a remark to the Commissioner,
particularly at that interview.
Q. I said at tllat or any other iuterview.-A. '\Vhat I said to the Cornmissioner was this, as I recall it: That the instructions of my clients
were irnperati,-e tllat I shouid make this appeal, and that in additiop to
that fact one of their letterR bad intimateJ to me that unless I took such
an appeal tlley would.· bring an action for damages against me for not
making the appeal.
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Q. But you saiu notlling about a fee ?-A. Not that I am aware of.
I cannot recall ever having said anything to the Commissioner about a
fee.
Q. In onler to refresh your memor;y, did ;you not use language very
like this, in an interview with the Commissioner: tllat you had examined the books and found that you were not able to collect any fee from
them for the ::;ervice yon bad been rendering them unless you ca.rried it
to the court of last resort ?-A. Not that I can recall, or by implication~
any such language.
Q . .Are you positive that you did not use any such language as that?.A. "\Vhat I recall as having said to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
was that I had examined the books, and that in a case that I found
in an Indiana decision I was forced-no, not forced, but that it· was
advisable for me when my clients resided at a distance to comply with
their instructions, as their instructions in such case; after having inYited their attention to the matter and placed the whole line of action
from my point of view before them, then, if they saw fit . to advise me to
take another course, it was in a manner obligatory upon me as counsel

to follow that ad vice.

Q. But there was nothing said about the collection of tbe fee '~ -A.
Not that I can recall of eYer having said to the Commissioner of Indian
.Afl'airs.
Q. Then yon do not remember having said to the Commissioner tllat
that was the only reason you had for taking the appeal, . 'n amely, to seeure :yourself in the fee that you claimed ~-A. I do not recall ever having said anything of tbnt kind to the Commissioner.
Q. Are you positive that you did not?--A. I cannot be positive, but
I cannot recall it.
Q. I will get ;you to state when, to your personal knowledge, the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs was first apprised of any effort on the
part of Jackson to extort terms from Cleveland & Company, either verbally or by written statement.-A. As I have stated in my evidence in
chief, I am strongly impressed with the belief that I conveyed that information to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs during the month of
September, but I am not so strongly impressed with it as to be able t(}
·swear to that fact.
Q. I want a sworn statement now from you as to the first time he was
apprised.-1L Tben my impression is that the first time the Jackson
matter came up, and which induced me to have this doubt in my mind
as to September, was on the 17th of December, after my interview
with Senator Vest on the 16th of December, in the marble room and
corridor attached to the Senate chamber. In that interview with Sen-·
ator Vest he left the impression on my mind that in an interview had
by him, prior, with the CommissionP-r of Indian Affairs, be bad shown
to the Commissioner a copy of one of Jackson's letters. But from the
conversation passing between the Commissioner and myself on that day,.
I reached the conclusion that possibly the first information the Commistiioner may have received on this matter bad been either from l\Ir. Up~haw or from Senator Vest, and therefore the doubt arose in my mind
as to my Laving conveyed the information to him in Scptem ber.
Q. That is a very elaboratA answer, but it brings me back to repeat
my question. Will you kindly now answer my question-for a lawyer
surely can understand it. Will yon tell this committee when, by whom,
and how, for the first time, information was conveyed to the Commis~ioner of Imlian Affairs as to any dishonorable or blackmailing proposals of Jackson to Cleveland, and whether it was so conveyed \erbally or in writing and within your personal knowledge?
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:.\Ir. HUNTE'IL Am I to understand by the term " the Commissioner
·o f Indian Affairs," Commissioner Atkins?
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; Commissioner Atkins. I do not refer to
his predecessors.
A. I will answer that uy stating that the first time knowledge, what
may be termed a full recital of the Jackson affair, was conveyed to the
Commissioner was, as I now recall it,. on the 31st da,y ofDecember, the
day of the tiling of the formal written statement of .Mr. Cleveland.
Sen a tor BLACKBURN. That is it, and I am sure you are correct about it.
2.\lr. HUNTEIL 1 seek, Senator, to be a~ accurate as I can, without
:doing an injustice to tbe Commissioner or my own conscience in this
matter.
Senator l3LACKBURN. I do not know tllat I have uut one more question to ask you. Did yon eYer get a list of the men in the Indian service
1rom the Indian Office here '~
.:\Ir. HUNTER. 1 do not rmderstand what yon mean.
8enator BLACKBURN. Did :you eYer get a list of the uames and addresses of the Indian traders f1·om the Indian Office, upon your own
request1
~Ir. HUNTER. I am not aware of having done so since Commissioner
Atkins bas been iu office. I made a request for it, but I do not think
h was furnislled to me. I did secure such a list during Commissioner
Price's administration.
Q. For what purpose did you waut it?-A. Simply to send them a
circular.
Q. To get to attend to their business?-A. Yes, sir; it was a busiuess circular. I do not think that my request for a list under Commisioner Atkins was complied with, but I made a request for it.
Q. But you made a request under Commissioner Atkins's administration ?-A. Yes, sir.
(~. Did you state the reasons why you wanted the list ·~-A. Not that
I am a ware of; there was no necessity; it was apparent on its face that
I wanted it for my business purposes.
(~. Did you say so to the office when you asked for it~-A. No, sir;
I du not recollect that I did. :M y conversation was with Mr. Osborne,
tbe license clerk at that time. I have no objection, as I see he is preseut, to 1\lr. O~borne answering the question. I made a request of him
to give me that, and l do not, know whether he did give it to.me or not,
but I do not tlriuk he did.
Q. Do yon know whether yon told him you wanted that list so that
you con1tl semi out some circulars about this fire-extinguishing apparatus ?-A. Possibly I may have done so; it is very probable I did.
Q. You say you do not know when, if at all, the license of Mr. Jackson was revoked and returned to the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ?-A. No, sir, further than the information that was conveJ~ed to me in the office, that it was some time in February, and I am
tully of the impression that I was permitted to read the letter notifying
Jackson that he must do one of those two things, either proceed to
the duties of a trader or surrender his license.
•
Q. But you do not know the month in which that letter was written ~-A. I am fully impressed that it was ·in the month of February;
that is my impression.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all I want to ask.
The CHAIRMAN. I think I will ask Mr. Hunter a sinf!le ques.t ion.
Yon said that you were a member of the Second Infantryf
l\lr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.

•
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The CHAIRIVIA.N. 'Vere you an officer~
:Mr. HUNTER. Yes; I was an officer.
The OHAIRl\IAN. What officer~
J\ir. HuNTER. I was both a first lieutenant and a captain. I was
commissioned as first lieutenant and appointed as captain.
The CHAIRMAN. There was a court-martial in which :)Ou were con-cerned, was there not~
·
:\1r. HUNTETI.. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. \¥ill you furnish the committee with the proceedings of tllat court-martial, and also with any subsequent proceedings
1u relation to the court-martial.
l\ir. BUNTER. l can furnish the 8ubsequeut proceeditlg'S. I am not
aware that I cau furnish the proceedings of the court. I have not g.ot
tuem.
Senator BLACKBURN. I l1ave those findings in my lwnd.
'fhe CHAIRl\fAN. As I suppose tllcy will come ill, will :yon at some
time furnish to us (1 do not care for it uow) any subsequent proceedings, if there were any, in regard to those findmgs. vVhaten~r js of
record in that matter I want to go in, if any of it h; to go into tile 1 econl.
The select committee then adjourned until 'Thursday, J n1y ~2, 188G,
at 10 o'clock a. m.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Thursday, July 22, 188G.
Ibe select committee met a.t 10 o'clock a.. m.
TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER-Cont!nued.
J.\lr. HoBERT F. HUNTER was recalled and his examination re~nmed,
.as follows :
Tbe UHAIRl\fAN. I just want to ask you one question. During your
-Pxawination on Tuesday something was said about your having been
au agent for the sale of band-grenades, and the question was asked you
as to whether vou did not obtain from the Commissioner a list of Indian
traliers upon the representation that you wanted to send them circular~
relating to hand-grenades. Now, if you will state in a few words what
yon have to say on that subject I will be obliged.
l\Ir. HuNTER. I can state that very briefly. I have been the attorney
of tho Ilanleu Star Hand-Grenade Company for some eighteen months.
During Commissioner Price'$ tenure of the office of Commissivner of
ludiau Afl'airs I secured orders for the company from him.
The CHAIRMAN. You secured orders for t5.e company from him to
supply what 9?
.:\ir. HUNTER. To supply agencies with hand-grenade6. vVhen Cornmissioner Atkins came into ofilce he likewise gave me orders, as the
.attorney of this company, for those grenades. After the issuance of
some two or three orders of that kind he declined to give any further
orders direct from the office unless based upon requisitions made by the
agents at the agencies for -them. I then asked the Commissioner if he
would have any objection to my sending a letter to the agents inclosing
the circulars of the company and inviting their attention to thesl3 handgrenades, and be very courteously told me that he would have no objection. Thereupon I addressed these circulars to the agents, and sub-
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sequent to that numerous orders were giYen to me either based upon
requisitions that were made by the agents or upon the volition of the
Commissioner or acting Commissioner himself. I subsequently thought
that I would address a like circular to the Indian traders, and sought
a list of the traders from the office, but I have no recollection of ever
having receiw.d it during Commissioner Atkins's administration. During Commissioner Price's administration I had received such a list, but
I supposed that there would be changes made, and for that purpose I
wanted to reach the new traders. But I never sent out any circulars
to the traders that I recollect.
Mr. CHA.IRMAN. Under Commissioner Atkins's administration, you
mean; since he bas been Commissioner you have not sent any to the
traders~

M.r. HUNTER. I ba\e no recollection of having sent any of those to
the traders. If tlle .committee desire-The CHAIRMAN. I do not waut to go into the matter at length.
M.r. HUNTER. I haYe the orders rhemselves, and they will speak. I
would say further to the committee that I am the attorney of this company, representing them before all the departments of the Government,
as well us r,be Indian Bureau and the Department of the Interior, and
have secured like orders from different departments.
The CrrAIRl\f.AN. Is there any particular difficulty in getting a list of
Indian traders '"ithout going to the office for it~ I do not know how
that may be.
.
Mr. BuNTER. That is the onlv source tbat I am aware cffrom which
it can be secured.
~
The CHAIRJ.\'IAN. Were not their names published in tbe Official Register from time to time~
.
Mr. BUNTER. Not that I ha\e ever seen.
The CnAIR]'I:.AN. I did not know wlJether they were or not.
l\ir. BUN'l'ER. I lmve never seen it. I would like to say further that
yesterday I called at the War Department, in compliance with your
direction~, and I find that I am unable to secure the order I was seeking; tlJat it can only be secured upon an official request made by yourself. I haYe therefore to request that you secure from the War Department Special Order No. 124, Adjutant-General's Office, War Department, Washington, March J2, 1807, which annuls t,h e proceedings of
the court which has been called to the attention of the committee, and
that when received such portion of it as refers to myself be made a part
of the record of these proceeding-s.
The CHAIRMAN. Very well; tlJat is all. I want to say this, for General Atkins's information and the mformation of the committee: So far as
I know there is nothing more to be said about this matter of Cleveland
& Co. on the part of Mr. Cleveland. But I think this committee ought
to investigate some other matters which haYe been brought to my attention as chairman since the appointment of the committee-! mean
the circumstances attending- other appointments to Indian traderships
and the comluct of other appointees. The committee manifestly cannot do that before tbe adjournment of Congress. Under these circumstances I should think it fair for the committee to leave to Mr. Atkins
the determination of the question whether he would choose to put in
his reply now to what has been said in behalf of Cleveland & Uo., or
whether he would prefer to defer it until the other cases have be~n
brought to tbe attention of the committee by witnesses.
Commissioner ATKINS. Do you intend that for my reply~
The OHAIR:UAN. Yes.
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Commissioner ATKINS. I prefer to go on with this case. •
The CHAIRMAN. Then of course it will be with the understanding that
the committee may taln· np other cases hPreafter, and that it will not be
closing the investigation.
·
Commissioner ATKINS. lt is immaterial to me about that.
The CHAIRMAN. I only wanted to give you your option in the
premises.
Commissioner ATKINS. Well, I think this thing bas been dragging
along at my expense sufficiently long, and that I ought to be allowed to
wake a, statt>ment with regar.d to this case.
TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS-Continued.

Hon. J. D. 0. ATKINS, Commissioner of Indian ..Affairs, recalled, and
his examination resumed.
Commissioner ATKINS. I regret exceedingly this morning my condition. I have been in bed from a Vt'tf\' severe attack of illness from last
Saturday until a,n hour ago. I feel well enough, however, to go on, and
I am going on-it doesn't make any difference whether I am well enough
or not-if the committee will allow me.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall go back a moment and refer to the Jaw
which authorizes me to appoint Indian traders. It has been some time
since I appeared before the committee on a previous occasion, and I
wish to refer to it again. It is the act of August 15, 1876, which reads
as follows:
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has the sole power and authority to appoint
traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such rules and regulations as he may deem
just and proper, speci~ing the kind and quantity of goods and the prices at which
such goods shall be sold to the Indians.

That law says that the Commissioner ';has the sole power and authority to appoint traders t'o the Indian trib('s, and to make such rules and
regulations as he may deem just and proper." One of the rules and
regulations is that "no license will be granted for a longer period than
one year," &c. Now, sir, under that law, and under those rules, the
law passed in 1876 by the United States Congress, and the rules made
in pursuance thereof, I presume by the Commissioner then in power,
fixing the time at one year, which made it a legal license, there has
never been any man licensed for more than one year since 1876 by any
Corumist'ioner of Indian Affairs concerning whom I have knowledge.
Senator CULLOM. H a.ve any of them held longer ~
Commissioner ATKINS. Never, except by sufferance.
Senator CuLLOM. \V ell, by sufferance~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, by mere sufferance or reappointment.
Senator CuLLOM. If it will not interrupt you, I will ask a question.
Commissioner ATKINS. It will be no interruption.
Senator CULLOM. How long have they held by sufferance or reappointm('nt, usuall.v "~
Commi...,::siouer A'l'KINS. Well! sometimes parties have been reappoiuted for years and years. When a man holds it by sufferance he
only IJolds it for a few months, if he is not relicensed.
The UHAIRMAN. By" sufferance" you mean that if a man's license is
not to be renewed, he is given permission to bold OYer tor a while in
order to close np.
Commi~S::sioner A'l'KINS. Yes, and on that I could rest the case. I have
Yiolal e<l no law that I am aware of, and nobody has any legal rights,
6534 CONG--6
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that I am a'\:vare of, inconsistent with that law or that rule or regulation.
Mr. R. F. HUNTER. Will you allow me to ask you a question~
Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; I will not allow you to ask any questions.
Mr. R. F. HuNTER. I will ask you some before you get through.
Commissioner A'l KINS. You will not do it; I will see that you do not.
You must keep your tongue to yourself. If you want to :-;peak to me
you must speak to me through the chairman.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that under that law and that regulation I haYe lif~ensed, I believe, forty-nine new traders-forty-nine,
I think, is the number that the clerks have given me-and under that
law I have relicensed fifty-seven traders. I have relicensed fifty-seven
of the old traders, and licensed, for the first time, forty-nine new traders.
I have no comments to make on that action at all.
Now, with reference to this case of Mr. S.M. Jackson. I licensed him
in July. But before I take up that case I will make one more remark.
As I said the other day, when I came into the office I had two ideas
about licensing Indian traders. I did not know which I would do,
throw the business open to competition generally, or to adjust a limited
number of licensed traders at an agency in proportion to the amount of
trade, and the question with me at first was what amount of trade
should be allowed to one trader, and it was suggested that $50,000
would be a reasonable amount, considering the rates of per cent. which
I had fixed (I have here a copy of that circular) that they should not
exceed.
The CHAIRMAN. If you have a copy of those rules you may put it into
the record.
The following is a copy of the rules referred to:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFI!'ICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, October 5, 1885.
SIR: In order to effect a more thorough and satisfactory system of governing· trade
with Indians, abating existing evils, and enabling the Indians to be furnished with
such supplies as they may need for their sustenance and comfort at fair and reasonable prices, the following rules and regulations are made for the guidance of liceused traders, and it is expected and required that a strict compliance with them
will be faithfully observed.
The number of licensed traders at the various Indian agencies will be restricted to
such number as will permit those licensed to comply in good faith with these rules,
and any failure so to do must be promptly reported by you in order that the license
of the offending trader may be revoked.
RULES.

1. Licensed traclers will furnish (through the agent) on the last day of each month
the original invoice and bills of lading of all goods purchased during the month, or a
cop.\' of the same, certified to before the Indian agent.
2. Licensed traders must not introduce or offer for sale in the Indian country any
description of wines, beer, cider, intoxicating liquor, or any compound composed in
part of alcohol or ,vhisky, nor breech-loading fire-arms or fixed ammunition of any description.
3. Licensed traders must not charge the Indians for goods and supplies fu-rnished
them any bigh· r rates than are hereinafter enumerated, the expense of transportation
to be first added to the original cost of the goodsOn dry-goods, including blankets, woolen goods, shawls, hosiery, bed-quilts, cotton
goods, yarns, &c., 25 per cent.
·
·.
On ready-made clothing, including underwear, 30 per cent.
On boots and shoes and rubber goods, 30 per cent.
On hats and caps, 25 per cent.
.
On notions, including beads, twine, gloves, &c., 35 per cent.
On groceries, including canned goods, an average of 20 per cent.
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On crockery, lamps, and glassware, 25 per cent.
On furniture and wooden ware, 25 per cent.
On harness, saddles, leather, &c., 25 per cent.
On miscellaneous articles, including clocks, sewing-machines, churns, brass kettles
corn-shellers, fanning-mills, feed-cutters, &c., 20 per cent.
On all kinds of agricultural implements, 20 per cent.
On flour, meal, gr~in, &c., 20 per cent.
On wagons and wagon fixtures, 20 per cent.
On paints and oil, 30 per cent.
On stoves, hollow-ware, tinware, stamped w~re, 25 per cent.
On hardwarP, inclntling nails, glass, grindstones, rope, horseshoes, &c., 25 per cent.
On patent medicines, the regular established retail price.
The prices of all articles not named above will be fixed after the invoices and bjlls
of lading have been submitted to and examined by this office.
4. At least three written or printed copies, each in English and Indian, of all the
leading articles kept on sale, with the price of each article, must be conspicuously
posted about the agency (one copy of same in each trader's store).
5. The quality of all articles kept on sale must be good and merchantable, and not
inferior to the quality furnished the Indians by the Government.
The Indians should be given to understand tbat the above rules are to be enforced
in order that they may be enabled to obtain goods at as low rates on their reservation
as they could off their reservation, and that whenever they obtain goods of the
licensed trader on credit, they are expected to pay for the same promptly, in the
manner and at the time agreed upon.
All traders' weights shall conform to either Fairbanks or Howe's scales.
No trader, in taking up a check belonging to an Indian, shall for any balance due·
the Indian, after settlement, give him a promissory note, due bill, or evidence of indebtedness for the balance due said Indian, but shall pay the balance due in cash t(}
the Indian.
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissione1•.

Commissioner ATKINS (resuming). On reflection, I began to reduce
the amount from $50,000 worth of goods to be allowed to one trader, to
$40,000, in my own mind and in discussion with my clerks, and then I
reduced it still further to $30,000, or $25,000 to $30,000, and even
then where there was one trader I preferred to have two. I wish to
make that remark. Now then I licensed Mr. Jackson in July, 1885, and
here is the letter licensing him.
Senator CULLOM. It is a license to whom~
Commissioner A1'KINS. lt is licensing S.M. Jackson, the brother of
Senator Jackson and General Jackson, of my State. Here is the letter,
which I shall put in, and I am willing to read it now if it is desired.
The CHAIRMAN. If you are not feeling well, at any time that you wish
to be excused the committee will excuse you.
Commissioner ATKINS. Thank you, but I prefer to go on ; if I had
not, I should not have come before the committee to-day at all. This
is the letter licensing Mr. Jackson.
·
Commissioner Atkins then read the following letter:
DEPARTMENT OF THE

I~TERIOR,

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., July 23, 1885.
DEAR SIR: Inclosed please find license this day gran ted you to trade with the Indians of the Kiowa, Comanche, and ·wichita Agency, at Anadarko, Ind. T., for the
term of one year.
Referring to the question in your letter of the 18th instant, "when the licenses of
the present traders would be revoked," permit me to reply that I have not as yet fully
concludeu how many licenses should be permitted at the Kiowa, Comanche, and
Wichita Agency. While it is true that the amount of business which can be done
upon au Indian reservation "is limited," still I am credibly informed that the amount
done now at this agency is about $180,000 per annum, with a p;radual increasfl.
This is a much larger business than this office supposed, and the good of the service
Wfiuld ~eem to require more than two licensed firms.
A final determination of this point will be reached at an early day.
Very respectfully,
J. D. c. ATKINS,
Mr. S.M. JACKSON,
Oommissioner.
Dyersbu1'g, Tenn.
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"Commissioner A1'KINS. I had been pressed by some gentlemen to
grant auother license at that place, and had consented to license another man, a man named Jacobs. Directly after I agreed to license
him, I was applied to to license a man by the name of Harris and a
man by the name of Stone, parties who, up to that time, I had not
known (and I do uot know that I ever did see Harris) who lived at Mi-

lan, Tenn. I agreed to lic(jnse them with Jacobs, and while I am on
that Jacobs business I will finish it. They went out with Jacobs, and
it was perfectly apparent that Jacobs was a fraud. He was not the
man that I supposed he was and as had been represented to me by his
father-in-law, Judge Bond, and other parties. Finding that he was a
fraud and that he had acted in bad faith after he got out there with
these parties, as they alleged, I communicated the fact to Mr. Bond, and
finally over the entreaties of .lVIr. Bond and other parties I revoked his
license, and did that, I believe, in August-August 26 I think was the
date that I revoked his license. I licensed two other parties at this
Anadarko Agency, Mr. Sneed. and Mr. Colyer. They were personal
friends of mine, and they are amply able to rnn their business, and I
have never heard a word against them. They are now in business at
Fort Sill.
Up to that time, the time that I had licensed Mr. Jackson, I had
never seen him. I left "'\Vashington in August, 1885, to take a trip home
to recuperate myself. The very day that I got home I heard a very
ugly rumor with regard to Mr. Jackson, and it was that I alluded to the
other day, very incidentally-Senator CoKE. Wbat time was that~
Commissioner A'J KINS. That was in August, 1885. The rumor was
that Mr. Jackson bad sold his license for $8,000. How I heard it and
from whom I heard it I do not know, I met so many people on my return. But I heard it either on the road or at my home. That very
day, however, that I got home, Mr. Jackson was in my town, or arrived
in my town. I had. never seen him and did not know that he was
within hundreds of miles of the place. He called to see me, and I told
him very promptly what I had heard. He indignantly denied it. I
said to him, "Mr. Jaekson, if it were true that you had offered to sell
your license, or to make any dishonorable use of your license in any
manner, it would not do you"-for I remember the words well-•'it
would not do you, nor the party to whom yon sold, any good whateYer, for I would revoke your license instantly." He denounced it as
an infamous lie. I saw nothing more of 1\Ir. Jackson dnriug my sta,y in
Tennessee, and I returned here, I presume, in August. About the first
of October it was decided by the Presideut and by the Secreta!'.)"" of the
Interior that it was important for me to make a trip West with a view of
visiting Indian agencies, and about the 5th of October, I think, I
started; I think so. Mr. Andrews (who sits right there) had charge of
the traders' desk when I came in-Senator CULLOM. In your offiee "?
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, in my office-and he called my attention
early in .April to C. A. Uleyeland and & Co., for I bad told .Mr. Andrews, said I, "Mr. Andrews, I desire to revoke tlle licenses of any
partiPs who b~w~~ aeted badly or that you do not think ought to stay
upon the reservation, of course giving me the facts and I will be
the judge." He told me that C. A. Cleveland & Co. ought not to be
relicensed. I asked lJim why not. Well, he did not want to say mneh.
Be said," .Mr. Cornmis8l0Uer, yon ean look at the puperN yourself.'' But
I pressed him, and Le said that heb.ad been guilty, in hi:-~jndgmeut, of bad
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faith to the maP that he sol<i to," ~Ir. Heynolds, and that there were
other charg·es aga.in~t him. "Vt>ry wel1," said I, "Mr. Andrews, you
keep this in mind. I do Hot want to rt>voke anybody's license, for I do
not want any man to lose money, but I do not want any man to be exploited npon by an~- persou that I ha\e appointed." That I have said in
the preseiJCf' of my elerkH dozens of times. '·Now," said I, "call this
to my attentiou aloug in the fall, and I will look to this case." Well, I
remembered it. He called Ill}' attention to it again during the month
of April or thr fir~t days of May, becanse be called my attention to it
twice before 1 weut to ~ew York, nnd I opened the bids in New York
on the 5th of .M ay, and ll. . ft here on the 4th of May, 1885. vVhen I was
about to start \Vest, I H'membered this case, and without thinking of
l\Ir. J~H·kson, or thiuldnp; of anybody else, I issued an order notifying
l\1r. Clevelallll that when his license expired, which would be the first
day of Fe IJnw r.r, JSSG, I would revoke his license.
Senator BLACKTIURN. You mean you would not reissue it~
Commil'~iouer ATKINS. Yes. Not that I would revolw it, bnt that I
would uot rei:-;sne it. That order was iss ned. I weu'L home, and on my
way home I met Mr. Jackson again-for I desire to tell everything I
know about this matter-! met Mr. Jackson on the car accidentally,
arHl we h~Hl a long- conYersation Oll the ~mbject of this tradership, though
I ha,·e no tecoliection of it in the world except that be asked me to allow hin1 to opPn there the 1st of December or the 1st of January. Feeling that his absence with a stock of goods from the agencJ· would be no
detriment to the traders there, I told him that would be all right. I
weut on West. I retur11ed about the middle of November, ·possibly the
12th ; 1 do not think earlier than the 12th, but the record will show. I
am sure that it was IJot earlier thau the 12th of November. In the
meau time ~ir. Upshaw, acting as Commissioner, or being the Acting
Commisio;ioner, to express it more elegantiy, wrote Mr. Jackson this letter:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, ,November f., 1885.
l\fy DEAR Sm: Will you please adviRe this office at once as to what time you intend to forward ~·our bond and commence business as trader at the Kiowa Agency.
Sou1e time has elapsed since your appointment, and, as the licenses of the old
traders have been revoked, it is necessary that yon commence your business there at
onee.
A.

B. UPSHAW,
Acting Cornmissione1·.

l\Ir. S. M. JACKSON,

Nashrille, Tenn.
Commi~~ioner ATKINS.

Now, sir, I thought no more of l\fr. Jackson.

It is 11ot true, as was intimated the other day, that my attention was
called to ~h. J nckson's having made improper proposals to Mr. Cleve-

land in SeptPm her. That is not true; and the statement that I made a
moment ago tiJat. I had uuderstood in August that be had :::;old his license
for $8,000 wa~ iu 110 cmn1eetion with Mr. Olevelancl's name at the time
I heard it, or e\·er, NO far as that is concerned.
'fhe next tiu1e this subject came to my attention, that I remember, it
was brougl1t up by Senator Vest, who seemed to be au ardent friend of
Mr. Olm·cland, or, rather, au anlt>nt advoc<:tte of Mr. Cleveland's being relieensed, I suppose on neeonnt of t.he intlneuces of his friends (l\fr.
Vest's friends) in Saint Louis, who, perhaps, were creditors of Cleveland. I expect that was the way of it; however, I do not know; Mr.
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Vest can tell that himself. Mr. Vest call(l:d upon me and asked me to
relicense Mr. Cleveland. I told Mr. Vest that Cleveland's record was
not such that I felt justified in doing it. Although I had up to that
time never examined his record I had heard about it from .Mr. Andrews.
Mr. Vest persisted in his desire for me to relicense Cleveland. I told
him I could not do It, and I gave him as an additional reason why I
could not do jt that, I had appointed two traders, granted two licences
for that place, and that I then expected to continue Mr. Brown there,
at the instance of Senator Beck and others, and I expected to continue
Mr. Freel there, at the instance of Mr. Tucker and Mr. Eppa Hunton,
and that I did not care to put more than four traders at that place;
that I had licensed then Jackson and these men Sneed and Colyer,
making four that I expected to have at that place.
Senator CULLUM. Were Jackson, Sneed, and Colyer all one firm~
Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; Jackson by himself, and Sneed and
Colyer togetller. He urged it anu I declined to do it. He then asked
me to license Cl~veland with Jackson. I said I could not do that without Jackson's consent. He wanted me also to license Reynolds. I told
him I could not do it, and although there were no charges against Reynolds, I did not expect to relicense him, for there are a good many persons that I have not relicensed again whom there were no charges
against, so far as that is concerned. He asked me and urged me torelicense Cleveland with Jackson, or Reynolds with Jackson. After much
conversation-for I suppo.se the interview lasted half an hour--I finally
said to him, "Well," said I, "Mr. Vest, the very best I will do will be
to license Mr. J aekson with Mr. Cleveland or Mr. Reynolds; but," said
I, "I do not want to do it; but I will not do that without Jackson's consent, because I have gi veu him a license and I do not intend to be act. ing in bad faith towards him about it." Mr. Vest then went off. That
very day Senator Jackson came to my office. I told him what I had
said to Mr. Vest, and he said to me that he was sorry I had done so;
that his brother had made arrangements to go into business. That very
day also some one else-who I do not remember, but it is remembered
by the clerks of the office-called to see me and protested against the
appointment of Mr. Cleveland, having heard of it in some way or other.
Perhnps I told them.
The CHAIRMAN. \Vhen you say it was remembered by tlte clerks, do
they remember who it was~
Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; they do not remember, and I am
sorry that they do not. Hut then my attention was called to Mr. Cleveland's record again. I was very much Pngaged, and am always engaged until I get through with business, because I make every day's
business wind itself up as near as I can; but as soon as my business
was wound up, at 4 o'clock, I addressed a letter to Senator Vest that
very day, saying to him in substance just what I have said here,,l
think.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy of that letter~
Commissioner ATKINS. I have not, and I regret that I have not; but
I invite you to ask Senator Vest to lay that letter before you, if he has
it. Jt. wa~ on that very day, the very day that I had the interview with
him, tllar I wrote the letter~ and it reached his house before the sun
went down, for I was in a hurry about it, and the clerks in the office
know the fact, to be true. It did not reach Senator Vest that day, so
the messenger told me. I sent it by Willis Smith, and he did not deliver it; he did not see him. I think it was delivered the next day, and
on Monday-I think it was, or tlle second day any way (I think this was
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Saturday)-on the second day after I wrote that letter to Senator Vest,
he came into my office and seemed to regret very much what I had
written.
Senator CuLLOM. You mean Senator Vest did¥
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir. He had gotten the letter in the
mean time. He seemed to regret very much what I had written to
him. I told him that it could not be helped; that I had made up my
mind deliberate1v not to relicense Mr. Cleveland. In that interview I
had with him onvthe 5th of December, I think I did say to him that I
had heard that he had a herd of cattle upon the reservation, but that
was not the only reason, by any means, that caused me to make up my
mind ; it was his record in the office, to which my attention had . again
been called.
·
The CHAIRMAN. But which, I understand, you had not seen up to
that time~
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not think I had ever seen it. I may
have seen ;\h. Moller's letter, but I do not think I had ever seen all the
record iu the offiee ; I do not think I had.
v"Vheu Mr. Vest came back I asked him, said I, "Did you write to
Mr. Cleveland or did you telegraph him that I had, in an alternative,
conditionally consented to license him with Jackson~" He said, ''No;
I did not." '' Then," said I, "no harm is done." Now, that was the second day. It could not have been as late as the third day after I wrote
the let,ter to him, and after the interview. Senator Vest writes his
other letter on the 12th as though that was the first time he had heard.
Perhaps in the rush of business on his mind he had forgotten. I do not
pretend to impeach Senator Vest's memory or to impeach his veracity,
or anything of that sort, but I just simply mean to say that he called
the second day after I wrote that letter to him, and I suppose it was
December 5, because that letter to his friend was dated December 5,
and he referred to that conversation on that very day, and it was that
very day I wrote the letter, not five hours after I had the conversation
with hiw. Senator Vest, in his second letter (as the committee knows,
and it is not worth while for me to talk about that), expressed his great
surprise, astonishment, and regret, and so on, as I understand it, that I
should not have licensed Jackson with Cleveland or Reynolds, or that
I did not stand up to my promise. I say here, now, distinctly, that I
did not tender Senator Vest a partnership with ~Jackson. He requested
it. If you read his letters they will sustain that statement, and I have
no doubt Senator Vest will sustain it on his oath. He appeared as the
friend of Cleveland, and the anxiom., friend of Cleveland.
I do not remember tilat anything else occurred about this Cleveland
matter until towards tile close of the year, when Mr. Cleveland and Mr.
Hunter, his attorney, came into my office, the last days of December
or tile first days of January. Mr. Hunter says in his testimony that Mr.
Cleveland was there with him two or three times in January. Mr.
Cle, eland says in his testimony that he was there two or three times in
the la::-~t days of December, 1885, and the first days of January. He said
in l1is first day's testimony, as I understood him, that be had never been
in my office but once. But be that as it may, be cam~ to my office twice
and only twice, that I have any memory of, and tile first day be sat on
the 80fa, over to my right, and had little or no conversation with me.
un the second day he came into my office, and each time he came with
Mr. Hunter, according to m~ recollection, and in that conversation,
standing between my desk and the fire-place, he det.aUed to me the fact
that Mr. Jackson had offered to put in his license with him, and for him
7
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to do the work and furnish the capital, and that Cleveland and Jackson
were to divide the profits, he putting in no capital. But before he got
out of his tracks, I stated to him that was a very remarkable circumstance, for Judge Jackson had told me that Jackson had the means and
the credit to run a store, and Jackson himself so represented himself as
having the means and credit to run the store. I said, "That is a very
remarkable statement." He had not moved out of his tracks before he
proposed that I license him and Jackson together. Said I, " Sir, you
utterly discredit yourself. You stand here and make a charge that you
consider dishonorable, and then ask me to license you with a dishonorable man, and you utterly discredit yourself, and your charge against
Jackson does not weigh a feather with me, sir." And I said it to him
in just that energetic style, anrl the interview terminated tolerably
hastily, I can assure you, then and there. He filed a statement at the
same time. He says I read it. I did no such thing. I never read as
long a paper a~ that scarcely in my life, in my office; I have not time
generally to do it.
The 0HAIR:ni[AN. Did be file his statement before or after that'
Commissioner ATKINS. He filed his statement then.
The CHAIRMAN. With reference to the conversation which you have
just detailed, was it before or after that'
Commissioner A1'KINS. It was afterwards; just as be left, I think.
It was all in a brief space of time, almost less than I have taken to detail it, because it was pretty epigrammatic, I can assure you.
Now, sir, he filed his statement which I have somewhere-here it is
That statement was Rent over immediately to the office.
The CHAil~:M:AN. What do you mean by ''to the office"'
Commissioner ATKINS. Across the street to the place where the
Indian records are. kept. I keep no records at all, my office is in the
Interior Department building, the Patent Office building, as it is called,
and the Indian Office, its records, are kept over in the Second National
Bank building, opposite the Post-Office Department building, on the
other side of the street from my office and about a hundred yards from
it. l kt->ep no records except it is my own private letter book, that I
know of. This was filed and sent over. This is his charge against
Jackson. Here is the paper, and I will ask 1\fr. Osborne to 1ead it.
The letter referred to is as follows:
\VASHINGTON, D. C., December 2S, 1885.
SIR: I have the honor to herewith submit for your consideration a statement setting
forth propositions from Mr. S. M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, Tenn., to myself (C. A.
Cleveland), of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., of Anadarko, Inu. Ter., and others.
Mr. Jackson,sometimetheforepartofJuly, cametoAnadarko, Ind. 'l'er., with alicense granted by yourself to trade with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes of
Indians. Mr. Jackson, while there, offered me a partnership interest, he furnishing license and I, C. A. Cleveland & Co., the capital, experience, established business, and
credit. Mr. Jackson held out that others were ready to furnish al).d were willing to
take a partnership with him in ca.se we did not; he also showed me a l~tter signed by
your honor, in which was stated that he (Mr. S.M. Jackson) anu one other bad been
granted a license to take the place of the "old traders" at the Kiowa, Comanche, and
Wichita Agency.
.
We declined this proposition as not being a fair or j1tst one, but told him we would
sell him 0ur stock and trade, &c. He then said that he had no ready money, but
could get all the goods on ''time" that he wa,nted, but would much prefer to have us
take an intt>rest with him, as above proposed. Mr. Jackson left Anadarko, Ind. T.,
for Dyersburg, Tenn. Some two weeks after w e got a letter from him asking us to
make him a proposition for partnership. This we declined to do, but said, as he said
he was to be at Anadarko some time in August, we decided to wait until his arrival.
He did not come, or did he let us hear from him after July 29, 1885.
On October 5, 1885, your honor. notified me that at the expiration of my license
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(February 1, 1886) I need not expt:wt to have it renewed. Some time in December I
went to Saint Louis on business. While there I found that Mr. Jackson had stated, or
caus.ed to be stated, to some of my friends~ as he had previously stated to me, that he
would form a partnt:,rship with me, he securing t,he license, I furnishing all the capital, do all the work, and give him one-half 'net profits, and, in case of failure on my
part to accept this proposition, I would not be permitted to trade on the reservation,
he in this connection frequently 1·eferring to his influence with you and ability to
force my removal from the tradership. Further, he (Jackson) authorized Thomas J.
Henly, of 8aint Louis; his father-in-law, to Hubmit and ma,ke to me t,he same proposition, which be (Mr. Henly) did, also telling some of my friends to tell me what Mr.
Jackson was willing to do~ so aA to be sure that I should be notified of his terms and
conditions. I came here a few days ago. After my arrival I wrote for information
to Thomas J. Henly, who forwarded lilY letter to Mr. Jackson. Up to date I have
not heard from him. I am now here to urgently request an early favorable answer
to my application for a renewal of license. I have the honor to herewith inclose bond
for faithful observance of all laws.
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.

The CHAIRMAN. How is that letter indorsed~
Mr. OSBORNE. The indorsement on the back of the letter which came
with it reads," R. F. Hunter. City. December 30, 1885." This is a letter filed by Mr. Hunter with the letter sent by Mr. Cleveland. There
is no indersement on the le-tter I have just read.
Commissioner ATKINS. This is the indorsement the chairman refers
to. It says, ~' 121. Office of Indian .Affairs. Received January 2,
1886."
Senator CuLLOM. Is there not an indorsement on the back besides
that~

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing but the briefing by the clerk as to what it
is, and the stamp.
Senator CULLOM. I thought Commissioner Atkins wanted to fix a
date by it.
Commissioner ATKINS. I wanted to fix the date when it was filed,
and I have no doubt that wa1:1 the date on which it was laid on my desk.
The date it was filed with me was, then, the 2d of January, when it
was sent to the office, and I have no doubt that was the day it was
placed on my desk. If it was upon my desk before that I did not
know it.
Now I want to say that is the only time that Mr. Jackson's bad faith,
as it is ca1led, was ever brought to my attention by Mr. Cleveland or
any of his friends. That was the time. If it was ever brought before
that I have no recolleetion of it.
On the 31st of December, 1885, Mr. Jackson, as I have told you before, having said that he would open his store by the first of December
or the 1st of January, had this telegt·am sent to him:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., December 31, 1885.
S.M. JACKSON, Dodge City, Kans.:
Telegraph immediately whether and at what time you are going to commence business at Anadarko.
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.

CommisBioner ATKINS. On the 9th, Mr.•Jackson writes from Memphis, Tenn. It .seems that he was traveling about as a commercial
tourist. He writes on the 9th of January, 18S6, this letter, which I will
ask Mr. Osborne to read.
The UHAH~MA.N. Is that the original letter or a copy~
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Commissioner ATKINS. It is a copy, but the original is in my office,
from Mr. Jackson.
1\fr. Osborne read the letter as requested, which is as follows :
GAYOSO HOTEL, MEMPHIS, TENN.,
January 9, 1886.
DEAR SIR: Please lot me know if you are willing for me to put a gentleman in
charge of my business at Anadarko. He will be a partner, and a number one man.
I don't want to go out myself until about June or July, if I can arrange it, on nccount
of my wife's health, who is spending the winter in Plorida. She is suffering with consumption and there is no telling what time I will have to go down to see her, as she is
not improving. If I were to go out to the Indian Territory and leave her in Plorida,
in case she should grow much worse, it would take two weeks to bear from her.
. The party I wm take in will be perfectly responsible. Hoping to hear from you
soon, I remain,
Yours, very respectfully,
S. M. JACKSON,
Dyersburg, Tenn.
Ron. J. D. C. ATKINS.

The CHAIRMAN. Now read the letter in answer to that.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. As soon as his letter got here, it was answered.
1\Ir. Osborne then read the following letter:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, January 14, Ul86.
SIR: In reply to your communication of the 9th inst., I have to say that it is an
establisbed rule of this office that a licensed trader shall live upon the reservation and
conduct the business personally.
This office has been subjected to much adverse criticism on account of the newly
appointed traders, in not requiring them to go at once to the trading posts and open
their stores or forfeit their licenses.
I regret that the illness of your wife will prevent you from going to the agency, but
in view of the fact that your case has been specially mentioned as an instance of partiality on the part of this office, I do not feel justified in granting your request, and
must insist that you go at once to the post and open your store in person, or return
your license ~.md make way for some one who can do so.
Your license was issued about six months ago, and the licenses of the old traders
have been revoked upon the expectation that the new traders would take their places
at once. The needs of the Indians require that they be relicensed or that the new men
take prompt steps to begin business.
Very respectfully,
J.D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
s. M. JACKSON,
Dyersburg, Tenn.

Commissioner ATKINS. To,that he made a reply, and I have here my
reply to him.
The CHAIRMAN. Haveyou his reply~
Commissioner ATKINS. I have not.
The CHAIRMAN. Is it in the office~
Commissioner A'l'KINS. I do not think it is; if it is it shall be produced.
The CHAn~MAN. But you have not found it~
CommiRsioner ATKINS. No, sir; I have not. I cannot keep all the
letters, but this letter of mine shows what it was.
Mr. Osborne read the letter referred to as follows :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, Janua1·y 23, 1886.
DEAR SIR : Your letter of inquiry received. If you desire to form a partnership the
names of all members of the firm should appear in the license.
You were instructed in office letter recently that you must go to the reservation,
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and make your arrangements to open your store by February J. I must insist upon
this, as a further extension of the old traders cannot be granted.
You can forward your new bond, and open your stote under the old license. The
new license will issne as soon as the bond is approved.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS.
Co m:rnissioner.
S. l\J. JACKSON,
Dyersburg, Tenn.

Commisi-ioner ATKINS. In response to that letter he returned his
license and quit, and that.is the end of that case, so far as that is concerned.
Now, sir, not feeling any disposition to treat Mr. Oleveland unfairly
or unjustl,y, I said to llis friend, his attorney, that I would allow him to
trade at sufferance after tlle 1st of February, his license having expired
on that day or on the day before, and I did so allow him to trade. But
his attorney became very importunate with regard to the matter, and
before I knew it appealed the case to the Secretary, and what the Secretary had to do with it I do not know; he has no power over the question under the law. And from there it went to the President, and what
the President bas to do witll it I do not know, under the law, except
that they both have to do with me if I should maladmiuister my office,
which I readily grant. But, so far as granting him additioual time, or
licensing him, or revoking his license, or anything of that sort, they have
no more to do with it than the Czar of Russia bas, as I underst&nd the
law. I am speaking respectfully, of course, for I have the highest respect for both t.hose officials. He a1)pealed the case, and it went up to
the President, and was returned to me without any comments at all of
a written charactP,r. I went off toNew York-bnt I am a little too fast.
The last time that I was called upon by the attorney of Mr. Oleveland,
1\Ir. Hunter, who sits just there, he said, "Is this :final~ The case has
been appealed to the Secretary and to the President, and the papers returned to your office. Is that the end of it~" I said, "It is, so far as I
am concerned; so far as the Indian Office is concerned that is :final;
that is; the end of it." "Well," he said, in a very complacent manner,
"Mr. Commissioner, I cannot ask anything more. You have treated
~lr. Cleveland with the utmost clemenc:y-with far more clemency than
I would have treated him had I been commissioner." He said; ''Mr.
Commissioner, all I have been doing in this matter has simply been to
secure my fee." He said: "All I bave done and all I may do hereafter
bas been and will be to secure my fee, and I trust, Mr. Commissioner,
that you will not think hard of me." Said I: "Certainly not; secure
your fee if you can." And I supposed those resolutions were put into
the Senate for the purpose of enabling this gentleman to secure his
fee; I supposed that was his motive.
Now, then, I ~Yill come back. I felt, as these things had been pressed,
that I had better look up the record of Mr. C. A. Cleveland, and see if I had
possibly ma<ie any blunder in regard to him. So I went back and took
up his record, and I have it here before me, and, sir, the first thing I
call your attention to is the report of Special Agent Folsom, under the
old administration, in which he speaks in very discourteous or rather
unfavorable terms of Mr. Cleveland.
The CHAIRMAN. You had better read it.
The report referred to was then read by Mr. Osborne, and is as follows:
KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND WICHITA AGENCY, IND. TY.,

November 19, 1884.
SIR: In relation to th~ complaint of C. A. Cleveland, trader, inclosed with our letter of June 8, "C. 12681-'84" herewith returned, I have the honor first to ask your
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careful attention to the unc:lerscor(;(l section of said complaint, found on page 2, v•hich
reads:
Now, mark the action which followed. As soon as these chiefs had left, a young
man was sent by the mob directly to D.P. Brown's store, from which he soon returned
with money, which was thrown on the ground at my place of business; the hides
bought and vaid for by myself forcibly taken from my yard and carrierl. directly to
the store of D. P. Brown."
Tah:mg the common English of this sentence, I understand it to convey the im pression that after cr Ttain chiefs left the vicinity of Cleveland's store that "the mob"
communicated with a young man and sent him to Brown's store to get mone.v of said
Brown, which was brought and "thrown on the ground at my place of business," and
was to pay for hides already sold to Cleveland that day, the price of the hides being
then retnrned to Cleveland, so that they could be taken elsewhere and Mr. Cleveland
be cut ofl' from the profit8 of the hides; that these hides were then taken "directly
to the store of D.P. Brown," and sold to him under some previous arrangement with
said Brown; and also that there were many hides thus forcibly taken and carried to
Brown, and paid for with money previously received from said Brown.
I put Mr. Cleveland under close questioning on oath, and invite your careful attention al so to the result of it. (Inclosure A.) Cleveland admits he only saw th e sonng
man refened to go "towards" Brown's store; that he dtd not see him go in Bro"Kn's
store. 1 can myselfwalk from Cleveland's store to Brown's and back ver;y easily
in five minutes, and" twenty minutes" would give an Indian time to go a lon g way
and back, especially on horseback, or time to talk with other Indians near Brown's
store. This money, the value of only one hide, as it turns out, was "throwu on the
ground," as sworn to by the same person who signed that stat ement; tho money was
ac tually only "tossed on the counter in the store," only ' ' about eight feet" from Mr.
Cleveland himself, and his attention was called to the act.
These "hides" then "bought and paid for," a.nd •· forcibly taken from my yard,"
with money implied to have been obtained from Brown, under oath of this same man
again, were actually and only but one; the money was not thrown on the ground,
and it did not come from Brown.
On page 5 of complaint you will fi"'1d recited, "Now, in view of the fact that all the
bides that were thus forcibly taken from my premises and possession were taken directly to D. P. Brown's store (with but one exception) and that said Brown furnished
the money to the I n dians in advance of the uelivery of such bides to him"-These ''facts" fall and disappear under the examination Cleveland was subjected
to nuder oath. He ''has no personal knowledge of the same."
Great stress is placed upon ''the mob." The complaint recites, page 2, some "did
not prop se to suiJmit to arbitrary, illegal, and tyrannical action and orders of these
young meu ;" ''by this high-handed, illegal, unwarrantable, and outrageous conduct;"
''all of the hides t:bus forcibly aud violently taken from me." Page 4, "several of
them (Indians) offered to take their hides to camp and hold them for me till the mob
went away, but as the weatuer was warm, anrl the hides liable to spoil on their bands,
and not. wishing to cause them any loss, and seeing how perfectly useless it was to
contend with a mob composed in part of ]JOlicemen and beaded by the captain of the
police;" "during the trouble Sankadoty (captain of police}put in his appearance; I
accused him of concocting the whole scheme,;" "assisting the mob in their riotous
work.'' Page 5, "bnt Sankadoty (chief of police) got on his horse, rode among those
composing the mob, affiliated with them," "remained with them, laughing and talking with them for about two hours.''
Cleveland's "salesman and interpreter'' under oath (inclosure B), page 2, destroys all the force of this vehement language, as follows : "The names of the Dog
soldiers engagPCl in prevt'nt,ing said Cleveland from buying bides were as follows:
Quokc, Pan tab, Kouad. The policemen's names were Takeahke and Kantebone. The
above-named parties have alwavs been very friendly toward the trading-house of C.
A. Cleveland, also Lis clerks. They have been allowed to purchase goods on time;
owed C. A. Cleveland at the time they prevented him from buying bides. Tokeahke
and Konad came aftPr the trouble was over, paid their indebtedness, and traded about
$6 in the store of said Cleveland. Above-named Indians have always behaved thewselves, with I his one exception. Seemed just and friendly one hour after the trouble
was over as they were before."
Sankadoty is made a conspicuous man in the mob, in the complaint ; as sworn to he
was not in" the mob"; his name is not among the" five", and in the foregoing quotations from the complaint he is charged with being the ]P.ader, and in it as well contradicted. "During the trouble Sankadoty put in his appearance;" ''rode among
them laughing and talking with them." These sentences do not appt>ar well together.
It will be remembered tllat there was a ~:<erious trouble between D.P. Brown and
W. H. Cleveland, now "salesman and interpreter" iu {).A. Cleveland's store; said
W. H. Cleveland represented Mrs. Hutchins. Tlmt bitter feeling exists to-day at the
same white heat it did at the time of dissolution of partnership between Brown and
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Hutchins. Whatever may have been the merits or demerits of that case, it should
not enter this.
But it will be seen how smoothly and adroitly the complaint runs into a direct
charge against Brown, and how skillfully a foreign circumstance is wrought by the
most extravagant and untruthful language into an attempt to sink Brown.
After the admission of the Clevelamls it was hardly necessary to obtain a statement
from Brown, but I did so, to show up the whole business. This statement under
oath (inclosure C) is unqualified. I ask its careful perusal.
In my judgment the cat;e of the Clevelands rests here. Mr. Cleveland has stated what
is not so, or, in plainer language, he has committed himself to a cold, callous, contemptible misrepresentation of facts; lies cut out of whole cloth without patch or picee
And his own self-conviction is further shown and supported by sworn statements of
his brother and D. P. Brown.
In regard to the policemen, there were only two . in the fracas, admitted by W. H.
Cleveland, as above, and at the time there were twenty-five or thirty on the force;
that tho police is poorly organized and instructed is true, but not their fault. They
do well-wonders-for their advantages.
But report was made to the acting agent, Clerk Kuhn (inclosure D). It was
Kuhn's duty to go to the scene of action at once, and blame should not be attached
to the illy-instmcted police; but I think Mr. Kuhn should be severely reprimanded
for failing in his duty, as well as the agent for not effecting a. better discipline of his
police force.
That "Brown, Sankadoty, and Jones" were not "riding together through the
camps," on the evening of t.he 25th of June, just prior to the trouble, is abundantly
proved, and language is used here again which entirely misleads the reader.
On page 5 of complaint is found ''and from the fact that D.P. Brown, iu company
with J. N. Jones and Sankadoty, was seen the evening before the raiu on me occurred,
riding through the Kiowa camps conversing with different Indians, and from the fact
the young men went directly from my store to that of D. P. Brown's, got the money
to repay me for the hides I bad already bought from my customers and paid for, I am
fully convinced, and therefore charge that D.P. Brown was an accessory pnrty to the
whole affair, and hall a previ us understanding and agreement with the Indiaus in reganl to tLe matter." I again :first refer to '' B" and '' C" to show how utterly untrue
the facts are, ancl upon what a flimsy foundation Cleveland builds his attack upon
Brown. As for Bro>Yn, Jones, and Sankadoty "riding through the Kiowa camps conversing with different Indians," this also is a miserable misrepresentation and perversion of facts. There is one main road way here, from one end of the town to the other.
Passing along this road (there happened to be a few tents on each side of the road,
some distan1·e from it, out of tLle line of conversational communication) is pnt down
as "riding through the camps conversing with different Indians," while those communicated with, as shown by the oaths of both sides, were actually at but one tent
on a side road, about ponies, and the parties accused were not together.
'l'he inclosures E testify to stopping at one place only, and it was dusk, after
tea; and in my presence Mrs. Cleveland was in doubt as to her ability to swear to
the ide~t1ty of Sankadoty. In their desire to spy out and connect Sankadoty and the
police with Brown, and afterwards to attempt to connect Brown with the tron ble, they
fountl extraordinary vision, and were simply mistaken, to say the least. I went all
ovOt· the ground, was at the window where the ladies watched, and I would hardly be
willing to swear to the identity of Sankadoty at that distance in broad daylight, and I
know him well.
The atte11:pt to convey the ide3J that these parties were going from one camp to another to influence Indians in the hide trouble of the day following is a lamentable
failure.
In conversations with the Clevelands, they labored to impress me with the rascality
of Brown, forgetting the beam in their own eyes.
I submit other papers-''F" showing that the Indians did not like Cleveland, and
out of that dislike they sbnt off the bides one day. This summary action was decidedly wrong, and it will probably never occur again. It was more of a boys' freak
than an~tbing else, ana it was all over in an hour or two, and the Indians were as
good friends as ever. I have taken great pains to show tha.t it wns wrong, and have
talketl to t.he chief Indians about it; but it was not so serious as alleged, only five taking part in it; only two police out of twenty-five or thirty, and it was takeu afh-antage of in a bu.se at tempt to st~tb an enemy and to deceive and prejn<1i~e the office in
a shamelt'SS manner.
Sankadoty informed me th~1t \V. H. Cleveland tolcl hirn the very ne:;:;:t day he was a
good friend ofbis, a.ud songbt by presents of tobacco, erackers, dates, raisin~. and a
shirt, and by r,olieirations, to smooth over the trouble, and W. H. Cleveland admitted
it when charged by me. In fact, he wrote me a note, copy marked G, asking to have
the investigation stopped, when he found it would in reality be "impart.ial." His excuse is very weak, as will be seen. Instead of the Indians making apologies, he worked
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hard in making overtures to them. These statements do not look wellside by side.
They show W. H. Cleveland to be capable of unscrupulous rascality. 1
Final inclosures "H," charge and disprove Sankadody's association with the affair.
The papers throughout show that Saukadody and the general police had nothing to do
with organizing and executing the trouble.
C. A. Cleveland expected, perhaps, to prove all that was written in the complaint
gotten up by another person, but that does not free him from severe censure at ]east,
for signing the paper before thoroughly examining H, and supporting the facts so
claimed.
While not being able to measure the gravity of C. A. Cleveland's offense as viewed
from the standpoint of the Department, I have to state emphatically that W. H.
Cleveland, "salesman and interpreter," is at the bottom of the ''complaint" and
trouble, and chiefly responsible for it. He wrote the statement-so admitted to megoes for the police rough-shod, as appears throughout the papers, when I know absolutely from Sankadoty and W. H. Cleveland himself, that on June 27, the day after
the trouble, and before he wrote the complaint, that he made friends with Sankadot~',
chief of police, and did everything in his power to seek his good graces.
July 1 he wrote the complaint for his brother to sign after be had really sought
and obtained the good ,feeling which came about "an hour after the trouble."
He is at the bottom of the whole affair, and the one directly responsible for the
gross deception practiced upon the Department.
.
He should be justly dealt with, and I therefore recommend that C. A. Cleveland be
directed to immediately dismiss his "salesman and interpreter," W. H. Cleveland,
and that the agent be directed to not,ify said W. H. Cleveland to leave this reservation,
and that the agent be directed to see that he goes, reporting the same to the office.
Very respectfully submitted.
_
PARIS H. FOLSOM,
Specia-l Indian Agent.
Ron. HIRAM PRICE,
Commissionm·.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to submit
the letter of Mr. Reynolds to Mr. Fisher, the man who bought out J.
J. Fisher & Co. I desire that letter to be read.
The letter referred to was read by Mr. Osborne, and is as follows:
ANADARKO, IND. TER., November 26, 1882.
GENTLEMEN: I am recently advised that one member of your firm, Mr. Charles A.
Cleveland, bas applied for and obtained a license to trade with the Indians of the
agency located at this place.
,
Having bought of you your entire stock and the good-will of the firm as long as I
should remain a trader at this agency, there being a clear understanding that you
would absolutely withdraw from the field, I cannot but express a feeling of surprise
and disappointment that any member of your firm should, in violation of the . agreement, apply for a license to trade. As but for the fact that the good-will of Y<lUr
firm was included in the sale, I should not have purchased. I deem it fair and just
to notify you that if, under this license in violation of your agreement with me, you
or any member of your firm should open a trading store, I will not hesitate to bring
an action for all damages arising from the breach of your agreement. Doubtless, if
you open up business anew, the damage resulting to me will be very large, and it is
my fixed purpose to enforce my rights strictly and to their fullest extent if in bad
faith and in utter disregard of your agreement you open up anew under this or any
other license.
Very respectfully,
A. J. REYNOLDS.
J. J. FISHER & Co.
[Indorsement.]

SAINT LOUIS, Mo., Decmnber G, 1882.
The attention of the honorable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is respectfully
invited to the inclosed communication of Mr. A. J. Reynolds, Indian trader at Anadarko, Ind. Ter., complaining that Mr. Charles A. Cleveland, a member of the late
firm of J. J. Fisher & Co., late Iuclian traders under the license of J. J. Fisher, a :firm
composed of J. J. Fisher, C. A. Cleveland, anrl C. Moller, contrary to the explicit
promise and under~St. andiug of J ..J. Fisher & Co., is about to embark in business at
Anadarko, under a license recently obtained to trade with thfl Iucbaus at that place.
The wit11in statement of Mr. A. J. Reynolds is correct in every detail and particular.
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When Mr. Reynolds, on or about January 1, 1880, purchased the merchandise :mn
good-will of J. J. Fisher & Co., it wa;s expressly understood and agreed, as a principal
consideration for the purchase, that J. J. Fisher & Co. should not, nor should any
member thereof, embark in business in competition with Mr. A. J. Reynolds at Anadarko so long as Mr. Reynolds should retain an int.erest at that place.
The undersigned, late of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co., did not know until quite
recently that Mr. C. A. Cleveland had obtained a license to trade with the Indians at
Anadarko, Ind. Ter. Under the circumstances, we earnestly request a revocation
of the said license, the license having been applied for and obtained by Mr. Cleveland
in direct violation of promise given Mr. Reynolds. We, the undersigned, request this
also in jut:ltice to ourselves, who have acted in good faith in this matter, and who
should not be subjected to the vexation and expense of a suit at law for damages
arising from a breach of agreement by Mr. Cleveland. The immediate action of the
honorable Commissioner is respectfully solicited.
J. J. FISHER.
C. MOLLER.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now read the letter from Carl Moller to 1\'Ir.
Reynolds.
Mr. Osborne read the letter referred to, as follows:
[Office of Fisher, Parker & Co., (successors to Gregory, Stagg & Co.,) importers, distillers' agents, and
whisky commission merchants, Nos. 218 & 220 N. Main street.]

SAINT LOUIS, November 30, 1882.
DEAR SIR: Mr. Fisher has handed me your letter of 26th to read. In compliance
with your request I desire to say that when Mr. A. J. Reynolds purchased the merchandise and good-will of J. J. Fisher & Co., jt was promised and agreed to that so
long as Mr. A. J. Reynolds retained any interest at the ·w ichita Agency (Anadarko),
the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co. should not, nor should any member thereof, embark in
business at that place. Not long thereafter I informed Mr. A. J. Reynolds that Mr.
Cleveland and I differed as to the interpretation of the agreement. Mr. Cleveland
thought, or was of the opinion, that he had the right, for instance, to accept employment with Mr. Fred, t.he other Indian trad(>r, and that the agreement with Mr. Reynolds only debarred him (Cleveland) from having a principal's interest in any business at t.h at place. I was of the opinion that none of the members of J. J. Fisher &
Co. had a right, as principal or employe, to be engaged in business at Anadarko, so
long as Mr. Reynolds bad an interest there, without Mr. Reynolds's consent. Of course
if he wanted our services there could be no dispute. I also spoke to the agent, Colonel Hunt, of this difference of opmion between Mr. Cleveland and myself, and added
that considering tht·liueral, but withal business, spirit in which Mr. Reynolds met us
when the transfer of stock took place, Mr. Reynolds should be entitled to the beBefit
of any doubt, as to the proper understanding of the agreement.
Trnsting that I have made this statement sufficiently explicit,
I remain, with kint1est regards, yours truly,
CARL MOLLER.
A. E. REYNOLDs, Esq.,
New York City, N. Y.

Commissioner ATKINS. Also the following letter from J. J. Fisher.
Mr. Osborne read the following letter:
FISHER, PARKER & Co., 218 and :2;20 NoRTH MAIN STREET, SAINT Louis,
October 28, ltl85.
DEAR SIR: I have the honor to request that the license of Mr. A. J. Reynolds, as
Indian trader at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Witchita Agency, Indian Territory, be
renewed, and desire to submit the following statement in connect.ion therewith:
Early in the year 1880 J. J. Fisller & Co., then licensed Indian traders at Fort Sill,
Indian Territory, upon the removal of the Indians to Anadarko, sold out their entire
:-.tock of goods, amonnting to about $2.\000, many of the articlPs having- accumulated
during a number of years, being more or less unsalable, to Mr. A. J. Reynolds, who
paid cash for same, tile amount covering the invoiced prices of the goods, together
with 10 per cent. additional for cost of t,ransportation aud other incidental expenses.
Much of this stock is still undisposed of, while, of course, Mr. Reynolds has from time
to time been purcha8ing supplies from the East, so that the average cost of his stock
has been, as it will inventory to-day, about $25,000. If Mr. Reynolds' license be not
renewed almost this entire stock will be sacrificed, a:,; none of the present traders is
financially in condition to purchase same, and as I feel assured that. it js not your in-
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-l;ention to cause such a serious hardship to Mr. Reynolds, I make my req_ uest for the
t·enewal of his license, and as I have not the honor of a personal acquaintance with you,
will refer to United States Senator Vest, and Members of Congress Glover and West.
Hoping my application will be granted, and Mr. Reynolds' license be rbnewed, Iremain,
Res~ectfully, yours,
J. J. FISHER.
Ron. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of. Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.

Commissioner ATKINS. There is also a letter from Mr. P. B. Hunt,
Indian agent, which I desire to have read.
The letter referred to is as follows:
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND WICHITA .AGENCY.

Anada1·ko, Ind. T., Februm·y 7, 1885.
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of:30th ultimo,
in regard to C. A. Cleveland, which only reached here yesterday. In reply I have to
say that I cannot recommend the renewal of license of C. A. Cleveland, for th~ reason that be was a r:rrember of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co., licensed traders at this
agency, who sold their stock of goods and good-will to A. J. Reynolds, also a licensed
trader, with the obligation not to resume business at this agency while he (Mr. Reynolds) continued to trade at the agency.
Without the knowledge of said obligation, upon the part of J. J. Fisher & Co., I
recommended in October, 1882, the application of C. A. Cleveland for trader's license,
upon which a license was granted him November 1, but upon the protest of A. J. Reynolds, and the other members of the fum of J. J. Fisher & Co. (reference to which
is respectfully invited), the license was revoked in December, 1882, before Cleveland
had commenced business.
With the knowledge of the rights and privileges purchased by Mr. Reynolds of
J. J. Fisher & Co., I do not think it is proper for Cleveland to trade.
If, however, the honorable Commissioner thinks different and grants the license, he
(Cleveland) should not be permitted to employ his brother, W. H. Cleveland, for I
attribute all the trouble of C. A. Cleveland, under the last license, to him.
Very respectfully,
. P. B. HUNT,
United States Indian Agent.
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C.

Commissioner ATKINS. The letter of Mr. Moller, addressed to me,
which is dated November 26, 1885, and the letter of ex-Agent Hunt, addressed to the former Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Mr. Price, dated
Anadarko, February I, 1885, were never before Mr. Price when he relicensed :Mr. Cleveland, as a matter of course, because even ex-Agent
Hunt's letter, advising him not to relicense 1\ir. Cleveland, was not be. fore him when he did relicense him. That is the letter dated February
7, 1885. I repeat, neither the letter of Mr. Moller nor that of ex-Agent
Hunt was before Commissioner Price when be relicensed Mr. Cleveland.
I also have here Executive Document No. 17, Senate, Forty-eighth
Congress, second sPssion, in which there are references, which I have
marked, to Mr. Cleveland's conduct with regard to cattle, leases, &c.,
rumors of which were floating in the office, but which I did not know
much about, bad only heard of, which is an additional reason why I did
not propose to relicense Mr. Cleveland. I was told that there were
statements on file against him. The extracts from this document whjch
I have indicated will show that the Indians were dissatisfied with the
course of Mr. Cleveland, and that was an additional rea~on why I would
not have relicensed him. That was never brought to my attention until
this winter, although I had heard the report floating through the office.
The following are the references to Mr. Cleveland iu Executive Doc-
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nruent No. 17, Senate, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, pages 119,
120,133,134,and 141:
and \Vrc£II'l'A AGENCY,
Indian Territm·y, Februcwy 5, lt:l84.
Sm: Tab-a-nan-a-ka and White Wolf are here and want to send their talk to you,
and to tell tho Secretary what they think about leasing t.Q.eir grass. " if *
\Ve think tha.t Fox and Cleveland are crowding things on us. They come up and
embrace us and say give us some grass. We think that as Cleveland is in the store
here he should be satisfied with that without grass, or get out of the country. \Ve
think Fox is doing us no good, and we think he should stop bothering us. * if *
Fox and Cleveland are like two little boys, and he is afraid they will cause trouble
amongst our people if they don't stop. * * *
We are very tired of this, and don't know what to do, as Cleveland and Fox are all
the time bothering us about the lease.
Please send them away and send some white men here who will set us a better example. We don't feel good or sleep good at night worrying so much about the state
of affairs our country is in.
\¥e think the white men's cattle will soon be here so thick that there will be no
room for the Indians who have small bunches of stock; this is why we are so very
much worried.
KIOWA, COl\IANCHE,

THOS. F. "WOODARD,
Ernploye and interprete1·jor Indians.
Col. P. B.

HUNT,

.Agent.
[Inaorsem en t.)
KIOWA, CoM:A..~CHE, AND w ·rcHITA AGENCY,

Indian TmTitm·y, E'eb1·uary 8, 1884 ..
At the urgent solicitation of White Wolf and Tabananaka, their protest againstf
leasing grass is respectfully forwarded to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with
their request that it should reach the honorable Secretary of the Interior.
I do not think they represent the views or wishes of a majority of their people or'
of the Indians on their reservation, but owiug to the incessant importunities of W. H.
Cleveland and G. W. Fox, in the manner indicated in their protest, and as alleged by
other undue influences, these Indians have been worked up to an unnecessary state of
excitement and bad blood on the grass question.
G. \V. Fox some years ago was in the employ of the Indian trader at Fort Sill, and
is now interested in the cattle business along tlle western border of the reservation,
nnd has unlimited opportunities to confer with the Indians who visit or are locateu
near there.
\V. H. Cleveland is an employe of one of the traders at this agency, and has equal
opportunities to talk and confer with the Indians.
I would be glad to have a letter on this subject.
P. B. HUNT,
Indian Agent.

KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND \VICHITA AGENCY,

Angust I, 1884.
SIR: In connection with my duties at this agency, I have the honor to state that a
very respectable number of Kiowa and Comanche Indian chiefs, in council to-day,
requested me to write to you in their behalf in reference to leasing for pasturage a
portion of the reservation allotted to ~em.
,
\V, H. Cleveland, who represents Mrs. Hutchins's interest in Cleveland & Co.,
traders, is very active in buying, by pretty gifts, and soliciting the influence of Indians in leasing.
This causes so much disturbance, complaint, and uneasiness among the Indians,
such a species of uncalled-for rivalry among a class of traders, which sets a bad example to the Indians, and is so pernicious in its effect of unduly influencing Indians,
that it should be stopped.
It is enough for traders to trade. I therefore recommend that no trader, or person
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connected with a trader's store, be allowed to lease land or grass from the Indians, or
to engage, directly or indirectly, in leasing land or grass for or on behalf of other
persons.
,.:.
*
if
PARIS H. FOLSOM,
Special Agent.
Ron. HIRAM PRICE,
Commissioner of Inc1ian Affai1·s,
Washington, D. C.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Octobet· 25, 1884.
SIR: Referring to your communication of the 1st August last, relative to the grazing question in connection with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Reservation, you
are advised, &c.

*

*

*

*

Referring to that part of your letter of August 1, which a1ludes to the action of the
traders at the Kiowa, &c., Agency in soliciting the Indians for leases of grazing lands,
I have issued a circular requiring all Indian traders a,nd persons engaged with or employed by them to confine themselves strictly to their legitimate business, conformably
to the license issued from this office, and prohibiting all such persons from holding
her,ds of cattle on the reservation for private purposes, or from attempting to obtain
concessions from the Indians of the use of lands for cattle raising, grazing, or other
purpose~, under penalty, on proof of the facts to this office, of an immediate revocation
of the license.
H. PRICE,
Comrnissioner.
PARIS H. FoLSOM, Esq ,
Special Aqent, Indian Service,
Kiowa, Comanch e, and Wichita Agency,
Anadarko, Ind. Te1·.
KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND 'VICRITA AGENCY,
No'Vembe1·, 1884.
Indian j1·iends in council assentbled:
You say you are glad to see me here atnong you again; that you bave been waiting
for me to come and help you out of y01ir troubles, and many of you come to shake
hands with me.

The next thing, the Commissioner says that traders must attend to their own business
in. stores, and have nothing to do with holding herds of cattle on reservations, and
traders must not talk to Indians about grazing or leasing grass.
Traders must let cattle busmess alone and stick fast to selling goods in stores.
Traders cannot be cattlemen and cattlemen cannot be traders. The Commissioner
will nu"t allow traders to be two kinds of men at one time.

*

P. H. FOLSOM,
Special Agent.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the other day a statement was made by Mr. Cleveland, signed by C. A. Cleveland & Co.,
I believe it was, that I was licensing my impecunious friends as traders. Sir, to .c haracterize it with no softer language, that was false.
I did no such thing. I never licensed any man that I supposed was
impecunious, but had abundant reason to believe that he had the
means and credit to run a store, for that was always an inquiry that I
made. And as to Jackson, he told me himself that he had the means
to run the store, and his brother, Senator Jackson, repeated it this
last winter. I have not a relative on earth who bas a drop of my
blood, nor is there a man or a boy or anybody else connected with an
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Indian tradership who has a drop of my blood or that of my wife. Then
the statement is absolutely, entirely, and wholly false, made by whoever
it is, whether it is made on oath or not, and I suppose that all those
statements that are to be put into this record are sworn to by these
parties-is that so or not ~
Senator BLACKBURN. They have been sworn and they have made
these statements a part of their testimony.
Commissioner ATKINS. Then it is absolutely false that I have a relative on earth that I know of connected with any Indian tradership or
that my wife has either.
Now, Mr. Chairman, it was sworn to the President that this man
·Cleveland had a stock amounting to $20,000 worth of goods when his
license failed to be reissued the first of February, !lS I understand it.
That is what was written to the President, I believe, by him, and by
his attorney, perhaps, as I understand it, for I have not read it; I have
only heard it read here, and I have beard his testimony. He swore
here that he bad about twelve thousand dollars worth of goods. His
statement to the President says $20,000 worth, and his statement here
is $12,000 worth. He also swore that he was damaged by this removal
about eight thousand dollars. Sir, if he had been damaged $50,000, if he
had been damaged $100,000, or $1,000,000, with the record he has made
here, I could not, with the consent of ·my conscience, have relicensed
Cleveland. I am reviewing their testimony. Now, then I propose to
read some testimony. Here is a copy of a telegram, the original of
which is in my office, in the Indian Office.
.A. B. UPSHAw,

ANADARKO, IND. TER., J~tly 18, 1886 .

Act'ing Commissionm· Indian Affai1'S:
From the best information I can get from the parties you mentioned, C. A. Cleveland had about $5,000 or $6,000 stock June 1, and the stock he usually carried was but
little more. He sold Brown $297.09; Fred, $15 worth.
J. K. P. CAMPBELL,
Age·ncy Clerk.

Commissioner ATKINS. Here is a gentleman I know well, and Senator
Coke knows him well, as an honorable gentleman.
Here is another communication from him:
ANADARKO, IND. TER., July 20, 1886.

.A. B.

UPSHAW,

Acting Commissioner Indian Affairs :
Cleveland's duplicate invoices on :file in agent's office show he purchased in March,
1886, $1,073.67, and $3,073.13 in April. This is all the data I can :find in this office.
·Can send invoices, if dssired.
J. K. P. CAMPBELL,
Agency Clerk.

Commissioner ATKINS. And here is another communication on the
same subject:
ANADARKO, IND. TER., ,July 18, 1886.
A. B.

UPSHAW,

Acting Commissione1· Indian Affai1·s:
Cleveland & Co. purchased several thousand dollars' worth of goods after being no•ti:fied by Commissioner Atkins not to make any more purchases, as they would have
to leave h ere. This can be proven by invoices now in the agent's office at this place.
DUDLEY P. BROWN.

•
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Commissioner ATKINS. ~o-w, I ho:d in my hand another telegram
This is dated .July 21, 188G, and reads as
follows:
~ bich . I receiYed to-day.

JACKSON, 1\.flss., July 21.
Hon. A. B. UP S HAW,
A cti·ng Conuwi~:~s ionc1· Indian A.fJaiTs:
I am willing to make oath that Cle\·eland's stock at Anadarko on or about June
15 w:ts not-

The OHAIRl\IAN. Do you propose to put in here something that thisgentlema.n says he is willing to swear to~
Commissioner ATKINS. Very well; I will not put it in.
~enator BLACKBURN. It might be submitted to the committee to see
whether it is nece~sary to take that man's t~stimony.
The CHAIRMAN. I will look at it, but of course that way of doing
things might lead to complications hereafter.
Commissioner ATKINS. I understand, then, that everything that basbeen put in here has been sworn to, do I, Mr. Chairman~
The CHAIRMAN. I do not know anything about that.
Dommissioner ATKINS. I think it is a pertinent question.
Senator CoKE. :Mr. Hunter and Mr. Cleveland put in a good deal that
was written by other people.
Commissioner ATKINS. He put in Senator Vest's letters, and they
are not sworn to.
The CHAIR~'IAN. (After reading the paper in question.) I will submit
this to Senator Blackburn, and if be thiuks it is right, I will not object.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. I c~-n onlv swear that it has been received at
the office. I cannot swear to the~ truth of it, of course. I know the
man says so, and he is an honorable man.
Senator BLACKBURN. (Afterreading tile communication in question.)
J\lr. Chairman, I do not think that this constitutes any testimony.
The CHAIRMAN. ~1y impresRion is very clear tllat the gentleman who
sends tllat dispatch is likely to figure in this investigation before we get
through.
Senator BLACKBURN. When we get through witll the testimony here
it will be a matter for the committee to decide whether it will be well
to take his testimony on the points covered by the telegram.
The CHAIRMAN. I think some points will be suggested that will bring
him here. I do not say so positively, but I think so.
Commissioner ATKINS. Well, I believe I have stated substantially all
the facts that I know in regard to this case.
The CHAIRMAN. At some time I should like to ask a few questions in
regard to what you llave stated, but I cannot do it to-day, as the Senate
is already in session.
Senator BLACKBURN. I should like to ask the Commissioner one
qllestion here. You have stated, I believe, that it was the 2d day of
January, as shown by the files of your office, when you were first notified by anybody of improper conduct on the part of Mr. Jackson in
wanting to use hh~ license~
Commissioner ATKINS. I think it was likely that day.
Senator BLACKBURN. That was the first information you had from
any quarter "?
Commissioner A'l'KINS. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. And t.hat was the sBconcl day of Janu.ary.lastt
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir.
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Senator BLACKBURN. "'\Vhen, or about when, was that license recalled
n your office.
Commissioner ATKINS. I notified him on the 14th of January that
unless lle proceeded to open his store by the first day of February in
person, tllat Lis licPnse would be revoked.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you know when that license was l>ack in
your office~
Commissioner ATKINS. It was in my office certainly before the first
day of February. Within a day or two of the first of .February will
cover it. The clerks in the Bureau can better answer that question; but
I think it was the 1st of February.
The CHAIRMAN. I think I suggested at the first llearing that I would
like a list of the appointees. You have furnished the Senate with a list
of the removals. Now, I would like a list of the appointees.
Commissioner ATKINS. I brought that paper with me tllis morning
for that purpose [banding it to the chairman].
Senator BLACKBURN. I might as well submit and make part of the
record now what the basis was laid for the other day, the action of the
court-martial in the case of Lieutenant Hunter.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you desire to put it into the record this morning~
Senator BLACKBURN. I think we might as well, and then we can put
in the supplemental record whenever it comes .
. The following is the extract referred to by Senator Blackburn:
[Genera.! Orders No. 47.1
HEADQUARTERs, ARMY OF THE PoTOl\1AC,

Washington, Novernbm· 19, 1861.
Before a general court-martial: of which Lieutenant-Coionel Hannibal Day, Second
Infantry, is president., which convened at the corner of Pennsylvania avenue and
'Seventeenth street, ·washington City, D. C., on the 18th day of October, 1861, pursuant to Special Order No. 103, from these heauquarters, of OctolJer 15, 1861, was arTaigued and triedBefore the same court was arraigned and tried First Lieut. Robert F. Hnnter, Second
Infantry, on the following charges and specifications:
Charge 1st.-'' Drunkenness on duty."
Specijication.-That First Lieut. Robert F. Hnnter, Second Regiment Infantry,
while on duty as officer of the day, and in command of a patrol of the provost gua,rd,
was drunk. This at Washington City,. D. C., on or about the 25th day of September,
1861.
Charge 2d.-" Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline."
Specijication.-ln this, that he, First Lieut. Robert F. Hunter, Seconcl Regiment
Infantry, did appear in the streets of Washington City, D. C., while officer of the day,
and commanding a patrol, in a drunken condition, and did so disreputably conduct
himself as to make himself the object of remarks and of complaint to the military
.authorities. This at Washington City, D. C., on or about the 25th clay of September,
1861.
Plea: "Not guilty."
The court, after mature deliberation, finds the accused, First Lieut. Robert F.
Hunter, Second Infantry, as follows :
Of the specification, first charge, "Guilty."
Of the first charge, ''Guilty."
Of the specification, second charge, "Guilty."
Of the second charge, "Guilty."
And the court does therefore sentence the said First Lieut. Robert P. Hunter, Second
Infantry, to ''be cashiered."
IV. The proceedings of the court-martial in the ct\se of First Lieut. Robert F.
Hunter, Second Infantry, are confirmed 1 and First Lient. Robert F. Hunter, Second
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Infantry, therefore ceases, from this date, to be an officer in the military service oi
the United States.
V. The court-martial, of which Lieut. Col. Hannibal Day is president, is dissolved •.
By command of Major-General McClellan.
'
S. WILLIAMS,
.Assistant Adjutant- General.
Official.
0. D. GREENE,
.Assistant Adjutant- General ..

The CH.A.IRl\:IAN. The committee will have to adjourn now, as the Senate is in session. We will have another meeting of the committee on
Saturday morning, if there is no objection.
The committee then adjourned until Saturday, July 24, 1886, at 10
o'clock a. m.
WASHINGTON, D. C., Saturday, July 24, 1886.
The select committee met pursuance to adjournment at 10 o'clock a.-m~
TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS-Continued.

Bon. J.D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recalled and
further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
(~uestion. When did you take charge of the Iridian Bureau ~-Answer.
011 the 26th of March, 1885, I think.
Q. I find in the Revised Statutes, in the edition of 1878, section 2129r
'vhich reads as follows:
SEc. 21~9. No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the Indians in the In~
dian country without a license therefor from a superintendent of Indian affairs, or
Indian agent or sub-agent, which license shall be issued for a term not exceeding
two years for the tribes east of the Mississippi, and not exceeding three years for ·the
tribes west of that river.
Commissioner ATKINS. When was that law passed~

The CH-4-IRM.A.N. The law was passed June 30, 1834. In the commencement of your testimony before the committee, you speak of the·
act of August 15, 1876, which reads as follows:
The Commisf';ioner of Indian Affairs has the sole power and authority to appoint
traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such rules and regulations as he may deem
just and proper, specifying the kind and quantity of goods and the prices at which
such goods shall be sold to the Indians.

Q. That manifestly takes away from the Indian agent or sub-agent·
any authority to issue licenses. Do you understand that that act of
August 15, 187G, gives to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs a right to
red nee the time of licenses to one year ~-....L\_. Yes, sir ; I do.
· Q. Do you think a proper construction of section 2129 of the Revised
Statutes, which says that the license "shall be issued for a term not
exceeding two years for the tribes east of the Mississippi, and not exceeding three years for the tribes west of that river," would give the
Commissioner the power, even under that statute, to make it one
year~-A. That question was never called to my attention until I appeared before this committee. But that has been the ruling and the
practice since 1876, and I think that was the intention of the law when
it was passed in 1876-that the sole power should be given to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to license or not license, as the case might

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

103

he, and to make such rules and regulations. I found those rules and
regulations in force when I came into the office, and that has been the
practice since 1876. This is the rule under which the office has acted:
555. No license will be granted for a longer period than one year ; but at the end of
that time, if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs be satisfied that the trade has been
conducted properly, and that the laws and regulations of the Department and the
terms of the license were duly observed, a new license may be granted without theformality of requiring the testimonials referred to in section 533.

Q. Do you not think the practice of the courts has been to construe
the words " not exceeding" as indicating the longest term, unless there
were reasons in a particular case why the longer or full term should not
be given '-A. I have never practiced law, Mr. Chairman, and do not
set myself up as qualified to give judicial opinions, specially upon general subjects, the rules of construction, and so forth. But 1 am perfectly satisfied that no question has been raised, at least I have never
heard of any question being raised, during the whole time, since the
passage of this law in 1876 up to the present time, and there has.
been no questioming of the authority of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to license only for a year; in fact, it has been construed that he
could only license for a year.
Q. There is nothing in the statute which prevents him, is there, that
;ron are aware of, from licensing for a longer period ~-A. How that is,
I cannot say.
Q. There is nothing but the regulation you refer to ~-A. How that
is l cannot say, but this regulation would have had to be changed in
order to have done that. I found that regulation in the office and I did
not change it. I will say this much, that I think it would be a Yery
unwise procedure to license them for more than one year; that is what
1 think.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Have you or not the power to revoke a licen~e in case of necessity~
A. Yes, sir, I have; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has that power,.
but it is not a pleasant thing to do.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. This license to a man to trade with the Inqians is a license purely to
set up a commercial business, as I understand it; it is not an appointment to office; it is not an office; it is a license for a man to carry on a
commercial business, is it not ~-A. I cannot see that it is anythiug
else. The man has to give a bond of $10,000.
Q. And you think it is unwise to license a .man for any longer period
than one year ~-A. I rather think it is. In my experience in the office
thus far I rather think it is.
Q. Do you .t hink it is in any way unwise, when a man has been
licensed and has put capital into the trade, to revoke his lisense at the
end of a year ~
Commissioner ATKINS. Will you please repeat your question~
The CHAIRMAN. Do you think it unwise to revoke a license at the
end of the year when a man has put his capital into the business ~-A.
I think that it is owing to circumstances altogether.
Q. I mean if he has complied with the regulations ~-A. Well, then,
it is owing to circumstances.
Q. Do you think it wise to revoke the license of a trader against
whom there are no charges or complaints for tlle purpose of putting in
a friend of the appointing power ~-A. I may ans\Yer that by asking
another question: lf it would be wise to remove auy mau from office
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and appoint another man in his place, so far as that is concerned~
Now I will be Yery frank with you, l\ir. Chairman, and with the committee, very frank indeed. I made the statement in my first hearing
before the committee tllat there had been persons whose licenses llad
uot been renewed because there were Representatives and Seuators
and otller persons asking the appointment of their friends in the place
of' those parties. And, sir, when I came into office-if a partisan turn
is to be given to the matter-! foun1 a large proportion (so far as my
information goes, almost entirely, in fact) of the traders were members
of the Republican party, and I reckon to-day that a majority of them,
and a considerable majority of them, are memLers of the Republican
party. I have licensed anew some gentlemen who are Republicans, as
I understand.
· The CHAIRMAN. I have not intended to giYe this any political or
partisan turn.
Commissioner ATKINS. I did not know. I could only answP,r your
question by making a frank statement.
Q. Well, whether in this Jackson case or not, have you not refused to
renew licenses of Indian traders, and appointed new persons who were
your friends ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Sneed and Colyer, I think, were friends of yours?-A. Yes, sir;
they were, and one or two others.
Q. Now, I am speaking simply of this trade with the Indians. Do
you think it is wise in a case where no complaints are made against the
trader, to refuse to extend his license upon the ground that you want
to a}Jpoint friends of your own to that place'?-A. Were I to do so, I
should follow in the line of safe precedence.
Q. I am asking you what you think is wise with reference to it.-A.
I auswered your question once by saying that was owing to circumstances.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. What are the circumstances ~-A. 'rhe circumstances would be
these: Influences of a strong character. Representative men have
pressed upon me the appointment of traders in the place of others, and
I have yielded to their requests; those are the circumstances.
Q. Political friends ~-A. Yes, sir.
The UHAIRMA.N. I do not want to bring politics in.
Commissioner ATKINS. You may take that ground. You may 1ake
that as possibly true, probably true in some cases, because I do not de·
sire to conceal anything at all.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Were Sneed and Colyer pressed upon you hy political friends~
A. No, sir; not specially.
Q. They were your own friends ~-A. Yes, sir; they were my own
friends.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Do you mean personal friends or political friends ~-A. Well, they
were both personal and political friends; they were very warm friends
tllat I had, men to whom I owed a great many obligations in the way
of my political life, I may say.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. The nature of the business of an Indian trader inYolves an investment of capital in goods to a greater or less extent, does it not ~-A.
Yes, sir.
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Q. Tile same as would be the case in setting up a store anywhere 1A. ·011 1 yes, sir; I should suppose so.
Q. Now I recur to the question once more, whether, when a man has re.ceived such a license as that, and has made the investment of capital
necessar-y to carry on the busines~, has been guilty of no wrong in con<lueting the business, you think it is wise or proper not to renew his
license for the purpose of being able to appoint your political friends to
the place occupied by that person ~-A. ·I have answered that question.
I repeat my answer. 1\Iy answer is contained in my previous reply to
yonr f!uestion.
.
Q. When a new trader is appointed the old trader is requirecl, as I
understand It, unless he is able to sell out, to remove the goods from
the agency~-A. Yes, sir; uut I have generally given hiw a reasonalJle
.time to do so.
Q. Do you suppose that his business can be terminated and his goods
removed from t!J.e agency or Territory without serious loss to him "?-A.
I cannot say about tllat, sir. I do not think the Indian Office is a gen'eral insurer for all men who are trading with 1ndians. They accept
tlle license with the understanding that it only continues for one year.
Q. That is just the point I was trying to get at when I commenced
my inquiries. Do you think that any trader accepts a license with an
understanLling that it is only to continue for one year ~-A. I know
that they do-that they accept a license with that understanding·, for
tue.v know that the license only exists for one year, in every case, since
1~7(),

Q. But does not every trader who receives a license consider that
there is an implied unuerstanding that if he conducts himself properly
·his license will be renewed ~-A. I am not aware what inferences
traders may draw.
Q. Has he not a right to imply that ~-A. Perhaps so, in your opinion.
Q. But I ask you whether you do not think he has a right to imply
that ~-A. I have given you my answer.
Q. Do you know what the precedents of the office have been as to
that; whether in the case of a trader who had conducted himself prop·-erly, his license was not renewed, as a matter of course ·¥ -A. I do not
know that I can answer that question definitely, but as I stated awhile
.ago, most of those gentlemen were of the Republican persuasion, and
lta\e been for over twenty years, I reckon; but there was no political
.moti \ e fur their removal at all.
Q. Do you think that such a man ought to be removed for political
Tea~ons ~-A. I do not think a man once in an Indian trad~rship ought
.to be there always.
Q. Certainly not; I agree to that. But again I ask you whether he
ought to be removed for political reasons ?-A. I think it would be just
auout as fair, just about as proper, for a man to give up a place which
he had been occupying for a good while in a position of that sort, as it
would be for a man occupying any ordinary office. I think that, sir;
but I wish to say that I have all the time endeavored to go as slowly as
po~sible in the appointment of new traders. I have all the time endeavored to go as slowly as possible, and I have not appointed anything like
the numlJer of persons I have been pressed and asked to appoint.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. \Vht>n you say you have been endeavoring to go as slowly as possible in the appointment of new traders, you nwan consistent with your
relations to your political friends "?-A. Yes, sir.
7
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But have you not removed men against whom there were no"
charges, and who had been trading there but a few years-two or three
years~

Senator BLACKBURN. Before the Commissioner answers that question, ,
I would like him to state, as he is not a practicing lawyer, whether he
desires to use the word " removal" in connection with his action.
The CHAIRMAN. I used the word" removed" myself. I should have
asked him if he had not declined to relicense traders against whom there
were no charges, and who had been trading there but a few years-two,
or three years~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; I think I have, frequently.
Q. Then your suggestion, that because a man was once there he should
not stay always, does not apply to that kind of a case. That is not an
unusually long time for a person to carry on a trade, is it-two or three
years ~-A. I do not know that it is.
Q. You think that tJJ.e trade at this Kiowa, Comanche, aud Wichita
Agency is about $180,000 per annum ~-A. I thought so at one time.
At first I did 11ot think it was Dearly that much; I thought it was perhaps less than $150,000; that is, when I first came in I did not know how
much trade was there. It is a very difficult matter to ascertain. One of
the most diffieult matters to ascertain in the Indian Office, in connection
with the appointment of traders, is just what the trade is at a particular
place. You can scarcely get the truth in regard to it; that is the fact ..
Q. You have four traders there ~-A. Yes, ~ir; there are four licensees
at that place. One of the parties has not gone there yet.
Q. Who i~ it who has not gone there yet 1-A. I do not think Sneed
& Colyer have gone in yet.
Q. I will ask you right here--A. Let me answer the question.
I at :first did not know how much trade was there, and was under the
impression that there was a great deal less trade there than I was at a
subsequeut time, and I may have exaggerated, at the subsequent time
to which I refer, the amount of tt·ade in saying that it amounted to
$180,000. But I believed it to be that at the time, though what data
I based it upon I do not now remember. I placed it at, I suppose, about
$180,000, but I have understood since that the trade was not near so
much as that.
Q. What do you understand it to be now~-A. In consequence of
the removal of the cattle from the Cheyenne and Arrapaho Agency,
and the apprehension that there would be a similar removal from ·t hat
agency, I suppose it is less. I think that a great many of the cattle·
haYe probably gone out of that reservation.
Q. What are the annuities there ~-A. I do not remember what they
are.
Q. You will let us know at some time ~-A. Yes, sir. I do not think
they are very mnch. I cannot answer that question just now.
:;\'Jr. CHARLES A. CLEVELAND. Tile annuities are not in money.
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not think there are any annuities there.
I tlo not think there are any treaty annuities with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Indians. My chief clerk informs me that the money
which iOes there is simply the money that is paid to the employes of
the agency.
Q. What is your present impression about tbe amount of trade
tbere~-A. I understand it is about $100,000. I am not very well
posted, and really do not know.
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Q. You licensed Sneed and Colyer November 25, 1885 ¥-A. I be·
lieve so.
Q. That is eight or nine months ago, and they have not gone there yet,_
have they,-A, They are at Fort Sill.
Q. They are trading at Fort Sill now ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were they old traders at Fort Sill '?-A. No, sir; they were new
traders.
Q. If they were licensed for the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita
Agency, how is it that they are trading at Fort Sill ~-A. Because I
gave them permission to trade there. Every administration has donethat.
Q. Do you understand that they are going to the Kiowa, Comanche,.
and Wichita Agency '? -A. Yes, I do; or they will have to 1-mrrender
their license.
Q. How far is Fort Sill from there ~-A. I understand it is 30 or 40
miles. I was never in that Territory. Those branch stores have been.
allowed by· every ~dministration.
Q. You did license a man named Jacobs ~-A. I did; yes, sir.
Q. \Vhen did you grant that license ~-A. I think I granted tuat
license in August-July or August, I forget which. Possibly it might
uaTe been J nne.
Q. vYhen was his license revoked or returned ~-A. It was revoked
on t be 26th of August.
Q. Did you know him before appointing him ~-A. I never did. He
was recommended to me by a man whom I did know by reputation
very well, although I did not know him personally very well, a man
named Judge Bond, his father-in-law. And then there were a good
many recommendations of him from persons living in the town in which
he had formerly lived, Brownsville, Tenn. Gentlemen of high reputation recommended him.
Q. ln regard to this matter you say, in your previous testimony, that
''finding that he was a fraud, and that he had acted in. bad faith, after
he got out there, with these part,ies, as they alleged, I communicated
the fact to Mr. Bond, and finally, over the entreaties of Mr. Bond and
other parties, I revoked his license." What was the bad faith which
you there allude to ~-A. The bad faith was that, in the first place, he
had to borrow money to go out there, as these parties alleged. After
being represented to me as a man with sufficient credit and means to
run a store, be had to borrow money to go out there on, and declined
to pay it back; and after he got out there, and went out with these parties, he endeavored to sell out to other parties-to use his license to sell
out to other parties and ignore them altogether. These parties-Harri~
and Stone, I believe their names are; perhaps I have not got the last
name right, but I think it is Stone; at any rate, the records will show
who was licensed with .M. B. Harris & Co.-represented these facts to
me, and I revoked Jacobs's license. However, I am a little too fast .
.Judge Bond, finding that these parties bad quarreled, wanted me, also,
to license Jacobs alone, and these parties made these charges to me
against Jacobs, and I just revoked the whole license.
Q. It was in August, or before August 26, that you heard of thosefacts ?-A. Yes; so far as they are concerned, I heard them then, I believe. I bad forgotten.
(~. You were then aware before August 26 that one of your ap,
pointees was trying to sell his license ?-A. Now, I call it to mind; I
recollect it. The other day when Jacobs's name was mentioned I had
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not thought of Jacobs for months, but when his name was mentioned I
recalled it.
Q. Knowing that one of your licensees-that is, Jacobs-bad been
trying to sell his license, and hearing in that same August the rumor
t-hat Jackson had sold his license, you asked Jackson about it and he denied it ?-A. He did, most indignantly.
Q. Did you rest on his simple denial ?-A. I did, because nobod.v
ever made any such intimation to me at all until way in Decen:..ber or
the 1st of January.
Q. You had heard a rumor of that sort ?-A. Certainly I had-not
that he had sold to Cleveland; I never heard that, but simply that he
had sold his license for a given sum of money-$8,000; and I asked
him if it was true, and he said it was not, that it was an infamous lie,
and there the matter ended. Of course I could not institute a, searchwarrant to find out, or a drag-net to ascertain, whether it was true or
not, and Jackson was represented to me as a gentleman of reputation
and veracity and all that kind of thing, and was certainly a man of very
good family.
Q. You cannot remember, now, where you got that rumor ?-A. No,
· sir; I do not know where I got it. I got i~ either on the train the day
I arrived home or I got it at home. I do not remember who it was that
made the statement.
Q. vVhere is your horne~-A. At Paris, Tenn.
Q. How far is that from Mr. Jackson's residence ?-A. It is, I suppose,
about 100 miles, maybe 150 miles by rail, possibly.
Q ..Mr. Jackson was there when you got there~-A. That day? I do
not know whether be was there or not.
Q. Or he carne there very soon after?-A. I say I do not know
whether he was there or not the day when I got there. I got there at
11 o'clock. But I saw him that day, and whether he reached there
that day or not I do not know, but I presume he did.
Q. Then the rumor came to you just about the time, or a short time
before, you saw Jackson ?-A. Yes, sir; a short time before I saw him.
Q. Then you rested on his denial. You must have known, then, whom
you received the rumor from ?-A.. No, ·s ir; I do not know that I did.
Q. It had only been a short time before ?-A. Yes, that is b:·ue, but I
saw a great many people, and I do not remember who I heard it from.
Q. Would you not have been likely to remember for a few days who
you heard it from ?-A.. Well, whether I did or not, if I was going to
my grave now I could not say who I heard it from.
Q. But do you not think that when Jackson spoke to you about it,
it was fresh in your recollection ~-A. That is a question . I could not·
Ray that I did not recollect it then; I do not know that I could say that.
The thing did not occur to me so.far as that is concerned, and I have
no recollection at all of who made the statement.
Q. And you made no effort, aftAr Jackson denied it, to find out
whether there was anything in it or not ?-A. I asked him, and I
thought that was effort enough.
Q. And that is all the effort you made ?-A. Yes, that is all the effort
1 made until I heard the last of December or the first of January-and
I suppose by the superscription on the statement that .M:r. Cleveland
filed, that it was on the 2d of January that the paper was .tiled, and his
statement is that be made that statement to me at tJ1at time. I think
that is correct. I never heard anything more against Jackson until
a bout that time. But I tbP-n asked his brother, Judge Jackson, Senator
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Jackson, about it, and. told him what I had beard, and he denou11eed it
as false, and said that it could not be true, and was not true.
I might say, Mr. Chairman, that if I were to undertake to investigate
all the charges, rumors, and reports that I hear against traders I should:
have nothing else to do, for they can make more charges against each.
other, make more allegations and all that kind of thing, than any class
of people I ever have had any contact with. I will say that. There are·
always ·coming into the office charges of one kind or another against
traders, pretty nearly tlle same thing; but when I pin them down in:
some cases the parties dodge out and make no allegation at all.
Q. The four traders at tlle Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency
are A. J. Reynolds, Frank L. Fred, Dudley P. Brown, and Sneed &
Colyer, who are still at Fort ~ill, but who are going there 1-A. Yes~.
sir.
Q,. You haie relicensed Reynolds, Fred, and Brown, have you not?~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What are their politics ?-A. I do not know. I understood tbau
Fred was a Democrat, and I understood that he was a Republican; 1
do not know. I do not know .what Re;ynolds's politics are. I have an
impression, however, from the letter that his brother wrote me-hisbrother being a very strong Republican-that he is a Republican. As
to Brown's politics, I cannot tell you what his politics are.
Q. You never heard that he was a Democrat 1-A. I have heard it
Rtated both ways, buti do not know anything about it. I am inclined.
to think that be is a Democrat. I do not think the politics of any of'
them lie Yery deep.
Q. They do not vote out then~ 1-A. I think the politics of an Indian:
trader is considerably like a chameleon-he changes with the light~
that are thrown on him.
Q. Mr. Andrews, you say, who was your license clerk, called to your
attention the fact that Mr. Cleveland ought not to be relicensect, as.early as April ~-A. He did.
Q. Was Cleveland the only party that he told you ought not to be
relwensed in reply to your suggestion to him that you wanted to revoke
tile license of any party who had acted badly 1-A. I do not remem.ber.
I do not think he made any charge against any body else at tllat agency;
I tllink not.
Q. Did he refer to Cleveland alone among Indian trarlers as a person
who ought not to be relicensed, or did he give the names of others
whom he thought ought not to be relicensed ~-A. I do not remember
about that. I believe, though, that that was the m~in one, because be
called my attention to the fact that he had been guilt.y of what he considered bad faith to Reynolds.
Q. When did you first look at the record of l\1r. Cleveland in the of~
fice ?-A. I do not think I looked at that record until way in the winter.
Q. Not until after October 5 ?-A. No, sir; I do not think I did.
Q,. When you notified Mr. Cleveland that his license would not be
reissued a~-A. I do not think I did. I might have seen :Mr. Moller's·
letter, but I will be frank to say that I had not ~een all of that record
until after that time.
Q. Do you think you had seen any of it prior to October 5 ?-A. I
think probably I saw Moller's letter, but the balance of the record I did
not see. But I put full confidence and faith in what Mr. Andrews told
me, and then the other clerks in the office were well aware of his record
and they were well aware of this transaction-at least the record iu the.
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·office shows that there had been a transaction of the kind, and it was a
.sufficiently familiar subject to me.
Q. Did Mr. Andrews speak to you in any way of the matter which is
€mbraced in the Folsom report which you presented here ~-A. No, sir;
I do not think he did, but I had heard that from some of the clerks in the
,office; when, I do. not know; I heard it a good while ago, but I never
knew the merits of it, and consec1uently I ne\~er spoke of it, for I never
-understood the merits of it really until this investigation was gotten up.
That is my recollection.
Q. Then that report of Special Agent Folsom had nothing to do with
_your notit:ying Cleveland that you would not relicense him '-A. No,
sir; I only brought that up to show the character of the man who was
.assailing me. That is the reason I brought that up.
Q. It was rather necessary, as you then understood the matter, to
make room for Jackson at that agency, was it not '-1\.. I gave Mr.
Jackson a license in good faith, and intended he should have it.
Q. And you expected he would go there '-A. I did.
Q. And you did not intend to have but four traders there '-A. No,
sir; I only intended to have four traders there.
Q. Then, whatever the fact may have been about Cleveland's having
behaved himself, it was necessary for one of them to go in order to
.make room for Jackson, was it not ~-A. You may think as you please
a bout it. I did not intend to revoke Jackson's license. I had promised
it to him, and intended that he should go there.
Q. And I understand now that on the simple suggestion of Mr. Andrews, the clerk, without looking at the record, you notified Mr. Cleveland that his license would not be renewed ~-A. Not exactly that. You
understand, Mr. Chairman, that my attention was first called to this by
:Mr. Andrews, and a second time called to it by Mr. Andrews, and then
there were other clerks in the office who discussed this question with
me. This gentleman here now [indicating Mr. Osborne] knew of his
record. But you asked me if I had seen the record, and I told you that
I had not, unless it was Moller's letter. I think Moller's letter was
shown to me before I h-;sued the order revoking his license; but so far
as knowing that this record was in the office, so far as that is concerned,
I knew the record was there, because I had the word of these gentlemen.
Senator BLACKBURN. I want to call the attention of the witness to
the fact that he continues to use the phrase H revoking his license."
Commissioner ATKINS. I am much obliged. I did not mean to use
the word" revoked." But, as I was going to say, I knew the fact of
the existence of this record, and I placed confidence in those parties
who mentioned it to me; and I will say more: I cannot undertake to
·discharge the duties of my office and go through all of those records.
I write hundreds of letters which state facts the records of which I
never see. It is impossible for me to do it, and it would be impossible
for a dozen Commissioners of Indian Affairs to do it.
Q. The only thing that you heard of was that he was under obligation to Reynolds not to trade there, I understand ?-A. No, sir; that
was not the only thing.
Q. What else was there ?-A. I had beard that he had been connected
with cattle leases in some way that was displeasing to the Indians, and
I had also heard-which turned out not to be true-that he was interested in cattle himself, in a herd of cattle upon the reservation, I bad
heard that, but that turned out not to be true. I did not state that
that was a matter of record in the office, but that I had heard it. The

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

111

--other matter was a matter of record-his connection with cattle leases
-a nd his being displeasing to the Indians was a matter of record-and it
was a matter of record on the SenMe files in the printed document I
referred to the other day.
Q. From what was communicated to you by Mr. Andrews and your
-clerks, did you not understand that that matter had been up hefore
your predecessor, Commissioner Price ~-A. I am inclined to think that
it was, but that did not debar me from going over the question; it did
not debar me from exercising my judgment, if Commissioner Price had
·Considered it. I am not here to impeach Commissioner Price or to speak
unkindly of him, but I am here to say that CommisRioner Price's opinions of a man's character in the matter of granting a license would not
-control my action. If this man was guilty of bad faith he was not a
proper man to be there; be was not a man who ought to be there; and
I do not think this committee can take that ground.
Q. But the point of it is this: Do you not think that if you had
knowledge that Commissioner Price beard those charges, and had continued him there notwithstanding, that you ought as well to have examined the record before you notified him that his license would not be
renewed ~-A. I was informed of his record, but I did not go over it; I
did not have possibly the time to do it-at least I do not know w4y I
did not do so. But I was as well satisfied what his record was, and batl
made up my mind that he ought not to remain there.
·
By Senator CuLLOM·:
Q. Did your predecessor leave anything on record indicating his view
'Of the question whether this man bad acted badlyornoM-A. Not that
I know of. I will say this also: That so far as this is concerned, Agent.
Hunt filed a letter after this man was licensed by Commissioner Price
in January, 1885, which letter was written on the 6th of February, but
·of course Commissioner Price never saw it. It was before he licensed
Cleveland this last time.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. And you had not seen it before you told lVIr. Cleveland that his
license would not be renewed ~-A. That is true; I had not.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Is there not anything on record, copies of letters or other papers,
showing that Commissioner Price had considered the question of whether
'C leveland & Co . .had violated their obligations, and if they bad, as between them and Reynolds, that they had their remedy ~-A. I am not
..sure whether there is or not. I do not know.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. I wish to come to this point in your testimony: You say that when
you were about to start West, which, as, I understand you, was about
the 5th of October, you remembered this case, and without thinking of
Jackson, issued an order notifying 1\fr. Cleveland that his license would
not be renewed ?-A. It lta.d no reference whatever to Jackson, so far
as any negotiations that may have ever occurred between him and
Cleveland were concerned, for up to that time I did 11ot know that
Jackson and Cleveland had ever bad any negotiations.
Q. But did it not Lave some reference to making room for Jackson at
that place~-A. So far as tllat is concerned it may be so. But I simply
sa.y that my refusal to renew the license of 1\Ir. Cleveland had no reference whatever to any negotiations that I had ever heard of existing between Jack8on and Cleveland.
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Q. And that is all yon mean to say when you say that you did it
without thinking of Jackson ~-A. Yes; that is just what I meant to
say.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. That you did do it, and that you did it to make room for Jackson~
-A. No, sir; I did not do it to make room for Jackson; I would have
revoked it if .Tackson had been dead.
Q. When you gave Jaekson a license you intended to make a place for
him there ~-A. Yes, that is true.
Q. And to do that you had to remove somebody, did you not ~-A.
That is true, so far as that is concerned, but still, at the same time, it
was was not a matter of any concern to me specialy that Jackson should
he a trader there. I granted the license just as I had a great many
others.
Q. But you l1ad given him a license to trade there in good faith and
bad to make a place for him there ~-A. Yes, sir ; I intended to treat
him in good faith and allow him to trade, but I would not have relicensed Cleveland bad Jackson been dead, so far as that is concerned,
at that time. At a subsequent time I had· a conversation with Senator
Vest, in December I imagine it was, from the date of his letter-! presume it was then-that is the only reason I know, but I know it was
late in the fall or early in the winter. I had a conversati0n with him
in which be asked me to relicense Mr. Cleveland and asked me torelieense Mr. Reynolds, and I told him that I did not think I could do it
with the promises I had out.
Q. If you had not given Jackson a licP,nse then, you would have done
it at tue time that Senator Vest called upon you and insisted upon your
Teuewing the license of Cleveland 3~ -A. I will be very frank; let me
mai\e a Rtaternent. Senator Vest called upon me and urg-ed this thing.
He said he was anxiouR for it to be done, and represented, I understood
Lim, the frien<ls of these parties and the creditors of these partit>s; that
j~ the way I understood him. I did not understand him as caring spe<·i;;~lly for thi::; man or the other man, but be was representing parties
wuom he did care for, being their Senator, and I called to his attention
tl1e objf:'ctions that I had to 1\Ir. Cleveland. I called to his attention
tllh~ business of his bad faith, and I think I called to his attention the
subject of bis being connected with cattle leases, and being displeasing
to th~ Indians, and I also said to him that I had heard tha,t he had a
herd of cattle on the reservation. Senator Vest apologized for him.
He emphatically said he bad no herd of cattle there and be apologized
for the action with regard to the bad faith and said that as Commissioner Price had relicensed bim-l think b~ urged that argument and
endeavored to impress it upon my mind-it was not a sufficient cause for·
me to withhold a license from Cleveland. When I told him I could not
do it, that I bad given Jackson this license and intended him to have
it in good f<dth, be then solicited me to license ~T ackson with Cleveland,
or Jackson with Reynolds. He solicited me to do either one of the two.
I diu not tender it to him. I did it in response to his earnest solicitation, telling him that I did not want to do it, and that I would not do·
it unless .Jackson was willing to do it, and I think, moreover, Mr. Chairman, as it comes to my mind, that I said to Senator Vest that they
must go in on equal terms., meaning by that that each man must put
in his capital. :Now, let Senator Vest make his statement about it. I
have had no con,~ersation with him and do not know what he wishes
to say about it.
·

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

a

113

Q. vVhat I am trying to get at is an answer to this question: .After
this interview with Senator Vest, if you had not been incumbered by
the license that yon had given to Jackson, would you not have renewed
the license to these men ~-A. I think I might say in response to that
question that I yielded a very reluctant assent to his proposition, and
to be very frank I will say that in regard to Jackson I expected to keep .
good faith with him, having promised him the license, and Jackson's
heing licensed with Cleveland or Reynolds did not cut a feather's weight
with me, and I would have given the license to Cleveland or Reynolds
at the time under the pressure of Senator Vest's-I will not say importunity-but under the pressure of his solicttation, I possibly would have
done so. But, sir, my mind 'vas attracted to the subject of l\fr. Cleveland's record that very day again.
Q. After Senator Vest went away "?-A. After he left the room ; and
I wrote him a letter that evening and sent it to him by my messenger
that evening, before the sun went down, stating to him that under no
circumstances would I reljcense Cleveland-under no circumstances
would I do it, with Jackson or without.
Q. With a partner or otherwise~-A. Yes, under no circumstances;
and I regretted that I bad yielded reluctantly even to him and consented to do so.
Q. Have you a copy of that letter ~-A. No, sir; I have not. Now, I
wish to say just one thing further with regard to that matter. It has
been S<tid that I tendered this to Senator Vest. Now that may not be
an intention-to misrepresent me, because in speaking of m;y.,. action after
I had consented, or given my assent to Senator Vest's proposition, in
speaking of it, it may be called a proposition of mine, a tender of mine.
But it was not a tender of mine or :1 proposition of mine in the sense
that I sought it or desired it. I wish that to be emphatic and distinct.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. I will ask you this question: Had any other case arisen in the
administration of your office, in which you had notified the trader that
his license would not be renewed, on information of the clerks that
there was a record against him, without an examination of that record~
A. I cannot tell; I suppose I have.
Q. Is that the way you conduct your business-take what the clerks
say, knowing there is a record, and without referring to the record~
A. I may have done so without referring to the record. Of course I
would have the record told me, what it is, and sometimes I have the
record before me. But sometimes I may have declined to renew a
license upon statements made to me. I hope that I have clerks in my
office whose word I can take, and if I should undertake to examine
every record, as I said a w:hile ago, upon which I write letters, and sign
letters which are prepared for me from records, and which sometimes
~:equire a clerk to examine them two or three weeks in order to prepare
a letter, and going over records of t,h irty, forty, or fifty years back, it
would take all my time. How could I go over all those letters~
By Senator CuLLO~f:
Q. These tradership matters would not require that to be done ~-A.
Very good, but they are no more sacred than any others, and if you
want my opinion, I think they are less sacred than any others, so far as
the personnel of tltn parties is concerned, these in particular.
By the OnAIRniAN:
Q. But you put the ground of your notice to him that the license
6534 CONQ--8
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would not be reueweu, did yon not, on his bad record iu the office Jl-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And all you knew was what some clerk in the office told you ~ 
A. I did not say "some clerk." I said I did it upon what the clerk who
bad charge of that desk, Mr. Andrews, said, and upon what the chief
clerk said, and what the clerk who succeeded Mr. Andrews said, and
they are here to answer for themselves. So it was not'' some clerk."
Q. Who is the chief clerk of your Bureau ~ -.A. 1\ir. A. B. Upshaw.
I do not wish to have the words "~orne clerk" put into my testimony.
I did not use that phrase.
Q. St.ill it is true, is it not~-A. The clerks who had charge of this
business-Q. Wait a moment. Is it not true that you issued that noti(>.e to him
knowing that there was a record in the office, upon information which
some clerks had given you, without looking at that record~ Is that
not true ~-A. I have answered your question.
Q. Returning now to your direct testimony before the committee, I
observe that Mr. Upshaw, as Acting Commissioner, wrote a letter to Mr.
S.M. Jackson, November 5, 1885, which was a month after your notice to Mr. Cleveland, asking him to "please advise this office at once
as to what time you intend to forward your bond and commence business as trader at the Kiowa A.gency. Some time has elapsed since your
appointment, and, as the licenses of the old traders have been revoked,
it is necessary that you commence your business there at ouce.''-A.
The word "revoked" was used, I reckon, just as I have used it frequently. It means declined to be renewed.
Q. When did you first see that letter ~-A. I did not see that letter
until after I got back in November, and I do not know when I saw it
first. The letter was written while I was gone, and I do not know
when I did see it.
Q. When did Mr. Jackson, in fact, forward his bond, if ever~-A.
He forwarded it the las·t days of January or the first <lays of February,
I forget which; about that time.
Q. I see afterwards here, speaking of Jackson, that you wrote him a
letter dated January 14.-A. Yes, sir; demanding of him to return his
license, or open his store on the 1st of February.
Q. That is not the one I refer to. There is one, I think, here; a letter written by somebody, saying to him that he can furnish a new bond
and do business on his old bond until the new one is furnished. Here
it is, your letter of January 23, in which you say, ''You can forward
your new bond, and open your store under the old license. The new
license will issue as soon as the bond is approved." What do you mean
by "new bond" ~- . .A.. That was in response to a letter that he wrote
me asking me to allow some parties-! do not know who they were
now; I do not think he named them; I do not kuow whether he did
or not; I have not his letter-asking me to allow some parties to be
licensed with him at that place, and I wrote that letter in response,
that the parties' names would have to be put in the new bond; isn't
that it~
·
The CHAIRMAN. No; that is not here, I think.
Commissioner ATKINS. Read the letter, please.
The CHAIRMAN. Yes; here it is. You say, "Your letter of inquiry
received. If you desire to form a partnership, the names of all members of the firm should appear in the licens-e."
Commissioner A'I'KINS. That is it. It meant this: I could not allow
him to take in other parties witlt.out naming who they were.
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Q. And giving a new bond for them ~-A. Yes, sir; as a matter of
course.
Q. That was January 23. How long before that had he forwarded
his bond ~-A. He had not forwarded it then at all; he forwarded it a
few days after that. It was in response to that letter that he forwarded
his bond and license.
Senator BLACKBURN. He says it was in the last days of .January or
the first days of February.
The CHAIRl\fAN. But he speaks in this letter of forwarding a new bond,
which, to my mind, indicates that a bond had been forwarded prior to
that .
.Commissioner ATKINS. I suppose so, as a matter of course.
Q. You do not know how early it was forwarded ~-A. I reckon his
bond was forwarded me when I notified him of bis appointment, which
was the latter part of J-uly-the 24th of July, I thin1c
Q. Do yon know who gave bond for him, then, who was his surety~
A. I do not know.
Q. Was it his brother ~-A. I do not remember.
Q. If it is in the office you can obtain it and sen<l it to us.-A. I will
do so. I declare I do not know who gave bond for him.

Q. Sena,tor Beck had askel} -you to retain Mr. Brown there,

h~.u1

he

11ot ?-A. Yes, sir; be did.
Q. And Mr. Randolph Tucker and Mr. Eppa Hunton bad asked you
to retain Mr. Fred ~-A. Yes, sir; they did.
Q. And Senator Vest, as I understand, asked you to retain either
Mr. Reynolds or Mr. Cleveland ~-A. Yes, sir; and to explain it to you
fully: Having licensed Colyer and Sneed under one license, and having
licensed Jackson under ~~mother, and not desiring more than four there,
I did not expect to relicense Cleveland or any other parties there except
the four. '\Vhen tTackson dropped out l continued Reynolds there.
That was the way of it.
Q. You spoke~ little while ago-to go off from the line of your testimony a little-of writing a letter on the very evening, yon think, of the
interview you had with Senator Vest, recalling your conditional promise to Jet 1\fr. Cleveland and Mr. Jackson be licensed together~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. In consequence of what did you write that letter ~-A. There were
two reasons for it. . I bad promised Senator Vest that I would do so
provided Jackson was willing to it. I did not want to force a partner
upon him. In the next place, that very day Senator Jackson called at
my office and told me that his brother had made other arrangements.
I told him what I bad done, that I bad made that promise to Senator
Vest, and also that very day my attention was recalled afresh to Mr.
Cleveland's record by somebody, I do not know who. And I was in a
burry to write the letter, and I did write it.
Q. Had you entirely forgotten it when you told Senator Vest that you
would license him~
Commissioner ATKINS. Entirely forgotten what~
The CHAIRMAN. Had you entirely forgotten Mr. Cleveland's record
in the office when you told Senator Vest that you would license him
with Jackson~
A. No, sir ; I had not entirely forgotten it, because we had discussed
it.
Q. It was in your mind then when you told Senator Vest ?-A. It was
in my mind, and Senator Vest argued that as Commissioner Price had
reappointed him, it operated as a removal, as it were, of the objections
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against llim, and he said he did not think there was much in it, and
urged me so that I finall.r yielded for the moment and consented to
license llim with one or the otber, but regretted it immediately after,yards and took immediate and prompt steps to revoke it. Not five
hours elapsed before I wrote the letter, and if I had not been employed
as l was up to 4 o'clock it would not have been so long The interview
took place about 11 o'clock, and not six hourR el8psed before I had the
letter at Senator Vest's house.
Q. Did Senator Vest ever communicate to you the fact that Jackson
had made a proposition of this sort to Clevelmtd, or that Jackson's
father-in-law had ?-.A. I have no recollection of Senator Vest's ever
talking to me about this proposition of Jackson's.
Q. At any other interviews that you had with Senator Vest ~-A. I
have no recollection of it at all. If he did, he did it when these parties
were present. It might have been. I do not lnww wlletl1er he was
present with these parties or not. I do not ]mow that Senator Vest
ever discussed that question with me.
Q. After this interview, in which you recalled what you llad said to
Senator Vest, Mr. Cleveland did make a statement to you, and you told
llim that he discredited himself; you said to him, ''You utterly discredit
yourself,'7 and you said it pretty energetiQally ?-A. Yes; I did in sub::;tance say that.
Q. And yet, after tllat,, you gave 1\fr. Cleveland to understand that he
could trade there until Jackson got his goods on the ground, did you
not ?-A. I gave my consent for him to trade tllere in order that he
could work his stock off.
Q. It was a consent to trade until the new traders got their stock on
the ground ~-.A. Well, but that was not near as long-it was not what I
supposed to be near as long-as he did stay there, so far as that IS concerned.
Q. He would have been trading under it yet if he hall accepted it~
A. If the new traders had not got there I would have revoked his license and put somebody else in there who would go there.
Q. But none of the new traders have gone there yet ~--A. No, sir;
because Mr. Cleveland held on until the 1st of ,Jone, and tlle other
parties have been notified that they must open store or send in their
licenses. ·But it was not because I thought lVfr. Cleveland was a worthy
man that I agreed to let him stay there; it was just to allow him to
work his stock off. It was a kindness to him.
Q. You think the fact that the statement of Mr. Cleveland dated December 28, 1885, has an office stamp on it of January 2 is an absolute
indication that it was received on that day ~-A. Yes; that is my
opinion.
Q. Is that the practice in the office in regarcl to stamping letters~
A. Yes, sir. Whenever a letter is filed in my office I send it over that
day and seldom fail to do it. I send it over that day and then it is
stamped.
Q. Would it be stamped the very day that it went into the office~
A. I presume it would.
Q. When you realize the fact that you telegraphed to Jackson on the
31st of December, which was between the date of the letter and the 2d
of January, does J.t not occur to you that you probably sent that telegram after receiving the letter ~-A. It does not, for this reason: I think
that record is a correct one. There was no motive in the world for it
to be otherwise than correct. I had no expectation of its ever being
called up, so far as t4at is concerned. Then I had another reasou why I
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did H. l\1r. Jacksou hall promised to open his store there certaiuly hy
the 1st of January, and ibis was on the 31st of December, and I wauted
to know where he was, or whether he had opened it, autl wanted to
know what he was going to do, and that was the last day before the
time be was to open it. He was to open it on the 1st of January.
Q. In your letter of January 14, 1886, to Mr. Jackson you say to him:
"Your license was issued about six months ago, and the licenses of the
old traders have been revoked upon the expectation that the new traders would take their places at once."-A. As a matter of course~ we Bxpected the new traders to come in, and wanted him to be there by the
time Cleveland's license expired, which was the 1st of February.
Q. You also say in this same letter," The needs of the Indians require
that they be relicensed or that the new men take prompt steps to begin
business."-A. Very good.
Q. That was after your interview with Senator Vest ~-.A.. That had
reference to traders generally. You might say that it had reference to
Heynolds, because Reynolds was licensed afterwards.
Q. I do not so read it. It was after your telling Senator Vest that
you could not do it, was it not ~-A. Yes, sir; of course it was.
Q. And yon say here that ''the licenses of the old traders have been
revoked upon the expectation that the new traders would take their
places at once." N obody's license had been revoked except Cleveland's ~
-A. And then his had not been revoked. It was my expe9tation at
that time to not relicense Reynolds, I think.
Q. vVhen you used that language that "the licenses of the old traders
have been revoked upon the expectation that the new traders would
take their places at once," you referred to Mr. Cleveland, did ;you not~
A. I did not refer to the idea of relicensing him at all.
Q. And when you said it had been revoked you referred to Mr. Cleveland~ There llad been no notice sent to anybody else ~-.A. Of course
it referred to him as one man who was there, but still it was not a declaration that I intended to relicense him.
Q. It was not true that any other party's license had been revoked,
or that any other persons trading there had been notified tllat their
license would be renewed T-A. I do not know. I think possibly Fred
and neynolds both bad been notified that the license would not be re·
newed.
Q. And you do not think that this language I have quoted referred to
Cleveland at all ~-A. I do not, because Reynolds and Freel had both
been notified that their licenses would not be renewed, as I understand.
Q. To whom had you extended a license, or agreed to extend a license,
as a trader at .Anadarko at that time~ To whom bad you given assurances of the extension of license ~-A. I reckon to Mr. Brown, and to
Fred, I expect, if I bad given it to Fred at that time; I do not know
whether I had or not.
Q. \Viii you look that up when you go home and see to whom you
had given assurances on the 23d of .January of an extension of license~
- .A... I will do so.
Q. Iu your letter of the 23d of January to :Mr. J·ackson, in which yon
say that he must go to the reservation and make arrangements to open
his store by February 1st, you say," I must insist upon this, as a further
extension of the old traders cannot be granted." :Mr. Cleveland had
the assurance of an extension at that time, had he not~-A. Perhaps
so; I cannot say about that.
Q. But you did not refer to Mr. Cleveland at all in that lctter~-A.
I did not refer to him in the sense that I intended to rclicense him.
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Q. Or extend his license fnl'Ll.Jer '~-A. I cannot sa.y tllat.
Q. As one whose license you could not extend ~-A. I cannot say
that. But I say that I did not refer to it with a view to relicensing him.
Q. Here is this Folsom report which has been put into the record.

You s~y that yon never saw that report until this investigation began ~-A. No, sir.; I never read it until this investigation began.
Q. It had nothing whatever, then, to do with your refusal to license
1\fr. Cleveland ~-A. Oh, I had heard of the report, but when I do not
know.
Q. Who told you ?-A I heard it in the office among the clerks; I do
not know who told me. I cannot say that it specially cut any figure in
the matter, for I had enough to satisfy my mind not to relicense :Mr.
Cleveland without that. I put it in here for the purpose of showing
who :rvrr. Cleveland is; that is the reason I put it in.
Q. Do you know who Mr. Folsom was ?-A. Yes, sir; he was a special
agent of the Indian Bureau.
Q. Is be still a special agent~-A. No, sir; he is not.
Q. Do you know whether Folsom at tllat time was endeavoring to
secure for himself and another person a cattle lease fi~om these Indians?
-A. I do nob know any such thing.
Senator BLACKBURN. I did not quite get the drift ·Of your question,
l\fr. Chairman. ·
Tile CHAIRMAN. I asked him whether he knew that this special agent,
Folsom, at the time he made this 1·eport was endeavoring to secure a
cattle lel1se for himself and another party from the Indians.
Commissioner ATKINS. No; I do not know any snch thing.
The CHAIRMAN. This report is dated November 19, 1884, anu is "in
relation to the complaint of C. A. Uleveland, trader, inclosed with your
letter of June 8"; so that it seems to have slept from the 8th of .Tunc
until the 19th of November without any action on his part.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. I would lfke to ask this: You say Mr. Folsom was a special agent
of the Indian Bureau ~-A. Yes, sir; and had been for years.
Q. Was he a special agent in 1885 ~-A. He went. out of office in1885.
Q. Who appoints these special agents ?-A. The Secretary of the Interior. Mr.}-,olsom was appointed by Mr. Teller, I imagine.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you know which Mr. Cleveland is referred to in this executive
document which you have submitted here, Executive Document No. 17,
Senate, 48th Congress, 2d session ~-A. I understood it to be C. A. Cleveland. Please repeat your question.
Q. Do you know which l\fr. Cleveland is referred to in Executive
Document No.17, 48th Congress, 2d Session, which you introduced, and
extracts from which were put into the record ~-.A.. I think it refers to
C. A. Cleveland. They were members of the same fi.rm, however, he
and his brotlJer.
Q. In that extract where Thomas F. Woodard, employe and interpreter for Indians, says'' We i:hink that Fox and Cleveland are crowding things on us. They come up and embrace us and say' give us some
grass.' We tbink that as Cleveland is in the store here he slwuld be
satisfied with that, \Vithout grass, or get out of the country." You do
not know whether tbat referred to Mr. 0. A. Cleveland or his brother?_._t\., I understood it to refer to C. A. Cleveland.
·Q. In tho next letter, which is a part of the rep01t, nuder da.te of
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February s, three days afterwards, P. B. Hunt, Indian agent, says,
speaking of White Wolf and others, "I do not think they represent the
views or wishes of a majority of their people or of the Indians on their
reservation; but owing to the incessant importunities of W. H. Cleveland and G. W. Fox, in the manner indicated in their protest, and, as
alleged, by other undue influences, these Indians have been worked up
to an unnecessary state of excitement and bad blood on the grass question." That would indicate it was W. H. Cleveland, would it not~-A..
I suppose it would in that case.
Q. Further on, in the same extract, Mr. Hunt says: " W. H. Cleve
land is an employe of one of the traders at this agency, and has equal
opportunities to talk and confer with the Indians."-A. He was just as
culpable, if he kept a man there in his employ stirring up bad blood,
as if he did it himself.
Senator BLACKBURN. I think C. A. Cleveland has testified here that
his brother was a partner.
The CHAIR]}IAN. No. I understand that Mrs. Hutchins was a member of the firm, and the allegation was made in Folsom's statement that
W. H. Cleveland represente(l Mrs. Hutchins.
Senator BLACKBURN, I think if you will turn back to the cross- examination of l\ir. Cleveland before this committee, you will see that in
answer to my question as to whether Mr. Cleveland had an interest in
the firm of Fisher & Co., he said no, and went on to state further that
he had an ·interest in the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co. I read all the
printed testimony of C. A. Cleveland and I think he testified to the
fact that his brother was interested in the firm.
Commissioner ATKINS. His name is in the license, I believe.
The CHAIRMAN. In l\ir; Cleveland's license~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, I understand it is. l\ir. Osborn, who is
here, knows.
Senator BLACKBURN. You will furnish us a copy of the license~
Commissioner A1'KINS. Yes, I will do so.
The CHAIRMAN. In the letter of P. B. Hunt, Indian agent, which you
put in, in reply to a telegram which you had sent to him on the 30th of
January, 1885, he says, ''I cannot recommend the renewal of license of
C. A. Cleveland."
Commissioner ATKINS. I did not send the telegram to him; Commissioner Price sent it, and he writes back that he could not do it; that he
would not recommend him, as he is not a fit man to be on the reservation.
Q. vVell, the license will show whether he was a partner or not. I am
a little in doubt as to the time when Jackson was licensed.-A. It was
the 24th day of July, 1885, I think.
Q. Had yon previously notified him that be would be licensed ~-A.
I had promised to do so, I think. ·
Q. Had you written him a letter saying that he would be licensed~
A. I am not sure but what I did.
Q. And do you know how early that was ~-A. I reckon it was in
J nne, but I do not know.
Q. What is Mr. Jackson's full name ~-A. Samuel M. Jackson. I do
not know what the'' M'' stands for.
Q. Bad you known him before you licensed him ~-A. I had never
seen him before I licensed him.
Q. Had you heard of 1him through ,Judge Bond ~-A. I never J1eard
of him through Judge Bond at all.
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(~. Who was it you heard of through ,J udgo Bond ~-A. That was Mr.
Jacobs. Jacobs was the son-in-law of J·udge Bond.
Q. I meant Jacobs. Do you know the fi11luame and address of Jacobs ?-.A.. I do not know. I never saw Jacobs in my life. He is of
Jewish descent.
Q. Had you heard of him before, through Judge Bond ~--A. No, sir.
But, as I said in response to your inquiry some time ago, he was well
recommended by parties whom I knew well in the city of Brownsv·ille,
Tenn., and by parties in Trenton, T.e nn., also, where he at that time
lived. He first lived at Brownsville and then at Trenton, I understood.
I never saw the man and I never saw Judge Bond to remember him~
although be is an old citizen, until last summer, but I knew him by
reputation well, and I understand he is a Republican.
Q. Did it not occur to you, having told Jackson in July that you would
license him, as he had not gone into the business up to December or January even-did you not think there was something strange about it~
A. No, sir ; I did not think so. He told me this, as I explained the
other day in my testimony, when I saw him in October. I never saw
him but once before I met him on the train. He tllen said he was
traveling for a commercial house and would like to defer beginning the
business until the 1st of December or the 1st of January, and I told
him tllat was all right. I did not suppose his absence from the reservation with a store would be any detriment to the parties alre;:tdy there.
(~. Did you understand, when you licensed him, that be had any
money, any means ~-A. I understood that he was a man of some means
and good credit. His father was a man of good property and his
brothers were very well off, and I understood that be was a young man of
good credit and some means. He told me himself that he had sufficient
means to run the store, and so did Senator Jackson. I want to put
that right in there, for I do not know whether I have mentioned it before or not. Senator Jackson told me tllat his brother had ample means
to run that store.
Q. It was in your office that he told J-·on that ?-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. And the young man told you so also 0?-A. The young man told
me so at the very time this thing occurred about selling his license.
Q. Had you seen the man before you licensed him ~-.A.. No, sir ; I
never saw him before I licensed him. I licensed him in July and~ never
saw him until August. That was the time I told him it would not do
him or the man he sold his license to any good, because I would revoke
it,, and I would revoke it by telegraph. That is what I told him, and
he indignantly denounced it, and seemed to be hurt at it.
Q. When you used this emphatic or epigrammatic language to Mr.
Cleveland, telling him that he had discredited himself, who was present
at the interview ?-A. Mr. Hunter was present.
Q . .Any one else ~-A. I do not recollect whether there was any one
else or not. I do not think there was, although there may lta'\·e been;
I cannot say. There are always a good many persons in my office, but
I think 1\'Ir. .Hunter was present. When he first said to me that he
made these objections to .Jackson, that he had made these proposals, I
said to him that it was very strange he had done a thing of that sort,
for, as I understood, he had means and credit, and. that his brothers
were amply able to take care of him and assist him, and all that sort
of thing. .A.ncl Mr. Cleveland himself admits in his testimony that

something of that sort was said. Then he 1_woposetl to go in with him.
and I said to him, "Sir, you utterly discredit yourself in my estimation."
Sai<.l I. "That statement against ;Jackson (lOP~ not weigh a feather with
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me"; anu he tlid not move out of his tracks, after making the statement
about Jackson making the proposition to him to put in his license and
to get one-half, before he made the proposition to me to go in with him
himself; and llere is this correspondence which shows that he was perfectly willing to go in with him after this statement he said was made
to him. B ere is his letter right before me now.
Q. A drowning man will catch at almost any Rtraw.-A. A drowning
man will, but an honorable man will not.
Q. He was not so dishonorable in your opinion but that you extended
his license to trade there.-A. But if be bad been five times more dishonorable than he is I would have extended lJ.is time and allowed him
to sell his goods and get out. The proof is clear that he bought twothirds of his stock after I notified him that the license would not be renewed.
Q. Do you state that on tlJ.e telegram received from Mr. Brown~
A. I say it can be established now. I do not vouch for it, for I do not
know it; but I say it can be uo doubt proved by Campbell and Brown,
both of whom I know well-at least I know Campbell well, and I know
Brown is highly vouched for by Mr. Beck and Breckinridge of Kentucky. The invoices in the office show over four thousand dollars worth
of goods purchased after my notice was sent to him. 1\ir. Campbell
makes that as an official statement to me, and he is the clerk of the
agency. He makes the statement that the invoices show that over four
thousand dQUars worth of goods were purchased after I gave him notice
on the 5th of October. His stock of goods on the first of June was estimateu at not more than $6,000. I will say another thing right there,
too, that not more til an 25 per cent., I reckon (I am told so by men who
have some knowledge of the business), of the goods of an Indian trader
are of a character that can only be sold to Iudi:J.ns. The balance can
be sold to anybody else just as well as to Indians.
Q. As late as the 22d of April you had to be pnsheu a little to say
whether you would refuse to license Cleveland, had yon not~-A. I had
to be pushed~
Q. Yes; yon had to be pusheu a little by l\Jr. Hunter to say that you
would not license Mr. Cleveland "? -A. He may have applied to me at
that time; I do not know.
Q. That is the day he took his appeal; tllat i~:, the reason I speak of
it.-A. He may have applied. He applied in April, and I declined to
do it and that terminated it. I do not know about being "pushed."
That was the time lie tolU me he wanted to get his fee. There were
gentlemen present who heard him sa,y that.
Q. Do yon know what the action of Commissioner Price was on this
Folsom report ~-A. I do not.
Q. Is it not of record in the office~
Commissioner ATKINS. The report?
The CHAIRMAN. The .action of Commissioner Price~
A. I uo not know; it is a question my attention has never been
called to; I never have looked to see.
Q. You Lave no reason to suppose tllat he revoked :Mr. Cleveland's
license on that account, lHrve you ?-A. I do not know. I never spoke
a word to Commissioner Price on the subject, and do not know what
his views on the subject were.
Q. You found the Folsom report in some way or otber~-A. I thought
after this man had made charges here against me that were infamously
false that I would look up his record, and I did it to show what kind
of a man he is.
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Q. "\Viii you look it up ior us, so that we can sec what the action of
Commissioner Price was on the Folsom report ~-A. I will, yes, sir.
But Commissioner Price's opinions do not guide my opinions ·of morality, although he is a ·very honorable gentleman. I might have one
view and lie migllt have another.
The CHAIRMAN. Of course we will not go into a comparison of views
between Commissioner Price and yourself on that point.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. No, sir; I do not wish to institute it myself.
The CHAIRMAN. I have here two letters that the Commissioner has
furnished the committee that were called for the other day which might
be put in here.
Commissioner A'l'ICINS. I should have put them in Thursday morning, but I overlooked them.
The letters referred to are as follows:
225 EAST CAPITOL STREET, .WASHINGTON, D. C., ·
May 29, 1886.
SIR: In view of pending action under resolution and reference ·in tho Senn,tc of the
United States, I have to request that there be a · suspension, until a. conclusion is
reached, of any action had b;y you looking to the closing and removal of the trading
firm of C . .A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders, from June 1, 1886, from tho Kiowa,
Comanche, and Wichita Indian Reservation.
Very respectfully,

R 1!'. HUNTER,
Connsel for Cleveland

9·

Co.

Tho COJ\IMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRs,
7Vt~shington,

D. C.

22{) EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, June 3, 1886.
Sm: I have the honor herewith to request that pending tho investigation, &c.,
directed by Senate resolution of inquiry of this date, there be a su.spensiou of .action
on your order directing the removal of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian
tr::tclers, from •tho Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Indian Reservation. And that UIJtil ::tppropriato action be, had in accordance with the provisions of said resolutions,
that said firm be, as heretofore, authorized to trade with said Indians.
Very respectfully,
R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel for C. .A. Cleveland <J· Co.
The COl\lMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, Cillf.

The CHAIRMAN. I will also put into the record at this point a copy
of Special Orders No.124, vVar Department, Adjutant-General's Office,
dated March 1:!, 1867.
The following is the order referred to :
SPECIAL Or.DERS, 53 a, No. 124.
"\VAP. DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S 0FFICE,
Washington, ]Jfarch 12, 1867.
8. By direction of the President, the disability of Robert F. Hunter, late fi1·st
lieutenant Second United States Infantry, to re-enter the servjce, caused by his being
cashiered (Geneml Orders, No. 47, Heaclqu::trters Army of the Potomnc, Washington,
November 19, U:l61), is hereby removed.

.

.

.

By order of the Secret::try of War:

.

.

.

.

E. D. TOWNSEND,
Assistant AdJutant- General.
Off'tcial:
R.. C. DRUM,
.A.cy tdan t- General
A. G. Office, JuJy 22, 1886.
Hon. 0. H. PLATT,
Unitecl States Senctte.
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Commissioner A'l'lUNS. llero is a recdnl on that same subject which
I wish to put ill. lSubmittiug a paper to the chairman.J
Senator BL.ACKTIURN. Is there any objection to having this paper
go in~
The CnAn~l\IA.N. It is not evidence, but we do not stand strictly on
the rules of evidence. It 1s nothing I desire to keep out of the record
at all.
·
Senator BLACJCTIURN. I will not insist on its introduction if you have
any objection.
The CHAIRMAN. There· is no objection to it that I know of. It is the
letter of the Assistant Adjutant-General referring to other records
wbich he might wish to produce.
Senator BLACKBURN. Very well, then, I will retain it, with your permission.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Yon say you found l\fr. Jackson at your home when you got there
in August ~-A. I met him there that day; yes, sir.
Q. And then when you went again West you met him on the car accidentally 0?-A. Y cs, sir; entirely so.
Q. Do you think it was accidental on his part~-A. Yes, entirely so;
because he did not know of my leaving the city.
,
Q. He might have known it, if he was in communication with your
office ~-A. I do not know anything about that.
Q. Did it not occur to you as a little strange that when :you got to
your home in Tennessee he should be there ~-A. No, sir; it tlitl not,
because he, was a traveling commercial man. I never thought anything of the kind.
Q. You did not think there was anything strange in your meeting
him without a notification ?-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Where did you meet him on the cars ~-A. I met him somewhere
. l>etween Louisville and Bowling Green, or between Bowling Green and
my home, I do not know exactly where. It was on the Louisville and
Memphis Railroad somewhere that I met him.
Q. Yon said you had a long conversation with him ~--A. No, sir;
that is a mistake. I did not have a long conversation.
Q. Then you wish to correct your statement in that respect ~-A.
Yes, sir; I will correct it. I had a very brief conversation with him on
that subject, an<l all I remember about the conversation was that ho
asked me to let him postpone opening business, saying that he was
traveling and wished to do some other work for his house, and would
like to have permission to open his store, I think, about the J st of
December or the 1st of January. I told him that was all rjght and I
consented.
Q. You would like to have the correction made in your testimony.
It reads now: "I met Mr. Jackson on the car accidentally and we had
a long conversation on the subject of this tradership, though I have no
recollection of it in the world except that he asked me to allow him to
open there the 1st of December or the 1st of January."-A. I said
we bad a short conversation; I did not say a long one, because we did
not have a long one.
Q. How far did you ride with him ~-A. vVe were on the train together for several hours, but I did not have very much conversation
with him. v"Ve did not sit on the same seat, for I was wearied and I
did not talk with him very much.
Q. That is all then you can recall of the conversation. I was going
to ask you to state it more fully.-A. I have no recollection of anything
0
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that occurred iu the conYersation except wllat I ~tate. 1 havn no recollection of Mr. Cleveland's name l>eing mentim1ed or any one else's, none
in the world.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. In your testimony here on Thursday, I believe it was, wllen speaking of your construction of the law of 1876, did you mean to be understood as saying that in your judgment, or as you construed that act,
the power of appointment and tile power of refusal to reissue a license
as well as the power of revoking a license to .Indian traders was a matter absolutely within yonr own discretion ~-A. Yes; that was my meaning, and that bas been the practice of the office ever since 1876.
Q. Now, I want to ask you this: In the matter of trEating these licenses us terminating by virtue of their mvn limitation at the end of
one year from the date of issue, were you or were you not following the
unbroken precedent that you found established in the office when you
came into it f-A. I was. That has been the practice since 1876.
Q. Do you know, and if so, state, whether it was unusual for a license to remain for six months or for a year after its issu0 without being
used or put into effect by the party receiving it~-A. I understand that
has been the case in the office in .many instances for years. What instances I do not know, but I understand that has been customary.
Q. I want to know whether it was usual or unusual f-A. It bas been
frequently the case, as I understand tLe fact to be. I never thought
anything specially about their having a license and not using it immediately, if there is anything specially wrong about it.
,
Q. Have you seen U. A. Cleveland's letter to Mr. R. F. Hunter which
was dated on July 25, and which has been put in evidence here in this
case 0?-A. Yes, sir; I have read it.
Q. Who showed you that letter ~-.A... I never saw it until I saw it in
print.
Q. You never saw it until after it had been put in evidence here fA. Not that I know of.
Q. It is not of record in your office f-A. Not that I know of. It was
never filed in our office that I know of.
Q. It is not necessary to ask you in reference to the allegation made of
your putting impecunious relatives into these traderships, for I believe
you Lave already stated in your former testimony that there has been no
one appointed who is kin to you or connected with you by marriage fA. Yes, sir; the statement made was absolutely false that I had appojnted anybody, not ouly kin to me, but that I had appointed any man
whom I had reasou to suppose had 11ot the means to run a store.
Q. Have yon any records in your office that would throw any light ou
that subject ?-A. Yes, sir; I have.
·
Q. I wish you would produce them and show them to us.
The CHAIRMAN. I asked the Commissioner early in the investigation
to give us all the papers referrjug to the Jacksou matter, and I would
like to have him do so.
Commissioner ..c\..TKINS. This does uot refer to the Jackson matter.
(To Senator Blackburn.) You asked for any letters showing my policy
in making appointments; is that what yon nsked for~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
Commissioner ATKINS. Here is a letter I wrote to Mr. \V. W. Bandy,
of Gleason, Tenn., who lives witlliu :30 miles of me, wLich will show the
policy I baye adopted in regard to these appointments.
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Tlw followiug is the letter submitted by Commissioner Atkins :
DEPAHTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
O :FFICE 01!' INDIAN AFF ArTI S,

TJ1asllington, November HI, 1885.

Sm: I am iu recei 1)t of your communication of the 17th ultimo in rerrarcl to a
tradership. Your prcvions letter dill not reach me. If ;you have capital sufficient to
rnn a goo~l trading esta,blishment at an Indian agency, and you will indicate at what
agency you desire to establish yourself in business, I will try and give you a license,
provided I have not alread.r made an appointment or renewed a license at that
agency.
There arc no vacancies now in the Indian Territory traderships.
Yours, respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
DEAR

Cornrniss·ion er.

W. W.

BA:NDY,

Esq.,

Gleason, T enn.

Commissioner A1'KINS. That letter shows, I think, that my purpose
was to license men who had capital and credit sufficient to run a store.
Here is another letter addressed by the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Upshaw, in my absence, to Mr. 1\icClnng, upon the
same subject, which I will submit.
The letter referred to is as follows:
DEl'AltTl\1ENT 0 1<' THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE 01!' INDIAN AFFAIR::;,

Washington, Nove1nbe1· 3, 188&.

Sm. : Replying to your inquiry of the 26th ultimo, you arc informed that as soon as
you decide definitely upon accepting the tradership tendered :von, your boncl should
be forwarded at once to this office, and immediately upon the issuance of your license
yo41 should commence business at the Sac and l<'ox Agency. The expiration of the liceuse of other traders should in no way influence you as to tho time wben you will begin
business. The tradership was offered you in good faith; it should: be accepted in
good faith, if at all, all(l in good faith your stock should be promptly urought to the
agency and offered for sale.
Complaints have reached this office that ne"ly appointed traders at various agencies
have delayed opening their stores in the expectation that the expiration of the
licenses of other traders would force them to get riel of the balancetof their stock at a
great sacrifice, a sacrifice by which the new traders hoped to profit. To enable one
trader to take advantage of another this office proposes to lend no assistance, and
therefore insists that all :c.ewly appointed traders shaJl commence business promptly
on the issuance of their licenses.
Without attributing to you any such motive for delay, I must urge that you be as
expeditious as possible in establishing your tradiug-post at the Sac and Fox Agency,
if you desire to trade there, and that your definite decision in the matter be made
known to this office without delay.
Yours, respectfully,
A. n. UPSHAW,
.Aci'ing Commissioner.
Hu. L . .M:cCLUNG, Jr.,
Sac and Fox Agency, Ind,i an Territm·y.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do those letters indicate the policy yon have pursued generally,
in regard to Indian traders ~-A. Yes, sir; so far as they express any
idea at all, they do.
Q. Have you read the letter addressed by JYir. Cleveland to the President, accompanying the appeal, or constituting the ~ppeal, that was
made to him in that connection in the matter of the refusal to license
him~

Commissioner ATKINS. Is it written by J\'Ir. Cleveland 1
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; it is signed by 1\fr. Cleveland, or possibly
by Mr. Hunter as his connsel.
Commissioner ATKINS. I have read two letters of M:r. Hunter ad~
~Jressed to t4~ ~r~siqe~t,
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Senator BL.ACICBUI~N. Arc they signed by :Mr. Hnuter as counsel (~
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes; tlwy are signed by Mr. Hunter. I read
his letter of the 15th of .May, 1886, tlw letter iu which he-speaks of all
the charges against l\1r. Cleveland being successfully refuted, and wllere
he also speaks of my having tendered a partnership to Senator Vest
between Jackson and Cleveland, neither of which statements are correct
or true. He also intimates tQ.at I had for months" knowledge of Jackson's dishonorable propositions; and can he formulate a distinct reason
why be sanctioned by acquiescence these infamous demands~" I have
simply to say that any statement that I bacl known of any proposition
b:y Jackson to Cleveland for months is absolutely false.
Q. You h::Lve already stated that the first information on that subject
that was communicated to yon by any one in any way, as I understand,
wns in thB latter days of December, 1885, or the early days of January,
lSSG 1-A. I have already stated it, and I restate it. I desire _also to
say that the allusion to me in that same letter comparing my action
with that of ex-Secretary Belknap is simply infamous and slanderous.
Q. Hav-e you read Mr. Hunter's letter to Senator Wilson, of Iowa,
bearing date the 24th of 1\fay last 0?
Commissioner ATKINS. Is that the original letter addressed to Senator Wilson~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
Commissioner ATKINS. The Senator sent me a copy of it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you about that; tho letter is not in
evidence," though.
Commissioner ATKINS. I should like to have the man who wrote it
swear to it.
•
Senator BLACKBURN. It is not in evidence yet.
Commissioner ATKINS. Very well, l\1r. Chairman, since the question
js brought up, I ask now that the man who wrote that letter to Senator
Wilson upon which this investigation is predicated be called upon to
swear to it, and that his client be called upon to swear to it. I wish to
sa'y "that it is a tissue of falsehoods from beginning to end.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will reserve the letter; it is not in evidence.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. I find in your previous testimony on this subject that you used
these words :
Now, Mr. Chairman, the other day a statement was made by Mr. Cleveland, signed
lJy C . .A. Cleveland & Co., I believe it was, that I was licensing my impecunious

friends as traders. Sir, to characterize it with no softer language, that is false; I
did no such thing. I never licensed any man that I supposed was impecunious, 1Jnt
had a.1mnc1ant reason to believe that he had the means and credit to run a store, for
that was always an inquiry that I made. .Ancl as to Jackson, he toltlme himself that
he had tho means to run the store, and his brother, Senator Jackson, repeated it this
last winter. I have not n, relative on earth who has :o drop of my blood, nor is there
a. man or a boy or anybody else connected with an Indian tradership who has a drop
cf my blood or . that of my wife. Then the statement is absolutely, entirely, and
wholly false,

aud so forth. Now, you do not wish to be understood there as saying
that you have not appointed friends who turned out to be impecunious,
do you ~-A. I wish to be understood as saying that I do not believe it
is proven yet that I appointed. any such men. · When I appointed. them
I thought the~y were not impecunious.
Q. I understand that that is your precise statement, and therefore I
ask yon if you wish to be understood as saying that you have not appoiuted friends who aftenvan1s turned out to be impecunious, althougll
;you supposed at the time tlley were able. tQ carry on a store '?-A. If they

127

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

are, Mr. Chairman, I have to say that there is no testimony that I credit
that makes me believe that they are impecunious except Jacobs.
Q. Did you know this McClung ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was he a friend of yo11rs ~-A. I cannot say that he was. His
father I knew well. I understand that he had means sufficient to rnu
a store.
Q. Who, J\1:c0lung himself, or his father ?-A. J\icClnng and his
brother were going in together.
Q. Have they gone in °?-A. No, sir; they declined.
Q. Do you think, still, that McClung was able to get capital to go
into the business ?-A. I think be could get any amount of capital that
he wanted.
Q. Who was he recommended by ?-.A. I do not recollect, except that
I have known his father always, and he was anxious for him to get it;
and he has a relative in the city of Knox\Hle who is one of the largest
wholesale dealers in the city, and I Lave no doubt h~ could have gotten
goods from that man if he wanted to. That is my impression about it.
He is a man of high family, his father is an old citizen there, and he
himself bas an irreproachable reputation.
Q. Do you know why he has not accepted the license ?-A. He went
down there with the hope that he would get that tradership all to himself, and finding that I would not allow that, I think he quit for that
reason.
(~. Did he return his license ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you call upon him to do it~-A. No, sir; be returned the
license of his own accord; that is my information and recollection.
Q. How long diLl be keep it?-A. I do not think he kept it very
long-two or three months, or a month or two; I do not know how
long, but not very long. He wanted the entire monopoly of the trade
· at that place, and I declined to give it to him.
Q. Did Mr. Upshaw write that letter which has been read here at
your direction ?-A. By my direction~ He wrote it in accordance with
the policy of the office.
Q. But not by your specific direction ~--A. · I do not know whether
he did or not; I cannot say; I imagine he did. It is in accordance with
the policy of the office.
.
Q. \iVho was J'lir. Bandy ~-A. He was a young man whom I never
saw in my life, but who was recommended to me by some very warm
friends of mine at McKenzie, Tenn., eighteen miles from Paris, at the
crossing of the Nashville, Chattanooga and Northwestern Railroatl, the .
Memphis and Louisville branch, a place where everybody knows me.
This young man was a favorite there wit.h all those people, and they
pressed me very much to give him an appointment as trader, and I had
declined to do it except on those terms. I would have given him a place
somewhere if I could have found a place where I would not have had
to summarily eject somebody, except in the Indian Territory. I did not
want to put anybody there at that time. In connection with that very
question I also state that Mr. Knapp, the editor of the Saint Louis
Republican, called upon me to know what my policy was about such
things, and I stated to him what I bad written to J\.1r. Bandy there, and
I think I took that letter out and read it to him.
Q. When was that ~-A. I do not know when it was.
(~. It was after some talk had been made about this matter "?--A. I
uo not recollect when it was. It was sometime in the fall or winter.
Q. Did J'lir. Knapp at that time call your attention to the communication to J\ir. Dwight Treadway in the Saint Louis papers ~-.A. I do
0
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not know wllether he did or not. But he just asked me wllat my policy
was, and I told him I did not want to license any man to go to a tradership unless be had means or credit to run a store, and it was not my
desire for any new trader to exploit upon an old one. I used that very
Ian guage to ld m.
Q. Are those two the only letters which ~rou have indicating any such
policy~ Are those all the letters you have written on that subject?-A. I
do not recall any others. They were written to persons in my own State,
and I thought they indicated pretty plainly wbat my views were, as the,y
were addressed to persons in my own State, one of whom was in a
neighboring county.
Q. To return again to the language about which I did not examine
you, I understand you to say that neither the President nor the Secretary of the Interior has any power over you in reference to granting
these licenses ~-A. I said that I did not think they had any power over
me in granting or declining to grant a license, under that law, under the
law upon which the office has been operated for the last ten years, unless
it would be to correct any maladministration upon my part. In that
respect, of course, I am responsible to them. But they have no authority, in my opinion, over the question of the appointment of traders
under that law. That is wbat I said, aud that is my opinion. But I
::;aid that, Mr. Chairman, as I hope the committee understood, with the
utmost respect for both those functionaries.
Q. I understood you were laying down a matter of law?-A. That
was simply all I desired to say.
Q. Upon referring to the Statutes I see tltat section 462 reads as follows:
SEC. 4G2. Tbero shaJl l>e in the Department of the Interior a Commissioner ot' Indian Affairs, who shalll>e appointed by the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, ~lnd who shall be entitled to a salary of tbreo thonsamt dollars •
a year.

I find, also, section 463, which reads as follows:
SEc. 4G3. 'rbe Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall, under tho direction of tho Secret::tr,y of tho Interior, and agreeably to snch regulations as the President mny prescribe, have the manag ement of all Indian affairs, nncl all matters arising oub of Indian
relations.

Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that~
The CHAIRMAN. That was passed in 1832. [To Commissioner Atkins:] Now, do you think this statute, to which you have referred, takes
away from the Secretary of the Interior any supervising power in the
matter of the renewal of licenses "?
A. I think it does, and 1 have not only expressed that opinion here,
but I h~ve expressed it in the office frequently, and I am not sure but
what I have expressed it to the Secretary himself. But at the same
time, I qualify that with the remark that any maJadministration by
myself of that power, of course, would be under the supervision of the
Secretary of the Interior and the President, as a matter of course.
They have the power of removal, and they could remove me without
cause, as far as that is concerned.
Q. But you do not think, if you should decline to license a trader
that they could, on appeal, review your decision and direct the trader
to be appointed ~-A. I do not believe that they have any control over
the appointment of traders.
Senator BLA.CKllURN. Except where that power has been abnse(1 by
you~
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Commissioner A1'KINS. Except where there has been a maladministration of my office. That is my opinion, although I may be mistaken
about the law. I will say this, J\ir. Chairman, that I should be very
glad to let the question be remitted to superior authority, so far as I
am concerned, for I confess it is a very perplexing and vexing part of
the duties of the office.
Q. Have yon ever taken the opinion of the Attorney-General on any
of the questions relating to the licensing of traders ~-A. No, sir; I
have not, that I remember.
Q. Or of the Assistant Attorney-General for the Interior Department1-A. I do not think I have at all. I have been following the
unbroken line of precedents since 1876, under three or four Republican
administrations, and the question did not occur to me. It bas not occurred to me that there is any question about my authority.
Q. Do you know whether there is in the office, in connection with this
charge that. :Mr. Cleveland, as a member of the firm of J. J. Fisher &
Co., was under an agreement with Reynolds not to trade in the Indian
Territory, any letter wrJtten by J\Ir. Cleveland to Commissioner Price,
the former Commissioner, in which he denied that he was a party to
any such agreement~-A. I rather think there is a letter of that kind
denying it on the part of Mr. Cleveland, or his affidavit, one or the other,
I cannot say which.
Q. Will you bring all the papers relating to that transaction that
there are in the office, and let the committee examine them ~-A. Yes;
I will take great pleasure in giving you copies of them.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Are you quite sure that that is a letter or affidavit signed by C.
A.. Cleveland, or is it signed by W. H. Cleveland ~-A. WelJ, it is an
. affidavit of somebody, I do not know who.
The CHAIRMAN. Please get all the papers there arc, and then we can
see.
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not know whether it is 0. A. Cleveland
or W. H. Cleveland, but I think there is an affidavit of somebody to
that effect.
By the CHAIRl\1AN:
Q. I will ask you this: Is there kept in the office, by the person having charge of traders' licenses, or anybody else, a brief of the papers
and transactions relating to individual cases "?-A. There is a copy of
the record of licenses granted.
Q. Is there not some brief on file in the office which shows all the
papers in the case~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you please bring up all the papers that relate to Mr. Cleveland since you have been in office, so far as they relate to this charge
that he agreed not to trade there in Commissioner Price's administration~-A. Yes, sir; I will do so.
The select committee then adjourned untill\'Ionday, July 26, 1886, at
10 o'clock a. m.
6534 CONG--O
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W A.SHINGTON, D. C., Monday, J~tly 26, 1886.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 o'clock a.m.
STATEMENT OF GEORGE G. VEST.

Ron. GEORGE G. VEST came before the committee and made the following statement :
The CHAIRMAN. If you have any knowledge with regard to the refusal of· Commissioner Atkins to relicense Mr. Cleveland as an Indian
trader at the Kiowa, Comanche and Wichita Agency, the committee will
be glad to have yon state it.
Senator VEST. I want to say, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, that I
have no sort of personal interest in these Indian traders, and care nothing about any of them, and do not know them. I cannot be very exact
about dates, in the variety of public business hP-re, especially in a matter in which I have no personal interest, and would not naturally take
very particular notice about dates, and therefore have no memory about
them to any extent.
,
But my first knowledge of ~his man Cleveland was, I think, about two
years ago, when Hiram Price I know was Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Mr. Cleveland came here-or a gentleman representing himself
to be Mr. Cleveland (I never had heard of him)-and brought me letters
from very intimate friends in Saint Louis, personal and political friends,
Major Bannerman, Mr. Caruth, and, I think, Mr. Rainwater (at least I
know he brought letters from Major Bannerman and :Mr. Caruth), stating
that he was a man of good character, a customer, and friend of theirs,
and that he had been an Indian trader for some years in the Indian
Territory, but had sold out to a man named Reynolds, and that be now
wanted a license to commence business again, but that Reynolds was
opposing him, and they thought unjustly. Mr. Cleveland also made a
statement to me to the same effect. Simply to oblige :M~ajor Bannerman,
Mr. Caruth, and 1\ir. Rainwater, and without any knowledge of the matter, without caring anything in the ;world about it, I went, as any other
Senator would, I presume, at once to see Mr. Price, the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs. Commissioner Price stated to me that the trouble
was that Cleveland was charged with attempting to go into the business
again as an Indian trader in violation of a contract or sale which he had
made to Reynolds, lJy which he had bound himself not to commence that
same business again at Anadarko, Incl. T. Mr. Cleveland absolutely
denied this~ and after considerable trouble, the details of which I do not
now remember, except that I know I did what I could for the man to
oblige niy friends in Saint Louis, he was relicensed. He was very
grateful, indeed, and said he would never forget me, and all that sort
of talk, and he went off and resumed his business and opened another
store.
I never heard anything more of Mr. Cleveland, and never thought
about him until he reappeared here after Mr. Atkins became Commissioner of Indian Affairs. But possibly I am too fast about his coming
here. The next thing, I think, was that I received a letter from him,
which I have in my hand, dated May 10, 1886. I have tried to look up
all those letters, but I have got several thousand of them filed away 011
different subjects, and I could only find a few. Among my letters, however, I find this one from M:r. C. A. Cleveland:
A~ADAmco, INDIAJS" T., May 10, H38G.
Sm: I h::we the honor to berewl Lb inclose yon a copy of an order from the honomble
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which he orders me to close my place of lmsiuess
on May :n, 1886.
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I have and still hope, with the honorable Commissioner, that I might get out of this
business without loss and ruin, but as long aR the honorable Commissioner appoints
impecunious persons who only obtain their license to ulackmail, I do not see how I
am going to accomplish my purpose.
The status of my business is this: I have about $5,000 in buildings, and $15,000 in
merchandise, purchased expressly for the Indian trade, and would not bring 50 cents
on the dollar in any other market, to say nothing of the cost of transporting them to
the State, it being 100 miles from here to tho nearest railroad.
The honorable Commissioner knows all the facts. He knows also that I am willing
to sell, and he also promised not to remove me until he appointed some one in my place.
This he has not done, but ordered me to close, knowing that my buildings would be a
total loss.
I would also state that Messrs. Sneed aml Colyer, traders at :Fort Sill, are now occupying my uuildings at that place, taking possession without my consent, and
although they know that said buildings belong to me, have never paid one cent for
their use, and it looks as though my buildings at this place would meet the same fate.
The nearest that I have come to have an offer to buy me out was a proposition from
S.M. Jackson to blackmail me, and as there wa~lnothing small about him, he simply
wanted one-half the profits for his license. The fact is, if I have to go I am financially ruined, a nd as an act of justice my license should be renewed or my successor

compellecl to buy me out. My only hope is through you, and I respectful1y ask you
to use your influence in my behalf.
V cry respectfully,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
Hon. G. G. VEST,
Unital State8 Senate Chambet·, Washington, D. C.

F

Senator VES1'. I observe that that letter is dated May 10, 1886, at
Anadarko, Ind. T.. Tbit is the only communication I ever had in
writing, that I recollect,, from Mr. Cleveland. That letter inqloses tJ;lis
copy, it seems, of the letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of
April30, 188G, which is as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, April 30, 1886.
GENTLEMEN: This will advise you that the United States Indian agent at the
Kiowa Agency will be instructed to close your trading establishment on June 1 next.
:Yon were given ample notice that your license would not ue renewed, and have been
given repeated extensions of your license in order to enable you to close your business without loss.
The above order will not be modified, and it is earnestly ' hoped that you can arrange your business so as to vacate the position without serious fiuancialloss.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
C. A. CLEVELAND & Co.,
Anaclctrko, Ind. T.

Senator VEST. That seems to be a copy. It is so marked and is
' copied in lVIr. Cleveland's handwriting, and was sent me inside of his
letter.
Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that notice~
Senator VEST. The 'date of the notice is April30, J886, and he was
notified to close out on J nne 1. I do not pretend to give these matters in the order of time, because it is impossible to do that. But last
summer, when I was at Sweet Springs, Mo., preparing to go to Montana
with my wife, who was sick, Major Bannerman came up from Saint
Louis with l\1ajor Rainwater, and they spent a <lay at the springs, and
their business with me, as they understood I was about to leave the·
State for the summer, was to urge me to get Commissioner Atkins not
to remove Reynolds and Cleveland. They stated to me that these men
were ol<l traders, knew the language and habits of the Indians, and the
sort of trade that was going on there; that they enjoyed the confidence
of the Indians; that they were en,tirel.v reputable men, and that if they
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were put out it would ruin the men, Reynolds and Cleveland,. finaneially, and would be a great loss to them, MaJor Rainwater and l\'lajor
Bannerman.
The CHAIRMAN. They being merchants~
Senator VEST. Yes; and they were customers of theirs, had beeu
dealing with· them for years, anti \vere indebted to them. They also
stated that Commissione-r Atkins was putting in ~iississippiaus and
Tenneesesans who were unused to the trade and did not know any
thing about the Indians, and that it would divert the Indian trade, as
we term it in the West, from Sa1nt Louis, where it has beeu, to :Memphis,
and a good deal of that sort of talk.
I was in a great hurry, expected to }eave the Springs the next day
for 1\fontana, and was very much distressed about my wife's conclition, as she was very sick, and barely able to travel, and I told them I
would write to Commissioner Atkins, but that I could not go to vVashington; that. was out of the question; that my first duty was to my
wite, and I would not leave her in any state of the case, and my preparations were all m~tde to go West by the advice of a physician, but that
I would write to Commissioner Atkins. So I sat clown in a great burry
and wrote him a letter (I do not know whether he kept it or not), but I
am satisfied that I used expressions in that letter that I ought not to
have used. If I did so, it was under the statements made to me and
because! was hritated about other matters. I 1\:new Mr. Atkins very
well; we were old friends. I had very great regard for him, and I
thought h'<3 had for me, and I wrote t~ him that I thought he was making
a mistake in removing all those old traders, I assuming that ·what these
gentlemen from Saint Louis had told me was true. I wrote him that
I thought he was making a great mistake in removing the old traders,
and that lle ought to retain some of them anyhow, especially where
they were knmn1 to be good men and accustomed to trading, wlw knew
the Indians; that l understood very well what the pressure was upon a
public offic]al by his friends and neighbors, but that I did not think be
ought to put so many l\1ississippians and Tennesseeans into that Territory. I then left for l\fontana and did not come back until September.
After I came back, I came to Washington City, I think about the
middle or latter part of September. I think that was the date, for I
was trying a la,wsuit at Kansas City for a month after I got home, and
I got home about. the first of September. So that without recalling
dates very 'veil, I think I must have come to Washington about the
latter part of September. I then had an interview with Commissioner
Atkins. In the ·mean time I think I did get other letters from Bannerman and Caruth, but I am not positive about that; if so, I cannot
find them, aml must have destroyed them. At any rate, I saw 1\ir.
Atkins in regan! to allowing Cleveland and Reynolds to remain in the
territory as traders.
I cannot state the elate, and I cannot state all that passed between
us, but my recollection is that the next thing that occurred was, Mr.
Cleveland came here and called upon me in connection with this man
Hunter, whom I had never seen or heard of in my life. They came to
•see me several times. Mr. Cleveland was very impatient, as most
people are, and wanted it done, and clone at once~ and worried me a
great deal. vYe talked and talked about it. He would come very
nearly every day to my house on A street, and urge me to go to the
Commissioner; and, to make a long story short, finally, as I was pressed
and urged. by these gentlemen and by my friends in Saint l:..ouis, I went
several times to tb.e Department, I do uot lmow bow often, and finally
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Mr. Atkins said to me, '' vVell, Vest, I cauuot put both those men there,
and I am not at all inclined to put Cleveland there, because he is
charged with having herded cattle on the reservation; but I will do
the best I can for yon."
About that time I received a letter from Saint Louis, which I find
amongst my other papers~ from a gentleman there, l\1r. C. P. Ellerbee,
in which are copies, or what purport to be copies, of letters written by
Mr. Jackson to Cleveland & Brother at Anadarko, one of then dated
Rives, July 16, 1885. But I will say before I go further in regard to
these letters, that I have no recollection about -the dates myself, and
can only recall the dates by the letters themselves. This letter to me
from Mr. Ellerbee is dated Saint Louis, November 27, 1885, and after I
got that letter I called on Commissioner Atkins; I think I called on
him the next <lay or the day after.
~he CHAIRMAN. After you received his letter~
Senator VEST. Yes, sir; after the letter was received, and I called
his attention to these copies. I told him I did not know anything
about those letters, and had never seen the letters, but that I knew
1\ir. Ellerbee and knew that he was a gentleman who would not send
me these copies unless they were genuine and unless the originals were
all right.
Senator BLACKBURN. That would be, then, about the 1st of December~

Senator VI~ST. Yes, I think about the 1st of December; about th~
time of the meeting of Congress. At any rate, it must have lJeen after
the 27th of November. The first of these letters from Mr. Jackson,
which were inclosed in Mr. Ellerbee's letter to me, is as follows:
RIVES, TENN., July lG, 1885.
We arrived home all safe and sound last Tuesday morning.
·will you please let me know the amount of stock you have on hand, and tlw value
of your house~ .Also, let me know on what terms you would like to come- in wjth me.
My two friends who went out with me to look at the situation will not go b:1ek; they
don't like the idea of living so far from home. I expect to be out about tl.te middle of
August. I have had several offers from parties in this part of the conn try to go out
with me and furnish all capital necessary to run the business.
Trusting you are both well, ::tnd hoping to he::tr from you by return mail, I remain,
Yours, very truly,
GENTS:

S. M. JACKSON.
Post-office address, Dyersburg, Tenn.
Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRo.,
.ilnada1·ko, I. T.

The other inclosure from :Mr. Jackson reads as follows:
DYEI!.SBUHG, TENN, July 29, 1885.
I wrote you scveml days ago that I was l'ea<ly for a proposition from you in
regard to the matter we were speaking of. Por fear you Llid not receive my first letter, I write again. Please let me hear from you by return mail as to wh::tt :von arc
willing to do.
'
Yours, very truly,
GENTS:

& BRo.,
Anadarko, I. T.
I expect to start for Anadarko in about two weeks.

Messrs.

S. 1\I. JACKSON.

CJ"EVELAND

Senator VEST. At the same time that I receiYed those copies Ireceived letters from Saint Louis stating that I\ir. Jackson had been there,
and with his father-in-law,, Mr. Henley, he had 1Jeen going around the
city of Saint Louis making propositions to merchants there to buy a
stock of goods on credit, exhibiting his license .at tbe same time: ~:!.:!.d.
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that he llau no money and was unable to raise auy money, aud haclleft
there without buying the goods.
I called Commissioner .Atkins's attention to these matters. I told
llim that he knew my feeling was entirely friendly to this Administration; that I was a Democrat, and that I was his friend personally.
"Now," I said, "this is not right, Atkins, as you and I both know.
Jackson ought not to be going around with that license trying to buy
goods on credit and writing tllis sort of dubious letters, susceptible of
the worst kind of construction, to this man Cleveland." I said, "He
has no rig_hii to put you or the .Administration into any such condition or position before the public, and I call your attention to it irrespective of whether I get this man Cleveland or Reynolds put back there
or not." Mr . .Atkins agreed with me entirely. He ~aid, ''I shall write
to Jackson"-and he said it very emplmtically and energetically, for he
is an excitable man-'' and demand of ltim t,hat he go to that place at
once and open his store with a lot of goods, or else I will revoke that
license; he has no right to do it." I said," Yon ought to remove him
at once, in my judgment." Mr. Atkins said, "I will tell you, Vest, I
feel that way, but Senator Jackson and myself are friends, and there is
a condition of things in Tennessee that if I were to put this man out
suddenly and harshly it would be susceptible of a wrong interpretation,
and I do not want to do it. I want to give him a chance, but he shall
not do this thing. I do not propose to have him going around the country with the license and without putting goods there, and I will make
him put a stock of goods there or give up his license. I will see his
brother, Senator Jackson, and tell him at once."
In that connection I will say that I came up to the Senate, and I went
to Senator Jackson and showed him these copies of letters, and I said :
"Now, .Jackson, I know that you, like the balance of us, have some lame
ldn, but this brother of yours is going to give you trouble and is going
to give Commissioner Atkins trouble, and I come to you as a friend and
as a Democratic Senator to tell you just what he is doing, and the
first thing you know this thing will be in the papers, or there will be a
committee of investigation demanded . here, and the Republicans will
make a howl about it that your brother is trying to trade off his license,
and it will involve you in difficulty, and I thought it was my duty to
come and tell you." He said he was very much obliged to me, hut he
said, " I think the matter is arranged now." " I think," he said, " Sam
{his brother) has made arrangements for a stock of goods and is going·
right out there to open the store, ·but," he said, "I am obliged to you .
for coming to me with this information, and of course he ought not to
have written those letters or gone to Saint Louis with that license to try
to buy goods." He also said that General Jackson, his brother-" the
general and myself have fixed the matter np, and he has now the money
to buy a stock of goods and that will be the end of it."
Now, I am not positive whether it was before or after that that I had
a conversation with Mr. Atkins in which he said to me, as I said before,
that he did not want to put Cleveland back there; that he was accused
of having a lot of stock on the reservation; but he said,'' I will do this,
Vest; I will give a joint license to Reynolds or Cleveland (though I prefer it should be Reynolds) and Jackson to open a store at Anadarko,
and I will see that Jackson puts up llis part of the goods and that he
does right." That is the substance of what he said. I do not recollect
the date when this occurreu, but I know I said, ''That is all right,
Atkins; I don't want yon to do anything wilich will embarrass you. I
know your relations to the Jacksons and so on, bnt I do not care about
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either of these men, either Reynolds or Cleveland. .All I am trying to
do is to meet the wishes of my ihmids in Saint Louis, who are good men,
and I will write to them and let them say wlliell one of those men shall
go in with Jackson. It is a matter about which I know nothing at all."
I went right to my room, and inside of an hour I wrote and I think,
telegraphed-! am not positive about telegraphing, but I know I wrote
and I may bave sent a telegram-to Bannerman and Caruth, stating
what the Commissioner had told me, and for them to select the man~
either Reynolds or Cleveland; that it was a matter that I cared nothing
about, &c.
That very night or the next morning I was very much surprised to
receive a note from the Commissioner, Mr. Atkins, stating that he had
changed his mind on that subject, and that he could not license either
one of them, and I think he also wrote to me not to say anything about
it to Cleveland, not to notify anybody of what he said. But the letter
had gone, or the telegr;1m-I am not certain whether I sent a telegram,
but I know the letter had gone, because that is the first one of those
letters that was published in the New York Tribune, and has b~en put
before the committee.
I was very much surprised, and more than that, I was irritated about
it. I went down and saw Mr. Atkins immediately, and he told me substantially what he bad written; that he had changed his mind; that
he was not going to license either one of these men with Jackson; "but,"
be said, "I will see you about the matter hereafter," &c., and put the
thing off, and that is the end of it.
This thing went on for three or four days, and then I wrote the second letter, which has been published. Still, I was under this irritation
about his having put me in the position of having written my friends
this thing, and then revoking it that night, as I thought without any
reason, and then I wrote the second letter, which has been put before
the committee. That is about ail, I believe.
Something has been said here about a resolution of inquiry being introduced. I do not recollect what was said distinctlv about that matter. As I said before, Mr. Cleveland and his attorney, .Mr. Hunter,
came to see me from time to time, and I was not very well at the time,
and had no interest in the thing at all. My impression is that Hunter
or Cleveland, one or the other, said something about a resolution of inquiry, and my remark was, my simple answer to it was, that I could not
do that; that I was a Democratic Senator, .and they must go to somebody else. I did not know what Mr. Cleveland~s politics were; I do
not know to-day what they are, but he always stated to me that he did
not have any, that he did not vote and h~d not voted, and that there
was not politics in it.
I understand Mr. Hunter says he saw me in the marble room of the
Senate. To show how little I cared about it I have no recollection of
ever seeing him in the marble room. So many send for a Senator to come
out there that I have no recollection about it at all.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you at any time tell Mr. Hunter or intimate
to him your purpose of introducing a resolution of inquiry~
Senator VEST. If I did, I sai<l what was said in that letter speaking
about the Mississippians and the Tennesseeans taking all the traderships
in the Territory, about which, as I frankly state now, I was irritated
under the representations made to me. I said about what was in that
letter-that I had thought about a resolution to know what was the
condition of the traderships in the Indian Territory. I said that under
the irritation produced by that sudden change of mind on the part of
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the Commissiouer, for which I have no doubt he hall good reason8. I
never a~ any time intimated-and any man who says so states a deliberate and willful falshood-that Mr. Atkins was guilty of any fraud or
had any corrupt intent. I know him as well as anybody in the world,
and I know he is incapable of any such thing. He is an irritable man
like myself, an impulsive man, but a perfectly honest man. vVhat I
complained of was, that he bad told me to write to my friends to pick
out this man, and that be went back and revoked it the same night
and put me in a bad position.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you notify Mr. Cleveland verbally or by
letter of this arrangement by which he or Mr. Reynolds, one or the
other, were to be joined in the license~
Senator VEST. I do not recollect. I may have done so. But my
whole connection with the matter grew out of my friendship to Bannerman and Caruth, at Saint Louis. . I did not care anything about Cleveland.
The CHAIRMAN. Let me call your attention to the testimony of Commissioner Atkins upon this point. He says:
When Mr. Vest came back I asked him. Said I: "Did you write to Mr. Cleveland
or did you telegraph him that I had, in an alternative, conditionally consented to
license him with Jackson~" He said: "No; I did not." "Then," said I, "no harm
is done.".

Senator

VEST.

I do not know about that.

I may have told him that

I had not telegraphed to Cleveland, but I did telegraph and write to

Bannerman and Caruth. I do not remember the conversation, but no
doubt what he says there is true.
The CHAIRMAN. That might lead you perhaps now to think that you
did not write or telegraph to Cleveland.
Senator VESX. I do not think I did, but I have no recollection about
it.
The UH.A.IRMAN. But sou did to Bannerman and Caruth ~
Senator VEST. Yes, I did to them, and I would not possibly have recollected that so well, but I saw one of the letters which appeared in
the New York Tribune on that date, and I see that some days afterwards a second letter was written.
·
In regard to those letters I will say that I have here a letter from
Major Bannerman in which he refers to the appearance of those letters
in the public press. I was very much surprised to see my private letters written to a friend, with whom I bad slept under the same blanket,
with the past acquaintance I had with him-1 say I was surprised to
see my letters to him come out in the New York Tribune, and I wrote to
him to know how it was that those letters had appeared, and here is the
answer, which I think, in justice to him and myself, ought to be read.
His letter to me is as follows :
Co.,
18, 1886.
DEAR SIR: I was amazed and shocked on seeing the publication of your letters to
me. Mr. Cleveland, in whom I had the utmost confidence, to my mortification and
shame, basely violated it. The last conversation I had with him, previous to his leaving, was that nuder no circumstances were you to be brought into this matter, as it
certainly could not benefit his case in any way.
.
I am so thoroughly disgusted that I will never solicit your aid again for a friend of
mine .or in behalf of any one. This thing makes me feel that I have forfeited that
privilege.
Trusting I have not entirely lost your confidence and esteem, which I value so highly,
I am, your friend,
JAMES BANNERMAN.
Hon. G. G. VEsT,
Washington, D. C.
MEYER, BANNimMAN &

Sa,i nt Louis,

J~tly

J
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The Cu..~.URl\fAN. If it will not interrupt you, I will ask you thi ~ : You
spoke of receiving a letter from 1\ir. Cleveland which was dated 1\tfay 10,
1886, and which you replied to. Do you think you showed that letter
to Commissioner Atkins?
Senator VES1'. No, sir; I did not show that letter to him, because
there were expressions in it which I did: not think were just, and 'Yhich
I was certain would be disagreeable to Mr. Atkins, iu regard to 1\ir.
Atkins's motives, blackmailing, and so forth. The only things I ever
showed Mr. Atkins were these copies.
The CHAil~MAN. You mean the copies that were sent you by Mr. Ellerbee~

Senator VES1'. Yes, the ones Mr. Ellerbee sent me, and that was after
November 27, 1885.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did Mr. Atkins read those letters when you
brought them to him~
Senator VES1'. I do not know whether he did or not. He knew the
contents, because we discussed them. He was very indignant, and said
that this man Jackson had done wrong.
Senator BLACKBURN. There is no proposition submitted in those letters.
Senator VEST. No, but the letters showed that he was negotiating
for goods out there, and I recollect I said to Mr. Atkins, "I do not know
this man Jackson, but the impression that these letters will make upon
the public is that you have put in here an impecunious man who is trying to put up his license against a stock of goods, and that sort of thing
ought not to be permitted. If he was trying to sell his license, that
would be a plain, palpable case of corruption, but," I sai<l, "he is trying to do nearly the same thing by getting a lot of goods in tllat way."
Mr. Atkins was very much excited and said, "It is an outrage, and· I
will order him immediately to furnish his goods or I will revoke his
license." And he then went on to say that he did not want to be harsh
to the man on account of the peculiar relations between him and Senator Jackson in regard to matters in Tennessee.
To be frank to the committee, I understood, or 1\'Ir. ~<\.tkins made the
impression upon me, that there was a sort of trouble in Tennessee between Senator Harris's friends and Jackson's, or between Harris and
Jackson, and Mr. Atkins said, "I don't want to b~ mixed up in it.
Jackson thinks now I am Harris's friend, but I am a friend of both of
them; but if I were to put his brother out suddenly and llarshly, without
giving him a chance to comply with what he ought to do, Jackson might
tllink I was actuated by my friendship for Harris and my enmity to
him," or something like that.
The CHAIRMAN. Has that letter reference to auytbing else except tbis
matter~

Senator VES'r. Yes; it bas a lot of personal matters iu it iu regard
to things in :Missouri that I do not care to put in.
The CHAIRMAN~ You gave the elate of it, did you?
' Senator VES1'. Yes, I gave the date; November 27, 1885.
Senator BLACKBURN. In that interview with the Commissioner was
there anything said, either by you to him or by him to you, of any pro• posals from Jackson to Cleveland looking towards a partnership business~

Senator VEsT. From Jackson to Cleveland~
~enator 13I..A.~lrnURN. ~ es.
Senator VEST. I will not be positive about that. I do not recollect
all the details; I only have the salient points in my mind. The letters
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themselves from Dyersburg showed there was sometlliug of a partnership talk between us.
Senator BLACKBURN. But you say you do not understand whether
the Corn missioner read the letters or not~
Senator VEST. I do not know whether he did or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you leave them with him ~
Senator VEST. No; Idonot think Idid. I suppose Iltavethecopies
here. The whole amount of it is, I just called Mr. .Atkins's attention
to the contents of those letters. Whether I read them to him or he
took them and read them I could not say. I do not suppose he did that,
because there were other matters in them entirely personal to myself
that I would not have shown.
·
Senator CuLLOM. But they were discussed.
Senator VEST. Yes; they were discussed, and the contents made
known, I am confident of that, to Mr. Atkins. ·
Senator BLACKBURN. Those letters make no proposition except the
general proposition about the partnership~
Senator VEST. That is all.
The CHAIRMAN. They ask Mr. Cleveland to make a proposition in regard to a partnership.
Senator VEST. I have looked for all the letters on that subject, and
I have only found these.
I have here a letter dated Qctober 12, 1885, which seems to be written by l\ir. Cleveland to James Bannerman, of Saint Louis. I do notj
know where I got it. I must have got it at the same time I received
the letter from Mr. Ellerbee, though I did not find them together
amongst my papers. But I must have got it, because it refers to the
inclosed proposition in Jackson's letters.
Senator Vest then read to the committee the letter referred to by him,
and at the conclusion of Hs reading, after some discussion as to the
contents of the letter, it was decided by the committee that it should·
not go into the record.
The CHAIRMAN. This letter which you have read was from W. H.
Cleveland to Major Bannerman, of Saint I...~ouis ~
Senator VJ£ST. Yes.
'.rhe CHAIR]IAN. Did you or not communicate the contents of that
letter to Commissioner Atkins~
Senator VEST. No, I do not think I did; I am very certain I would
not. haYe done that.
Tho CHAIRMAN. I am pretty certain you would not have read it to
him.
Senator VEST. No, I would not have read it, for this reason: It was
a sort of complaining letter which a man sometimes writes.
Uommissioner ATKINS. If the chairman will allow me, I would like
to ask Senator Vest a question. Have you my letter of the 5th of December~

Senator VEST. I do not think I have. I brought every paper I could
find. The only letter of yours I have is dated April 30, 1886. I do not
know what that letter of the 5th was.
I want it understood, gentlemen·, that in my statement here I do not
pretend to be accurate about dates or details, for I have no sort <tf
earthly interest in the matter except what I have stated, and you · all
know from personal experience that it is simply impossible for a Senator representing a large State, with all its different interests, to keep
<latcs in his mind. I only pretend to give the salient points as I recall
them.
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Senator BLACKBUR.N. \Vcre you ever present at an iutenricw with
General Atkins when l\ir. Cleveland or l\fr. Hun tee was there~
Senator VEST. I think I went with Mr. Cleveland once to J'vir. Atkins.
I do not recollect ever being there with Mr. Hunter; it might llave
been, but I do not recollect it. But I have an indistinct, nebulous sort
of recollection that I went there once with .1\Ir. Cleveland.
Senator BLACKBURN. Was there ill that interview between Mr.
Cleveland and Commissioner Atkins any discussion had in regard to
the proposals made between Cleveland and Jackson~
Senator VEST. I do not know. I could not state. I have a very indistinct recollection about it. I have a slight recollection of going
there with Mr. Cleveland, and I think J'vir. Cleveland talked to ()ommissioner Atkins in my presence. M~r only idea was to help Cleveland
the best I could.
Senator BLACKBUl:tN. Have you any idea what time that was~
Senator VEST. No, I have not the slightest idea.
The CHAIRMAN. You were helping :Mr. Cleveland because Meyer,
Bannerman & Company wanted you to ~
Senator VES1.'. Yes, they said they wanted to keep the trade at Saint
Louis and I wanted to help my people. I had no interest in Oleveland.
I knew Bannerman and Caruth; they were old friends of mine in the
Army and afterwards, and it was very natural for · me to want to help
them.
Senator BLACKBURN. You have not the letter which Commissioner
Atkins wrote you, but do you remember whether in that letter in which
Commissioner Atkins told you that he could not carry out the agreement or arrangement that he had made with you that day, he told yon
that tllis man Jackson's brother, then Senator Jackson, had assured him
that an arrangement with Jackson to go into business tb ere had been
made; do you reme:r,p.ber whether that was stated in that letter~
Senator VEST. I liave some indistinct recollection of that. But Senator Jackson told me the same thing, and I may have mixed the two.
I have the impression, I rather thiNk, that Commissioner Atkins did
write me that.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did Senator Jackson tell you that his brother
was able to run that business ~
Senator VEST. Yes, I think so. He told me as I stated a while ago.
Senator BLACKBURN. That he an<l the general had arranged it~
8enator VEST. Yes, that he and the general were going to put up
the money to b~y goods and he was going out there to set up the store.
The select committee then adjourned to meet again at the call of the
chairman.
\V ASHINGTON, D. C., Friday, July 30, 188G.
The select committee met at the call of the chairman, at 10.15 o'clock
a. m. Present, the Chairman and Senators Cullom and Blackburn.

TESTIMONY OF HENRY W. ANDREWS.

HENRY \V . .ANDREWS was then duly sworn by the Chairman,
and interrogated as follows:
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Question. Have you ever held a position in the Indian Office, Interior
Department ~-Answer. Yes, sir.

•
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C-J. For hmv long a time, and what position was it ~ -A. l was appointed in March, 187G, and dismissed the 15th of .L\.ugust, 1885.
Q. You held the position nine years ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Wllat position did you hold there ?-A. For a year or two I did
miscellaneous work.
·
Q. That was at the beginning, was it ~-.A. Yes, sir; and for about
seven years I had charge of the licensed Indian trader's desk.
Q. Do you know anything of the action taken by the Commissioner
of Indian .Affairs in this Cleveland case with reference to the refusal to
renew his license ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Please state to the .committee whatever may have come to your
know ledge there, in the position you held as clerk at the licensed Indian
traders' desk.
Mr. ANDREWS. Shall I go through it in my own way, or answer
questions simply?
Senator BLACKBURN. You had better go through with your statement, making it as short as you can, and bring out all tbe facts.
A. Well, when General Atkins iook, possession of the Bureau, the
first converstion I bad \Vith him he sent for me, and he said that he
proposed to make new rules and regulations, and to put new men, to a
certain extent in control of the trade on Indi.an reservations. He said
that_he was not familiar with the matter, and he wanted from me all
the knowledge that l had on the subject, and wanted I should post him
to the lJest of my ability. Of course I told him I would do so.
I think the first conversation I had with him after that was in regard
to the reuewal or granting of a license to one J. K. Moore, at Fort Washakie, Wyo. T. He called me over and sent for the papers in the case,
which I took to him, and I found some gentlemen there, including one
Senator, urging hi.m to grant a new license, I think. Mr. :Moore, I believe, had not had an Indian license the year lJefore, and he wanted all
the papers in the case to discuss not only Moore's•case but the cases of
the other traders there, so as to look the ground over and come to some
conclusion in regard to it.
He also inquired as to the amount of trade of that agency; whether
it would bear any other trader; and he came to the conclusion that it
would, and directed me, upon the receipt of Moore's bond, which I then
had-the bond and applic[1tion-to grant a license to .Moore. That, if
my memory serves mo right, is the first license tllat General Atkins
granted after he took possession of the office.
Then applications came in pretty rapidly, accumulrted pretty fast,
and the applicants themselves, or thejr representative men who were
urging their cases, would request me to bring their matters up, and
every opportunity I could get, whenever I could get Commissioner .Atkins' attention for any length of time, which was very seldom, I would
bring up these matters which were on my desk and being pressed, and
amongst the first that were brought up was the question of trade at the
Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita .Agency.
Commissioner Atkins sent for me and directed th&t I bri11g· to him the
papers of the traders at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency.
I selected them out. Each of the traders' papers are kept in the office
by themselves in a jacket; the bond, application, all the recommendations, and most of the papers relating to them are all k~pt in a jacket
together. I selected those ·out and took them over. General Atkins
wanted to know my views of the personnel of the men, the amount of
trade there, and who among those traders should go, if any, as he had
made 1111 his mind that it wanted a new cle.:::tl there, as ho termed it.
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I llad ·Lho papers of Reynolds, I had the papers of Fred, and I had
the papers of Cleveland, in their respective jackets, and gave to Com·
missioner Atkins then my views of the situation, the amount of trade,
the names of the traders, the papers in the case, &c. He asked me if
there were any o"Qjections to any of them. I said that I knew but little
of the personnel of the men; I had seen Mr. Fred, I had seen l\ir.
Reynolds, and I think I told him that I had seen Mr. Cleveland (I now
remember that I had seen Mr. Cleveland once, but I did not remember
it the other day), and I told him there was nothing on file against any
of the traders there except l\1r. Cleveland. He wanted to know what
the charges against Mr. Cleveland were. I told him that it was represented by the papers on file, and which I held in my hand, that Mr.
Cleveland was a junior partner of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co.; that
J. J. Fisher & Oo. sold out to Reynolds with the verbal or written
understanding, or both, that no member of that firm should engage in
trade on the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Reservation as loug as
Reynolds remained there.
I also told him that in the papers I had I had letters from Reynolds,
I had a letter from J. J. Fisher, I had a letter from .l\ioller, who was one
of the firm of ..T. J. Fisher & Co., and some other papers, and that there
was not any doubt about .Mr. Cleveland being a partner of J. J. Fisher
& Co.; and that Reynolds claimed that he paid, indirectly, quite a bonus
for them .not to engage in trade while he remained there. I told him
that Reynolds did not claim that he paid, directly, any specified sum of
money for them to remain away, but that he took an old stock of goods
at par, at cost, with that understanding; that Reynolds had said in a
communications that he took the stock at cost knowing it was more
than it was worth, but it was with a view of having the trade there
which Fisher & Co. had formerly had.
I told him that Cleveland made application for a license afterwards;
that he filed pretty strong papers, and filed the proper bond and application, and that a license was granted to him.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. By whom ?-A. By Commissioner Hiram Price. I told him that,
upon Mr. Cleveland's appearing atAnadarko with a license, Mr. Reynold's - immediately wrote the office, wrote to Fisher and other friends
in·Saint Louis, as the records showed by their forwarding his letter
claiming that great injustice was being clone him; that he had bought
out Fisher & Oo. with the understanding that no member of that firm
should engage in trade there while be remained, and demanding that
the Commissioner take the back track and revoke the license. That
was clone by Mr. Price; that upon Re;vnold'~ letter, l\Ioller's letter,
Fisher's indorsement or letter, and some other evidence 'which I do not
now recall, Commissioner Price directed me to revoke the license.
This must have been, I reckon, about the mi<ldle of December, 1882,
that the license to Cleveland was revoked. That ran along then until
the spring, I tllinl{, of 1884. Some time, perhaps, in January or February, 1884, :Mr. Cleveland was granted a new license. You could
hardly call it a renewal of the old one, for I think there was a new bond
and application at that time.
By the CHAIRl\rJ:AN:
Q. You are telling now what you told Commissioner Atkins ~-A..
Yes, sir. I told him all these particulars. Some time in January or
Ii'ebruary Commissioner Price granted a new license to Mr. Clevelanfl.
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By Senator CULLOM:
Q. To run for a :year ~-A. Yes, sir; for one year.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. That was February, 1884~-A. It was January or February, 188±,
I should say; I may be mistaken about the date. General .Atkin s told
me that he had not time to look into the matter then, but he wanted I
should make a memorandum of the facts I bad stated to Lim, and caU
the matter up at some future time when he had time to look into it,
and said if what I had stated in regard to the contents of the record was
true, Cleveland ought not to remain there as long as Heyno1d s did; that
he ought not to be permitted to, but that be would give tll c matter attention in the future.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. About what time was this conversation between you anll the Corumissioner~-A. I should think he had been in charge a month, perhaps,
which would make it about the last of April or somewhere in that neighborhood. It may have been a little earlier or a little later than that..
Q. Did you Lave any subsequent interviews with General Atkins
with reference to this Cleveland application ~-A.. I did.
Q. Gin: the substance and date as near as you can.-A. My impression is th:1t the next time the matter of this Kiowa. Comanche. and
Wichita .Agency was brought up-we were bringing
the different
agencies every day or two, or as often as I could-was, perhaps, two or
three, or three or four weeks later than that. My impression is that
one of the traders was here importuning Commissioner Atkins to grant
him a license or renew his license, and that was the occasion of its being
brought up at that time. I think it was Mr. Brown. Then the matter
was gone through with somewhat similarly again, and the whole thing
was discussed-Mr. Cleveland, Mr. Brown, Mr. Fred, and J\1r. Reynolds.
Q. At what time was that ~-A. I should think some time in the
month of June.
Q. Did you have any conversation with Commissioner Atkins relative
to the Cle-veland application after that ~-A. I hardly think I did, because I was discharged on the 15th of August following, and I have no
recollection of the matter of that agency being brought up again; it
might ha-ve been.
Q. Did you or not ever say anything to the Commissioner with reference to a complaint against Mr. Cleveland for being interested in any
grazing leases, cattle leases, on the reservation ~-A. I hardly think I
did.
Q. You say that in the first interview you had with Commissioner
Atkins when you took the papers over and told him what the record
contained, referring to the letters of Heynolds, "Pisber, and :Moller, that
he told you that he had not time to look into them then, but that be
would do it subsequently, and if those things were found to be substantially as stated, he would not relicense J\ir. Cleveland ~-A. Well, he
said that he ought not to be there.
Q. What is the practice in that office with reference to the duration
of the licenses issued to Indian traders ~
Mr. ANDREWS. Do yon mean how long are they given for~
· Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. They are issued for one year.
Q. AU of them ~-A. Yes, ever sinee 187fJ.

up
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Q. Had you had any information from Burgess Hunt, the general Indian agent out there, or any advice from him in reference to the reissuing of a license to Mr. Cleveland ; I mean bad the Indian Office been
been ad \Tised ~-A. He reported against it.
Q. Mr. Hunt reported against the reissuing of a license~-~A. My
recollection is that he-. The CHAIRMAN. Whatever it was, it was in writing~
Mr. ANDREWS. Yes; there was nothing else but that.
The CHAIRMAN. Yon may state what it was.
Mr. ANDREWS. My recollection is that be said he could not recommend the renewal ,of Mr. CleYeland's license.
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you call Commissioner Atkins's attention
to that~
Mr. ANDREWS. That was among the papers that I had in my Lands.lVlr. Hunt's report-and I presume I mentioned it.
Q. Do you know the date of that report ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know whether that report was received in the Indian Office
before or after Commissioner Price relicensed Mr. Cleveland ~-A. I
cannot tell.
Q. It is on file ~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator CULLOM. The documents ought to show that.
Senator BLACKBURN. Has that document been brought up here~
Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir.
Senator CuLLOJ.VI. I do not see the object of questioning the witness
about the contents or the date when the original is on :file.
Senator BLACKBURN, I was not asking for contents or dates, lmL
only whether he called Commissioner Atkins's attention to the fact that
a report against ::\fr. Cleveland's being relicensed had been :filed by the
agent.
.
Senator CuLLOM. That is legitimate. While they are looking at the
papers, if you will allow me, I will ask the witness a question or two.
[To the witness:] Was l\1:r. Cleveland licensed after there was a question raised by Mr. Reynolds as to the right to trade there, once or twice
after t.IJat ~~A. Once, I think.
Senator CuLLOM. \Vas not the license renewed in 1884, and then
again in February. 1885, after that~
Mr. ANDREWS. Yes, sir; .I should think it was.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will just put this letter in evide1i.co now.
This is the Commissioner's letter, under elate of February 1, 1884, toP.
B. Hunt, the Indian agent.
•
The letter referred to is as follows:
DEPAUTMENT OF TilE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., li'ebrtta1'Y 1, 1884.
SIR: Inclosed please find, for tho :files of your a~ency, copy of a license this day
granted Charles A. Cleveland to trade with the Indians of your agencr, for the term
of one year from this elate.
Very respectfully,

H. PRICE,
Commissioner.
P. B. HUNT,
United States Indian Agent,
Kiowa, Comanche, ancl Wichita Agency, Anada1'lco7 Ind. T.

Senator CuLLOM. What date is tbat ~
Senator BLACKBURN. It is dated February 1, 1884.
Mr. ANDREWS. I drafted the letter.
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Senator BLACKBURN. Now, was there not a license on February 1,
1885~

Senator. CuLLOM. That is what I want to know. Was not the license
reissued or renewed February 1, 1885 ~
1\'[r. ANDREWS. 1 think so.
Scna,tor CULLOM. So that he was twice licensed after this controversy
about his rig·ht to trade there, by Commissioner Price~
lVIr. .ANDREWS. I have forgotten about that, but he was relicensecl in
in the spring of 1885.
Senator CULLOM. That shows that he was licensed in 1884.
J\ir.ANDREWS. Yes, that must be so. I did notnot.ice the date of that.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, this is February 1, 1884.
1\1r. ANDREWS. That is February 1, 1884, and it was renewed in 1885.
Senator OuLLOl\f. For another year~
1\:Ir, ANDREWS. Yes, I had forgotten about that. That is correct.
Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I have to ask.
By the OIIAIRl\'IAN :
Q. Do ;you sustain any relations to the office of Indian Affairs at the
present time ":
1\ir.ANDREWS. In what respect~
The OnAIRMAN. I ask you if you sustain any relations to the office~
Senator CULLOl\f. Official relations~
The CHAIRMAN. Any relations.
Mr. ANDREWS. No, sir. I do some business there occasionally as my
correspondents ask me to ; that is all.
Q. As attorney for traders-is that what you mean ~-A. No, sir; I
am not an attorney.
Q. vYho are yon in correspondence with ~-.A. I have the settlement
of a few ex-Indian agents' accounts. I represent contractors, or have
upon several occasions. I have represented some ex-traders and some
traders.
Q, Well, then, not being an attorney, you act as agent for parties who
have business at the office, and transact business for them ~-A. Yes,
sir; I do their errands for them when requested.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. For p'ay ~-A. Yes, sir; for pay; but I do not very often get any.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Yon have told us about having had a conversation with Commissioner Atkins in regard to 1\ir. Cleveland, two of them, or perhaps three.
1:\_t ·one of those conversations you told him you had papers relating to
the Cleveland tradership in your hand. Did you ever lay those papers
before him ~-A. I do not think I ever showed them to him. I do not
think I eYer took them out of the jacket to show them.
Q. "'\Vas Mr. Jackson appointed or licensed as a trader at that agency
while yon were still in the Indian Office ~-A. I think so.
Q. Commissioner Atkins never sent for those papers to you that you
remember ~-A. They all came to me.
Q. I say he never sent for them, or for you to give them to him for
his personal inspection ~-A. I do not remember that he did. I had the
recommendations and the bond and the application and so forth, but
wllether I was ever called upon to take them over or not, I cannot tell
you.
Q. I reier, of· course, to the papers which charge 1\ir. Cleveland with
being in some way bound by the agreement with Reynolds not to trade
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there. So far as you know, Commissioner Atkins never called for those
papers and never saw them ~-.A.. I do not think I ever opened the
package to show them; no, sir.
Q. Did you have any conversation with him about the time that he
appointed Jackson, with reference to these matters 0?-A. I have no
recollection of any. I think Jackson was appointe~ before I was discharged; before I was dismissed.
Q. Well, he understood from you that this whole matter had been
before Commissioner Price, with reference to the licensing of Mr. Cleveland, did he not ~-A. I do not know whether we went back and talked
that over or not; I cannot say whether we talked that over or not. It
was a pretty difficult matter to get at l\ir. Atkins at that time, and ~
used to have to wait an hour to get a chance to speak to him a minute.
Q. But did you not, at the first conversation you had with him, tell
him that all those papers had been before Mr. Price as Commissioner,
and that Mr. Price had lhen issued his license ?-A. I have no recollection of it; I presume I did. That was a part of what I was directed
by him to tell him. He told me always to give him all there was of the
case, and I could not ha,ve given him all there was unless I gave him
that, but I have no distinct recollection about it.
Q. He understood, did he not, from your conversation, or you informed
him that Mr. Cleveland's license had first been revoked on this communication of Reynolds, and afterwards reissued to him-Commissioner
Atkins knew that ?-A. I should have told him that; if I did not, I neglected it.
Q. You have no doubt you did tell him that, have you ?-A. I presume I did.
·Q You testified a little while ago that you did.-A. Yes, I gave him
:all there was of it as far as I know; I intended to, at least.
Q. There has not any doubt come into your mind since your direct
testimony on that question ?-A. No, sir; I have not heard anything
to change it.
The CHAIRMAN (to Senator Blackburn). Let me see that letter of
Mr. Hunt's.
Senator BLACKBURN. This is a letter to Mr. Hunt from Commissioner Price. Mr. Hunt's letter advising that Cleveland be not reli·
.censed is already in the testimony. It was thirteen days after this.
Commissioner ATKINS. Will the chairman allow me to explain that
point?
'l,he CHAIRMAN. Certainly.
Commissioner ATKINS. I understand that the letter transmitting the
license for 1845 is dated February 1, 1885, but I understand also that
the license itself was dated the 13th of February, but dated back to the
1st of February.
The CHAIRMAN. It was actually issued on the 13th of February, but
dated back o?
Commissioner ATKINS. Yes. This letter of transmittal is dated the
1st of February.
·
Senator CULLOM. Was that before or after Mr. Hunt's report~
Uommissioner ATKINS. It was before, because Mr. Hunt's report was
on the 7th of February, 1885, and it would take I do not know how
many days to have gotten here.
The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of Mr. Hunt's letter?
Commissioner ATKINS. February 7, 1885, and how many days it
would have taken it to have come from Anadarko here I do not know.
6534 CONG--10

146 .

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Senator CULLOM. And the license, though a.ctua.lly issued on the 13th
of February, 1885, was really dated on the 1st~
Commissioner ATKINS. The license bears date the 13th of February,
but was dated back to the 1st of February, and the letter of transmittal is dated the 1st of February.
The CHAIRMAN. What is the regular time by mail for tne transmission of letters from Anadarko to Washington~
Mr. ANDREWS. About five days, I think.
The CHAIRMAN. It appears then that on the 7th of February, 1885,
there. was a letter from Mr. Hunt, the Indian agent, saying, in substance, that. he could not recommend the renewal of Mr. Clevelaud's
license, on account of the agreement made by J. J. Fisher & Company
when they sold out to Reynolds; and Commissioner Atkins thinks that
the license or renewal of the license to Cleveland was actually issued on
the 13th of February, six or seven days afterwards. Do you remember
whether there was any communication addressed to Mr. Hunt in the
mean time by letter or telegram~
.l.Vlr. ANDREWS. 'l'hat would be by Commissioner Price, would it not Of
The CHAIRMAN. Here is the letter, and you will recollect it when you
see it [exllibiting a letter to the witness].
Mr. ANDREWS. Yes; this appears to be in reply to a telegram of the
13th of January.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. A telegram from whom~-~<\... Commissioner Price.
Q. What was it 1-A. My recollection is, and I should judge from
this reply, that it ·was asking his views in regard to the relicensing of
Mr. Cleveland. ·
The CHAIRMAN. Did not Commissioner Price relicense after he got
that letter, in fact~
Senator BLACKBURN. Will not the dates of the communications
show~

The CHAIRMAN. I want his knowledge.
Senator BLACKBURN. The only point of objection is the one that the
Senator was making against me a minute ago, that it is a matter of
record now.
Mr. ANDREWS. I could not say.
Senator CULLOM. There seems to be something mixed about the dlltes.
Senator BLACKBURN. No, the letter is perfecUy plain. The letter
was dated the 7th of February, and it would take five days to get here,
which would make it the 12th of February, and the license was issued
to him on the 1st of February.
Senator CULLOM. No, on the 13th.
The CHAIRMAN. Commissioner Atkins says it was the 1st of February.
Senator BLACKBURN. Then Commissioner Atkins is mistaken. The report of Agent Hunt was filed on the 13th, and the records of the office
show that that reissue was made thirteen days before Agent Hunt's report or protest ever reached the office.
The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything here which shows when that was
filed~

.

Commissioner ATKINS. What I have stated was simply my understanding about the matter. I am not positive about the dates, but that
is what I understand, that the letter is of the 1st of February, 1885.
Senator CULLOM. Our information is that Commissioner Price telegraphed to him, stating to him that unless be preferred charges against
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him he should issue the license, and the license was issued, irrespectiYeof the agent.
The CHAIRMAN. Commissioner Price telegraphed him, according to•
his letter of the 13th of January.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, let us call for the telegram, if there is
such.
Commissioner ATKINS. If there is such a telegram we will produce it.
Senator CULLOM. I think that is the safer way. I do not want to
take any advantage of the fact, but there seems to be a little doubt as
to the true history of it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, file the record of relicense. The records
of the office will show that.
Senator CULLOM. And it also will show the correspondence that the
Commissioner had.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, all the correspondence. The chief clerk
tells me that the record book shows that this license was issued on the
1st of February, whereas that report of Agept Hunt was dated at Anadarko, on the 7th of February, and received and filed here on the 13th.
The CHAIRMAN. I will try and get at Mr. Andrews' recollection on
that subject if he has any. [To the witness:] Do you remember anything about the renewal of that license ~
Mr. ANDREWS. No, sir; I do not. This printed record of the evidence taken before this committee refreshes my recollection and enables
me to remember more than I did before.
The CHAIRMAN. Then you cannot throw any light on the question
whether this letter of Mr. Hunt's, which was dated on· the 7th of February, was received by Commissioner Price before or after the actual
issuing of the license ~
Mr. ANDREWS. No, sir; not without referring to the records I could
not say.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Will the records show all those facts ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. The whole history, the correspondence, and all ~-A.. The records
will show the date the license was issued, but it is very often the case
that a license is not dated the day it is transmitted or the day it is ex- ·
ecuted.
Q. Do you remember any correspondence between Commissioner
Price and Mr. Hunt as to the propriety of reissuing the license to Mr. •
Cleveland ~-.A. I should not have done so if it had not been for this
printed copy of the evidence here.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Let me ask you this: The record which you kept would show the
date on which the license was actually issued, whatever might have
been the date, whether it was antedated. or not; it would show when
it was actually issued ~-A. Yes, sir; the letter transmitting it and the
copy of the license is recorded, and of course the date when it takes
effect. It may not take effect the day it is issued or even signed. It
may vary a month or a half a month.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. The letter of transmittal will be in the record, will it ~-A. Yes,
sir; and the letter of transmittal will give the date of the license also.
Senator BLACKBURN. We will ask you to bring that up, together with
any correspondence that may have taken place between Commissioner
Price aud Burgess Hunt.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you remember anything about this Hunt letter except as your
attention bas been called to it~-A. No, sir; I did not. I remember it
now. I remember the original as I see it in the record here.
Q. But you did not remember it before~-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you remember whether or not this letter being received by
Commissioner Price, you bad any consultation or talk with Commissioner
Price about that letter to Hunt~-A. I have no recollection of any.
Q. That letter would come to your desk~ -A. Yes, sir; it would come
to my desk.
By Senator OULLOM:
Q. How long do you say you have been out of the office ~-A. I was
dismissed the 15th of August, 1885.
Q. What do you mean by "dismissed f '' Were you turned out ~-A. I
was told to quit.
Q. Were there any charges against you ~-A. I never asked the ques tion; I don't know whether there were or not. I suppose it was because I had bet on the. wrong horse the year before.
Commissioner A'l'KINS. Mr. Andrews was dismissed when I was absent.
Mr. ANDREWS. When Commissioner Atkins came back, he said I had
taken advantag·e of his absence to resign. I never asked the reason
for my dismissal.
Q. Where were you when you were dismissed ~-A .. I bad been out
riding with SOille ladies, and I drove up to my bouse to get a drink of
water, and the servant handed me a letter, and I opened it and found
it said that my services were no longer required, and I tore it up and
finished my ride.
Q. Where had you been a day or two before that ~-A. Well, I always
thought that what broke the camel's back was my going over to General Grant's funeral in New York. I took the liberty of going over there
to see the funeral.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not see the competency of this evidence,
although I will give all the latitude that is desired.
lVlr. ANDREWS. I never asked the question why I was discharged of
any living being, and never have been told the reason.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was the Secretary of the Interior in company with you at General Grant's funeral ~-A. I saw most of the officials there.
Q. Was he and the Assistant Commissioner of Indian Afi:'airs also
witll you at that funeral, as well as the chief clerk, Mr. Upshaw ~-A.
Mr. Upshaw was there, but we did not go over together.
Q. They were attending the funeral as well as you, were they not~
A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Who succeeded you in the p~ition you held ~-A. Mr. Osborne.
I think Mr. Upshaw took charge of my desk for perhapR a month or
half a month, and then Mr. Osborne took it and has had it since.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was Commissio~er Atkins here at the time of your dii!missaUA. No, sir.
Q. Where was be~-A. Be was away, and, as I said, when he came
back he said I bad taken advantage of ~is absence to resign.
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Q. He knew nothing of it, so far as you know~-A. No, sir; in fact,
he told me he did not know.
Q. He told you that he did not know anything of your dismissal ~-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Who did dismiss you "4-A. The Secretary of the Interior.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Did Commissioner Price have a list of prices to be charged for
goods at these Indian agencies ~-A. Commissioner Price discussed this
matter considerably, but never came to any definite conclusion in regard
to it. For some years all traders were required to send to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs once a month the original invoices or bills of
lading of al1 goods, or certified copies. Three or four years ago I saw
that that did not ari:wunt to anything, and I told Commissioner Price
that some other plan must be adopted; that we could not tell whether
the traders were cheating the Indians or not, because we could not see
the goods, and it was useless to continue that sort of thing. The Commissioner agreed with me and told me to direct the traders in the future
to make their reports to the agent and let the agent regulate the price,
and if the traders would not do as the agent directed, to report to the
Commissioner.
Commissioner Atkins said that he was going to adopt a new system.
He said that he was satisfied that the Indians were being swindled by
being charged high prices and receiving poor goods, and he directed me
to give my views on paper and bring to him a statement of the percentage that goods should pay and that traders might be permitted to ask.
He told me to divide up the stocks kept by traders as well as I could
and give my views of about the percentage they should pay. I <lid so.
I made a good many classes, dividing up dry goods, groceries, hardware, boots and shoes, clothing, drugs, and all that sort of goods into
different cla8ses, and gave what I thought was a fair percentage to allow them to charge. I gave it to Mr. Upshaw in the first place, and he
looked it through and made some alterations, I think, from my views,
and then gave it to the Commissioner, who looked it all over and substantially agreed, I guess, upon what I had formulated, and Commissioner Atkins told rue that he had submitted that to the Secretary one
day and the Secretary approved of the plan and was going to adopt it
and compel traders to charge so much and no more~ aud it was done in
that way. There was a percentage attached to every article, my recollection is, running from 20 to 35 per cent. above cost and transportation,
except for articles tha1 sold for a dime, or something of that sort, and
those there was nothing said about.
Q. Was there or not issued, by order of Commissioner .Atkins, a circular which was sent out to the different trading posts, asking for information as to the amount of trade at each, so as to regulate the number of traders on the basis of the business that was done at each agency~
-A. Yes, sir; and 1 have a copy o.f it here. Shall I read it~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, if the committee desires it. I want it to
go into evidence.
Mr. ANDREWS. This is dated August 1, 1885. I was directed to draw
up this circular, and it was signed by Mr. Upshaw as Acting Commissioner, in order that the office might be informed, as near as practicable,
of the amount of business done.
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The circular referred to, as submitted by the witness, is as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, August 1, 1885.
SIR: In order that this office may be in possession of all information relating to
trade upon Indian reservations, to the end that it may more understandinglyregulate
the same, it is desirable that it be informed, as near as practicable, what amount of
business is done each year by licensed traders.
You will therefore, in a careful manner, procure the above required information
and forward same at an early day.
Very respectfully,
A. B. UPSHAW,

Acting Commissionet.
'rhe U. S. INDIAN AGENT, --Agency.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do you know whether that was ordered by Commissioner Atkins
or not ~-A. I have no recollection now. I know General Atkins had a
talk about this, because we differed. I would give my views as to the
amount of goods to be allowed traders at an agency, and they disagreed
with me, and General Atkins did not know which to believe, myself or
the traders. I put the goods low or high as I thought the figure should
be, and some of the traders would differ with me materially, so that we
submitted it to the agencies to let thAm settle the difference~ between
the traders and myself.
Q. What induced the preparation of that circular; was it or not complaint of the high prices charged ~-A. That was one of the causes.
There had been many complaints entered. The Indians would enter
complaint, and it would come direct to the office that they were being
robbed by the traders, more or less. They had never adopted any definite plan before that put a stop to it.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Your dismissal dated from the 16th of August ~-A. No, sir; from
the 15th of August.
Q. Had you been informed before your dismissal, by Mr. Hunter or
any one else, that S.M. Jackson was making a proposition to put in his
license with Mr. Cleveland as a part of the capital ~-A. I have no
recollection of Jackson in particular. They were discussing them all.
I used to discuss the matter with Mr. Hunter. Occasionally /he would
come to the Commissioner and have a conversation and then would
come to me, but I have no recollection of Jackson particularly. There
were seventy-five applications on my desk at the time. I have no recollection of any special conversation in regard to Jackson.
Q. Did not Mr. Hunter read you, before you were dismissed, a letter,
which he had re~eived from Mr. Cleveland, which said that Jackson had
made a proposition of that sort to him ~-A. He did show me such a
letter. I do not know whether it was before or after I was dismissed,
but it was about that time. I presume, if lte says it was before, that it
was. I have no recollection about it. I remember the letter, because
he spoke of it the other day.
Q. It was about the time of your dismissal ~-A. I should think about
the time, either just before or after.
Q. You have no reco1lection that you told Commissioner Atkins that
you bad seen or heard of such a letter~-A. No, sir; Commissioner Atkius was not here.
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By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Then you know ;you did not. tell him ~-A. I could not have told
him ; he was not here.
The CHAIRMAN. I believe that is all (to Senator Blackburn). Do
you want to call some ot.h er witness 0?
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; I want to have J\1r. Upshaw sworn.
Commissioner ATKINS. I might as well state here thaji in looking over
my testimony, as printed in the record, I find I spoke of having received
a letter from Mr. Moller. That is a mistake; l should have said that I
received it from Mr. Fisher.

TESTIMONY OF A. B. UPSHAW.
ALECK BRADJ.1'0RD UPSHAW was then duly sworn and interrogated as follows:
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Question. What position, if any, do you hold in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-Answer. I am chief clerk of the Indian
Office.
Q. How long have you been in that position ~-A. I was appointed
the 1st of July last.
Q. You mean a year ago the 1st of this month ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Please state to the committee, in as concise a form as you can,
what, if anything, you have had to do or what information you have
relative to the application for a renewal of license by C. A. Cleveland
& Co. ~-A. I was appointed on the·1st of July, and prior to that time
there had been some action or some contemplated action by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as to relicensing Mr. Cleveland. Of that I
was advised, I think, about the time I came into the office. I do not
think the Uleveland question came before me, or that I had anything
to do with it for some time thereafter. About the 1st of August the
Commissioner went borne and returned in about three weeks, and I
think in September, after be returned, we talked about :Mr. Cleveland;
may be it was before that we had a talk about; him ; I do not remember
exactly. But we bad several talks about traders and the business of
the office before he left, and during his absence I had a pretty general
idea of his policy, and then and ever since then I have endeavored to
carry out that policy.
The first time my attention was called to this Cleveland matter that
I remember was when the Commissioner came back, I think, in September. Be told me be bad heard down there that a man named Jackson,
who had been licensed from Tennessee, bad proposed to sell his license,
or something of that sort, and that he had rebuked him very severely,
and told him that if it was true it would not do him any good. I think
that was the first time my attention was ever specially called to the
Cleveland case, and then, during the Commissioner's absence, I wrote
a letter to · Jackson, probably stating that he had been licensed and
that he must make arrangements to go to the agency. I think that was
during the Commissioner's abs«jnce, either in August or September. I
do not remember the exact date.
Q. Do you mean the Commissioner's absence at home in Tennessee or
his absBnce in the West ~-A. I do not remember which it was. It was
either one or the other. I wrote to Mr. Jackson and told him this while
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the Commissioner was away, and it was probably while he was in the
West.
Q. That was in the fall then ~-A. Yes. The letter is on file, I think.
That is the first step, I think, in the Jackson matter.
Q. That letter has been put in evidence, I believe ~-A. Yes, sir. In
that letter I used the word "'revoked" when I ought to have used the
word"' relicensed." I remember that. Then in December, I think the
latter part of December, some question was again brought up about the
relicensing of Mr. Cleveland, and the matter was looked into. Rut before that, I think, I had looked into his record.
'
I was informed bv Commissioner Atkins that Senator Vest had called
on him about the fi1.:-'st part of September, asking that Cleveland or Reynolds be relicensed. 'fhis ts simply hearsay, from what the Commissioner tells me. I am just repeating what I beard. He bad promi~ed,
I believe, after a talk with Seuator Vest, at his request, to license either
one or the other of those gentlemen. But that evening, after making
that promise, 1 was over at the office and he told me tllat somebody, I
have fm·gotten now whom, had come in and given some otl.Jer reasons for
not relicensing Cleveland, and lJrobably be bad seen Senator Jackson-1 think be bad -and Senator Jackson bad told him that his
brother had ample means, or that he had made arrangements to go
into business. But then this other charge coming up, be had written
. to Senator Vest that evening, and I sent the messenger over and the
letter went off. Commissioner Atkins told me about the contents of
the letter, but I never saw the letter. He told me what he intended to
do at the time the messenger carried the letter. I was in the office
subsequently when Senator Vest came in, several days thereafter.
Q. Did you bear the interview which took place between Senator
Vest and Commissioner Atkins ~-A. The first interview was very brief.
He just came in and the Oommissioner told him that he had written
him this letter and asked him if he had notified Cleveland. He said he
had not.
Q. Senator Vest said he had not ~-A. Yes, sir; and I think he nsed
the words probably that no l.Jarm was done, or something like that.
Q. Who used those . words ~-A. Senator Vest-that is my recollection. It was several days after this letter. Then along toward8 the
last of December Mr. Cleveland came here, and be was, througlJ his.
attorney an<l himself doing all he could to have the license renewed.
Q. Were you present at any interviews that occurred between 1\.fr.
Cleveland and the Commissioner, or Mr. Hunter and the Commisioner?
-A. 1 was present at an interview that occurred between Mr. Bunter
and the Commissioner on April 1, think in the Commissioner's office,
and then I was present at an interview that occurred between the Commissioner and Mr. Hunter, probably shortly after he came back from
· the West, I do not remember, but 1 think it ·was along in the fall, in
which they had quite a spirited conversation.
Q. Who had ~-A. It was between the Commissioner and Mr. Hunter, Mr. Hunter claiming that Clevelan<l ought to be relicensed and
that there had been nothing new filed-! believe that was it-against
him. The Commissioner told him that the fact of his having been
licensed by Commissioner Price was no reason why he should relicense
him if be believed him to be an improper man to be on the reservation, and that be believed him to be an improper man, and that he did
not think it right to relicense him. I equid not detail all the conversation.
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Q. What was the date of that interview ~-A. I do not remember.
It was· some time in the latter part of November or the first of December, I think.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. I thought you said it was in .April last ~-A. No, sir; I said I was.
present at the first interview in .April, and then I was present at an interview which occurred about the time of the appeal to the President.
By SPnator BLACKBURN :
Q. Describe what occurred in that interview.-A. Mr. Hunter came·
into the office and said he wanted to talk to the Commissioner; that he
bad done all that be thought he ought to do in the premises, but that
. his client demanded that he go further in the matter, and that he had
just come in to say to the Commissioner that he had been treated very
kindly at his hands and received great clemency, probably more than
he would have given himself if he had been in the Commissioner's place,
and that he was only taking the case up because he had examined the
law of the case and bad found that he could not collect his fee in the
case unless he did do it, and I think he said that the appeal was taken
over his protest or against his advice; that he had advised against it
and that the only reason which prompted him to do it was that he found
he could not collect his fee unless he did. That was about the conversation; I do not give it exactly.
Q. Did you in that interview hear Mr. Hunter express any opinion as.
to the treatment Mr. Cleveland had received at the hands of the Commissioner ~-A. He said that the treatment of the Commissioner had,
been that of clemency and leniency and was probably better than heHunter-would have given him, if he had been in the Commissiouer's·
place. That was about the substance of it. I do· not remember the
exact words.
Q. Did you have any interview afterwards with Mr. Hunter yourself t ·
-A. Mr. Hunter came over to my office in the Second :National Bank
building a day or two probably after that, and I think about the same
thing was said by him as in this other interview, in the presence of Mr.
Osborne; I think Mr. Osborne was in the office; I knew J\tlr. Hunter·
was attorney in the case, and I had frequent. talks with him. He woulcl
come into the office and ask questions, ask to see papers, and I g·enerally tried to accommodate him. I did not propose to run any "~tar
chamber" business, and I opened up the books andlte saw-pretty nearly
everything and all the correspondence. I do not think I ever declined
to show him anything that was done, because we diu not do anything
under cover. I think he will make that statement himself:
Q. Did you ever, together with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
call upon Senator .Jackson ~-A. Yes, sir; I do not remember the date,
but I fix it by this fact; I think it was either iu the latter part of December or the 1st of January, we went up to see Senator Jackson; it
was shortly after tlte conversation between the Commissioner and Mr.
Cleveland and Senator Vest, I think, and Mr. Hunter. The Commissioner wanted me to go up with him and I went with him to see Seuator Jackson. I think it was the last of December or the 1st of Januarv.
The reason I think so is that whilst we were there they invited us in to
an entertainment they had for the young ladies. I think it was a sort
of holiday occasion; that is my recollection. It was an entertainment
given to the young people.

154

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

By. Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Was it New Years ~-A. I think it must have been New Years,
or probably about that time somewhere. But we went up there for the
purpose of talking to Senator Jackson about his brother and about
some charges that had been made about his putting his license up and
his attempt to use his license improperly-in other words, charges were
made that he had made improper propositions.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Was or not that visit of the Commissioner and yourself to see
Senator Jackson on that subject brought about by the interview that
had then occurred between the Commissioner of Indian A:fl'airs, Mr.
Cleveland, Senator Vest, and Mr. Hunter~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When those charges were brought to the Commissioner's notice~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What passed in that interview ~-A. We went up there and found
the young folks assembled; we were sitting in the front parlor, the Commissioner and I, and didn't say much; and whilst we did not say so
to each other, we both mutually concluded that that was not a very good
place to be making charges against his brother when they were having
an entertainment, so atter a few minutes we left. There was nothing
said to Senator Jackson about his brother on that occasion. I think,
probably a day or two, or two or three days after, there was another interview with the Commissioner. I was not present, but he sent for me
and said," I wish you would go and see Senator Jackson." I got in his
buggy and drove up to the Senate, and called Senator Jackson out and
told him about these charges. I said, "If what they say about your
brother is true, you cannot afford to have it done, and the Commissioner
will not allow him to continue." He assured me that his brother had
means, and that he would see the Commissioner. He said he would not
have his brother do anything that was wrong, and if he had done anything wrong he wanted him treated just like anybody else; and he said,
"I will see the Commissioner further about this matter. either this evening or to-morrow." I had a pretty straight talk with Senator Jackson
about it, predicated upon the idea of the Commissioner that he could not
aftord to continue this man in the service if the charges were true. I told
him that Senator Vest had written some letters in which he proposed to
investigate the matter, and I said to him,'' It would be well enough for .
you to see Senator Vest and talk to him about it." I think that was
about the 1st of January, or somewhere along there.
Q. Do you know anything about the dismissal of Mr. Andrews from
the position which he held in the Indian Office 0!-A. Yes; I was Acting Commissioner at the time.
Q. Please tell the committee about it.-A. I was Acting Commissioner,
and one evening-! think it was Saturday, but I am not positive-the
Secretary of the Interior sent for me and asked me what Mr. Andrews's
full name was, I think, and I told him it was B. W. Andrews. He said,
-~.,What do you know about him~" He said that he had understood that
Andrews was the president of a New York political club in Washington,
.and that. he had, during the last campaign, exercised considerable influence and made himself rather obnoxious to Democrats, and that he
had done as much or more to get clerks to leave here and go to New York
.as anybody, and that carrying out the reform idea that partisans ought
to be dropped from the list, he had concluded to do ft. He asked me
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what I knew about Andrews. I told him I thought Andrews was a
pretty good clerk; that from what I had seen of him I was very well
pleased with him, but that he had been properly informed; that Andrews
was a partisan, and my information was that he had done all that be
could to bring things to bear to further the cause of the Republican party
in the last campaign, and that he was at that time, as I was informed,
the president of a New York political club in this city.
Q. What happened then ~-A. Mr. Andrews' dismissal was made out
and sent to him. I directed the messenger to take it and deliver it to
him at his bouse.
The matter came out just a moment ago about attending Presjdent
Grant's funeral. That had nothing on earth to do with it-nothing in
the world-and it is the first time I ever heard it mentioned in that connection in my life.
Q. Were you present at General Grant's funeral ~-A. Yes, sir. The
President of the United States, Secretary of the Interior, Secretary Bayard, and myself were all present. I went on the same train with them,
and I think perhaps Mr. Andrews was on tbe same train with the party;
I do not remember how that was, but I know he went there. The Secretary of the Interior was in the procession, and there was a general
holiday given for the purpose of going there. There were other clerks in
the Department who went there.
Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I want to ask.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Precisely what did Commissioner Atkins say to you that be had
beard about Jackson when he went South ~-A. I think he said be had
·heard-that somebody bad said to him-that Jackson had attempted
to sell his license, naming the price, probably five or six thousand dollars, and that the day be reached home, I think, Jackson was in his town,
being a commercial traveler, and that he bad come to his house, and
he had broached this subject, and this Jackson indignantly denied the
charge and said it was baseless and false. That is about it; of course
I cannot give his exact language.
The CHAIRMAN. I do not think I wish to ask any more questions.
Senator BLACKBURN. 'l'ben I will read this letter and ask to put it
in evidence.
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, KIOWA, COMANCHE,
AND WICHITA AGENCY,
Anadm·ko, Indian Territory, Feb1·uary 7, 1885.

To the Hon. COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN A.FF AIRS,
Washington, D. C. :
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of 30th ultimo
in regard to C. A. Cleveland, which only reached here yesterday. In reply I have to
say that I cannot recommend-

The CHAIRMAN. That is already in evidence.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, but this is the original letter, and I want
to file this for the reason that it shows it was written on the 7th of February, and was received and filed on the 16th of February, at the office
-'>f the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you want to put that in over again~
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not want to put in again the original letter,
but I want to put in testimony the date of the filing of it in the Indian
Office.

•
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The letter referred to is indorsed as follows:
3306. Office of Indian Affairs. Received February 16, 1885. Kiowa, Comanche,
and Wichita Agency, February 7, 1885. P. B. Hunt, Indian agent. In relation to
renewal of license of C. A. Cleveland. C. 16. 31. Andrews.

Senator BLACKBURN. I would like to have Mr. Osborne sworn.

TESTIMONY OF H. G. OSBORNE.
Mr. H. G. OSBORNE came before the committee and was duly sworn ..
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Question. Are you a clerk in the office of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs ?-Answer. Yes, sir; I am.
Q. Have you cbarge of the files f-A. Yes, I have charge of the correspondence and matters relating to Indian traders.
Q. Look at the paper I hand you and see if that is the original paper
on file in your office?-A. Yes, it is.
Q. Notice the stamp date of filing there.
The CHAIRMAN. It should be noted that the letter referred to is Mr.
Hunt's letter of February 7 to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
which is already in evidence at page 96.
Q. When was that letter filed in the Indian Office ?.;_A, It was filed
February 16, 1885.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all I want to ask.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. There is a stamp on the back of that letter, is there not ?-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Read what the stamp says.-A. "3306. Office of Indian Affairs.
Received February 16, 1885.''
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What do those figures "3306" indicate?-A. The number of the
communication.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Where is that stamp, in the regular course of business, affixed?A. On the back.
Q. I know, but in wllat room or by whom ?-A. In the files division
of the Indian Office.
Q. When a letter is received in the Indian Office, what is first done
with it 0?-A. It comes to the chief clerk of the Indian Office, is opened
by him and marked with the division it belongs to, is sent to the files
division, and is stamped, and the date and so :forth like this stamp is
put on it. It then comes down and is distributed by a messenger to
the division for which it is marked. This mark '' C" indicates that it
would come to the chief clerk's division.
Q. As you understand the course of business, then, the letter would
receive its stamp before it was examined by the persons who havecharge of that business ?-A. Yes, sir; in almost every case, unless it
is a personal letter, directed to the Commissioner personally, and it
would then be very apt to be filed before it would be referred to the
division having the matter in charge.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Were you ever present at an interview between Mr. Hunter, the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the chief clerk, wherein the ques-
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tion of the renewal of license to Mr. Cleveland was discut<.sed ~-A .
Yes, sir.
Q. Who was present, the Commissioner, his chief clerk, or who~-A.
I cannot be positive as to who was present, but the chief clerk, Mr.
Hunter, and myself are the only parties I rt>member.
Q. When was that, and where~-A. I could not state positively the
date.
Q. Approximate it.-A. It was in the chief elerk's room of the Indian Office.
Q. In Mr. Upshaw's office~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. About what time~-A. I think it was some time in April last.
Q. vVhat occurred there ~-A. Mr. Hunter was speaking about the
action of the Commissioner with regard to Cleveland & Co., and I think
he stated that the Commissioner had treated them very leniently, and
he expressed himself to the effect that he thought the Commissioner
had been very lenient in his action towards Cleveland & Co., had given
them a long extension, and had been very lenient in the matter.
Q. Did he or not say anything as to why he was taking an appeal
from the CommiRsioner's ruling ~-A. I think he referred to the matter.
Q. Do you know what lie said in that regard ~-A. I think lle said he
was going to take an appeal. I could not quote his exact words, but
he said that he was going to appeal the case to the President I think,
in order to carry the case out and get his fees. I am not positive about
that, but it is the best I can remember.
By the CHAIR:M.AN:
Q. You would not undertake to give his language on that occasion~
-A. No, sir; I could not give it positively.
Q. Have you here the letter of transmittal which covered the renewal
of the license to C. A. Cleveland on the 1st of February, 1885 ~-A. Yes,
sir; the letter was to have been copied and sent up here this morning,
but the copyist made a mistake and got the letter of 1884.. But I have
it here in the letter-book, and I can read it to the committee.
The CHAIRMAN. Please read it.
Mr. Osborne read as follows:
[Civilization and E., 298.

1885.]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, February 13, 1885.
Mr. P. B. HUNT,
United States Indian Agent, Anadarko, Ind. T. :
SIR: Inclosed is a renewed license, granted to Charles A. Cleveland, to trade with
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes of Indians for one year from February 1,
1885, which you will deliver to the person named. A copy of the license is also transmitted for the aio-ency files.
Respectfu ly,
H. PRICE,
Cornmissioner.
(Andrews.)

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. That letter is dated when ~-A. February 13.
Commissioner ATKINS. Allow me to say right there, if you please,
that I was informed by Mr. Osborne that it was the letter of February
1, 1885, that was spoken of, but it turns out to be February 1, 1884.
Therefore I made a mistake.
Q. Then this letter which carried Mr. Cleveland's license to him in
1885 was datPd February 13 ~-A. Yes, sir; February 13, 1885.
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By Senator BLACKBURN·: .
Q . .1\..nd the license was dated back to the 1st ~-A. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. That is what Commissioner Atkins stated in the
first place~
Senator BLACKBUR.N. Yes, and the mistake name from the clerk
copying the letter of 1884 instead of 1885. It should have been written
on the 1st of February, as that was the expiration of the term of the
license. but it was dated back so as to correspond to that written on the
13th, and Hunt's letter was received at the office on the 16th.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you receive the mail, or is it received in your office ~-A. When
the mail 'first comes in, it is received by the chief clerk or acting chief
clerk, is opened and marked and sent to the files. The mail relating to
the traders' matters would then come to my desk, and be distributed,
and it generally gets down the next day after it is filed. I never see
the maH until it goes to the file, is filed, and comes back to my desk.
Q. Do you know how long it takes a letter in the ordinary course of
mail to come from Anadarko here ~-A. I could not say positively, but
I think it takes about seven or eight days. I cannot speak accurately
about it.
The CHAIRMAN. That is all. I would like to ask :Mr. Andrews a
question at this point.
TESTIMONY OF HENRY W. ANDREWS-Continued.

HENRY W. ANDREWS recalled and further examined:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Please look at this letter of 1\lr. Hunt's and say whether
you think you received that letter before or after the file-m~rk was put
on, if it came to your desk.-Answer. I have no recollection about it
at all.
Q. What would be ithe course of business there ~-A. The usual way
would be, unless it was something special and marked special by the
Commissioner, to have it go to the files before it came to me. Sometimes I have had the Commissioner send papers direct to me for my
action, not wishing to consume the time that it takes to go to the files
to be registered and stamped. But I have no recollection of this particular paper.
Q. Please look at the letter which has, been spoken of here, dated
the 13th of .February, 1885, from Commissioner Price to Agent Hunt.-A.
(After examining the letter in question.) That is in my handwriting.
Q. Do you remember anything about; the writing of that letter ~-A.
No, sir; no more than I know· I wrote it.
Q. Do you remember whether you wrote it before or after that letter
came to your office ~-A. No, sir; I have no recollection. This letter,
in the ordinary course of mail, should have been in the office by this
date, but I have no recollection of the matter at all.
Q. For some reason or other the letter was delayed from the 1st. of
February to the 13th~- . .£\..
. It is unusual for a letter to be nine days coming from Anadarko.
Q. But for some reason the letter transmitting that license did not go
until the 13th of February ~-A. It went the 13th.
Q. The license was renewable on the 1st of February, was it not,_
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A. Without referring to the papers or documents, I should say that the
previous license expired on the 1st of February, and that this was dated
back to cover the fifteen days the bond would cover, and it used to be
customary, if there was any delay in the renewaJ of a license, to date it
back a month, or put it ahead a half month or so, perhaps.
Q. It appears in that letter that Commissioner Price had telegraphed
on the 30th of January to Mr. Hunt in relation to the renewal of the
license '-A. Yes, I guess that can be found in this letter book.
Q. You think the telegram can be found in that book '-A. Yes, I
think so. [After examination.] Yes, here it is.
Q. In whose hand writing is it '-A. In my hand writing.
The CHAIRMAN. Let us put that into the record.
Mr. Andrews read as follows:
[C. and E. Division.J
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., January 30, 1885.

To Agent HUNT,
Dodge City, Kans.:
If you have charges to prefer against C. A. Cleveland, forward !'Lt once.
H. PRICE,

Con~rnissionm·.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. That is in your handwriting ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, that telegram having been sent on the 30th of January, the
license expiring on the 1st of February, the letter of transmittal not
having been sent until the 13th of February, does it or not bring to
your recolleetion anything as to the date when the letter of Fepruary 7,
of Mr. Hunt, was received, whether before or after the letter of transmittal '-A. I do not see anything here that would refresh my memory
on that point. I have no recollection about it except what I get from
these papers.
Q. If that came after the license had been forwarded, would you or
not call the attention of the Commissioner to it '-A. It would be my
duty to do so.
Q. Thi~:~ file stamp, which is on the back of the letter, does it necessarily indicate the date when -J;he letter was received in the office '-A.
That is the custom. Papers go immediately to the file room after they
are examined by the chief clerk; the initial for the division to which
they belong is put on by him ; they then go directly to the file room
and are stamped and recorded, and then distributed by the messenger.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who put that stamp on that letter~-A. It is usually put on by
the chief of the files division-1\fr. Terflinger at that time.
Q. I understood you to say that when this paper or any similar paper
reaches the office, unless marked "personal" or ''special," it would go
immediately to the file-room to receive that stamp ~-A. Yes; it goes
there first.
Q. Is there ?ny mark about this paper which would divert it from that
channel '-A. I see none.
Q. Then you see nothing here to induce you to believe that this paper
did not go immediately, upon reaching the office, to the file-room toreceive the stamp you see on it ~-A. No, sir; all the indications show
that it went there first.
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'I be CHAIRMAN. I want 1 o put in here the letter which Mr. Cleveland
said he had written for, which his clerk had in . his safe at Anadarko,
.and whjch bas been received by him since. It is a letter from S. M.
Jackson to Cleveland & Brother, dated December 5, 1885.
The letter referred to il-3 as follows :
DYERSBURG, TENN., December 5, 1885.
Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRo. :
GENTS: Please let me know by return mail about how much stock you have on hand
and what you will close out at. I would like very much to see you. I expect to be
out about January first. How long will General Atkins allow you to remain ~ I am
still anxious to make arrangements we were speaking about last summer. Please let
me hear from yon at once.
Yours, very truly.
S. M. JACKSON.

The CHAIRMAN. I asked Commissioner .Atkins the other day to
bring up all the papers in the office relating to the case of Cleveland &
Brother.
Senator BLACKBURN. We have them all here. Mr. Hunter, in his
testimony the other day, in support of certain allegations in a letter
which be bad written, and which was put in evidence by him, referred
to the action of the Commissioner in the case of Harris & Co., and
the letters that he bad written to Mr. Bond at Trenton, Tenn. Here are
those letters, all of them, and I would like to offer them so as to let it
appear what the course pursued was.
Mr. R. F. HUNTER. I called for Mr. Bond's letter.
Senator BLACKBURN. What has Mr. Bond to do with this matter?
lVIr. HUNTER. What have these letters to do with the matter, unless
the Bond letter has'
Senator BLACKBURN. I am not submitting the question to you, sir.
These are the letters of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, showing
precisely what and everything he had to do in the case of Harris & Co.
Harris & Co. were licensed, and that was a matter that brought about
the correspondence with Bond, the son or stepson, or something.
The CHAIRMAN. If you wish to put those letters into the record there
is no reason why you should not do so.
The letters referred to are as follows :
DEPARTl\IENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., .June 18, 1885.
Ron. W. P. BoND,
Trenton, Tenn. :
DEAR SIR: In reply to your letter of the 15th instant, relative to the license of Mr.
Jacobs and your suggestion that Wichita be named as the place of trade, permit me
to say that I have appointed Mr. Jacobs as a licensed trader with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes of Indians.
Tbe agency is located and the place of trade is at Anadarko, Ind. T.
I have also appointed Mr. S. M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, a trader at Anadarko, but
there is ample field for both Mr. Jacobs and Mr. Jackson, as they take the place of
present traders.
The license I shall issue promptly upon receipt of bond mentioned in my letter to
you of the 11th instant.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comrnissioner.
(Andrews.)

,
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TilE

I~TERIOR,

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1885.
DEAR ~m: The bond of M. 13. IIar:r is & Co., as licensed traders at Anadarko, Ind.
T., received by your referen ce of the 15th instant, is satisfactory, and inclosed please
find license this day granted them to trade with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita
tribes of Indians for the term of ~- e year.
Very respectfully,
JNO. D. C. ATKINS,
l-Ion. W. P. Bmw,
Commissioner.
·
Trenton, Tenn.
(Andrews.)

DEPARTMEN'.r OF THF. INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., .htly 17, 1885.
DEAR SIR: Referring to your letter of the 15th instant, relative to the failure of the
licensed firm of W. B. Harr·is & Co. to come to a satisfactory underst-anding in regard to the conduct of their affairs as licensed traders, I regret exceedingly ~bat yon
feel compelled to call upon me to take further action.
I granted the license I did upon your recommendation, and included a::; partners
in the license such names as you recommended, and for me now to revoke the licenso
of the firm and grant a new one to Mr. Jacobs, without the best of reasons, woultl
subject me to a criticism which I cannot afiord, and perhaps do an injustice to worthy men.
The members of this firm must come to a satisfactory understanding, ~tnd move
smoothly along, or I shall be compelled to reconsider the action already taken, and
substitute other parties in their place.
I trust you will be able to settle the conflicting views of these parties to the satisfaction of all.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
l-Ion. vV. P. BoND,
Commissioner.
T1·enton, Tenn.
(Andrews.)

DEPARTMENT OF TilE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., July 30, 1885.
l-Ion. W. P. BOND,
Trenton, Tenn.:
DEAR SIR; Referring to your letter of the 22d instant in regard·to the ma.tters of
M. B. Harris & Co., I trust their affairs will, as you predict, move along smoothly.
Upon a somewhat careful investigation of the amount of business donA lJy the licensed traders on the Kiowa, Comanche, and 'Vichita Agency, I am surprised at its
extent, being far in excess of what this office supposed, and more m my opinion than
should be confided to two firms, consequently I would not be justified in closing up
the stores of all the present traders there.
I shall give this question still further examinatwn, and be governed by what I consider best for the service ancl the Indians.
I presume some at least of the present traders there would not let the opportunity
pass (if it presented itself) of selling out to Harris & Co. upon satisfactory terms to
,

~~.

Very respectfully,
A. B. UPSHAW,
Act·ing Comm·iss·ioner.
(Andrews.)
DEPARTMENT OF TilE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF L.~DIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, August 26, 1885.
P.B.HUNT,
United States Indian Agent,
.
Kiowa, Cornanche, and Wichita Agency, Indian Te1·ritory:
Sm: Referring to office letter of the 19th June last, inclosing copy of license granted
M. B. Harris & Co. to trade with the Indians of your agency, I have to notify you that
said license has been this day revoked.
Respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissionm·.
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Senator BLACKBURN. I have here the other papers, Mr. Chairman,
that were called for; all of them that are on file.
The CHAIRMAN. These seem to be papers that were in the office before Commissioner .Atkins came in; all of them.
Commissioner ATKINS. They were asked for the· other day, and I
brought them up. I do not care whether they go in or not.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you here all ·the papers relating to the Cleveland and Jackson license since you came into office~
Commissioner ATKINS. So far as I know.
The CHAIRniAN. Where are they~
Commissioner ATKINS. The clerk of the Indian traders' desk informs
me that every one of them is here.
The CHAIRMAN. These letters relate to Commissioner Price's administration~

Senator BLACKBURN. No; here is one from Commissioner Atkins
under date of May 31, 1886.
Commissioner ATKINS. I requested that all the letters relating to the
relicensing of Mr. Cleveland during my administration be brought down,
and such others as they found with regard to the matter under Commissioner Price, and Mr. Osborne just says they have been filed or are
now being filed. I suppose they are all in.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you here anywhere the letter which Senator
Vest alluded to that he wrote you from Sweet Springs~
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not recollect that I have. I will see
whether I have.
The CHAIRMAN. It is in the office, is it not~
Commissioner ATKINS. I do not know whether it is or not; if it is I
will produce it.
The CHAIRMAN. There must be other letters about this transaction
of l\ir. Cleveland's. Senator Vest says that he wrote letters from Sweet
Springs, and S.M. Jackson must have written a reply to Commissioner
Atkins' letter of January 23.
Commissioner ATKINS. Mr. Osborne says these were all the letters
on file there. The others may be personal letters not on file.
Senator BLACKBURN. I suggest that you furnish, Mr. Osoorne, a list
of letters there, and every one that is there that you know of.
I will recall Mr. Upshaw for a few questions.

TESTIMONY OF A. B. UPSHAW-Continued.
1\'Ir. A. B. UPSHAW recalled and his examination resumed.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Question. How many Indian traders are there in the Indian Territory, licensed since Commissioner .Atkins came into office, from the
States of Mississippi and Tennessee ~-.Answer. There are in the Territory four persons from Tennessee who. are doing business there as
licensed traders.
Q. .And how many from Mississippi ~-A. Three.
Q. How many from Missouri ~-A. Five.
Q. How many from Kansas ~-A. Thirteen.
Q. Does that have any relation to the five civilized tribes or the
others ?-A. Those are the licenses which are controlled by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that I refer
Q. That i~ e~clqsiv~ of the five tribes or civilized nations ~-A Yes,

to.
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sir. Those licenses are granted upon the recommendation of the
authorities of the Nations, approved by the agent.
Q. You are speaking now of the civilized tribes ~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all.
Mr. UPSHAW. Have you anything further, Mr. Chairman'
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Who are the four Tennessee men ~-A. Sneed & Colyer, a man
named Phillips, and a man named Meeks, I think; that makes four.
Q. You count Sneed & Colyer as two ~-A. Yes, sir; but they represent but one license.
Q. 'Vhere is 1\ieeks ?-A. Meeks is at Darlington.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. At the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency ~-A. Yes, sir; Sneed &
Colyer are at the Kiowa Agency, and Phillips is at the Osage Agency.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Wlw was Meeks ~-A. I do not know.
Q. Did you ever hear of him until he was appointed ~-A. I never did
in my life.
Q. Is he trading under his own name1-A. I think so. I think he
is in partnersh.ip with a man named Hayes.
_
Q. Hayes was an old trader 1-A. No, sir; he had a license to trade,
but never traded. There was a man named Connell who was trading
and this man Hayes was furnishing the money.
Q. Did you ever bear that l\1£eks put in no money, but was receiving
a stipulated sum quarterly for his license ~-A. I have heard something
of that kind since this investigating committee commenced, never before.
Q. Have you investigated it at all ~-A. There has been no investigation of it up to the present time.
Q. How many traders are there from Mississippi ~-A. Two.
Q. What are their names ~-A. There is a man named Barker and
one named Branham.
Q. Who is Branham '~-A. H. B. Branham, of Oxford, Miss.
Q. Is he a member of the law firm of Lamar, Mayes & Branham~
A. I don't know; I expect he was.
Q. Is that Lamar Secretary Lamar ~-A. I think so.
Q. You think Branham is out in the Territory now ~~A. Yes, sir.
. Q. Have you not heard that he was in Mississippi doing nothing but
drawing pay for his license ~-A. No, sir.
Q. That has not been heard at the office ¥-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you think that Barker is out there now ~-A. No, sir; I know
he is not, because we got a telegram from him in Mississippi the other
day.
Q. He is ostensibly trading in that Territory, is he not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And so is Branham ~-A. Yes, sir; and Mr. Branham is there, and
has been there all the time. He was told that he could not live in Mississippi and hold the license.
Q. Have you not heard as a fact that he is at home doing nothing~
A. No, sir; I had a letter from him yesterday, dated at the Osage Agency,
I think.
Q. Do you know who recommende(l Branham ~-A. I do not remember who recommended him. I have known him for a great many years
myself.
0
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Q. He was Secretary Lamar's law partner, was he uot?-A. I think
it probable.
Q. Do you think be bas been out in that Territory all the while ~-A.
I think he probably went back to Mississippi a few times. I know he
has been to Mississippi to look after his child, who died a few weeks
ago. He went there to look after his sick child and attended the funeral. He alludes to that in his letter yesterday.
Q. 'Vhen do you think he came from the Territory in consequenc~ of
his child's sickness ~-A. I happen to know something about that. -His
father told me that he had gone home to see his sick child or his sick
family. He had three children, and they all had the fever; they were
all down with it, and he went home, I think, by telegraphic request.
Q. When ~-A. It has been probably a couple of months ago.
Q. So that you think for a couple of months be has not been in the
Territory ~-A. I think not~ I do not know. He says in this letter that
he is making arrangements to move his family out and to make that
his home. He said that in his letter to me yesterday.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Where do you say this letter is from ~-A. I think it is from the
Osage Agency. (Referring to the letter.) ''Branham & Schiffbauer,
Indian traders, Osage Agency"-that is the way it is dated-" July 24,
1886."
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you know what the arrangement is between Branham &
Schiffbauer ~-A. No, sir; I do not. •
Q. Have you ever heard anything about it~-A. No, sir; never in
my life. I know it is the policy at the office to have these people furnish their share of the money when they form a partnership, but it is
almost an impossibility to find out about the financial standing of
every one of them. This man Hayes, that was licensed with Meeks,
came to the Department and asked that Connell's license (his former
partner) be revoked, and that his goods be put off the · reservation so
that he could get at them ; that this fellow was there and he could not
get anything out of him, and insisted upon it, and it was at his solicitation, as I remember, that he and Meeks went into partnership.
Q. Do you know anything about the appointment of Branham ~-A.
I know about the time it occurred.
Q. Do you know why it was made ?-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Do you know who recommended him ~-A. I do not know that anybody specially recommended him. I think the Secretary of the Interior knew him Yery well, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs knew
him, and I have known him always, and no furth9r recommendation
was necessary. I was born and raised within thirty miles of him at
Holly Springs, Miss.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Do you know who recommended Mr.l\'leeks~-A. I do not.
Q. Do you know whether John Taylor, member of Congress from his
district, recommended him ~-A. Since yon mention him, I think that
he did and that his letter is on file.
Q. He represents the district that Meeks lives in, does he not ?-A.
Yes, sir; and I think it was upon his recommendation he was appointed.
Q. Do they live in the same county~-A. Yes, sir.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you make th:l's list of traders whose licenses have been re-

voked, that Commissioner Atkins sent up in reply to the Senate resolution ~-A. I think that was made by Mr. Osborne, the clerk in charge
of the desk.
The CHA.IR}IAN. I will ask the Commissioner to state what the
charges are against these people whom he says there were charges
against.
Commissioner ATKINS. Yon will have to let me get the records; I
cannot do it this morning.
The CHAIRMAN. I know you cannot. I will ask you at some time to
state what the charges are, where you say there were charges, against
those whose licenses were not renewed.
Commissioner ATKINS. I distinctly stated in my testimony that I
used the word ''charges" as a term which had been used in the Senate
resolution. What I meant was, there were some objections which had
been filed against them. I did not intend to use the word "charges"
only as it was used by the resolutions-that there were some objections
to some people; and I also stated that there were a good many whom I
did not license against whom there were no objections.
The CHAIRMAN. But I want you to give the specific objections, if you
prefer to call them objections.
,.
Commissioner A'I.'KINS. I do not care; you may call them charges if
you want to.
The CHAIRMAN. It makes no difference to me what they are called,
whether objections or charges; but whatever appears in the office in
that respect against these individuals I would like to have presented
specifically. [To Senator Blackburn: l How many of the letters submitted by the CommisEioner uo you wish to put in~
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not care about putting those in.
The CHAIRMAN. The Commissioner may leave them here, and we will
look them over and determine which, if any, shall be printed in the
record.
The following letters, referred to, furnished to the committee by the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, are made a part of the re~ord:
225 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1886.
DEAR SIR: I write you at the suggestion of Father Stephan, who informs me there
is a probability of your license as trader being revoked, or not renewed, and he is of
the opinion I may be of service to you.
Should you hold it advisable to retain my services, I will state that I will represent your interests for a fee of $250-$100 of which to be paid in advance, the balance
to be contingent on success.
If this is given favorable consideration advise me at once, giving full particulars of
all causes of opposition.
Very truly,
R. F. HUNTER.
Mr. MARTIN,
Standing Rock, D. T.

(I found this letter lying on my desk July 31, 1886.
J. D. C. ATKINS.)
:TRENTON, TENN., Jnly 15, 1860.
MY DEAR SIR: I fear I shall l.Je, if I have not already been, troublesome. But yon
have been before so kind aud patient that I am encouraged to appeal to you as often
as difficulties arise. I informed you in my last that Mr. Jacobs' partners, those whom
he had associated with himself in the 11riviloges granted to him by your special per-
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mit, had refused before leaving Milan to enter into a contract of partnership, which
conduct of theirs awakened my suspicions that they were disposed to deal unfairly
with him. They have been to Anadarko, examined the situation, and while on
the ground, they after repeated requests declined to draw a contract, and I am
satisfied, my dear sir, that our interests, Jacobs' and mine, will be but subserved by
revoking the permit granted to M. B. Harris & Co., and issuing the same license to
Charles W. Jacobs, individually.
If necessary, he can make a new bond, and will do so, if you will send him a blank.
My dear friend, I have seen better days, and lived in ease and comfort; through the
providence of God, I have been stripped of all my property, all my earthly possessions, save only the love, esteem, and confidence of the friends God gave during a
course of fifty years in West Tennessee. I have a hard scuffie to live. Do this for me
as above requested, and you will make us all happy, and we will love and pray for
you while life la·s ts. Harris has not the money.
Your sincere friend,
W. P. BOND.
Ron. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Washington, D. C.
True copy, attest:
.
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief' Clerk, Inclian Offi c.
[lndorsed.l

Office of Indian Affairs, 16207, receiveu July 18, 1885.
W. P. Bond, Trenton, Tenn., July 15, 188G, requests that license toM. B. Harr<s &
Co. be revoked and issue of same to C. "\V. Jacobs.
Answered July 17, 1885.
TRENTON, TENN., July 22, 18BG.
My DEAR Sm: Yours received in reply to my last. In was very wTong in me to
have made such a request of you. I do sincerely crave pardon, and let not this folly
be numbered against me.
M. B. Harris & Co. I feel satisfied will move on Smoothly.
They purpose going shortly to Anadarko, and is it allowable to ask you to open the
way for them to go to work immediately.
Please, my dear sir, answer this and let them know that when they get to Anadarko
they will find the way open.
With high regard and sincere esteem I am your obedient servant,
w. P. BOND.
Hon. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner, tjc.
True copy, attest:
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Clerk, Indian Ojjicc.
I

TRENTON, TENN., July 28, 1885.
MY DEAR SIR: Bear with me, if you please, and whilst I am striving to help Mr.
Jacobs, my son-in-law, do not allow me to injure him. Could you not give C. W.
Jacobs, individually, a license to trade, upon his making bond, and thus have three
licensed traders at .Anadarko-Jackson, Jacobs, and M. B. Harris & Co., Jacobs withdrawing from the :firm of Harris & Co. f
Jacobs wanted to "buy out" Brown, and thus you would have been saved some
annoyance. He would buy out rather than require a revocation of license-and will
now, if only .h e can be permitted to act as his judgment and sense of propriety dictates. M. B. Harris & Co. could still go on under the license obtained, substituting
some one else for Jacobs, if deemed proper, and Jacobs & Co., or Jacobs alone, could
proceed unembarrassed by the multitude of counselors. Our necessities are great
and pressing. Let this consideration extenuate my offense, if any there be, and
praying God to guide and help you.
Yours sincerely, and with high esteem,
W. P. BOND.
Ron. J.D. C. ATKINS.
True copy, attest:
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Cle'rk, Indian Office.
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Mo., July 18, 1885.

My DEAR Sm: I regTet very much to learn that you.have notified C. A. Cleveland

& Co., of Anadarko, Indian Tenitory that they will be replaced by gentlemen from
T ennessee. I know Cleveland well, and obtained for him the position of Indian
trader whilst Price was Commissioner. He is one of the best men for the place to be
found anywhere. Is honest, has the confidence of the Indians, and stands high as a
business man in Saint Louis.
If there is any charge against him I have never heard it. I sincerely hope yon
will not remove him. I ask this as a personal favor, and because I believe it unjust
to remove him.
FrankL. Fred, at Anadarko, is also a good trader, and J. T. N. Gooch, at the Otoe
Agency, and T. M. Finney, at the Kaw .Agency. I know these men from the fact that
they have bought goods largely in Saint Louis, and I have had a good deal to do with
matters in the Indian Territory and the different interests there in the last six years.
The standing of these traders I have mentioned is as good as that of any merchants
I know.
I hope yon will pardon me if) write you plainly as to this matter. It is not good
policy to remove old and established traders, who have kept good supplies of goods,
and dealt fairly with the Indians, and have secured their confidence.
The custom hag obtained to a shameful extent of giving these traderships to impecunious favorites, who have no money, and who put their appointments in as their
part of the stock for the store, some man with money furnishing the real capital.
These stores are intended for the benefit of the Indians, not to e.nrich traders; and
the more stores there are, run by honest men, the better for the Indians. It prevents
monopoly and creates healthy competition. I have heard that you intend reducing
the number of traders at Anadarko from four to two. If you do, it will only put more
money in the pockets of the two appointed, and wHl not help the Indians.
It is also reported that a number of appointments are being made from Tennessee ·
and Mississippi, and some of them men without money and utterly unused to the Indian
trade. I hope this is not true, for reasons I need not suggest; for this sort of tiling
has cursed the Indian Bureau for years.
You will pardon me for writing plainly, and if my information is incorrect yon wiii
simply charge the statement to my anxiety that even the shadow of complaint shonlll
be removed.
The merchants of Saint Louis are deeply interested in these matters and have
urged me to wr:i.te.
Truly,
G. G. VEST.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comrnissione1· of Indian Affai1·s.

(Private letter ; but as it is calJed for, I produce it.)
J.D. C. A.)
NASHVILLE, TENN., Ju11e 5, 188G.
l-Ion. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian Affai1·s, Washington, D. C.:
Sm: I inclose herewith my application for the position of licensed trader at one of
the following Indian agencies: .lTort Sill, Fort Grant, Fort Huachua-naming them in
the order of my prefeTence. I make this designation as suggested in your letter ot
the 23d April (C. & E., 8752, 1885).
Hoping that my application may receive early and favorable consideration,
I remain yours, Tespectfully,
B. M. JACKSON.
Post-office address, Dyersburg, Dyer County, Tennessee.

The following appears on the original, signed by the then Chief Clerk
of the Indian Office :
·
Appoint him at Kiowa & Comanche in place of Brown, the Commissioner says.
E. L. S.
[Indorsed.]

Office of Indian Affairs. (Received June 10, 1885).
S.M. Jackson, Dyersburg, Tenn., June 5, 1885, applies for appointment as trader,
with testimonials.
Three inclosures.
Answered J tme 11, 1885.
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BELLE MEADE, NASHVILLE, TE~N., June 5, 188G.
MY DEAR Sm: vVe notice from your letter to Mr. Samuel M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, "\Vest Tennessee, that you contemplate granting him the position of post trader.
We commend him to your favorable notice as one capable and honest, and we unite
in requesting one of the following posts for him, viz, Fort Sill, Fort Grant, or Rnachua, named in the order of preference.
Bespeaking your prompt and favorable action on his application,
We remain, with high respect, yours, very truly,
W. H. JACKSON.
HOWELL E. JACKSON.
Ron. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner, g.c.
[Personal.]

BELLE MEADE, NASHVILLE, TENN., Ju11e 5,1885.
MY DEAR SIR : General Atkins has signified a disposition to bestow on my brother,
Sam. M. Jackson, ofDyersburg, Tenn., the appointment of post trader. I write to
say that he is capable and honest and worthy, and that Senator Jackson and I will
esteem it a favor if you will use your influence with the Commissioner to give him the
post of Fort Sill or Fort Grant.
The settlement of State debt, like Banquo's ghost, will not down.
Yours, truly,
W. H. JACKSON.
Ex-Governor J.D. PoRTER.
(Indorsed on back:) Respectfully referrell to the Ron. Commissioner ofindian Affairs
and earnestly recommended.
JAS. D. PORTER.
JUNE 8, Hl85.

NASHVILLE, TENN., .August 3, 1885.
DEAR Sm: My brother, Sam. M. Jackson, is here, just returned from the Indian
Territory, and has shown me your letter in regard to your placing one or more additional agencies in that Territory. From information derived from him I am satisfied

that interested parties there have exaggerated to you the business done there and
that there is no more business done than will pay the two traders already appointed.
If the cattle men are removed from there and their lease set aside, as I notice from
the President's proclamation, then the amount will fall considerably short of $100,000,
as he informs me; as the only source of revenue of Indians then will be from hides
and ponies.
I sincerely hope that you will not appoint additional traders for a year at least,
giving you ample time to investigate thoroughly.
Yours, ver1 respectfully ~mel truly,
W. H. JACKSON.
Ilon. J. D. C. ATKINS.

The following memoranda attached to letter :
vV. H. Jackson, Nashville, Tenn., August 3, 1885. Thinks number of traders at
Kiowa, &c., Agency should not be increased.
August 6. Receipt acknowledged; Commissioner absent; will call matter to his
personal attention on his return. As he has corresponded on this subject, don't feel
authorized to make changes or suggestions in his absence.
A. B. U.

MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD HOTEL,
(S. M. CHIDSEY, MANAGER,)
Rives, Tenn., J-anuary 18, 1886.
DEAR SIR: I am just in receipt of your letter of the 14th. I will either start for
the Indian Territory by 1st of February, or will return my license to you. Mr. Z. T.
Collin wrote you yesterday in regard to going in with me as a silent partner, provided
it met with your approval, but under no circumstances unless it did; but since receiving your letter I abandon that idea, as you say I must go myself.
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There is a party anxious to go in with me; please let me know if I will have to have
new license or not. I would much rather for license to remain in my name, as it now
is, if agreeable to you, for I expect to manage the business myself. Hoping to hear
from you at an early date at Dyersburg, Tenn., I remain, with high regard,
Yours, very truly,
S. M. JACKSON.
Hon. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Cornrnissioner of Ind·ian Affairs.

P. S.-My reason for asking the question is, because I don't want to do a thing but
what will be in strict accordance with the rule and laws of the Depa1·tment.

[Circular No. 150.]
DEP,ARTME~T OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., Aprill~, 1885.
U. S. INDIAN AGEXT, -· - - ---Agency:
SIR: The object of licensing citizens of the United Statc 3 to reside upon Indian
reservations and trade with Indians is that the Indians may be fu~ished, at fair
prices, with all necessary articles for their needs and comfort vdthout going off their
reservation to procure the same; and it is the intention of this office to grant a sufficient number of licenses at each of the Indian agencies to create and maintain a
healthy competition to the end that Indians may be furnished with all such needed
supplies at reasonable prices.
This object would not be attained if licensed traders were permitted to combine
among themselves and establish such uniform prices.as they saw fit, and no such combination must be permitted; but the same open and legitimate competition must be
insisted upon as exists off Indian reservations.
If any such combination exists,· or may hereafter bo formed at your agency, you
will at once report the same in order that prompt action may be taken to rid the service of those engaged in it.
Very respectfully,
JNO. D. C. ATKINS,
CO?nrnissioner.

The select committee then adjourned, subject to the call of the chairman.
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ARKANSAS CITY, KANS., }~fonday, lJlay 9, 1887.
The select committee met, pursuant to the call of the chairman, at
10 o'9lock a.m. Present: 1\fessrs. Platt (chairman), Cullom, and Blackburn.
The resolutions under which the committee was acting were read as
follows:
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
July 31, 1886.
Resolved, That the select committee to investigate the matter of licenses t.o Indian
traders appointed by resolution of the Senate, passed June 3, 1886, be authorized to
sit during the recess and to employ a clerk.
Attest:
ANSON G. McCOOK,
Secreta1·y.
By CHARLES vV. JOHNSON,

Chief Clerk.

•

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Dectmber 7, 1886.
Resolved, That the select committees of the Senate in existence August 5, 1886, be
revived and continued during the present session, with aU the powers and authorities heretofore given by the Senate to each of the select committet~s, on the respective
subjects to which they relate.
Attest:
ANSON G. McCOOK,

Secretary.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Febr~wry 22, 1887.

Resolved, 'fhat the select committee directed to investigate the subject of the appdntment of Indian traders, the granting of licenses to them, and the refusal to extend such licenses to persons engaged as such traders, &c. (appointed under resolution
of June 3, 1886), be, and it is hereby continued, and authorized, and directed to continue the said investigation during t.he coming recess ofCongre~s, with all the powers
and authorities granted to said committee l)y the said resolution of June 3, 18ti6
Attest:
ANSDN G. McCOOK,
Secreta1·y.
By CHARLES vV. JOHNSON,
Chief Clerk.

The CHAIRMAN. Before we proceed with the examination of witnesses,
I want to put in evidence some lists of persons licensed to trade with
the Indians, which the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has furnished
me, on request, giving information as to the Indian traders trading at
the time he became Indian Commissioner, those who have since been
licensed, who have qualified, and are at present trading, and those whose
licenses have been revoked orrsurrendered, together with the letter of
transmission.
The papers referred to are as follows :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFF AIHS,
Washington, April 00, 1887.
SIR: In compliance with your request of the 21st ultimo, inclosures containing information relative to licensed Indian traders and trading licenses are transmitted
herewith.
In a few instances tbe statements transmitted fail to show upon whose recommendation the licenses were granted, as some l.tave been issued upon the personal recommendation of Senators and Members of the Honse of Representatives, and a numbe1·

INDIAN TRADERSBIPS.

171

of those holding licenses when the present Commissioner assumed t.he duties of this
office have been granted renewals of the sn.me without any recommendations.
Under a former administra,tion, and dnring nbont four months of the present administration, the matters relating to Iudian traders belonged to the Civilizn.tion n.ud
Educational Division of the Indian Office, aml the correspondence upon these matters
waa kept indiscriminn.tely ·with the other correspondence of this Division. There
was no system by which the correspondence upon traders could be rea,c hed, and it
was, therefore, necessary to examine each letter of the correspondence of the Division.
It has been the desire of this office to mn.ke the compilation of the dn.ta reqnested
as accurate and complete as practicable under the circumstances.
In relation to division 4 of ;your communicn.tion, I will say that no statement of
oral promises to grant licenses and the dates of such promises can ue given with accuracy, and, as a general reply to the request auove mentioned, I vnll state that I
have no recollection of having made any promises with regard to trading licenses
which have not ueen complied with.
It will be seen from the inclosure herewith, that the number of licensed traders has
been considerably reduced under the present administration,iu pursuance of the new
policy adopted.
Soon after I took charge of the office, circular letters were sent to every agency
where traders were licensed directing the United States Indian agents to make careful estimates of the gross amonnt of trade done annually upon the reservations, and
report the same to the Indian Office as soon as practicable. This was in pursuance of
the policy decided upon to limit the amount of profit which a licensed trader might
realize from goods sold to Indians, and to apportion the number of traders upon the
reservations according to tho amount of trade.
In this connection, it will ue observed that most of tbe revocations of licenses occurred during the first few months of the present administration.
In most cases where renewals of licenses have been refused the action of this office
has been prompted by what was deemed the best interest of the Indians. But these
, positions have been considered, to a certain extent, as other Federal patronage; and
in some instances liceuses have beeu granted to persons to take the places of those
already upon the reservation, against whom no charges or complaints of misconduct
had been filed. Therefore, it will be seen that the fact that a trader has been refused a
renewal of his license, or had h1s license revoked, does not necessarily reflect upon his
character as a citizen; for licenses have been revoked and renewals refused upon the
ground that, under the new regulations, the number of traders was greater than the
trade would justify at the reduced percentage of profit, and also for neglect to conform to the intercourse laws and the rules governing the Indian trade.
If more accurate and complete information is desired upon any matter connected
with the subject under investigation it will be furnished, if available, from the files
of this office. All records upon t,he matter are open to the inspection of the committee.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
Hon. 0. H. PLATT,
Cllai1'man of the Special Select Senate Contmittee on Indian Traders.

List of licens§cl tmde1·s whose licenses hacl not expired by limitation on March 26, 1885, when the present Commissioner of Indian Aff'ai1·s assumed t11e
duties of his office.
.Agency.

Names of traders and resilience when licensed.

"""""
-1·
t--.:;),

Location of store.

Arizona.
James D. Rittenhouse, Swet~twater, .Ariz . . . . .. . . . .••••• ...•••. .. .• . .... .. ... . . . . . . .
.Alft·ed J. Wakefield, Sacaton, .Ariz.............................................. . ..
Edward Phoenix, Gila SLation, .Ariz ...••.•••••••••••••••••••.....•.•••••.•..........
George Schornick, Pima Station, Ariz ...•......•........•.......•. :.................
Charles T. Hayden, Temple, Ariz. . . . . . . . •• • . . . . . . . • . . • . • •• • •• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . .

Sweetwater and CasaBlanca.
Sacaton Station.
Gila Station.
Pima Station.
Gila Ri-ver, Double Butte, and Chericum.

William. H. Green, Denver, Colo .
JohnR. Miskelly, San Carlos, .Ariz
•Joseph F. Grogan .••...................••••
Edwin W. Cowles, San Francisco, Cnl. ....

.Agency and Camp .Apache.
Do.
San Carlos and Camp .Apache.
Fol't Apache.

George M. Drake, Denver, Colo ... . .. .

.Agency.

William E. Caton, Fairbank, Da.k .. .
George W. Felt, Sionx City, Iowa ............................... .
James C. Robb, Fort Bennett, Dak .... ..••..............................
.A. ,J. Carrier, Crow Creek .Agency, Dak .....•..................................... .
H. F. Clough & Co. (Herbert F. Clough and William E. Higman,JSioux CHy, !own. .
.Frank Palmer, Fort Totten, Dak .. .................... .
William B. Shaw, Fort Berthold Agency .....•........
John \V. Hines, Sisseton Agency, Dale ................................ .
E. J. Robinson, Pine Ridge .Agency, Dale .............................. .

Do.
Mouth of Bad River.
.Ageucy.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Lake Traverse Re:sen·ation.
.Agency.
Pine Ridge Reservation.
.Agency an(l Wounded Knee Creek.
.Agency.

Colorado.
Southern Ute .....••••....•...........

·1

~~~~g~-F~~f~~;r:~red~~fe~~~t,n~-~6~~~-:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

White & Gillingham (Howard White, Mount Holly, N. J., and Theodore Gillingham, Pine Ridge .Agency, Dak.).
•
Wall &Santee !Ellis W. Wall, Pisheville, Nebr., anuJohn C. Santee, Niobrara, Neur).
George E. Bartlett, Pine Ridge Agency, Dak .................. .. ..... . ...... ..... .
Eldon Sparkd, Valentine, Nebr ... . ............................................. _. . _
Higman & Rawley (William E. Higman, Sioux City, Iowa, anu .Alfred B. Rawley,
l\litehell, Dale).
·
Rosebud .............................. . Felt & Jordan (George W. Felt, Sioux City, Iowa, and Charles r. Jordan, Rosebtul .Agency, Dak.).
Do.
Charles H. Johnson, \Vaho~, Nebr ............... .
Do ........ .
Lou iii Richanl, Roselmd Agency, Dak .......•..........
Do ................•••.•.••....... E. J, De Bell, Omaha, Nebr .................. , ......•.•..
Do ..........••.••••••.......•....
Do .....•••.••••••..•.............
Do ......•••••..•.................
Do ..........••...........•.......

z:>
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Dakota.
Cheyenne Ri-ver ...................... .
Do ............•..................
Do ........••••.•......••..........
Crow Creek .....•..•..•••••..•.........
Lower Brule .........•....•............
Devil's Lake ...... .:•.•.................
Fort Berthold ..•..••...................
Sisseton ...........•••............••...
Pine Ridge.
Do ................•••........... .
Do ............................. ..
Do ....... .

1-1'

~H :

Agency aml Porcupine Tail Creek.
Agency and \Vouuded Knee Creek.
Porcupine Tail Creek.
Agency nnd \Vonnded Knee Creek.
Nenr Oak Creek.
Agency.
Do.
Do.

~

>
tj'
tr:1
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~
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~
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Ancil Williams, 1';"p. sil~nti, ~ich .................... ······ ·························- ~
Clarence:M.Harns, Flmt, M1Ch ....................................................
Joshua B. Bailey, Her~I~,an, Nebr....................................................

•

~

Do.
Do.
Do.

Stanton G. Fisher, :Ross Fork, Idaho ...........•..................................... 1 Ross Fork and Pocatello.
Gideon G. Parker, Nez Perce, Idaho ............................................... 1 Lapwai Reserve.

Hemphill & Woy (John T. Hemphill anu John L. Woy,) Sparta, Wis ..............
Reynolds, Dot.y & Hubbell (Albert E. Reynolds and Davis H. Doty, Lca..-enworth,
Kans., Walter N. Hubbell, DarHt1gton, Ind. T. ).
Trustrim Connell, Darlington, Ind. 'l\ ..•......................•••..................
John G. Chapin, Medicine Lodge,•Kans .............................................
Campbell &Keller (Charles E. Campbell and Amanda Keller), Darlington, Ind. T .
David Ha~ys, Wichi~a, Kans ........................................................

Agency.
Do.
·Cantonment.
J{.ed Fork Branch.
Agency.
Agency and Cantonment.

~~h; ~~;·~~l{is~A~~d~;k~; i~t :J:: .':::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: Agen~~C. A. Cleveland, Anadarko, Ind T. .......... ....................... .......... .••...
FrankL. Freu, Andarko, Ind. T....................................................
I>. P. Brown, Anadarko, Ind ~---- ............................................
John N. T. Gooch, Arkansas City, Kans............................................
Matlack & Bishop I Stacy Matlack, Arkansas City, Kans., and William D. Bishop,
Pawnee Agency, Ind. T.).
.
Joseph H. Sherburne, Arkansas City, Kans ..•..........••. .••.•.................. .
Frank Labadie, Independence, Kans ................................................
Bartles & Pratt. (Jacob H. Bartles and Eber H. Pratt), Bartlesville, Ind T.........
Finney & Schiffbauer (Joseph E. Finney and Charles Schiffbauer),Arkansas City,
Kans.
John B. Hamilton, Westport, Mo ..................................................
Wismeyer & Bird (Louis A. '\Vismeyer, Council Grove, Kans., and Robert E.
Bird, Rockport, Mo.).

·····1

fr~~~i~ ii~t;~;;~s<J~h~11~ck~i~.- 'iie·~· ·B:~r~{o~y; ·i~·ci:, ·~~d.· w~lt~'r- -:M~c~"i~~: ·

Lawrence, Kans.).
John R. Skinner (was trading on after expiration oflicense), Sedalia, Mo..........
Thomas M. Finney, Lawrence, Kans...............................................
Alexander Hankin, Lawrence, Kans.. . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • .. . • .. . . .. . . . . . .. • • • • .. . .. . . . • •
Pickett, Townsend & Wells (Clarkson C. Pickett, Lawrence, Kans.; Eddy B.
Townsend, Washington, D. C.; Christian T. Wells, Wellston, Ind. T.).
William R. Little & Co. (William R. Little and David Little), Anadarko, Ind. T...
Whistler, Pickett & Co. (.John Whistler, Ind. T.; Hiram Gibbs and Clarkson C.
Pickett, Lawrence, Kans.).
·
Clay, Clarke & Co. (Samuel Clay, Reel Fork, Ind, T. ; Adam Clarke, Lawrence,
Kans.; Martin Robinson, Sac and Fox Agency, Ind. T.).

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

.
Mouth of Salt Fork River.
.Agency.
Do.
Grey Horse Creek.
Agency.
Do.
Do.
Do.
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Do.
Do.
School.
Wellston.
Agency.
Do.
Shawneetown.

i~!~:l~n'0~~~~~r~~~:~·£~~~:::::: :::::::::::::::::::: ~:::::: :::: ::·: :::::::::::: ~~~~l~o Spring.

Davis & Bruner (Cmsar Bruner and Samuel Davis), Osmit, Ind. T .................. , Osmit.
Wil:iam B. Hutchinson, Wichita, Kans ........................................... A. & P.R. R.
Pilcher & Hubbard (T. R. Pilcher and David Hubbard), Olathe, Kans .............. Kickapoo Reserve.

~

-=t

~

List of licensed traders whose licenses had not expirecl by limitation on .March 26, 18e5, 9·c.-Continued.
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.Agency.

Names of traders and residence when licensed.

Location of store.

Kansas.
Pottawatomie ancl Great Nemaha ...•.. , William .A. Margrave, Nohart, Nebr ... . ........... '" "''""" ...................... , Nohart.
Do ............................... S.M. Brosius, White Cloud, Kans .................................................. Great Nemaha .Ageney.

White Earth ............ .

George .A. Fairbanks, '\Vl..tite Earth .Agency . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Whi to Earth, Leech Lake, and Rerl Lake Reservations.
W !lite Earth Reservation.
White Eartll and Red Lake Reservations.
Winnebagoshish.
.Agency.

Henry D. McArthur, \Vllite Earth, Minn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Robert Fairbanks, Whito Eartll, Minn . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
James Bonga, Leech Lake, Micll ....................................................
Leecy & McArthur (John Leecy and Clement R. Mc.Arthur),White Earth, Miun ..

H

z

t:j
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~

Crow .................................. Paul McCorruick, Junction Cit.) , Mont ....................... .
Custer Station.
Crow.................................. . Charles T. Babcock............ . ... .......................... ---- ......... -- · .... -- .Agency.
Do.
::·:::::::::::::::::::::
..
... :::::::::::::: ... .................... ..
Fort Belknap .......................... John W. PowN', Fort Belknap. Mont .............................................. . :E'ort Belknap and Little Rockies.
Do ............................... James L. Caldwell, :E'ort .Assinaboine, Mont ................ -..................... .. Fort .Assinaboine.
Flath~~:~::::::~:~~::::::::::::::::::: !ie~:~!·fne%~~~:· ~f~~o~~~re~s~~~;;t· :::::::::::::::::::::: :· ............... . Agency.
Saint Ignatius Mission.
Foot of .Flathead Lake.
Arm of tho Lake.
.Agency, Poplar ltiver, and Wol.liP()int.
l'opla,r River and Yvolf Point.
Wolf Point a-e ~l Old .A.gency.

BlackPe~t· ~:::::

.?:.~·-~~i-t~~~-~~~~ ~~~~~-~~~:-~

Fo~iEO>/E::~HH~EdJ~~~t~~f.€~~t~~t~f~~~\EEEHiiii~~-:iiHLE~·
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]I'ebral!ka.

Winneuago ancl Omaha .............. ..
Do .................. .
:Santee and Flandreau ................ ..
. Nevada ............................... .
Do ............................. ..
.Do ............................. ..

tt

(i}maha Reservation.
H. C. Baird, Omaha, Nebr ............................. .
\iVinnebago lteservation.
Cornelius J. O'Connor, Winnebago, Nebr .......... ..
Agency.
.
Joseph H. Berker, Santee .Agency, Nebr ............................. .
E. Griswold, Wadsworth, Nev .................................................... .. Pym~mid Lake ReservatiOn .
Do.
~e1~~ra:~o~!:s,'1~~s;X~r~~: -~~~~ :: ::~: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: WaJlker River Reservat.ion .

•

New Mexico.

Pueblo ............................. ----~Archibald Rea, Bernalillo County, New Mexico ................................. .. Isleta~ Pueblo.
.Jem-es Pueblo.
Do ............................... John W. Miller, Jemes, N.Mex ....................... .
Zuii.il Pueblo.
Do ............................... Douglas D. Graham, New Mexico
Do.
Do ............................... Nat.han Barth, Saint Johns, .Ariz .......... ..

--<

'

~-

'

!J:!~~~d~r~: rr~~~g~6au~!~-s~N~~~~~:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ·.::: :::::::.
1

Pueblo of Santo
Acorn:..

Juan Garcia, San Juan, N. Mex ................................................... .
Samuel Eldott .........................................•...........................
Thomas U. Poe, Holgate, Ohio .................................................... ..
B. F. Hyatt & Co. (S. G. Reeder and B. F. Hyatt), Findlay, Ohio .................. .
Clark & Aldrich (Elias S. ·Clark and Stephen E. Aldrich), Manuelito, N.Mex ..... . .
\V. R. Fales, Fort Defiance, N. Mex .................. . •........................... .
George W . Llewellyn, South Fork, N. Mex ................................... .. .. ..
Mrs. C. G . .Chambers, Salem, Oreg ...................................... .. . . ., ..... .

Domin~o .

San Juall.
Agency.
\Vashington Pass, Fort Defiance, and Agency.
Lu-ka-cha-kai and 'l'se-a-lee.
:Fort Defi ance antl Washingt on Pass.
Agency.
lJo.

Wisconsin.
Green B ay .. . ... .
LaPointe ...................... . ...... .
Do ............................ ..
Do ............•.•.........•......
Do .............................. .

Marion Westcott, Shawano, W.is ............ .. ................................ . .....
Do.
\Villiam Weltenhall, Lawyer County, Wisconsin.................................... L:w Uourt Oroilles Reservation.
Dobie & Stratton (Malcolm Dobie and Milton S. Stratton), Hayward, \Vis ......... ·1Pal-gn-a-ah-wong.
Joseph Allen, Haywood, Wis . ............................................. . .... . .. . Reservation.
L. E. Thomas, Wisconsin ........................................................... Agency.
1

Wyoming.
Shoshone .... ··:----· ............

--····1Noble
Lane (Worden P. Noble, S.:tlt Lake City, Utah; Albert Lane', Shoshone
Agency, \Vyo.).
&

Do ............................... John R. McLaughlin, Lander, Wyo............................. . ..... ...... ......

1-4

Do.
Do.

John W. Hugus & Co. (Jobu W. Hugus all(]. J. M. Thornburg), Ouray Agency .... !
GeorgeW.Basor,Ashley, Utah....................................................
Jesse L. P~itcbard, Littlo~on, Uolo .................................................. 1
Howard M1ller, Denver, Uolo. ... . . . . .. ... .... .. . .. . .. .... .. ...... ...... . .. .. . . . . . . .

Do.
Do.
Do.
Do.

Washington Territory.

~
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g?~!e"!t ~i_nru~g~~!~·~]~t~ ~~~~~~~~~~:: ::::::~~
: :~::::
{vil!~~:&~Yil~~c~! i~f~ '1;:::~.;.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

Colville .............................. .
0
::::::::::::
::::::::::::::::.
Do . . ........................... ..
Do....................... ....... .
1
N eah Bay ............................ ..
Do ............... .............. .. S. Baxter & Co. (Sntchiffe Baxter, A.M. Brooks, ancl Jesse W. George; records
fail to show residence whon licensed).
Tulalip ......
Elias B. Moore, Tulalip H.e-5ervation, ·wash

~

fl;>-

z

~

Utah.
Ouray .... ... ·························· ~
Do . ......... .............. .......
Uintah Valley .........................
Do ............••.................

1-4
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Priest's Landing.
Agency.
Near Old Mission.
Agency.
Do.

rn

Records only state that storo is on reservation.

~
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List of persons now holding licenses to trade 1dlli lltc Jndi a;:8 (except no,c Un!Oil:'f the .fit·c dvilizrd tribes in the Indian Tcrdtor.IJ), giving tlw dale8 tclien
such l·icenses were issued, location8 <~( 8/IJres, ?'t-'•dtnccs of ir1tden;, l!i:il the ·names of tho.sc by whom they ha·ve br.e;~ ?·ecommcnded.

~

--1
C')

[Many recommendations anu suggestions with reg>II'(l to the Indian traue and tt·ader.> h .we beon inclndeu iu tho reports of special United· States Indian agents and
inspectors which it would require almost intiuite senrch and lai.Jor to collect, r.nd some have I.Jet>n licensed upon ]Jorsonnl recommendations of wllich there is no I'ecoul.l
-----

.Agency.

------------

I

Date of li-~ Names or traLle_r~ nml re!!ideuco ·wuen
cense.
lwen,et!.

.Arizona.

Location of store.

lly whom rccommenuetl.

!

Pima ..••...........••.••.•.. , .Apr. 7, 1887

.James D. llittcnbouse, Florence, Ariz . ,8weetwater, five miles An old tratler relicensed without any further recommendation.
·
from .Agency.
Willis B. Horton, Tucson, Ariz . . . . . . .Agency .. ........ _....... . T. lil. Norwood, Savannah; George llan·ey, Canton, Miss.;
Hon . .T. G. George, United States Senate; G. A. Wilson,
Lexington, lliiss.
Do ..................... 1 Oct.. 2, 1886 W. W. Cbf!pcl, .Appie ton City, Mo ... l .•.••. do . ................. . B. hl. Dilley, Hamilton, Mo. (State senator) ; W. E. Shelton, .J. M. Cassity, N . .J. Hing, N. wr. l\'Iunell (editor
Stantlard), and J. H. Smith, all of Appleton City, Mo.;
lion. 1<'. U. Cockrell, United States Senate; Hou. W. J.
Stonf', Hout>e of ltepresentatives.
Do . ......••••..... ·..... Jan. 27,1887 A. C. Bemard, Tucson, Al"iz ......... . 1 Fort Apache ............. . F. E. Pierce, acting United States Indian agent, San Carlos
ngency, Captain .First Infantry, United State~ A1·my; Gen?ral George Crook, United States Army.

San Carlos................... May 6, 1886

I

Colorado.
Southern Ute ..............

Dakota.

1-4
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..l Mar.18, 1887

t%.1

'fhomns.J. Housh, Logansport, Ind ... 1 . . . . . . do ................... 1 Hon. Isaac P. Gray, Governor of Indiana; F. Hoover •. exUnited States Indmn agent; Hon. D. '\V. Voorhees, Umted
States Senate. -
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I

Cheyenne River .•.•.•.•...•. .Jan.ll, 1887

.JamesC.Robb, Fort. Dennett,Dak .... l...... do

Crow Creek .••••••.......•.. •............•.
Low or Brule .••....•...•..... 1 Nov. l 6, 1886 I S. Winter & Co. (S:;l van Winter and
Moses '\Vinter), .Arkansas.
.Fort Berthold ............... 1 Nov. 25, 1886
Sisseton

1-4
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..A.pril 6, 1887

Howard M. Cosier, Fort Bertholtl, I .••••• do
Dak .
.John ,V. Bines, Sisseton ..A.gency,
Dakota.

··-·'·············-1

An old trauer rclicensed upon the recommendation of the
Unitecl States Indian agent; William H. Day, esq., of Tyndall, Dakota, and L. D. Palmer, postm:1ster, Yankton, Da·
kota .
.A. . .T. Canior at this point continucu trading until his Jeath.
No new license lias I.Jeen granteu at this point.
Hon. A. H. Gal'land, United St.ates .A ttol'lley-General; lion.
T. C. McRaE\ House of Representatives; three petitions
signed by citizens, lawyers, and business men, whose
names are too numerous to include in this list.
General T. S. Rosser and J. S. Winston, esq.
An old trader relicensed. Recommended
States lll(lia.n agent at ~isseton.

uy

the United

,--··

'-

-

··-··-

Pine Ridge .................. , JunelO, 1F86j M. W. King, Oakdale, Nebr..... ···-- ~ -····-do ...•.. .............
Do ............ ......... June 29,1886 .Assay & Speer, E. G . .Assa}, James ...... do .............
W. L. Allen, editor Chicago Daily Telegram; Carter H. HarH. Spear, .Pine Ridge .Agency.
rison, mayor of Chicago; lion. W. R. Morrison, Hot~se of
Representath"es; Senator George; T. R. \Valsh, pres1dent
Cbicngo National Bank; S. Corning Judd, Chicago.
~
Do ..........•.......••. l .Aug.13, 1S86I Wallace, Moffitt & Co. (David F.Wal- ~ .Agency and Porcupine
01
lace and James \V. Moffitt, MeCreek.
~
Minnvillt>, Tenu.; Henry .A. Dan·
)oj:>.
son, Rockville, 1\Ill.).
a Rosebud .......•...•••••...•. Oct. 5,1886 I Marion D. Lytle, Mmfrecsboro, Tenn. l ...... do
Hun. James D. RichanJso::J, House of Rcpre.;;entatives.

······1

0

~

Feb. 21,1887

E. J. Debell, Rosebud .Agency .......

l ..•••. uo

Ron. C. H. VanWyck, Unitc<l StatesSenatA; General Joseph
Holluwn, Nebraska. He was an l•l•l trauer relicensed.
A. ll. lllumford (1epreseutatiYe State lt>gislature); Ron .
.'\. J. C;l]tlwell, Honse of Representati n~s; l:ioiJ. W. C.
\\'hillho JH', United States Senate; T. \V. Dick Bullock,
)-J
esq., l· 1 au klin, Tenn. ; \Villiam A mi~on (r eprPSPntatiYe
l.O
lPgislature); 0. ll. !light, sccrerar\' MerchaiJts' Ex·
changl", Nashville; Ron. Jonn V. Wrigbt, Naf'hvilie;
lion. \V. H. Bate, goT em or of '.rennessee; D. B. Cooper,
csq., <'llitur Nashviile American; E. E. 'l'an»il, esq.,
l'\a!;hville; lion. J. F. Hou~e. House of Reprcsentativl's;
John V. Vertrees, esq., Nashville; Ron. 'l'IIOillU.:l .A. Ker·
cheval, mayor of N'a~hville; S. J. Keith, pre~ident. Fourth
National Bank, 1\a;,Lville; B. F. CLeailuu11, esq., po::;tmaster, Nashville.
Do .•................... I Feb. 17,18871 Richartl I:'. \Yoolfolk, Bismarck, Dak.l ...... do .................. . John R. \Vilson, Deatlwoo•l, Dak.; Ron. M. II. Day, D.
\V. Marata, anti '1'. \V. nicE:enney, all of Dakota; C. A.
Lounsbury, esq_., aml Justus Bragg, csq., hotll of Bis·
marck.
Yankton .................... June12, 18861 Joshua B. Bailey, Herman, Nebr ..... . 1 . . . . . . do ......... _........ . Old trader relicenl'ctl npon the recommendation of the United
States Indian agent.

I

Q

Standing Rock .............. . June18, 1886 I R. C. K. Martin, Nashville, Tenn ... . . I .••... do

·I

Idaho.

Do ..................... Jan. 21, 188i
1

Nez Perce ..••...•..•........ 1 May 3,1886

Indian Territory.

zt;
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FortHall .................... l July 3,18861 Campbell&Walkcr(JamesE.Camp·
bell, Fred. K. ·walker), Michigan.

Cheyenne and .Arapahoe ....

1-1

Fork and Pocatello .I llon. W. C. Mnybury, Honse of Representatives; llon. F.
E. 'l'arsney, House of Representatives; Eon. Edwin B.
Winans, House of Jlepresentatives; Hon. E. C. Carleton,
Honse of Jlepresentatives; Ron. N. B. Eldridge, House
of RepresentatiTes; Ron. C. C. Comstock, House of Rep·
resentath·es; Jerome Eddy, esq., Michigan; Allen B.
1\.Iorse, chi< f justice of Michigan.
:Fort Hall Reservation ....
l~oss

rn

Biblr>, Brown & Jolmson (.Tames IT. I
Bible, John G. Brown, and James F.
Johnson), Cleveland, Tenn.
H.K.Barrett,Lewiston, Idallo .•...... 1 Lapwai Reserve ....•..... 1 Petition signed by citizens and business men of Lewiston,
Idaho; also by the United States Indian agent-. The old
trader was relicensed, but he returned his license.

Sept.28, 18861 John Murphy, Darlington, Ind. T .. _.. 1...... do ..•...•••••... _.... 1 New license granted upon the recommendation of the United
States Indian agent.

1---L
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~
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List of persons now holding licenses to tmde with the Indians (except those amony the jive civilized tl'ibes- in the Indian Tt1-ritory), (f·c.-Continned.

~

-.:]

00

Date of license.

Agency.

I Names of traders and residence
licensed.

when

Location of store.

l3y whom recommenued.

Indian Te1·ritory-Continued.
Cheyenne and Arapahoe ... . 1 Oct. ~2, 1886 I .J. F. Samson, Darlington, Ind. T ...... 1 Lapwai Reserve .......... 1 (Keeps li>cry stable at Agency); United States Indian
agent; necess1t,Y for t!Je lmsiness ur~eu l1:v George W.
l\Jatfet, Uniteu States commis~ionor; S.D. ·wilson, deputy
United States mar:;bal, aml E. 0. Noble, superintenuont
Arapaboe schooL
Do ..................... I .Jan. 18, 1887 I Settl.e & Cal~lwell (Thomas .J. Settl<', I Arapahoe Reser>ation... The. ful_lowin~ representati>es in tbe State legislai._ure of
Smnt Loms, Mo.; .James A. Caltllll!uoL;: l\1. Clears, .James Kenney, James HarnngtOIJ,
· well) , Pontiac, Ill.
R C. Crafts, Thomas H. Riley, a111l E. S. Browne; '1' . .J.
Buuu, and James E. Ewing, both of Bloomington, Ill.;
lion. L. E. l'ayson, Hou:;e of llepresentatives; Hon. F. M.
Cockrell, Uuitetl Stat('S Senate; Ron. D. R. :Francis,
mayor of l::lt.. Louis; D. 1'. Rowland, esq.;
C. W.
Sruimel, esq.; WalterS. Carr, esq .; \V. H. Stone, csq. ; l3. F.
llammett, Psq., all of St. Loui~. Mo.
Do ..................... I.Jan. 21, 1F87 I Walker n. Rarker, Macon , l\fi~s .... .. .Agency ............ .... .. I TIHI United St>~tes Indian agent.
Do..................... Apr. G, 1886 I John Chapin, Ued Fork Ranch , Ind. T Hedlfork Ranch .... ······ I Nt>cessity of '[lost urged by Mllj. Sumner, Fifth Canlry, U.
. S. Army. License rencwetl upon t!Je recommendation of
the United States Indian agent.
Kiowa, &c ... ................ 1 Mar. 28,1887 Dudley P. Brown, Anadarko, Intl. T .. 1 Agency ................... llon.\V. C.P. Brecke!ll'id~c . House ofHepresr.ntati,es; .TonaR
I
~
Hutchinson, Chicago, II).~· and }he United States Indian
·
.
agL"nt; J. D. Hunt, Lcxm,i.on, Ky.
I
Do . ................
Feb. 16,1887 A . .J. Reynolds, Anadarko, Ind. 'l' ... ·· 1··----do ........•...•..•.•.
Do. . ................... Feb. 28,1887 FrankL. :Fred, Anadarko, Ind. T ........... do ................... 1 Hon . J. R. Tucker, HonRe of Representative"; Webb Hen·
111'ix, esq., Anadarko, In1!. 'l'.; Ron. Eppa llunter, ~rash
ington, D. C.; the Uuitetl Statt•s Indian agent; H. C.
\Vest, csq., St. Louis, Mo.; and .J. F. Arno~d, esq., Graham,
Tex.
Do ...........·.......... I Apr. 7, 1887 I Collier&Sneed (Z. T. Collier, McKcn- I Fort Sill and agency .... ..
zie, Tenn.; It. A. Sneed, .Jackson,
Tenn.).
·
Petition containing numerous names of professional aml pubOtoe . ........................ , .June28, 1886 1 Peter Wyckoff, Arkansas City, Kans. , .Agency ...... .
lic meu.
Ponca ... .................... .June30,1886 .J.H.Halley,llliuois ........................ do .................. . Ron. S. Z. Landifl, House of Hepresentati>es; Ron. William
l\L Springer, House of Hepresentatives; Ron. William R.
Morrison, House of Ticpresentatives; Hon . .J. M. Higgs,
Honse of R eprE'sentativcs; Hou. N. E. Wortbine,ton, House
of RepresentatiYes; Ron. R. W. Townshend, House of Rep·
re'Sentati>es; Ron. '\Villimu H. Neece, House of Representatives; Hon . .James H. \Varcl, Honse of Representatives;
Ron. Frank J.awler, House of Representati>es.
Pawnee ...................... ! Feb. 28,1887 1 'TI"illiam T. Daldwin,.JessamineCoun· l ...... do .................. . lion . .J. B. McCreary, House of Representatives.
ty,Ky.

"r.

---·1

H

z

t:l
H

z~
~

~
~

t:l

t::i

~
lJ2

p::
H

"'0

rn

Do.

Osage.

Do

Mar. 17, 1887 i Ochs & Nicholson (Isaac Ochs, H enr.v i .••••. uo
C. Niclwlson , Arkansas City, Kans .).

. .............. ... .

• . .. • • . , July 9, 1886 I Bartle!!, Hartley & Raub (Jacob H. I ....• do .
Bartles, Inrl. 'l'.; GeorgeS. Hartley
anti Adam B. Raub. Earl Park, Ind.).

July 26,1866 I John R. Skinner, Pawhuska, Ind. T ..

Do ...................... I Sept.29, 1886 I R. E. Binl, Rockport, Mo ............ .

Do ..................... l Dec. 29,'18861 Hale & Phillips (John M. Hnle, New
Harmony, lnd.; Jacob H. Phillips,
Centreville, Tenn.).

I Bra.nham

L. J. Miller, esq., Auburn, Ind.; Ron. R. Lowry, House of
.R epresentatives; T. J. Schiffbauer, mayor of Arkansas
City, Mo.; petition containing numerous names of citizens
of Arkansas City, Kans.; 11-lso a petition from Auburn, Jnd .
C. C. Rainwater, esq., St. Louis, Mo .; J. E. Dodgon , esq.,
08age A~~ncy, Ind. T.; Ron. F. M. Cockrell, United States
Senate; tlon. G. G. Vest, United States Senate; petition
signed by numerous business men of Saint Louis, Mo.; Ron.
J. E. McDouald, Indianapolis, Ind.; S. P. Sheridan, clerk
supreme court of Indiana; Ron. J. P. Way, govemor of
Indiana.
Ron. John T. Heard, House of Representatives; R. M. Yost,
esq., Critic staff, Washington, D. C.; the Unites States Indian agent.
Samuel Davis & Co., St. Louis, Mo.; the Unitecl States Indian agent; petition containing names of citizens of Rock·
port·, Mo.; M. B. Nicholson, judge 8th judicial district Kansas; Hon. James N. Burns, House of Representatives.
Hon. R. Lowry, House of Hepresentatives; leaves letter of W.
H. Meeks, Savannah, Tenn.; Ron. 1. G. Harris, United States
Senate; leaves letter of H. P. Foulkes, esq., of Franklin,
Tenn.; J. H. Moore, esq., Centreville, Tenn.; Hon. J. M.
Taylor, Hotlso of Representatives.

& Shcddan (H. Parke Bran· Gray Horse Creek .....•..
ham, Oxford, l\1iss.; A. B. Shcddan, j
Brooklyn, N.Y.).
Sac and Fox ................ . Mar.18, 1887 ~- S. J. Scott & Co. (S. J. Scott and Mark Shawnee Town .......... . 1 Ron. John H. Hogers, House of Representatives.
S. Cohn, Fort ~mitb, Ark.).
Do.
Aug.31, 1886 , Alexander Hankin, Lawrence, Kans . . Kickapoo Springs ........ . Jolm R. Rankin, esq., Lawrence, Kans.; GovernorRos~ofNew
Mexico; Ron. G. \V. Glick, andN.lf. Acres, .;sq., of Topeka,
Kans.
Do.
Dec. 29, 1E86 1 William B. Sllaw, jr., WaRhington, l...... do ................. .. Ron. S. J. Randall, House of Representatives; Ron. A. II.
D.C.
Garland, United States .Attorney-General.
Do ..................... l :Feb. 10,1886 Clardy&Co. (J. E.Clardyand William Osmit ...... .
Ron. John Hailey, House of Representatives; Ron. John ll.
Stone,
House of Representatives; Ron. John J. O'Neill,
Clardy, Johnson P. 0., Ind. T.).
House of Hepresentatives; Ron. S. W. Peel, House of Representatives; Ron. T. G. Skinner, House of Representatives;
Ron. John M. Allen, House of Representatives; Hon. John
B. Hale, House of Representatives; Thomas T. Murray,
esq., editor Wamego Democrat, Wame~o, Kans.; J. W. Martin, esq., Topeka, Kans.; John Mileuam, Kans.; Robert
Scott·, esq., 'Vamego, Kans.
No agency ................... 1June 9,18861 R. M. Wright, Dodge City, Kans .. . Along Southern Kansas Ron. John J. Ingalls ancl Ron. P. B. Plumb, United States
Railroad.
Senate.
Ron. S. R. Peters, House of Representatives.
Do ................. ···· [ July 7,1886 T. A. Butler, New Kiowa, Kans ............ do
Do ..................... Nov. 20,1886 Conrad, Sbenfield, New Kiowa, Kans ......... do .
Do.
Do ..................... Nov. 24,1886 Ward & Courtney (Patrick Ward and . ..... do ................. ..
Do.
John Courtney), New Kiowa, Kans.
Pottawatoruie and Great Ne- r May 1, 1886 Charles P. McCarty, Strother, Mo .... Great Nemaha .Agency ... Ron. John n. Hale, House of Representati>es.
maha.
Do ..................... Oct. 18, 1886j W. W. Letson, Netawaka, Kans ...... 1 With Kickapoo tribe ..... \ Hon._John J. Ingalls, United States Senate, and Ron. G. W.
1
Glick, of Topeka, Kans.
Do ................... .. Mar. 7, 1887
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List of pe1'sons now holding licenses to t1'ade with the Indians (except those a•mong the five cit'ilized t1·ibes in the Ind·ian Tt1'1'ito1'y), y·c.-Continued.
.Agency.

Dote of Ji. j Names of traders and residence when
cense.
licensed.

~

00

0
Location of store .

By whom recommendeu.

Minnesota.
White Earth ................ I June 2, 1886 Leecy & McArthur (John Leecy and White Earth Agency ..... 1 The United States Indian agent.
Clem R. McArthur), White Earth,
Minn.
Do ..................... , June 2,1886 George .A. Fairbank€!, White Earth, .Agency, Leech Lake and Ron. D. M. Sabin, United States Senate; Bishop H. B. WhipMinn.
Red Lake.
le, Faribault, Minn.; the United States Indian agent.
Do.... .. • . • . . . .. • • • . . • . Oct. 22, 1886 A. R. J ouruan, Leech Lake, Minn ..... Leech Lake ............... Jo~n T. Wallace, special agent Department of Justice; J. B.
Colegrove.
Montana.

I

Crow .......•.........••...•. ,.June23, 18861 Frank S. Whitney, Junction City,
Mont.
Do ....•..•.•........... Sept. 29, 1886 Charles 'l'. Babcock, Crow .Agency,
Mont.

Custer Station ............ I The United States Im1ian agent..

Agency .................. . George R. Milburn, esq., ex-special United States Indian
agent; Hon. E. B. Winans, House of Representatives; Ron.
M. V . .Montgomery, John H. Pedewa., esq., Sa.iut John's,
Mich . ; James T. Christie, esq., Washington, D. C.; Martin
Maginnis, Ilelena,, Mont.; Auerbach, ]'inch & Van Slych,
Saint Paul, Minn.
Do ..................... , Apr. 1, 1887 Paul McCormick, Juuction City ...... , Custer Station .......... .. The United States Indian agent.
Flathead ..................... Aug. 5,1886 .A. L. Demers ......................... Saint Ignatius Mission ... . The United States Indian agent; Ron. G. G. Vest, United
States Senate.
Do ..................... , Oct. 30, 1886 A. :B. Hammond.~ ........ : ............ , Arlee Station ............ . The United States Indian agent.
Do..................... Dec. 1, 1886 T. G. Demers, Samt Ignatms, Mont... .Arm of Lake .....•••..... Moody & Marshall, of Missoula,, Mont.; the United States
Indian agent.
Fort Belknap ........••..... -I May 15, 1886 1 John W. Power, Fort Benton, Mont -- ~ Fort Belknap aml Little
Rockies.
Do ....
Mch. 22,1887 J. L. Caldwell, Fort .Assinaboine, Fort Assinaboine .•.••... Ron. S. J. R. McMillan, United States Senate; Martin MaMont.
ginnis, esq., Helena, Mont.; A. H. ·wilder, esq., Saint Paul,
Minn
Fort Peck .................. -~ Aug. 14, 1886 1 Ph~lip W. Lewis, Poplar Creek, Mont. I I'oplar Creek, Wolf Point. Ron. Ignatius Donnelly, General Thomas S. Rosser.
Do. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . Mch. 24, 1887 E. J. Douge, Ligonier, Ind............ Agency .................. . Hon. R. Lowry, House of Representatives.
Tongue Hiver ................ June 4,1886 George Walters, Miles City, Mont .......... do ............... ..
The United States Indian agent.

Nebraska.
Omaha and Winnebago .... -- ~ Sept. 13, 1886 C. J. O'Connor, Winnebngo, Neur .... Winnebago .Agency ...... Charles H. Brown, esq., Omaha, Nebr.; the Unitetl States Indian agent; Hen. C. H. Van \Vyck, United States Senate.
Do ...•..........••..... Sept.17, 1886 Thomas C. Baird, Homer, Nebr ....... Omaha Agency
General Joseph Hollman, of Emerwll, Nebr.; Hon. C. H.
VanWyck, United States Senate.
Santee and Flanureau ........ Feb. 12,1887 Joseph H. Barker, Santee ..Agency, Agency .......•••••••••••. Judge James A. Cooley and number of citizens of Niobrara,
Nebr.
Nebr.
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Nevada.
Nevada .••••..•••••.•••••..•. , Oc;:t.
•

7,18861 William H. Meser>e,\Yadsworth,Nev. l \V~lkcl' Ri1er Reser>at10n.

Do .•.•........•••.•.•.... Dec. 3, 1886 James M. Graham, Wauswortl.J, Ncv.. Pyra.niJ. Lake Reservation.
New Mexico.

Th e United States Indian agent, nnu a petition of citizens of
7
\ \ ashoe County, Nevada.
The United States Indian agent; D. Proctor, esq , and M.
Raphael, both of Wadsworth, Nc>.

Mescalero ................... 1 Nov. 1,1886 1 Kenned.v & Co. (Nicholas J. Kennedy I Agency .......
Hon. A. J o3eph, House of Representatives; the Uniteu States
and Candelaria Kenned_y), Las CruIndian agE>nt.
ces, N.Mex.
Navajo ......•......•....•... 1 July 8, 1886 I Aldrich & Sweetland (Stephen E. I Tse-a-lee .................. Hon. H. S. Van Eaton, Ho11se of Representaiives; William
Aldrich and A. S. Sweetland), Manu·
Parsons, special United States Indian agent; Hon. N. W.
eli to, N.Mex.
.A.Iddch, United States Senare.
Do ....................... l Feb. 9, 1886 I John M. W eidemeyer, Clinton, Mo . ... I Fort Defiance ..•.... .. ... G. Y. Salmon, esq., Clintou, Mo.; Hon. G. G. Vest, United
States Senate; Thomas M. Casey, esq., and Henry C. Allen,
both of Clinton, Mo.
Do ..................•.... , Mch. 7,1887 1 Michael Dono>an, Baldwins>ille, N.Y I Chin-lee .........•........ Hon. Frank Hiscock, House of Representatives.
Pueblo ...................... Oct. 21, 1886 D. D. Graham, Zuni. . . .. .. . . .. . .. .. . .. Zuni Pueblo.
Thu United States Indian agent.
Do ....................... Feb. 15, 1887 A .. Rea, Bernadillo County, New Mex- Isleta Pueblo.
Do.
lCO.

Hon. Philip Thompson, Washington, D. C.
Apr. 24,1886 1 Oran L. Curry, Harrodsburg, Ky .... ··J Ouray .Agency.
Oct. 2, 1886 A. G. Barhydt & Co. (.A. G. Barhydt, Agency ....••••••...•.... Hon. B. J. Hall, House of Representatives; Hon. J. H. Murphy,
Plattsmouth, Nebr.; Howard Miller,
House of Representatives; Hon. J. B. Weaver, House of
Denver, Colo.).
Representatives; James E. Boyd, esq., of Omaha, Nebr.;
R. S. Proudfit, esq., Guide Rock, Nebr.; L. Y. Kaine, esq.,
Toledo, Ohio; F . .A. Harman, esq., Bloomington, Ill.; John
M. Marig;al,esq., Lincoln, Nebr.; Geo.L. Miller, esq.,Omaha,
Nebr.; Samuel G. Glover, esq., Arlington, Nebr.
Do .••..........•..•...... Nov.l6,1886 Hayden Cal..-crt, WhiteRocks, Utah -l .••••• do .................. . Hon. Philip B. Thompson, Washington, D. C.

TVas·i ngton Territo1·y.
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NeahBay ..•......•••.•...... Feb. 8,1886 Louis P.Palmer,Neah Bay Wash.Ter.J·--· •. do .................. ·J Hon. W. J. Stone (Ky.), House of Representatives.
Tulalip ...................... June 10,1886 Judith C. Moore, Tulalip, Wash. Ter ........ do ................... Licensed in place of her husband, E. B. Moore, deceased, upon
the recommendation of the United States Indian agent.
Dec. 3, 1886

Do .......... .

I

William H. Stacy, Clinton>ille, Wis ... 1

July '.:.7, 1886 Dobie & Stratton (Malcolm Dobie and
Milton S. Stratton), Minneapolis,
Minn.
Do ....................... 1 Feb. 8,1887 Calligan Brothers (George M. Callig-an and P. H. Calligan), Chippewa
:Falls, \Vis.

do ................. .. Myron Read, esq., Waupaca, '\Vis.; W. A. Walker, esq., Manitowoc, ·wis. ; Hon. E. S. ~ragg, ~ouse of Representativt;s;
F. F. Green, esq., Huntmg, W1s.; Hon. Joseph Rankm,
Honse of Representatives; a petition containing names of
public men and citizens of Wisconsin.
Lac Court Oreilles .....•.. The United St.ates Indian ageut.

•••••

Lac Court Oreilles Rcser>ation.
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List of persons now holding licenses to trade with the Indians (except those among the five civilized t1·ibes in the Indian Tet'1'ito,) 'y),
Agency.

Date of license.

I Nam es of traders and residence when I
licensed.

~c.-Continued·.
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Location of store.

By whom recommended.

Wisconsin-Continued.
Green Bay ..•...••..•.•....•. Feb. 8, 1887

*Donahl McDonald, Chippewa Falls,
Wis.
8,1887 *Gaynor & Bergeron (Thomas Gaynor ami Charles Bergeron), Chippewa :Falls, Wis.
Do ....................... Feb. 8, 1886 *Peter Bergevin, Chippewa Falls,
Wis.
Do .......•.•........••.•. Feb.

Lac Court Oroilles .•••.•..
Lac Court Oreilles Reservation ..................
Lac Court Reservation.~··

Wyoming.

ShO>bone .•••••••••••••••••• - ~ Nov. 24, ." "

Noble & Lane (Worden P. Noble, Salt Agency .................. Renewed upon the recommendation of the United States Indian agent.
Lake City; Albert D. Lane, Sho_shone Agency, ''J:o.).
.
...... do ................... Ron. Timothy Campbell, House of Representatives.
Do ....................... Mch. 16,1887 Simon Silberberg, ew York City.
* These licenses all expire on .June 1, 1887.
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List of licensed tracle1'S 1vho have SUJ'1'endm·ecl thei?· licenses ot had the same revoked since the p1·esent Commissioner of Indian Affairs assumecl the duties
of his office.
[In some instances notice had been given traders that their licenses would be revoked, but such revocation was never actually enforced.

Sueh cases have not been included
in the list transmitted. Owing to the want of system heretofore practiced in keeping the correspondence, &c., relating to traders, this list may be incomplete in some in·
stances, but the effort has been made to give all the data available.]
Agency.

Names of traders and residence when
licensed.

Date
of' license.

I

Date of revocation or surrender.

By whom recommended, &c.

Arizona.
San Carlos ............. .•.•.. I Nov. 26, 1884 1 E. W. Cowles, San J:i'rancisco, Cal ..... Re"Voked, to take effect Aug. Cowles, Clevelam1, Ohio ; Hon. E. B. Taylor, House of
16, 1885.
Uepresentatives.
Nov. 28, 188~ J. F. Grogan, San Carlos, Ariz ....
do ..................... .. P. P. \Vilcox, United States Indian agent.
May 19,1886 John C. O'Keefe, Appleton City, Mo.. Revoked, to take effect .A.ug. Petition with many names of public men and citizens of
<:,1886.
Colorado; Ron. John '1'. Heard, House of RepresentaDakota.
tives; Hon. 1!'. M. Cockrell, United States Senate.
Cheyenne Ri>er ............ . May 7, 1885 1 W. E. Caton, Yapkton, Dak ........... Revoked Jan. 21, 1886 ........ . Relicensed without any further recommendation.
Apr. 22, 1886 E. P. Doherty , ~ ew Orleans, La ...... . I Re>okeu Dec. 14, 188G ........ . Ron . •T. ]'loyd King, House of Representatives; Ron. N.
C. Blancltard llouso of Representath·es; Hon. Irion,
I
I
.
House of Ret)resentatives; Hon. R. L. Gibson, United
States Senate Hon. C. M. Shelley, :Fourth Auditor,
Treasury Department, Ron. I. L. Pugh and Ron. M. C.
Butler, United States Senate.
Crow Creek .•..•............. I Dec. G, 1886 [ lloratio.S. Smith, Grass Lake, Mich .. [ Surrendered Feb. 3, 1887 ...... [ Hon. Don. M. Dickinson, Detroit, Mich.; a petition with
many names of citizens of Michigan; M. H. Raymond,
M.D., Grass Lake, Mich.; Hon. Louis M. Powell, judge
of probate, Jackson County, Michigan; C. H Harris,
esq., superintendent Jackson, Fire, Clay & Co., Jackson, Mich.; Charles E. Snow, esq., clerk, Jackson
County Michigan; Samuel Bunker, esq., postmaster,
Grass Lake, Mich.; Hon. W. C. Maybury, Rouse of
Representatives.
·
Pine Ridge .................. [ Feb. 4,1885 1 E.J. I{obinson, Pine Ridge ............ 1 Re"Voked, to take effect Sept.. Was licensed as successor to Fry & Robinson, Angus
1, 1885; a li :ense to Fry &
Cameron, esq., La Crosse, \Yis.; tho United States InRobinson was still in force,
dia11 agent.
bnt Mr. Fry, having with·
drawn, a license had been
issued to Robinson on date
given.
Feb. 17, 1885 1 White & Gillingham, Mt. Holly, N.J .. Licensed at two points, The United States Indian agent; Hon. Cbal'les E. Hooker,
Nov. 7,1885 Howard & White, Mt. Holly, N.J .....
Agency and WoundedRnee
House of Representatives; H. B. Smith, House of RepTheodore Gillingham, Pine Ridge
Creek; former issued Nov.
resentatives.
Agency, Dak.
7, 1884, latter, Feb.17, 1884.
License for Agency revoked,
to take effect Sept. 1, 1885,
the one at W onnded Knee
Creek allowed to keep open
till Jan. 1, 188G.
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List of licensed trade1·s who have S1trrende1'ed thtir licens1s o1· had the same reroked, g-c.-Continued.
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Agency

D:lte
of license.

Kames of traders and residence when
licensed.

I Date of re>ocation
der.

,-

or surren-

Tiy whom recommended, &c.
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Dakota-Continued.
Pine Ridge .................. I Jan.

Eldon Sparks, valentine, Ncur ...... . llevoketl, to take effect Nov.
15, 1885.
Revoked, to take effect Sept.
r
1, 1885, but later revocation
suspended and they kept
open until they sold out to
hl. W. King.
Rosebud .................. ---~ Dec. 2, 188! I LouisRichal'd, Rosebud Agency, Dak. Revoked, to take effect Nov.
1, 1885.
St:Jnding Rock ............... , June 18,1886 R. C. K. Martin, Nashville, Tenn ..... . Revoked, to take effect sixty
days from receipt of the
communication sent to
agent on Apr. 4, 1887.
Kiowa, &c .................. ~ I June l!l, 18851 M. B. Hat-ris & Co. (M. B. Harris, C. Revoked Aug. 10, 1885.
IV. Jacobs, 1'. C. Lovelace).

l Apr.

5, 1885

30, 18851 Higman & J{owley, Sioux City, Iowa
(William E. Higman and Alfred B.
Rowley, Mitchell, Dak.).

Pawnee ..................... ·1 Oct. ~0, 18861 E. J. Dodge, -~igonier, Ind ...... ; ..... ·1
Osage ........................ Sept. ~9, 1885 George C. E1ltson, 1\ ew York Crty...

lion. Jolm J. Ingalls, United States Senate.
United States agent recommends that license issue to
them in place of George F. Blanchard, who will resign
voluntarily.
The United States Indian agent.
See list of traders

'IV hose

licenses are now in force.
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P Bond, Trenton, Tenn.; R. P. Caldwell, Trenton,
Tenn.; B. A. Enloe, esq., Milan, Tenn.; Bon. R. P.
Cole, Milan, Tenn. ; petitie>n with names of business
and professional men of Mrlan, Tenn.; A. D. Bright,
Jackson, Tenn.; .Tohn J. Freeman, esq., Trenton,
Tenn., Bon. P. T. Glass, Rouse of Representatives.
Re>_oked. Dec. 17, 1885 ........ . Ron. R. Lowry, Bouse of Representatives.
Resrgnatwn of license ac- ·withdrew his recommendations.
cepted Dec.17, 1885.
Store at Grey Horn Creek. The United States Indian agent. (Bartles is a citizen of
Revoked on Sept. 30, 1885.
the Cherokee Nation, and hae been relicensed).

Apr. 30, 1885 Bartles, Wismeyer & Co. (Louis A.
IVismeyer, Council Grove, Kans. ;
Jacob H. Bartles, Bartlesville, Ind,
'1'.; Robert E. Bird, Rockport, Mo.).
July 19, 1886 Biran1 Tyler, Ripley, Ohio ........... . Surrendered license on ....... . Hon. IV. W. Ellsbury, Rouse of Representatives.
Sac and Fox.
Dec. 27, 1884 P. P. Wilcox, Denver, Colo ........... . Revoked, to take effect Nov.
1, 1885.
Feb. 24, 1885 Pilcher & Hubbard (T. R. F. Pilcher Revoked, to take effect Jan. 1,
aud.DavidHubba1·d, Olathe, Kans.).
1886.
Mar. 16, 1885 Davis & l3runer (Cresar Bruner and Re>oked, to take effect Jan. 1, The United States Indian agent.
1886.
Samuel Da.vis, Osmit, Tnrl. T.).
Nov. 17, 1885 McClung l3ros. (Rufus McClung, Ter- Surrendered Jan. 16, 1886 ..... .
rell, Tex. : H. L. McClung, Knoxville, Tenn.).
Crow ........................ 1 Sep. 11, 1885 II. G. Armstrong, Charleston, W.Va .. License s111rendere<l .......... 1 .r. J. S. lia:<s:er, esq., appointment clerk, Interior Department.
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Fort Peck .. , •••••.......••.. 1Mar. 26,1886 1 Hugh Hitcllcock, Crete, Nebr ....... -- 1 Revoked Sept. 21,1886 ....••••. J. E. Boyd, mayor of Omaha, Ncl>r.; Tobias Castor, esq.,
·wilber, ~ebr.; H. M. Wells, esq., proprietor State Vidette, Crete, Nebr.; John A. McShane, esq., State senator, Omaha, Nebr.; G. P. Marvin, esq., Beatrice, Nebr.;
George Canfield, esq., Omaha, Nebr.; Joseph Bigle~,
esq., Crete, Nebr., and a number of other citizens of Nebraska ; Hon. J. Sterling Morton, of Nebraska.
July 1,1885 C. Mindeleff, Washington, D. C ...... -I Resigned license Nov. H, 1885 Hon. J. W. Powell, director United States Geological SurPueblo
vey.
Mescalero ...•...•••••••.••.. Feb. 27, 1885 I G. W. Llewellyn, South Fork, N. Mex.l Re,oked, to take effect Sep.1, Hon. J. Laird, House of Representatives; F. W. Palmer,
1885.
clerk at Mescalero Agency; Jerome J. Weinberg, lieutenant Thirteenth Infantry, Unite(l States Army.
La Pointe .....•••••.......... I Apr. 7,1886 I H. C. Tatum, Upper Alton, Ill ......... j Revoked Aug. 9,1886 ......... . James Hill, esq., Saint Louis, Mo. ; S. W. Cobb, esq., president Merchants' Exchange, Saint Louis, Mo.; D. R.
Francis, esq., Saint Louis, Mo.; Hon. William R. Morrison, House of Representatives.
Revoked,
but
upon
a
more
Barbydt,
Plattsmouth,
Nebr
.....
2,1886
1
A.
G.
Uintah .....•......••.•••..•. I Oct.
complete presentation oft he
case was relicensed with
Howard Miller, undel' firm
of A. G. llarhydt & Co.
See their recommendations,
1ist oftraders whose licenses
are now in force.
Col ville ....................• ·1 May 6, 1886 J. Monaghan, Creur d'Alene, Idaho ..•. Resigned Oct. G, 188fi.. ....... . The United States Indian agent.
N eah Bay.................... Jan. 28, 1885 S. Baxter & Co. (Sulcliffe Baxter, A. Revoked, to take cfl:'ect Oct.
M. Brooks, and Jesse W. ·George.
14,1885.
Records fail to show residence when
lieensed).
Dec. 22, 1885 ,J. M. Quilter, Seatt.le, Wash .......... . Resigned Jan. 27, 1886 ..... . .. ·1 The United States Indian agent.
Tulalip
Sept. 27, 188ti Richard Hardisty, Collington, Md .... . Surrendered license........... Hon. Barnes Compton, House of Representatives; B. H.
Robertson, esq., Washington, D. C.
Mar. 5,1886 1 B. A. Phelps, Topeka, Kans ..... ······I Verbal surrender of license ... Hon. J. B. Wea,er, House of Representatives.
Shoshone .•.•..
1
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INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM R. LITTLE.
WILLIAM R. LIT1'LE, having been duly sworn by the chairman, was
interrogated as follows :
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. Of what State are you a native ~-Answer. I am a native
of Illinois.
Q. You have been an Indian trader, have you not1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. At what place ~-A. At the Sac and Fox Agency.
Q. When were you first licensed there ?-A. I was licensed there in
the fall of 1883 ; that was my first license.
Q. Are you sure whether it. was 1882 or 1883 ?-A. I am not sure
which it was. I have all my licenses at my room. It was either 1882
or 1883, I do not remember which.
Q. vYhat had been your business experience and history previous to
that time ~-A. I was a commissary clerk at the Pawnee Agency.
Q. Before that time what was your employment before you became
a commissary clerk ~-A. I came to this city in the fall of 1880, and
went to herding stock for a man by the name of Berry.
Q. What is your age now ?-A. I am thirty-two years of age at the
present time.
Q. From what town in Illinois did ;you come ?-A. I came from Rock
Island.
Q. From herding stock you -went to the Sac and Fox Agency as a
commissary clerk ~-A. No sir: I was herding stock for Mr. Berry
close to the Pawnee Agency. I herded for him three months at the
rate of $10 a month, and the agent afterwards had me appointed as
his Government herder, and I staid with him from along in the fall, I
think it was in December, until the next spring, all through the winter,
herding cattle that he was issuing to the Indians. Every week he
issued cattle to the Indians. Afterwards, in the spring, he appointed
me as his commissary clerk.
Q. How did you get your appointment as Indian trader; do you
know ?-A. I went to Washington for it myself.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. Do you mean to say that you got the appointment on your own
application without any indorsement ~-A. I got recommendations
from my friends in Illinois, from Senator Logan, and from parties who
were well acquainted with me who were living here. My bond was
made here in this city, and I went to vVasbington and laid my matter
before Commissioner Price and be gave me a license.
By the CI-IAIRl\I(AN:
•
Q. Under what name did you trade at the Sac and Fox Agency ?-A.
The first year I traded there it was just under the name of vV. R.
Little. Then afterwards my brother came there to help me with the
trade, as I was not able to handle it myself, being alone and having
only Indian employes; of cour~;e it was a pretty difficult matter to
handle it alone, with only Indians for helpers. My brother came there,
and he and I worked together and afterwards the license I got, the
renewing license, wa.s William R. I_jittle & Co. (William R. and D. T.
Little).
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What year wa.s that ~-A. That was in 1884.

/
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. How many traders were there at the agency ~-A. There was one
trader or trading firm, the firm of Whistler, Pickett & Go. There was

one establishment, but several were in the trade.
Q. There were two traders there, then ~~A. Yes, sir; two with myself.
Q. When did your license expire ~-A. My license expired on the 8th
of September, 1885.
Q. At that time how much capital had you invested in the business,
or, to put it in another way, what stock of goods were you carrying~
A. I was carrying then about-Senator BLACKBURN. What time is this that he speaks of~
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the expiration of his license, September
8, 1885.
The WITNESS. I had in the neighborhood of about $3,800 worth of
goods.
Q. And had you debts due you ~-A. Yes, sir,
Q. For what amount ~-A. Close to $15,000.
.
Q. Right here, why was it necessary that you should have your goods
trusted out or have the Indians owing you ~-A. It had been the custom long before I went there to trust the Indians, and I, coming there
as a new man, found a great many of the Indians were dissatisfied with
the way trade had been running, and wanted to quit trading with the ·
other store there and trade with me. But they had not any money, and
the chief and several of the headmen came to me and asked me if I
would not give them credit on their annuities, and I told them I would,
and I traded right along with them in that way, and when the first annuity payment came I collected everything that was owing me except
about $40 out of~ total of $6,000. Then the next annuity C:jtme and I
tradc,u on that for six months, and they paid that; and when the proper
time came, six months afterwards, ·I had out about $9,000 in that way.
Q. I do not care to go into the details of the matter, but what I wish
to know is whether a cash trade by an Indian trader is practicable or
not?-A. No, sir; it is not.
Q. vVhy not ?-A. Because the Indians do not get their money only
every six months~ and they trade on the strength of their annuities.
Q. And when they get their money they come and pay their debts~
A. Yes, sir; they come and pay for what they have bought.
Q. So that the Indians really have money only twice a year ~-A.
Yes, sir; that is all.
Q. And then they only have it a short time ~-.,A.. Yes, sir; but a short
time. For about a month vou will have a cash trade and afterwards
you will have to run on credit.
Q. So far as you know, is that the necessity of the trade at all Indian
traders' establishments ~-A. I do not know ; I am only speaking of
the way it was at the Sac and Fox Agency.
Q. Your license, you say, expired on the 8th of September, 1885 ~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you make an application for its renewal ~-A. I did.
Q. When ~-A. I made an appli~ation in August previous to that,
and I was notified that I would not get a license for trade.
Q. You were notified by whom ~-A. I was notified by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs through the agent; the agent was the party
who notified me.
By Senator BLACICBURN :
Q. That was in August, 1884 ~-.A.. Yes, sir.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Have you that notification with you ~-.A. I do not think I have.

He just simply gave me a copy of the letter, and a short time afterwards we were notified that we would not get a license. He also noti ·
fied me that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs had sent him orders
for all the traders to make a statement of what goods they had sold in
the previous twelve months in the way of cash trade, credits, and such
things.
Q. Did you make such a statement ~-A. I did not.
Q. Go on and state what was done with reference to a renewal or
cancellation of your license.-A. Well, sir; about the time my license
expired a couple of gentlemen came there to our place-Q. Who were they ~-A. They were the McOlung brothers.
Q. Do you know their full names "? -A. Yes, sir; Hugh L. McClung,
of Knoxville, Tenn., and R. M. McClung, of Terrell, 'fex.
Q. You say they came to the agency.-A. Yes, sir; they came to
the agency, and were around the agency several days. They staid in
my store considerably, and I knew that they were looking- for a place,
or something of the kind, although they had not spoken to me. They
came to me one evening; my brother was with me; and said they were
authorized t<t come out there and look over the ground, for they were
going to have a trading-post. I asked them if they were going to be
appointed traders at that place, and they said they had a choice at
either the Sac and Fox .Agency, Shawneetown, or Wel.l ston, and they
were there looking over the ground to make a selection. I got to talking with the men in a business way, and one of them says to me, " If
you doubt my word I can show you a letter in which I am properly authorized to come here and make those selections." .And be took a
letter fr9m his pocket and read it to me, and I looked over the letter
myself.
Q. Who was that letter from ~-A. It was from the Indian Office,
and was signed by General Upshaw, the acting Commissioner.
Q. You have not got that letter, of course ?-A. No, sir; he has the
letter, or he ought to have it, in his own possession; he did not give it
to me.
Q. What was the purport of it ~-.A. It read like this: That he was
going to get a license to trade in the Indian Nation and those were
three good places, and for him to come and make a selection and he
should have the exclusive right to trade where--:er he selected.
0

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. What were the three places named ?-.A.. Wellston, Shawnee-

town, and the Sac and Fox Agency.
By Senator CULLOM:

Q. .And you were at the Sac and Fox Agency, were you 1-.A. Yes,
sir. He also stated to me that there were six traders under the jurisdiction of that agent and that they were going to be reduced to three,
one at each place, and he said he would rather have the Sac and Fox.
Agency than any of the other two, and then he began inquiring into
the merits of the trade and everything of that kind.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Were there six traders at each one of those places then

~-.A.

sir; there were six traders under the jurisdiction of that agent.

No,
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By tne CHAIRMAN:
Q. You may proceed.-A. I saw that the men meant business, and
they appeared to be very nice fellows, and at that time it commenced
to look natural that we should be courteous to them, and I thought that
if there was anything to be gained by it I would do it, for I was there
with my goods and knew my time was out in a few days and we had to
do something. So we made an arrangement for selling to them, and
virtually sold to them. They were to buy my goods and buildings, and
he made an arrangement for me to stay there and help them with the
business, and he said that he would go to the agent and see that my time
would be extended longer, so that I could keep the store open and sell
goods to the Indians, and they would take charge the first of January.
vVell, my time was extended. But during the time tho~e men were
there, there came a letter from Bloomington, Ill., written by my
sister-in-law, who was there, and she said in her letter that a man by the
name of John Eddy was licensed at Sac and Fox to succeed Whistler,
Pickett and Co. Mr. McClung bad stated to me that he had exclusive
right to the place, and I at once took the letter to him, and I said,
"Here, McClung, there is a. mistake in some way. You, of course, get
the exclusive right at that agency, and you had better look into this
matter. I saw a guard a few moments ago come in, the escort, and the
Commissioner will be here this evening, and you had better not go out
on the stage, but wait and see him and have the business all fixed up."
He said that was lucky; that he expected to meet him in Muscogee.
So after the Commissioner came there he (McClung) went and had a
private talk with him.
By Senator Cui,LOM:
Q. In speaking of the Commissioner, you refer now to Commissioner
,Atkins, who was coming there ~-A. Yes, sir. As I say, they bad a
private talk with him, and they stated to him that they had heard there
bad been another man licensed at that place. I will repeat the words
they told me when they came back there after they saw him. Mr. McClung stepped into the store, his brother with him, and my brother was
present, and l1e says, i· " vVe have seen the general, and the general says
that Mr. John Eddy is licensed to trade here at Sac and Fox; that there
is a mistake, and that he will at once, when he gets to Washington,
send him either to Shawneetown or Wellston; that we have been promised this place, and are going to ha-ve it." He says, "Boys, you rest
assured that everything is all straight that we tell you." I certainly
supposed it was. Then that evening he carne down to the store, later,
and he says to me, "Now, you go on and order some more goods, and
keep your stock up until we come here, and we will take everything off
your hands at cost and carriage, and we will be here the first of J anuary ." He says, "I am going to go to the agent and see him, and there will
be a payment here." There bad been no payment then for over a year,
and we had been waiting for a payment.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You mean a payment to the Indians 0?-A. Yes, sir; a payment to
the Indians. And he says: '~When there will be a payment here I
will have the agent send me a telegram, so that I can be here on the
ground to see the payment made, and I will take possession of the store
and goods and eYerything, and go right along." I agreed also to send
him a telegram to Knoxville, Tenn., and they went away next morning_.
The Commissioner also left the next morning; and after they had gone
several days I received a letter from McClung (and I think I have it in
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my grip down at the hotel) telling me that Hugh L. l\icClung had gone
to Washington to see the Commissioner about whether they were going
to have the place at Sac and Fox or not, and he says: "Everything
will be all right, Little, just continue as you are doing." Well, I never
heard anything more from them.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do yon mean to say that you never beard. anything more from
them at all ~-A. I never heard anythjng more from them from that
time. I sent him two telegrams telling him that payments would be on
hand at such a time.
Q. Do you say that you ordered more goods on tlle strength of tlleir
coming- ~-A. YeEl, sir; I did.
Q. In your own name ~-A. Yes, sir; and I have the parties here in
town, who I ordered them from, who will swear to that.
Q. In the conversation which the .McClungs had with you, did either
of them speak of tbe intimacy which existed between their father and
the Commissioner ~-A. They did.
Q. What did they say ?-A. They said they were old schoolmates.
Q. That their father and the Commissioner were old schoolmates ~-A.
Yes, sir; and they also led me to believe that they were very intimate,
and that the place had been promised to tllem long before they got it.
(~. What is the name of the chief there~.....;_A. His name is Keokuk.
Q. Do you know whether he saw the Commissioner at the time he
was down there, with reference to a license ~-A. I do.
{~. \Vho did he recommend ?-A. He went there in my behalf and
told the Commissioner that I ougllt to l1ave the place; that I llad staid
there a,nd traded with these Indians and trusted them when they were
in almost a starving condition, and that they had bad no payment for
about eighteen months, and that I was carrying tbose Ind~ans and furnishing them with goods, and that he thought I ought to have the place
until I could get my money out of it.
Q. Do you know what the Commissioner said to him ~-A. I do not.
He can tell that himself when he comes here.
Q. You were saying, I think, when I interrupted you, that Mr. Eddy
came there ~-A. Yes, sir; Mr. Eddy came to the agency.
Q. About when was that~~A. It was about two weeks later than
the time when the McClungs came there.
Q. Now go on and state what was said and done at that time.-A. Mr.
Eddy carne to our agency on Saturday evening. On Sunday morning
about nine o'clock be came to our store. .My brother was standing out
on the porch, and he introduced himself and said his name was Eddy.
vVe had heard, of course, that he was coming, and he stepped rigllt
into the store and commenced to talk about lmsiness right away and
wanted to know if we bad sold our business there. We told him that
we had made an arrangement that way. We did not want to tell him
because we did not know who be was or anything about the matter, and
those people in that country generally keep their business as close to
themselves as they can. He says, "I am sorry you have; I want to
make some arrangement with you for a trade in this place." He says,
"You have the best location in the town, and, he snys, ''the people who
talk to me about you say that you boys have the best trade here, and,"
be says, "I will do one tiling with you if tho~e men have not closed up
the business." I saill, ''I cannot make any arrangement with you, Mr.
Eddy." "vVell," he sass, ''look l1ere; have those men paid you any
money~" I says, "No, sir; they have not." "Well," he says, "sup0
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pose I advance you $500 to close the bargain with me, what would you
say 0?'' I said, "I cannot do it."
Q. Did you tell him why you could not ~-A. No, not until after this.
He says, "I want to make some arrangement with you and I can make
a better arrangement than they can. V\'.,.hat kind of an arrangement
did they make with yon?" I said, " They made this kind of an arrangement with me; that they were coming here to take my stock off my
hands on the 1st of January at cost and carriage, and also had hired
me at $1,200 a year to take charge of their business for them, and
see after their books and do their business, because l\ir. Hugh L. l\IcClung cannot be here, and R. A. McClung does not know anything
about the trade and he intends to stay here, and I have promised to
, do that with those men and I cannot possibly do anything else."
"Well," he says, "I can do a great deal better than that with you."
He says, ''I will put in as much money as ;you have goods here, and,"
he says " let you and your brother both stay here alHl run it." I said,
"That is a very good thing, but I have made my arrangement with those
men and they stand pretty close to the Commissioner, from what I can
see, and I had better stand in with them." Well he worked around
there quite a while and he says, "Look here, I am going to make some
kind of an arrangement with yon before I go away. I don't like these
other men down here, and I would rather you would handle the business." Be says, ''V\'hat do you say to taking and furnishing tbe goods
here and looking after the trade just as you ha\re been doing it, and
using my license~" He says, "What would you be willing to pay me
for that~" I said, "I cannot make any such arrangement and I will
not make any. I have made my arrangement with the McClungs and
I think they are gentlemen, and I cannot possibly make any more ar- '
rangements until I hear from them." So he left the house then and ·
says, '~ vVell, I will see you later," and the next day he came down to
the store, but he had not anything to say about the trade at all the
next day. He staid around the agency, I think, three days, and a man
named Bruner took him out to the Berry Brothers' cow range, about 20
miles from the agency, and he told Mr. Berry while he was out there
that he had a license to trade at the Sac and Fox Agency.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. How do you know that he told Berry so ?-A. BeC".1use Mr. Berry
made that statement befor3 the agent at Sac and Fox.
Q. Did he make it to yon ~-A. He made it in my presence, before the
agent.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, I only call your attention to it.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. l\1r. Berry is not here, is he ~-A. No, sir; I have sent after him.
By the CHAIRl\IAN :
Q. Will he be here ~-A. I think he will be here.
The CHAIRMAN. vVe willle~that go, then, if he is going to be hero;
if not, I think perhaps you would have a right to state it.
Senator BLACKBURN. It is hardly evidence, but I do not intend to
insist upon my objection.
The CHAIRMAN. In this part of the country, where it is difficult to
get witnesses, perhaps we shall have to be a little easy about the~e
things. [To the witness:] Have you stated fully what he said to you
about putting in his license~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir; I stated exactly what he said to me.
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By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Will you please state again the proposition that he made to you~
A. Why, the proposition was like this: That be would put in as much
money as I had goods and property there; that is to say, buildings. I
had, I ·guess, over a thousand <lollars' worth of improvements there.
But he would put in as much money to balance it and let my brother
and myself run the business.
Q. As against his license ?-A. No, sir; that was his first proposition.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Then you were to divide profits equally ?-A. Yes, sir; and he was
to stay in Bloomington and run his business there.
Q. And he was to put in money to the amount of your goods and
make you equal partners ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that would make yon equal partners ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And take half the profits ?-A. Yes, sir; he was to take half the
profits.
Q. After that, what was the proposition about putting in his license 1-A. He wanted to know what I would pay him for the use of
the license, and I go on just as I was.
Q. Did he or not state how much he thought you ought to pay him"?A. No, sir ; he did not. ·
Q. Yon did not listen to that ~-A. I did not ask him a word, for I
had made arrangements with the other men, and I did not want to go
back on them.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. That was a separate proposition from the one to put in money
against your propert,y and divide the profits ?-A. Yes, sir.
·
Q. The last one was simply to let you remain there and run the business, and give him so much for his license ?-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Now, when Eddy came there did you notify Mr. McClung at all,
or either of them ~-A. Yes, sir; I did.
Q. Which one did you notify? -A. I notified R. A. and H. L. both,
one of Tennessee and the other of Terrell, Tex.
Q. Did you hear nothing from them ~-A. No, sir; I heard nothing
from them.
Q. Your license was expiring about that time ?-A. Yes, sir; it was
expiring and had expired, or was close to it.
Q. Was it extended after that ?-A. It was extended; yes, sir.
Q. To what time ?_;_A. To the 1st of January.
Q. 'fhat being the time when they had agreed to take possession?~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you keep on trading until the 1st of January?-A. Yes, sir;
I kept on trading right along until the 1st of January.
Q. What did .,you do then ?-A. Well, on the 1st of January there
was no payment and my store was closed.
Q. Who closed it ?-A. I closed it on the orders that I had no more
right to run the business without a license or a -permit, and it was
risky for me to have anything to do with the Government.
Q. You closed it yourself~-A. Yes, sir; of course I closed it myself.
Q. Because your license had expired ~-.:\... Ye8, sir ; I had to close
it; I did-not have any right to trade.
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Q. You were saying something about a payment being delayed.-A.
The payment was delayed until after that. There had not been any
payment then made for eighteen months up to that time.
Q. And you had out how much ~-A. I think I had out a little over
$15,000.
Q. When did the payment come~ -A. The payment came on the 5th
of January, five days after my store closed. I collected $2,500; it was
all the money I collected. I distributed that money among my creditors, and kept $500, and went to Washington with it to see about trying
to get my license renewed.
Q. Do you think the fact that your store was closed had anything to
do with the amount of money which you collected ~-A. It certainly had,
for I never failed in collecting before, and the Indians would come to
me and say, ''Mr. Eddy is here." He had made an arrangement to go
in the Whistler, Pickett & Co. store and was there. Mr. Eddy would
talk to them and the other parties would tell them, "Here is Little out
of trade, and he has got to go away, and you had better pay us, and we
will give you credit right along.'' And Indians would come and say,
" We cannot pay you; we can get more credit over there."
Q. You have no doubt that the closing of your establishment was the
only reason why you got only $2,500 out of the $15,000 due you ~-A.
I have not, certainly.
·
Q. Did you open your store at the time of the payment for the purpose of making collections .~-A. I opened my store to collect; I went
to the agent after he came back with the money-Q. What is the agent's name ~-A. Moses Neal.
Q. Is he there still ~-A. Yes, sir; I asked him if I could not open
the store, throw the doors open, to do collecting; he said, yes; that it
was an outrage the way I had been treated, and he thought I ought to
do it; so I opened the store and collected that day, and immediately
after the payment I closed it.
Q. You say that Eddy at this time had made some arrangement with
Whistler, Pickett & Co. ~-A. Yes, sir; he had; he was down at that
store at the time.
Q. Now, you took five $500 and went to Washington ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Go on and state what occurred tbere.-A. I went to the Department; I first went to se6 General Upshaw, and he flew all to pieces
when I went In there and told him what kind of a fix I was in, and
didn't treat me like a man ought to at all, and I went then to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Q. What was General Upshaw's position at that time ?-A. He was
then Acting Commissioner, I guess, or held some position in the office.
Q. The Commissioner was there, was he not?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then General Upshaw was notActing Commissioner, was he~
A. No, I expect he was notActing Commissioner, but you might think
be was from the way he cut around. So I went to General Atkins
then, and found the old gentleman very pleasant, and. told him what
my trouble was. He said that he could not do anything for me until he
would write to the McUlungBrothers and see if the statement I made to
him was true, and that he would write also to the agent. I told him I
would be very glad if he would do it, for I did not want him to take my
word for it at all. So he wrote-Q. Before you come to that, let me ask yon this: Did he say what
he would do when he got an answer from there ~-A. No, sir; he did
not say what he would do. He then sent a telegram to the McClungs
telling them to answer him by letter.
6534 CONG-13
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Who did he send that telegram to ~-A. He sent the telegram to
Hugh L. 1\icOlnng, of Knoxville, Tenn. He sent the telegram to the
agent, and in about ten days there came a letter back from Hugh L.
McClung corroborating the statement I made to him.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you see the letter ~-A. No, sir; I did not see the letter
myself.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. How do you know then that be corroborated your statement ~-A.
Because I think I have a copy of the letter down at the hotel, in my
valise, that he sent to the Commissioner.
By the CH.A.II~MAN:
Q. How did you get that copy ~-A. I got it from McClung. When
I went into the office about ten clays afterwards, the letter had come
there a clay or two before, and I had E. John Ellis, of Washington, with
me, who knows all about the affair and how I was treated there and
how I got along. He went with me, and just as I came into the door
General .Atkins got np and said,'' Little, I have a letter from the agent,
a very nice letter, about you, and also one from the 1\icOlungs, and I
see you have been misled by the McOlungs." He says," You shall have
your license." So I went then right down to General Upshaw and told
him, and he said that he would issue the license, and went to looking
over a bond that was dated back some time, and he said I would have
to make a new bond. I told him I could do that. So I went right up
to the Commissioner and told him I would have to make a new bond,
and he says, "You go right hom e, Little, aucl make a new bond and
carry yourself like a man, and every thing will be all right; and," he
says to me, '' look here," he says," I just want to ask you a few q uestions." He says, "What about this man Eddy; is he down at Sac and
Fox~" Said I, ''No sir; be is not." He says," vVell he has got a license
to trade there." Said I," I understand he has." He says," Who is running the business there~" I said, ''Tile oldparties, Whistler, Pickett
& Co." He says, ''Isn't Eddy there~" I replied, '' No, sir ; he is not."
Said he, "Where is he~" ~'In Bloomington, Iii.," I says. He says,
''Do you know that Whistler, Pickett & Co. are running the business~"
I said, "I think they were when I left. The old employes are still in
the store and there was no change made at all " "Well," he says, "if
Eddy is not there attending to his business I will make him go there."
He says," Will you please put it in writing what yon know about it." I
said I would. So I went right over to the office with Mr. Ellis and I
just told him what I knew about it, and he wrote it down, and we went
in and gave the statement to the Commissioner.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Did you sign that statement~ -A. Yes, sir; I signed it. Then I
came on home and made my bonus, and after I had been home a short
time-I don't remember whether it was the agent who received the
letter or myself-a letter came telling me that I should at once close
my business and leave the Territory, for I had made a false statement;
that Eddy was. on the ground, and I had told a lie about it, and for
that reason I would haye to get out.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Was Eddy there at that tirue ~-A. No, sir.

lie was not, and he
did not come there until six mouths afterw<trds.
Q. Your store had been closed; how did it get open ~-A. The
commissioner, when he granted my lieeuse, telegraphed to the agent
that he should allow me to go 011 with trade, and I opened up the store
again.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. That was after coming back from Washington ~-A. Yes, sir. But
it was useless then to open it, as the Indians had spent all their money,
and I had to give more credit to get trade.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. How long did you keep the store open then ~-A. I kept the store
open then until July 15.
Q. When were you in Washington ~-A. I think I left Washington
on the 8th of February.
Q. Let me see if I get it right. The Commissioner told you you were
to have a license ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you were to go home and make bond ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that he would telegraph to have your store opened ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And he did so ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you went home and sent on your bond, and kept open your
store~-A. Yes, sir. I kept the store open until July, but the trouble
there was that the parties down there knew I had not a license, and
they treated me of course in that way.
Q. I do not care about that particularly, but I was getting at the
fact how your store came to be open. How came it to be closed ~-A.
~t was closed by order of the Commissioner, and an imperative order
was given for me to leave the Territory at once. Those orders were
signed by General Upshaw as Acting Commissioner.
Q. Do you say that you received those orders direct~ -A. They were
sent to the agent, sent to him with imperative instructions to put me
out of the Territory at once, and that if he did not somebpdy would be
sent there who could do it.
Q. You were saying some.thiug about a letter having been sent, in
which it was said that you would not be permitted to trade there because you had made a false statement in respect to Mr. Eddy, and said
that he was not there when he was there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is that the one you refer to, the order 1-A.. No, sir; it was afterwards that the letters came. The letter came to me after I came home,
telling me that I would not get a license because I bad made false statements.
Q. Who sent that letter to you ~-A. A letter was sent to the agent
there by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and one was sent to me,
and I sent the letter right back to Mr. Elli8 and asked him to look
after the matter for me, and one came to me saying I bad made false
statements, and I took the letter and showed it to the agent.
Q. At the time your store was closed had Eddy got there, personally,
himself~-A. No, sir.
Q. I mean in July when orders had been sent that you should leave
the Territory~-A. He came there two days before the payment which
was made there about the 15th of July, a small payment.
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. That was in 1885~-A. No, sir; it was in 1886.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But this is the question: When the orders finally came that you
should close your store and remove from the Territory, was Mr. Eddy
there in person then, at Whistler, Pickett & Co's. ~
The WITNESS. Do you mean when the first orders came~
The CHAIRMAN. No; the last one.
A. No, sir; he was not.
.'
Q. He had not got there then ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. That was in July, 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Had he been there at all from the time you went on to Washington until you were directed to leave the Territory ~-.A.. He had not
been there until about two days before the 15th of July. I think he
came there, if I am not mistaken, on the 12th of July.
Q. And the orders had previously come ·on that you were to leave
the Territory ~-.A.. Yes, sir; I had got a half a dozen orders to leave.
Q. But the imperative orders, as you call them, had they come ~-A.
Yes, sir; the imperative orders had come.
Q. When did you, in fact, leave ~-A. I left, in fact, I think about
the middle of October, but my store was closed after the 15th of July ;
it was locked up.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Your goods were in it ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who closed it then ~-A. It was closed by the agent.
By the CHAIRlVIAN:
Q. You think that the letter which you received from Mr. Upshaw
you sent to Mr. Ellis in Washington ~-A. Yes, sir, I did; I sent it to
him. I wrote to Mr. Ellis and told him the kind of letter I had received,
and he said to please send that letter to him and he would refer it to
the Commissioner.
Q. Did Mr. Upshaw iu that letter give any reason, or prove the fact,
showing that you had told what was not true about Eddy ~-A. Yes, sir;
he said I had injured the parties-Q. No; do you remember his mentioning Mr. Oberly in connection
with it in any way ~-A. Yes, sir; he said that Mr. Oberly was receiving letters from Mr. Eddy, and that he was on the ground.
Q. Was there any investigation after that as to that fact, and if so,
how did it come about ~-A. Yes, sir; I urged an investigation on every
point I could, and kept urging the agent to make an investigation as to
whether I had told a lie about the matter or not, and finally got an investigation. I think Senator Cockrell brought that investigation around.
I wrote to a personal friend of Senator Cockrell in Missouri, lVIr. James
Nave, of the firm of McCord & Nave, and asked him to get a hearing
and have it investigated.
Q. Who was that investigation made by~-A. It was made by Agent
Neal at the agency.
Q. Do you know whether he made a report in writing to the Department ~-A. Yes, sir; I think he did; I am sure he did.
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'Q. He will be here, will he not~-A. Yes, sir; he will be here.
Q. Did you take any affidav,i ts there to substantiate your statement

that Eddy had not been there~-A. I took Mr. Berry's affidavit myself,
and I took one or two others. I took the affidavit of a young man who
bad been working for me, a half-breed Indian, and my brother's affidavit, and I think I took the affidavit of the interpreter and of Chief
Keokuk.
Q. To what effect ~-A. To the effect that I had not stated any lies
about Eddy's not being there, and that he had. not been there.
Q. What did you do with those affidavits ~-A. I gave them to the
agent and asked him to forward them with the balance of the papers.
Q. Do yon know whether he did forward them or not ~-A. I do not.
I had also forwarded a copy of them to Mr. Ellis, so that I knew that
they would get there.
Q. Did you give any instructions to Mr. Ellis about it ~-A. I did.
Q. What did you tell him ~-A. I told him to go to the Office of Indian
Affairs and see if that investigation was all right or not.
Q. But did you give him any instructions as to what he should do with
the affidavits ~-A. I told him to take them before the Commissioner
and show them to him.
Q. Have yon any letter from him showing whether he did so or not?A. I have; but it is in my valise down at t.he hotel.
By Senator UuLLOM:
Q. Do you say you have a letter from the Commissioner ~-A. No,
sir; it was from Mr. Ellis.
Senator BLACKBURN. vVe would like that letter.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Were you summoned or were you telegraphed for~-A. Mr. Paul,
the clerk of the committee, had me sent for.
Q. By telegraph ~-A. Yes. sir.
~. Do you know whether Mr. Neal sent those papers to the Commissioner ~-A. I could not say as to that; he can answer for himself; he
will be here.
Q. Did yon get any subsequent letter from Mr. Upshaw while this
matter was pending, while the investigation was going on~ Did yon
have more than one letter from Mr. Upshaw ~-A. I think I got two
letters from General Upshaw.
Q. Have you them with you ~-A. No, sir; Mr. Ellis has all my letters that came from the Department. He was acting as my attorney
and I sent them to him.
Q. When the next payment was made did you collect anything ~-A.
Yes, sir; l did.
Q. When was that; was it in 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir; it was in July,
1886. I collected $3,000.
·
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. When was it that you collected the $2,500 ~-A.. That was on the
January before.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And on the next payment you collected $3.300 ~-A. Yes, sir,· I
did,
Q. Was your store closed then ~-A. My store was closed the next
day after the payment. ·
I
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By Senator CuLLOM:
~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. In the mean time you had. been trusting them "1-A. Yes, sir; I
had been crediting them in order to get more, and didn't reduce the pile
very much. In that country yon have to humor the Indians a good
deal to get what they do owe you.
Q. How were the final orders that you should leave the Territory received ~-A. The agent received. them and issued them to me.
.
Q. From whom did be receive them, do you remember ~-A. They
were from the Department. I do not know whether the last one was
signed by Acting Commissioner Upshaw or by the Commissioner himself. It was a telegram, as I understand.
Q. What did you tell the agent then ~-A. I told the agent that I bad
given every dollar I had in the world to my creditors and settled up
with them at 33~ cents on the dollar, and that I did not have any money
to leave the country with.
Q. Had you any money ~-A. No, sir; I did not have any money at
the time. I did not have over $50 to my name. I had given everything I had to my creditors.
Q. What amount of goods do you suppose you had there at that
time ~-A. I had at that time about $2,500 worth of goods.
Q. And how much in the way of debts was then due ~-A. There was
due me then a little over $13,000.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. You say you settled up with your creditors. Do you mean by that
that you got a clear receipt for all that yon owed ~-A. No, sir; I got
a receipt in this way: I settled for 33~ cents on the dollar, and they
gave me a receipt that if I ever collected any more of that I was to divide with them pro rata, which I was willing to do. I gave them an I
had, and that was all I could qo.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. When you told the agent that you had no money to go away with,
what was done then ~-A. They telegraphed or wrote to him and told
him to take his Government teams and put me out.
Q. Who did ~-A. I do not know which one sent that order to him.
He can tell you when he comes here. He had but one Government
team on the agency and that was making hay, and he wrote or telegraphed to them that fact, and the next telegram that came placed him
in a pretty. serious position, and he came and told me that they had
made it imperative, and that I would have to do something. I told him,
said I : "Neal, I don't want to make you any trouble at all; you have
been a good friend of mine right straight through, and you have seen
how this thing has worked ; I will try and do the best I can, and sell to
somebody and leave." So I sold to Keokuk, the chief there, and took
his note for what I had there at about half price for what it was worth.
Q. You could sell to a chief and he could trade ~-A. Yes, sir; there
was nobody else that I could sell to down there that wanted it.
Q. How much did you sell to him for; how much in amount "?-A. I
sold to him for $1,500.
Q. Did you take his note for the whole of it~-A. No, sir.
Q. How much cash did you receive ~-A. I took a note for the whole
of it in the first place, and then afterwards, in the fall, there was a payment made, and I went down there and he gave me $500 cash later.

Q. That made $5,800 altogether
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Q. Has the rest of the note been paid ~-A. No, sir; I still have the
note.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Does that include the s;;tle of your houses ~-A .. Yes, sir; everythmg I owned.
Q. Your goods, wares, and everything else ~-A, Yes, sir; I had considerably over $1,200 there in property, such as buildings.
Q. So you got out ?-A. Yes, sir; I got out with $500.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. How much had you saved up from your previous occupation at
the time you became a trader; how much money had you then, I mean
when you first got a license ~-A. I had $1,750 that I had made at Pawnee.
Q. By herding cattle ~-A. Yes, sir; by herding cattle; and from
that I was put to herding Government stock at $40 a month, and the
agent there promoted me from that to the position of commissary clerk,
and I was getting $800 a year as commissary clerk. I staid there as commissary clerk over two years.
Q. So that when you were first licensed you had saved up money out
of your earnings and bad $1,700 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And when you got out you received $500 °? -A. Yes, sir ; I got
$500.
Q. And your creditors did not get their pay, all of them ~-A. No,
sir; and I had to make every dollar of it by hard licks, too.
Q. What are you doing now ?-A. I am in tlle real estate business in
Richfield, Kans.
Q. From tbe time when you made your arrangements to sell out to
the McClungs until your store was closed the second time, the middle
of July, 1886, was Mr. Eddy ever at the agency engaged in trade ~-A.
He never was.
Q. What became of Whistler, Pickett & Co. ~-A. Whistler, Pickett
& Co. were still in the trade as they had been before.
Q. Are they now in the trade ~-A. No, sir; not now.
Q. They were in the trade, as they had been before, up to the time
your store was closed ~-A. Yes, sir; about in J nly.
Q. What then became of Whistler, Pickett & Co. ~-A. Why, ].'fr.
Eddy came there and represented that he-Q. I do not want to inquire as to what he represented to them, but
what was the fact about it; did they go away ~-A. No, sir; they did
not at that time. They turned all their goods over to W. B. Shaw who
is now trading in the old Gibbs building.
Q. Did Eddy finally take the store at which they were and go to
trading there himself~-A. No, sir; be did not.
Q. Did be ever go to trading in that agency in any way ?-A. No,
sir; he never handled any goods at all; he never was in the store to do
any business at all. He simply would come there and stay two or three
days on the reservation and go away. I think he stayed there about
four or five days at the last time when my store was closed and the
goods were transferred up to W. B. Shaw's store, and Eddy went a way
from there and has not been there since that I know of.
Q . .And Whistler, Piekett & Co. did not trade after about that
time?-A. No, sir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Shaw is there now, is he ?-A. He is, so far as I know. I have
not been there myself lately.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What was the date of your actually leaving there, selling to Keokuk and coming away 0?-A. The 1st of October was when I sold to
him.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Do you mean in 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Up to that time Eddy had not been there in trade ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
1
Q. You say that Eddy never was engaged in trade on that agency
up to the time you left there in October, 1886 ~-A. No, sir; he was
not.
Q. Did Whistler, Pickett & Co. sell out their stock to Shaw ~-A. I
do not know.
Q. You spoke of its having been turned over ~-A. Yes, sir; it was
turned over, but whether they sold it or not I could not tell you.
Q. Did they stay there or leave ~-A. Mr. Whistler has his home at
that place.
•
Q. When was that transfer made to Shaw~-A. I think it was along
about the 20th of July.
Q. In 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That waR directly after the payment was made of annuities ~-A.
Yes, sir; directly afterwards. ·
Q. Did Whistler, Pickett, or any of that :firm afterwards do business
there as traders ~-A. They did.
Q. With Shaw ~-A. Yes, sir; they were in his employ.
Q. Which one ~-A. Leon Whistler, the foreman of 'Vhistler, Pickett
& Co.'s store also worked for Shaw.
Q. Were there two Whistlers ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Father and son ~-L<\., No, sir ; father and nephew.
Q. And they both did business for Shaw after the transfer ~-A. The
old gentleman never did any work himself in the store. Of course it
went in his name, but Leon, his nephew, generally managed his store
for him. Leon was hired for W. B. Shaw.
Q. Was he there when you left in October ~-A. No, sir; he was ·not.
Q. How long did any of the firm of vVhistler, Pickett & Co. remain
with Shaw ~-A. Until the agent gave them notice that they had to
leave.
Q. When was that ~-A. That was about the middle of August, I
think. They had some trouble, and the agent, I believe, told him that
he could not clerk -any more for him.
.
Q. He told who ~-A. He told Whistler that he could not clerk for
Shaw any more. They had some difficulty; I do not know what it was,
but there was some trouble.
Q. That was in August, 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir; in August, 1886.
Q. Then there has been no member of that firm of Whistler, Pickett
& Uo. with Shaw since August, 1886 ~-A. I do not know; I have not
been there since October, 1886.
Q. Up to that time then ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say that you kept out $500 of the $2,500 that you collected~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. That was in January, was it ~-A. Yes, sir; it was in January.
Q. Of 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir.

~·
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Q. And then in July you collected $3,300 ?-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you do with that $3,300 ~-A. If you will go to those
gentlemen-Q. No; tell me ; I am asking you.-A. I paid it pro rata to my creditors.
Q. All of it~-._<\, Yes, sir; every dollar of it.
Q. Then you sold your building and stock of goods altogether for
$1,500 to the Indian Chief Keokuk, awl took his note ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. There was no cash paid by him ~-A. Not until about two months
afterwards, when he gave me $500.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Was that to be credited on the note ~-A. It was a separate note
that he gave me. He was going to sell some stock, and he said when
he sold that stock he would pay me $500.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. I thought he gave you his note for $1,500 ~-.A.. He gave me two
notes for $1,500,one at thirty and one at sixty days. One note was for
$1,000 and the other for $500.
Q. And the $500 note he paid ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you kept that ~-A. I kept that wi'th the exception of what
it took to move my furniture.
Q. You have just stated that .you went in with $1,700 and came out
with $500. :1\iy understanding is that you kept $500 out of the $~,500,
and then you kept $500 that Keokuk paid you, and that was $1,000 ~
A. Well, hold on. What does it cost a man to go to Washington~
Q. I do not propose to go into that. I only wanted to see whether it
was $500 or $1,000 that you came out with. Wllere is that note for
$1,000 given by Keokuk that remains unpaid ?-A. It is at my home in
Richfield.
Q. Has any payment been made on it ?-A. No, sir.
Q. You had about $13,000 due you from the Indians after you got
that ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever collect any of that $13,000 ~-A. Yes, sir; I have.
I got $600 and I paid a part to Searing & Mead and part to Ware &
Baker.
Q. How much did you pay to each of those firms ~-A . I paid to Searing & Mead, I think, $228, and to Ware & Baker about $40, and I
owed my brother some money that I had borrowed from him and I paid
him two hundred and odd dollars, and the balance I took with me right
out to where I am.
· Q. How much did you take with you ~
The WIT~ESS. To the place where I am living 1
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. I took $75 or $80.
Q. And you paid your brother how much ~-A . I think I paid him ·
two hundred and fifty and some odd dollars.
Q. That would make between four and :five hundred dollars. So that
you had $1,000 before and between four and five hundred dollars besides. You kept out of the business then between fourteen and fifteen
hundred dollars ?-A. I do not understand how you mean.
Q. You kept $500 out of the $2,500 of collections ?-A. Yes, sir.
,
Q. You got the $500 that Keokuk paiu you, and paid your brother
$250, and $175 or $180 you carried out to Richfield, where you now
are ?-A. Yes, sir.
-

202

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Senator CULLOM:. You did not keep the $250 that you paid your
brother; that was paying a debt as much as the other.
Q. vVhen you made that settlement with your creditors by which you
paid them 33i cents on a dollar and agreed that you would pro rate
whatever you collected afterwards among them, was your brother included in that list of creditors who were to get the benefit of future
collections ~-A. No, sir ; he was not.
Q. How came you to pay him $250 while you still owed other creditors
That was a private account.
Q. Then you did not keep your contract with your credit.ors ~-A. Yes,
sir; I did, to the letter.
Q. Did you not promise that whate-ver you collected out of debts due
you would pay over to them pro rata ?-A. Yes, sir; but he was not at
that time one of my creditors.
Q. Those other people were ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you promised them that everything you collected should be
divided pro rata ?-A. llold on. I had to borrow that money to go down
and get that money that the Indians owed me. I had to borrow it from
my brother to pay my expenses.
Q. He already had been your partner~-A. No, sir; be had. not been
my partner. He never ,ut in a dollar.
Q. Which brother was it who was you;r partner ~-A. It was D. T.
Little.
Q. Which one did you pay this money to ~-A. To D. T.
Q. The same man who had been your partner ~-A. He had not been
my partner.
Q. Was not the second license taken out in his name~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. That is the one you paid it to ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How much money did you have on hand when you made that settlement of 331 cents on the dollar with your creditors ~-A. I had
$3,300.
Q. Did you not make your settlement with them when you collected
that $2,500 on the January payment of annuities ~-A. No, sir ; that
$2,500 I distributed among my creditors at that time.
Q. But when you made the settlement for 33-J- cents on the dollar, that
was in July when you co1lected the $3,300 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How much did you owe at that time {-A. Considerablyover$6,000.
Q. Including what you paid at that time ~-A. Including what I paid
in January-over and above what I paid in January.
Q. After you had made payments to your creditors on that ~January
annuity, when you come to the July annuity and collected $3,300, how
much did you owe then ~
The WITNESS. Do you mean afterwards~
Senator BLACKBURN. No; before you paid them how much did you
owe them ~-A. Before I paid them I owed them close on to $8,000, a
little over.
Q. Now yon paid them $3,300 ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. That left you owing them about $5,000 ~-A. Yes, sir; it left me
owing them considerable; I never figured it.
Q. I am talking in round numbers-nearly $~\000; and you had
$13,000 due you ~-A. Yes, sir; I did have.
0. Well, if you had been able to collect your $13,000 it would not
have taken half that amount to pay off all the debts you owed ~-A. It
would have taken over $8,000 to pay what debts I owed.
Q. Not after paying the $3,300 ~-A. No; but the $8,000 I was owing at that time, and I had to pay them in that way to get a settleme nt .

'-A.
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Q. You paid illcm $3,300, and that brought it down to less than
$5,000 ~-A. Ye ~, sir.
Q. How much do you owe your creditors now ?-A. I do not know
what the interest will be on the money.
Q. I am not talking about interest, but about the principal ?-A. I am
owing over $o,OOO.
Q. If you only owed $8,000 in July, 1886, and paid $3,300, leaving
out the interest, how do yon manage to owe $6,000 now ~-A. Many
would add the interest and would not consider it 33~ per cent.
Q. I am not asking about the interest.-A. But they do.
Q. But I am asking yon about the principal of your debt. Have you
collected any money on these Indian debts of yours since July, 1886 ~
A. I collected $600.
Q. That is the $600 you have accounted for~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is that all you have collected ~-A. Yes, sir; the balance is owing
yet.
Q. Was it the full-bloods or the half-breeds that owed you the money,
as a rule~-A. It was kind of mixed up; a little of each.
Q. It is a good deal, taken altogether; is there any prospect of your
ever collecting it now ~-A. I do not know; it is pretty hard for a man
to collect af~er he is out of business and has closed up.
Q. What chance have you to get any part of that money now ?-A.
I do not know.
Q. They have no property that you can make responsible for it, have
they ?-A. No, sir.
Q. Was there any chance, except that you should look to the annuity made semi-annually ~-A. There was no chance for me to get it only
to stay there and collect it, and I was not permitted to do so.
Q. So that you have practically abandoned that debt ~-A. No, sir;
I have not.
Q. You think you will get it ~-A. I will take every cent.
Q. Do you think you will get it ~-A. I do not know; I cannot tell.
Q. Have you made any effort towards its collection since July last 'fA. Only the $600 that I told you I got in the fall.
Q. Has there been any annuity payment made to those Indians since
you collected that $600 ~-A. I do not think there has, that I know of.
By Senator CULLOJiri:
Q. How did you get that $600 ~-A. I went down there into the Territory.
Q. Did you collect it yourself or through some other person ~-A. I
collected it myself down there.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Did you make application to the Commissionel''s office for permission to go down there in person to collect that debt'?-A. I did not. I
do not remember making any application. There were some parties
here in this town that made applic&,tion for me. I knew it was useless
for me to say anything, the way I had been treated.
Q. Was the permission granted you by the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to go down and stay and collect your debts ~-A. Yes, sir; it
was to be twenty days at the agency to collect; twenty days is what I
was allowed to be there to collect.
Q. Was it not twenty days after each payment of annuities ~-A.
Yes, sir; it was twenty days, I guE>ss, afterwards.
Q. Does that order run to-day allowing you to go there to collect
this debt twenty days after each payment; has it any force now; can
0
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you go there now ~-.A. It was for two payments after I left there. As
l understand there has been a small payment made to them.
Q. That is what I want to get at. Have you the right to go there
now, under the order of the Commissioner of Inuian .Affairs, and remain
there twenty days after each payment of annuities to the Indians for
the purpose of collecting your debts ~-A. I have; but there bas not
been but one payment made.
Q. Was that order limited to two payments ~-A. Yes, sir; it was.
Q. Have you a copy of that order '? -A. I think I have.
Q. Where is it ~-A. I believe I have a copy of it here. [The witness
produced the paper called for.] I believe that says at the time of the
two next payments.
Q. Who is Mr. H. Dingman, of Washington City ~-A. I do not know.
Q. Did you ever employ such an attorney there ~- A. No, sir ; I
never did. I never had but one.
Q. Where did you get this letter ~-A. That letter was forwarded to
me from this city by Searing & Mead.
Q. Who are they ~-A. Searing & Mead are merchants here.
Q. How came they to make an application for you ~-A. I was owing
them.
Q. You were in debt to them and they made application for yon to
be permitted to go down there ~-A. Yes, sir; they did.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will submit this letter.
The following is the letter referred to':
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., October 26, 1886.
H. DINGMAN, Esq., City:
SIR: In compliance with request contained in the communication from Searing &
Mead, :filed by you on the 25th instant, the agent at the Sac and Fox Agency has been
advised to allow W. R. Little, an ex-Indian trader, to come upon the reservation at
the time of the two next payments. He will be allowed to remain 20 days upon the
reservation at each visit, in order to collect debts alleged to be dne him by the Indians.
Very respectfully,
A. B. UPSHAW,
Acting Cornrnissioncr.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. You say that Mr. Eddy came to you and first proposed to go into

business with you, his proposition being that he should put jn as much
money as you had invested in your buildings and stock of goods, and
then go on to do business with you as equal partners ?-A. That is
what he did.
Q. And that you declined, as I understood you to say, because of the
agreement that you had entered into with the McClung Brothers ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Now, was it in that same conversation at that time, or at a subse·
quent time, that Eddy proposed to let you have the use of his license~
A. It was at that time, twenty minutes afterwards, about.
Q. In the same conversation ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That conversation occurred in your store ~-A. Yes, sir; it did.
Q. Who was present ?-A. My brother was present.
Q. Anybody else ¥-A. I do not think there was. It was on Sunday
morning and we had the store closed.
Q. That was the first time you saw Eddy I think you said Y-A. Yes,
sir.
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Q. You said that he remained there about three· days ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And then went out to Berry's Range~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he ever renew the propositon to you after that conversation ~-A. He never did, because I would not accept it at that time.
Q. He did not talk business with you any more ~-A. No, sir.
Q. What did you understand by that second proposition of his as to
the using of his license ¥-A. I understood like this: That I would pay
him a certain amount of money (he did not say bow much he wanted)
for the use of his license, ancl he would let the store run in his name,
and, of course, the store would be known as Jobn Eddy's stote there at
the agency, and we would be using his license~ and we would take the
profit, whatever it woulcl be, and pay him so much for the use of his
license. That is the way I think he meant.
Q. When was that ~-A. That was in October, I think. He was there
about two weeks after the McClung Brothers were there.
Q. That would be October, 1885 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then your license was extended to January~-A. Yes, sir; to
January 1.
Q. And then it was that you went on to Washington ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And had an interview, or may be more than one interview, with
General Upshaw and General Atkins 1-A. I think I had two inter-·
Yiews with General Upshaw and several with the Commissioner.
Q. Mr. Ellis was with you at one of those interviews ~-A. He was
with me every time I w~nt to the Commissioner.
Q. But not in your interviews with General Upshaw ~-A. No, sir;
he was not.
Q. Did you at either one of those interviews, either with Commissioner Atkins or General Upshaw, tell them of the proposition that Mr.
Eddy had made to you, to sell to you or rent to you the use of his
license ~-A. ~o, sir; I did not.
Q. Why did you not tell them ~-A. Because I did not want to have
trouble on my hands. I was after my own license and thought the least
I could stir matters up the better.
Q. Did you not think it was a good thing to let them know that a
man who had been licensed there was haw king his license around trying
to sell it ~-A. I thought just like this: That if I coulrl get any thanks
for it it would be all right, but that I might put my foot in it by saying
anything about it.
Q. Did you think the Commissioner or the Assistant Commissioner
would undertake to justify such conduct on the part of Mr. Eddy ~-A.
I did not know anything about tllat ; they were strangers to me.
Q. Did you tell anybody about this proposition of Mr. E~dy's to you,
to rent out his license, or give you the use of it for so much money ~
The WITNESS. Do you mean while I was in Washington~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, or at anyother time~ Did you tell anybody
while you were in Washington; did you tell your attorney, Mr. Ellis,
about it ~-A. I do not remember whether I told Mr. Ellis or not; I told
him a good deal.
Q. You do not remember that you told him that~- A. I do notremember.
Q. Do you remember having told anybody about it in Washington~-
A. I did tell one man.
Q. Who was he ~-A. His name is Anthony Navarro, a Pottawatomie
man looking after Pottawatomie afl'airs in Washington.
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Q. How came you to tellllim about it ¥-A. Because he is an intimate
friend of mine.
Q. But you do not remember to have told your lawyer about it ¥-A.
I do not remember whether I did or not.
Q. You know you did not tell the Commissioner or the Assistant Commissioner about it ?-A. No, sir; I do not think I did.
Q. Between the time it occurred~ in October, 1885, and January, 188G,
when you went to Washington, did you tell anybody about it down here
at the agency ¥-A. Yes; I think I told the agent about it.
Q. Who was the agent at that time ¥-A. 1\ioses Neal.
Q. Where is he ¥-A. At the agency.
Q. Are you positive you told him that this man bad made this proposition to you ?-A. I think I am.
Q. You are pretty positive that you told Neal about it ?-A. Yes, sir;
lam.
Q. What <lid h~ say about it ~-A. I <lo not remember what he did
say about it, but I think the general impression was that that was what
he had done with Whistler, Pickett & Co. all the way through.
Q. But you do not remember what he told you when you communicated this proposition to him ?-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Had there been any charges fil ed with the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs against you as a tra<ler ~-A. I do not think there had. There
were not any when I was tllere at the office.
Q. Had there been any filed prior to that time, do you know ~-A. No,
sir. Mr. Ellis asked the Commissioner about it.
Q. What did he say ~-A. He said there were none in the office against
•
me.
Q. When you had that interview which you have described with Commissioner Atkins, in which he told you that you should be relicensetl,
did you not go from his office to General Upshaw's office ?-A. I think
I did.
.
Q. I think you so stated, that you went tb.ere to get your license. -A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Did not General Upshaw tell the clerk to issue that license to you
then ?-A. He did, but hl3 said I would have to have a new bond.
Q. Then was it not found there was no bond there ¥-A. It was
found that my brother had made a bond.
Q. But you had not¥-A. No, sir; I had not.
Q. So that your license would have been issued then if it had not
been for the fact that your own bond was not there ?-A. Yes, sir ; I
expect. that is true.
Q. Did not the clerk, under General Upshaw's direction, start to make
out that license when that fact was found out ~-A. I believe 1\-Ir. Osborne did; yes, sir. I sent the bond here to this town to be filled out.
It was not properly executed, and my name was not on it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I want to file in evidence a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which I have at the hotel, and which I will
produce this afternoon, assigning to 1\ir. Little the reasons why he did
not relicense him.
The OHA.IRMA.N. You mean the letter which was sent by the office to
him?
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; in that correspondence.
Senator CULLOM. If there is anything disclosed in it which bas not
been gone into during the examination, it would be only fair to Mr.
Little to have him re-examined on the subject.
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Senator BLACKBURN. The correspondence is here, and the better
way will be to file it all. The chairman bas asked l\lr. Little why it
was that a license was not reissued to him, and that correspondence
has been referred to by the witness; I have it, and I expect we had better file it all.
Senator CuLLOl\1:. Very well; wben that is seen we may want to ask
him some questions in reference to it.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN L. WOY.
JonN L. WoY, having been dul_y sworn, was interrogated. as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Please state your full name.-Answer. John L. Woy.
Q. Of what place are you a nati'le ~-A . Of Sparta, Monroe County,
Wisconsin.
Q. You have been an Indian trader, I believe~-A . Yes, sir; I have
been.
Q. At what place ~-A. At Darlington, Indian Territory.
Q. For how long a time f-A. I was licensed May 8,1883.
Q. Were you alone in business or were ~-,ou in partnership with some
one ~-A. I had a partner, 1\ir. John T. Hemphill, of Sparta, Wis. The
firm-name was Hemphill& Woy.
Q. Where is Darlington 1-A. It is centrally located in the Indian
Territory. It is on the east bor<ler of the Cheyenne and Arapaho Reservation, bordering on wllat is termed the Oklahoma country, on the
north of the Canadian Hiver.
Q. At the time you went there, what was the nearest point from which
you could ship your supplies 0?-A. Caldwell, Kans.
Q. How far was that ~-.A. One hundred and twelYe miles.
Q. What were the means of communication ?-A. We bad a daily
stage for the mails and passengers, and ox and mvle teams for freighting. Our freighting teams were oxen.
Q. When were your goods removed from tbe 1'erritory ~-.A . 'Ihey
were removed in March. 1886.
Q. What were the means of communication then f-A. They were
the same.
Q. There were no railroad communications through the Territory?A. No, sir.
Q. In what business had you been engaged pre,-ious to your being
licensed as an Indian trader ?-A. I was raised upon a farm in Ohio.
Wheniwas twenty-five years ofageiwenttoiowa and engaged somewhat in the produce business, in the buying and selling of grain and
live stock, and pork, in vVebster City, Iowa. '.rwelve years ago I went
to Sparta, Wis., and went into the grain and produce business there,
building a large elevator and handling a great deal of grain and seed,
wool, live stock, &c.
Q. What had been Mr. Hemphill's occupation or pursuit ?-A. From
the time I knew l\ir. Hemphill, at the time I vent to Wisconsin, he was
president of the First National Bank of Sparta, Wis., and bel<l that
position until the time that we became traders.
Q. In 1883 you received a license to trade. At what agency was
your trading license located ~-A. 1\.t the Cheyenne and .Arapahoe
Agency.
Q. How much money did you invest in the business at that time f
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The WITNESS. Do you mean the amount of our capital o~
The CHAIRMAN. I mean as a firm. State how you commenced business.
A. Our contract or agreement was that we should put in $30~000
as capital, $15,000 each. I afterwards increased my capital two or
three thousand dollar8, anti I bad a little over $17,000 of my own
capital invested.
Q. Then the firm had an investment at the start of about $30,000 ~
A. Y~.s, sir.
Q. Was there a trader there before you went there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you buy out some one ¥-A. I succeeded L. Candee, a gentleman who had been associated with Mr. Hem}) hill. Hemphill had
been there six months before I went there, and had been financially
. interested from the commencement of L. Candee's tradership.
By Senator OULLOM:
Q. Where was Candee from ~-A. He was from Chicago, as far as I
knew. He is now of Saint Louis.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you enlarge the business ~-A. Yes, sir; somewhat.
Q. What about the buildings which you put up ?-A. We built very
few buildings after we went there, as the buildings had been just built
up new. L. Candee in 1881 built the buildings.
Q. What were the buildings worth; what did they cost ~-A. The
expense account shows $13,000.
Q. Can you give the exact date of your first license ~-A. It was May
8, 1883. We commenced to open our store as a firm June 1, 1883.
Q. Were your license, renewed annually ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Until what time~-.A. Until May 8, 1885.
Q. So far as you know, was there any complaint against you and your
method of conducting trade at the store or agency~-A. There was not.
Q. State, in your own way, the history of your application for a renewal of your license, and the result.-A. Thirty days previous to the
expiration of the license we always sent in our application for a renewal,
and we did that on the 1st of April of that year. That was our custom.
Thirty days previous to the expiration we would send in our application,
with a bond approved, for renewal.
Q. Proceed and ~ta.te what occurred.-A. The renewal did not come,
and as it was not uncommon to have our mails and our business a good
ways behind in getting into the Territory, we paid little attention to it
for the time being, simply calling the attention of the Indian agent to
the fact that we bad no license. He said, until it was revoked, and we
had a notification of it, why we would be at liberty _to trade, and so
long as there was nothing said we said nothing until we thought the
time exceeding long, when we again called the attention of the agent to
the fact. He replied that his matters were very much detained at the
office of the Indian Department, and he supposed there was a great rush
of business under the change of administration, and therefore it would
he naturally slow, and we did not think much about it, and it was up in
June or the 1st of July before we had any intimation that there might
be any trouble about the license. 1'be first intimation we had of anything going crooked, that looked to us like a possibility that we would
not get a _license, was a mysterious letter, a strange letter, that came to
us from the city of Washington. We could not comprehend its meaning or import or why we should have had it.
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Q. Who was it from ~-A. I do not remember. If you will allow me
to refer to my letter-files I can tell you. I read it over, and that is
about all I know about it, except that I know where to find it. [After
an examination of a letter-press copy-book.] It was from Samuel C.
Mills.
Q. Was he a stranger to you ~-A. Yes, sir; I never had heard of him
before.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Have you heard of him since ~-A. No, sir; except through a second letter.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. He is an attorney ~-A. Yes, sir. We had never employed any
attorneys before this ,
Q. This was simply a letter from an attorney who said that if you
wanted any of his assistance why he would be glad to serve you ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. It is not impl>rtant enough to put into the record. You may
proceed with your statement.-A. We went to the agent about it,
and we wrote or answered Mr. Mills, saying that we never had employed any attorneys in our business there, and did not know that
we had any need for one. He answered in reply that our Indian
tradership license might require looking after, and it might be nee' essary for us to have an attorney, or to that effect. When we talked
to the agent in regard to the matter we said to him,'' Who is there
in Washington City that we might write to, that we could engage
there, to save one of us going t~ere, who would go to the Commissioner and see whether or not he is going to renew our license~"
We then commenced to feel as though we ought to make some move in
tue matter. He referred us to a gentleman there, a young attorney,
who was a friend of his. He says, ''If you have a mind to write to him,
I presume that he can see to all that you want." And so we wrote to
him.
Q. To Mr. King ~-A. Yes, sir; to Mr. George A. King; and he wrote
us back something to the effect that the Commissioner was hesitating ;
that was about what he said, the import of it; that the Commissioner
was hesitating, a.nd he thought it would be better for some one to come
down there. Late in June I went to the North on a little visit, and in
connection with business, with my family, and was in Wisconsin at the
time of Mr. King's reply came, and my partner forwarded the correspondence and thought I had better go down to Washington. About
the 16th of July I was in Washington City and I called upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. I had letters of recommendati~n, of course,
from pleuty of Wisconsin friends, Senators, Congressmen, &c., and I
went to the Commissioner and stated my object in coming.
Q. Did any one go with you to see the Commissioner ~-.A. I think
Mr. King went in with me that morning and introduced me.
Q. Senator Sawyer did not go with you, did he ~-A. No, sir; no
Congressman or Senator was with me. I think George A. King went
in with me and introduced me. I had never been in the Commissioner's
office before, and never had met him. I am not quite sure I am right
about saying that Mr. King went in with me, but I believe he did. I
told the Commissioner that I had come in to see about our license, and
he replied that he had appointed two traders for our agency. I said,
"We have had no notification of it that you intended to do so." Well,
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he did not consider that it was necessary. I said, ''Will you not appoint a third. one~"
Q. Before leaving that, did he state who he had appointed ~-A. Yes,
sir; I asked for the names of the gentlemen, from the fact that I felt
that I might want to confer with them in regard to some trade that we
might be desirous of making with them.
Q. Who did he say he had appointed ~-A. He said that he had appointed W. B. Barker at the personal request of Secretary Lamar; that
Secretary Lamar had come to him and said that he desired that Barker
should have an appointment as trader at a place that he might select,
and that he had selected the Cheyenne and Arapaho Agency. That
is about as he put it.
Q. Who was the other trader whom he had appointed ~-A. Resaid,
"I have appointed C. Y. Meeks, of Tennessee, a personal friend oi
mine."
Q. Then you were going on to say that you asked if he would not
appoint you besides ~-A. I asked him if he would. not appoint a third
trader. He said, ''I do not think that I shall, but,'' he says, "Mr. Hubbell of that place and agency, a trader, was here yesterday, and from
what he tells me" (he had made some inquiry in regard to the amount
of business we had at our agency)'' I may change my mind and appoint
a third man. If I do I have promised the place to Mr. Hubbell."
Q. How many traders were there at the agency before this time~
A. When L. Candee went there there was but one, a Mr. Reynolds.
Then Hayes and Connell, with Candee, having two licenses, comoined
and put Reynolds out. That made two. Mr. Connell was running one
and Mr. Candee the other. A year after I went there, Reynolds, Doty
& Hubbell procured a license and built a new store. That made three.
Q. And was that the number up to the time that you went to Washington ~-A. Yes, sir; that was the number that was there then; that
was the most that was ever there.
Q. What was the amount of your trade there at your own store annually ~-A. When there were two traders there it was from $100,000
to $125,000 each. At least that was the amount of our business, and I
believe their business to have been about equal; I am speaking of Connell's business and ours.
Q. Do you mean to say there was a business of about $300,000 done
at the agency ~-A. No, sir; there were only two traders at that time.
When there were three traders, which was the case a little over a year,
our individual trade was from $75,000 to $80,000 a year, and theirs was
something near the same; I do not know what it was.
Q. The whole of the trade at the agency would be something, then,
like $250,000~-A.. Well, at least $225,000 I should say.
Q. 'fhe Commissioner said that if he did license another trader there
he should license Hubbell ~-A. He said, "I have been talking with Hubbell in regard to the amount of business you can do." He asked me
how much our trade was. I said at our last invoicing our trade was
over $75,000 for a year, and I said I presumed the other three traders
were doing nearly the same amount of business. "Why, yes," he said,
"Hubbell tells me about the same thing in a report from his store."
Q. Did you ask him whether there had been any complaint made
against you ~-A. I asked him why we should be removed to give place
to any one else without charges being preferred. He says, " I have
stated to you the fact; it was personal friendship that did it." He says,
''You are as good men as we can ever put there." That is about all
the answer he made. He said, ''Your characters are unexceptionable."
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Q. Iu that conversation did you say to the Commissioner anything as
to what the effect would be of not having your license renewed ~-A. I
told him that it was going to embarrass us wonderfully, and he says,
"In what way ~n I said,'' In the first place, we have a very heavy
stock of goods and are doing a large business at an inland place, and,"
I said, "unless your appointees will take our buildings and property it
will ruin us." I asked him if lle thought they would do it, or if they
were able to do it. I said, "I ask this simply for information to help
me." He said that Barker, he thought, would command some money,
but he said Meeks was a poor man. He said, ''I hope you can make
some arrangement with them so that you will not meet with serious
loss"; and he gave me their addresses ou a piece of paper with his own
band. He asked me about the amount of investment we had. I told
him that our stock would invoice anywhere from $30,000 to $35,000;
that our buildings had cost us $13,000; that we had from $5,000 to
$6,000 of outside property in hide-yards and presses, ox-trains and
wagons-heavy, coarse wagons for freighting-and that we had a large
outstanding indebteduess, and would have until we could meet a pay•
ment and make collections.
Q. Did you state the amount to him at the time ~-A. I stated it at
$10,000; that was as near as I could then estim~te it, and it was very
nearly correct; or that our investments would be perhaps from $55,000
to $60,000.
Q. Did you not make a remark of this sort to the Commissioner when
he said that Barker coulcl command some capital, but Meeks was a poor
man: "So Barker is the only man there that the three traders can sell
to" 0!-A. Yes, sir; I believe I did.
Q. What did he reply ~-A. He said he could not furnish capital to
buy traderships, and he said it in a distinct, positive, and short manner; that he was not furnishing capital to buy traderships. I was simply inquiring for information so as to find a way to get out of the trap.
Q. l suppose you ~ecame convinced that you were not going to be
hcensed ~-A. I felt a little that way.
Q. ,,-hat did you say then to the Commissioner ~-A. 1 was looking
around for a way to get out, and that is why I asked him those questions.
Q. Did you ask him for an extension of time ~-A. I asked him what he
would do for us. He said, '' We will have to give you some time. Will
sixty days' time•clean up your business and get you out of the Territory~" I r eplied that one year coulu not do it and save us. I said,
"We !lave no one to sell to unless it is to your traders, your appointees,
and if you appoint but two men there will be three of us to sell to them,
and we cannot all sell to them, if any of us can."
Q. vVhat did he say to that ~-A. He said he hoped that some arrangement could be made by which we would not meet with loss, and
that we should have ample time. I construed that to mean that be
wonlu consider that we should have plenty of time to get away; that
we woulu not be hastened, at least, ·e specially if there were but two
new appointees; that we being the third and last might possibly remain
for a year, or something of that kind. That is the way I looked at it,
you know. I so understood it. I only remained two days in the citJ',
and this occurred in the first conversation. The Commissioner asked
me how long I should stay in the city, and I said I should stay only
nutil the following day; that I was in a great hurry to get home. He
asked me to call again, and I called again the next day. On this occasion we went over the ground about as we had do~e on the first day,
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except that the Commissioner asked me a gooLl many more questions
and said,'' I am a little surprised at what I hear of the amount of business that you men do; but," says he, "you shall have ample time";
and he seemed to feel a little more generous towards me the second day
than he bad the first day, but he did not :fix any time for our remaining
then.
Q. Did you try to get any time fixed ~-A. I contended for a year's
time. I wanted one year in which to have time to look around. I stated
to him this fact, that many of our goods were winter stock, a great majority of them were heavy winter stock and would IJOt sell until the
winter time of the year; that they consisted of heavy clothing, and
heavy boots and shoes, and goods of coarse material, a.nd that in the
heat of summer it would be imnossible for us to sell them to the Indians
or to force them off perhaps on other traders.
Q. Well, you got nothing except a statement from him that you should
have ample t.ime ~-A. That is all; be fixed no time.
·
Q. You went home then ~-A. I returned home to the agency as soon
as I could. My family was in Wisconsin. I returned there immediately
and then went directly home.
Q. What next did you hear ~-A. I reached home, I think, on the 6th
of August, and about that time the iustructions came to the Indian
a_gentthat Hemphill & Woy should prepare to quit the Territory by the
21st of October.
Q. When was it that you were in Washington ~-.A.. On the lGth of
July.
By Senator OuLLOM :
Q. What is the date of this letter of instructions that came to the
agent, or what time did you receive it ~-A. I have not the letter, but
it was dated some time in August.
Q. This visit of yours to Washington was in July ~-.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. And this letter was received something like a month afterwards,
perhaps ~-A. Yes, sir; it was a month, or nearly a month ; I will not
say just when, for I do not know. I do not recollect it, and I have not
got a file of them, from some cause, and do not know whether I can
find it. These iustructions would come to the Indian agent and he
would send a clerk over with a simple note saying, I am authorized thus
and so, and that was all there was to it. It was a telegram, and he
sent it over, hut we failed to make a copy of it.
"'
Q. You were then preparing to go out~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will furnish a copy of the orders.
The vVITNESS. I suppose you have them. I do not know what time
it was, but it was after I had gone back there.
By the OrrAIRM.A.N:
Q. Did either of these persons who were appointed traders appear at
the agency ~-A. I learned, when I g·ot back, that Mr. Barker had been
there; at least one of them had been there, and I believe it was Mr.
Barker.
Q. Did you see him ~-A. No, sir; I was not there myself. ~fy partncr saw him and had some talk with him, but he had gone when I got
there.
Q. Didyouseehimatanytime ~-A. vVhenireturned again late in the
fall, about October, perhaps, I do not know exactly the date, be was there.
lie was there in the fall, about the time. or before the time the license
expired; I mean our extension. There was some correspondence between
B~trker and ourselves during his absence, I believe, but I do not know
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at what time. I believe Barker was in Darlington about the time I
was in Washington, I think just about that time, and had conversations
with the traders, and then had left without making any arrangements.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Was any arrangement ever made ?-A. Yes, sir; Barker made
one.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q~ You had, either by correspondence or verbally, some negotiations
with Batker about selling to him ?-.A. Yes, sir; my partner bad some
correspondence with him during my absence in which he desired tonegotiate with him in some way or shape to cover our business.
Q. Did it amount to an ofter on the part of Barker ~-A. No, sir, I
believe not ; he declined, I believe, all offers.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who declined all offers ?-A. Mr. Barker declined, I believe, to
make any offers to enter into partnership or any arrangement by which
we could trade, while he also declined to buy our stock or property.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you make any propositions to him, any offers to him ?-A.
We certainly did. We tried very hard to get him to take bold of our
business.
Q. Did you give him any figures ?-A. I think we made him some
:figures. My partner and he had talks and I have a copy of a letter that
was written to Barker in relation to our business.
Q. Just read it, please.- .A. (Reading.) "I am in hopes my partner
will ret\lrn in a few days"-_
Q. That is from your partner, lVIr. Hemphill, to Mr. Barker ?-A.
Yes, sir. [Continuing to read:] ''Your: address was limited to two
weeks, so I write now to reach yon." It seems he had been there~ and
when he left be said he would be at his home two weeks and correspondence would reach him there. This was written July 16, so that
he must have been at the agency early in July. He was writing to get
inside of the limit. Be asked lVIr. Barker something like this: "How
would you like to take us in as partners, or what share would you be
willing to take and let us do business for you 0?" That was Mr. Hemphill who wrote. He says, " ~Iy partner has not yet returned."
Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, let us put the whole of that letter in.
The letter referred to is as follows:
DARLINGTON, IND. T., July 16, 1885.
SIR: My partner bas not yet returned, so I am still unable to make you differfmt proposition than when you was here.
How would you like to take us in as partners ; or what salary or commission would
you take and let us do bnsiness under your license ?
I am in hopes my partner will return in a few days. Your address was limited to
two weeks, so I write now to reach you. Please let us hear from you.
Yo11rs, truly,
HEMPHILL & WOY.
WALTER B. BARKER, Esq.,
Jackson, Miss.
DEAR

The WrrNESS. In answer to that, on the 21st of July, 1885, Mr. Barker
wrote the following letter:
JACKSON, MISS., July 21, 1885.
Sms: I am in receipt of your favor, 15th instant, and in reply beg to say I
can see no way by which any arrangement could be effected in the several ways you
suggest. I would not, of course, do anything that would bear the semblance of actDEAR
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mg in bad faith towards the Indian Department, ana I am sure you would not, and
to do what you suggest could be construed into something like it. I do not see how
we can make any trade. In the first place your stock is nea.rly double what I would
think of buying were I to entertain the idea of buying an old stock; and in -the second place your store-house is by far too expensive for me. All I would think of doing
would be to lease your store-house for four years, and your residence near by, if you
desired. Your stock of goods I would not think of making you an offer for, for the
reason H is so large and you have been in business so long that much dead stock
would naturally accumulate.
If you see proper, please say what you will lease me yonr store-house and residence,
separate or the two, for four years, payments to be made as you desire. I will thank
yon to write me at once, for if I cannot lease yours, or either one of the other two,
I shall have to build, and of course must know not later than 1st August.
Yours, truly,
vV. B. BARKER.
Messrs. HEMPHILL & WoY,
Darlington, Ind. T.

By the CnAIRMA.N:
Q. w·hat rrply did you make to that letter ~-.A.. I did not make any
reply; that fixed it with us so far as that is concerned. We bad no
other letter, I had not at least, from him until he came there.
Q. That ended the negotiation ~-.A.. Yes, sir ; the correspondence.
Q. Then when he came there what occurred ?-.A.. When Mr. Barker
came to us we had had some correspondence with Mr. Meeks during that
same time. 1\ir. Meeks bad gotten there before Barker came back, and
we had some negotiations with him-of course-all traders, all handsand we had not beard from 1\Ieeks and were therefore hardly at liberty
to negotiate with Barker until we heard from Meeks, as we had submitted propositions to him. But of course we talked business to Barker and were anxious to make some arrangement. Therefore he was in
to negotiate with us for the lease of our house; that was what he proposed to do, and the thing that we did not desire to do.
Q. Did he ever make you any proposition to buy your stock ~-A..
No, sir.
Q. Did you make any proposition to sell it to him, any definite proposition, that is, name the figures at which you would sell it to him ~-A.
Yes, sir; we did in regard to the building8 and put an approximate valuation on the stock.
·
Q. What did you offer to sell your buildings for ~-A. We offered
them for $5,000 la.s tly. We asked more of course at first, but we offered
them to llim at $5,000.
Q. And what was your proposition about the stock ~-A. That we
would sell it at GO to 75 per cent. oil' from actual cost of investment at
appraisement.
Q. Was that offer accepted ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did be make a proposition as to what he would "do, and if so what
was it ~-A. Mr. Barker said that he would give us $3,500 for our buildings. That was the only pr~position, I believe, we ever had for our prop..
erty.
Q. That included what; your store-house and what else ~-A. Our
warehouses, bide-yards, bide-press, and corrals.
Q. And your residence ~-A. I am not quite sure that the residence
was included. It was a thousand-dollar property as we appraised it
and valued it to him.
Q. What did these buildings cost you ~-A. Thirteen thousand dollars, all told.
Q. Did you make any definite proposition to Meeks ~-A. I see that
by letter we did.
0
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Q. What was it ~-A. It is very dim to read in this letter-press copybook, but this is it :
DARLINGTON, IND. T., July 1, 1885.
DEAR SIR: We understanu that you are appointed trader at this place. Now we
have the best store-building of the three here, and the largest experience in the kind
and quality of goods that is needed here, consequently the best stock, and have the
la.rgest trade, and we trust you will call on us before you enter into contract for building or stock, as we can sell you both cheaper than you can possibly lay them down
here.
Please let us hear from you.
Yours truly,
HEMPHILL & WOY.
C. Y. MEEKS, Esq.,
Sardis, Tenn.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q . vVas there any answer to that ~-A. I think likely. Here is one
I find in my letter-press copy-book. But first here is another letter,
which we wrote to.Mr. Meeks on the 15th of August, 1885:
DARLINGTON, IND. T., August 15, 1885.
DEAR SIR: Our Mr. Woy has returned, and after talking matters-over we have come
to the conclusion to make you the following proposition:
Sell you our stock, a~:~ we talked with you while here, less freight both ways. Sell you
our buildings, consisting of store (with its five large, nicely furnished rooms up-stairs
arranged for family living) ware-room, dwelling, hide-house, and sheds and fences
around hide-yard, barn and houses and corral, pumps, wells, cisterns, &c. (which
together cost us nearly $13,000), for $7,000. This will give you a first-class business
with dwellings, all ready to step into, with our good-will with the Indians, which
is worth a great dea,l, and we will go out and give yon possession at once.
Truly yours,
HEMPHILL & WOY.
C. Y. MEEKS, Esq.

The WITNESS. In reply to that Mr. Meeks sent us the following letter:
SARDIS, HENDERSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE,
Septernber 7, 1885.
Messrs. IlEll:lPIIILL & WoY :
Your letter of August lG received and contents duly noted, and after due consideration I must decline to accept your proposition. I do not want to buy any of your
houses; would like to lease your store-bouse for four years. Goods I suppose are now
about 10 pet· cent. cheaper than they were when you bought, and unless I could get
a very great bargain in the purchase of old goods I would prefer to buy. a new stock.
I think I will come out there between this and the 21st of October and then perhaps
we ca,n make a trade about the store-house.
Will you lease your store-house for four years ~ If so, wha,t will you lease it for?
Yours, truly,
C. Y. MEEKS.
By Senator BL.A.CKBURN:

Q. Is there any answer to your letter of the 21st of July, 1885 ~-A.
No, sir ; I think not.
Q. Did you get any answer to your letter to Meeks, I mean, of the
21st of July ~-A. No, sir; he says he would be there the 21st of October.
Q. He says that in answer to your letter of August 15.-A. I do not
think, then, we have any reply.
,.
Q. You do not speak in your letter of August 15 of having failed to
get an answer to your letter of July 21.-A. If there was a reply it has
been mislaid; I have not been able to find it; there may possibly have
been one, but there was none to my knowledge.
Q. It is rather singular you did not state the fact in your letter of
August 15 that you hafl \Vl'ittcu to him on the 21st of July and had re-
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ceived no reply from him ?-A. I know it; but you do not wish for that
letter worse than I did. We never bad any such letter to my knowledge; if we had you would have it. The letter to Barker then comes
in next, in answer to his last letter.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Is there any other correspondence that you have between you and
Meeks ~-A. No, sir ; I believe there is nothing more.
Q. You have no copy of the letter which you wrote in reply to 1\feeks,
asking what you would rent for'?-A. No, sir; we never answered it.
Q. Meeks soon came there, did be ~-A.. Yes, sir; he came on and we
never answered those letters that pertain to leasing buildings.
Q. Did you have a conversation then with Meeks in regard to matters ?-A. We had some. I spent several days and nights sitting up
with him trying to make some negotiation with him, without any definite result, though.
Q. You say that you bad a good deal of talk with. Meeks to try and
negotiate with him ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That continued over a considerable period of time ~-A. Yes, sir;
perhaps nearly two weeks. He was there and seemed to be inclined
to fix himself up for business, and between Hays and myself we kept him
quite busy.
Q. What was the result_of it so far as you were concerned ?-A. It
amounted to nothing. He never made us a proposition to buy a dollar's worth of goods or buildings in any shape or form, but rather admitted that be was not able to do it. That was the import of his conversation, that he would have to' do something else than buy buildings.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. This is Mr. Meeks you are talking about now ?-A. Yes, sir; Mr.
Meeks. He made us no proposition.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. He made you no proposition of any kind except to lease your
buildings ~-A. He wanted to know what we would lease the buildings
for, the same as J?arker did, and we positively declined to put any
'price on them for leasing. We thought that we would not be the owners when we went out.
Q. I see in your letter-book there a letter to Barker, which was written subsequently, a reply to Barker's letter ~-A. (Referring to letterbook). This is a letter dated August 19, 1885. It is a letter which I
wrote to Mr. Barker, and reads as follows:
DARLINGTON, INDIAN TERRITORY, August 19, 1885.
Mr. BARKER:
My DEAR SIR: Referring to yours by Mr. Charles, will say we have submitted
terms of sale of our stock and property to another party that desired it, and if he declines shall be glad to negotiate with you. Should have reply in a few days. Our
buildings and stock are fresh and good, and we will sell it at a great discount and invoice
it at once, so much so that the purchaser will have decided advantage over any stock
that can be put here. The same can be said of the buildings, as no more are needed
at present. It is the fittest that survive. Shpuld you come here you can buy what
we have varying from 60 to 75 per cent. on the dollar. This store is built four years
and is a number one building.
Truly yours,
HEMPHILL & WOY,
ByWOY.
By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. All this negotiation resulted in nothing 1-A. Yes, sir.

INDIAN 'fRADERSHIPS.

217

Q. What then happened with regard t o your rj ght to trade there~
..A. About this time, when we discovered we were no t going to be
able to sell anything, we again appealed to the· Commissioner by letter
through the agent.
.
Q. Did the Commissioner come there at any time ?-A. He came there
along later. But we wrote the Commissioner, and I have copies of the
letters here, and the Commissioner extended our time to January 1.
Q. In the mean time he had been there, had he .not ?-A. In the mean
time, during the month of November, the Commissioner came there and
was in our store and was with me some time. I showed him our buildings, and took him through our property that he might see what it was
and what we had. He bought some little notion of dry goods in the
store and staid with us some little time.
Q. What did he say about having refused to furnish you with arelicense, if anything ?-.A. He simply replied, when he looked all through,
that it was a bad state of affairs, or something to that effect, and he was
sorry for it, or sorry for us, one of the two he said, I do not know which.
Q. Then your time was extended to January 1 ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you go out then ~-.A. \Vell, we intended going, but owing
to the high waters and the impassable condition of the roads we failed to
do so, and lVIr. Hemphill went to Washington City, seeing that it would
be utterly impossible for us to haul our goods over the roads and through
the rivers and waters as yet, and that we must be allowed to stay until
the roads were better and the waters would go down, so that we could
get through. Of course our trade was virtually over. We had, of
course, exhausted all our grocery traffic months before, and our trade
did not amount to anything then, for our goods were of that character
that were not often called for. The grocery department had run out
and our trade was light, because the Indians. will go to stores where
they find tobacco, coffee, and sugar sold.
Q. What you were asking for then was not an extension of time to
trade but to remove in ?-A. Simply an extension of time, owing to the
condition of the roads in the country we were going to pass through.
While it implied the privilege to trade, we cared nothing for the trade;
that virtually was ended for us, but we wanted to trade so as to be able
to collect what was due us, if anything could be done of that kind.
Q. Did you get that permission ?-~1\.. Yes, sir. Mr. Hemphill went
to vVashington and talked with the Commissioner, and he said that we
should remain until the middle of February, and that by that time the
water would be down so that we could get awa:y.
Q. Do you know yourself whether there was any consultation between
the Commissioner and the Secretary as to that last extension ?-A. I do
not know anything about it only what my partner would state in the
matter, and what he stated to me, that he thought we ought to stay
until April, until the roads would dry down and until we could get
out comfortably in warmer weather, as it would be a tedious journey
for our families, and he begged that time to be extended until April,
and the Commissioner was inclined to give it, and partially consented
to do it, but jumped up hastily from his seat and said, "Wait until I
speak to the Secretary of the Interior for a minute," or words to that
effect, and he went out and came back and said in an excited manner,
''The Secretary says that you must go at once, that your time has been
exten(led already and that yon must go at once, but," he says, "if it
costs me my office you shall stay until the 15th of February." That is
what my partner told me, and what I presume be will tell you.
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Q. At that time you left the Territory, did you ~-A. Yes, sir; we
closed our door~ then, boxe<l our goods and commenced loading and
shipping them awa.y .
·
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. vVhen was that ~-A. After the 15th of February ; we closed that
day.
By the CHAIR:;\IAN :
Q. What was the result; what was the condition of the roads at that
time ~-A. They were practically impassable, and the goods we loaded
were six weeks in getting here to Arkansas City.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. What was the distance '-A. About 150 miles. It was 112 miles
to Caldwell, and the most of them came by the way of Caldwell, and
some by the way of Ka.w, which was 135 miles.
Q. Which was the nearest railroad point ~-A. Caldwell, Kans.; it
was 112 miles. When I came myself, with my wife and child, we had
a two-horse buggy and a double-seated wagon. We took the seat ofi
and put the trunk in and sat on top of the trunk, put our feet on the
dash-board, and forded the Cimarron River with our horses swimming
part of the time. That is the way we came out.
Q. How long were you coming up there yourself ~-A. I think about
six days, with a two -horse carriage.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What. was the result, financially, so far as you were concerned~
A. The result waR that during the time we were reducing our stock
we did not pretend to sell it for what it cost us. We gave it away and
disposed of it in any way we could, as we did not feel that it was of
any use to try to get it out, a great deal of it, of any consequence, and
we reduced our stock to perhaps $10,000 or $12,000. It was not invoiced; we did not invoice it. vVe invoiced it the last of January and
we staid there until February 15, and we reduced it below that. It was
something over $13,000 in January, and we reduced it some more, and
the remainder we brought over here. Our creditors were excited and
commenced to press us, and the result was we had to go in and make
an assignment of it to save its being attached for debt, and put it all
under assignment.
Q. And have you been trying to sell it out here, at Arkansas City¥A. Yes, sir; it has been sold.
Q. With what result ~-A. I scarcely know. The court appointed
an assignee who went on and sold it for something over $3,000; that is
what it nets, I believe-$3,200 or $3,300.
Q. What did it cost to bring it up here ~-A. It cost, I think, nearly
$400, perhaps. We paid from $1 to $1.25 a hundred for the freighting,
by Caldwell, here.
Q. What became of your buildings ~-.A. They remained there, thpse
' that are not burned down, but there was one barn one of the old
corrals, which was formerly the old store before we built the new store,
which was burned recently. That old store was a good picket building,
with a shed in addition, and was originally a trader's house, but we
converted it into a barn and store-room, or something of that kind, at
the back end of the lot.
Q. What became of your new store-house ~-A. That stands there
about as we left it, empty.
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Q. Is the Government using any portion of your buildings "? -.A.
The agent told me that he had taken the privilege to pack the bacon
in the cellar, several car-loads of spoiled bacon, and put on top several
car-loads of ashes thaL he had to preserve it.
Q. He did not do that in pursuance of any arrangement with you~
.A. No, sir; not from any consultation with us, except that we turned
the key OYer to him when we left there.
Q. Have you any means of disposing of your buildings at all ~-A..
No, sir; not in any way.
Q. Was there anything due you from the Indians when you left
there ~-.A. Yes, sir; there was about $8,000 due us. The books show
perhaps iearly $9,000 of uncollected debts against the Indians and
others.
Q. What has become of that ~-.A. We have never looked after it
at all. I spoke once or twice to the agent about it, and he said the
Indians were without money or means, and he said it would be impossible to collect a dollar of it.
Q. Do you think you could have collected it if you had been permitted to remain there ~--.A. We could have collected some of it as soon
as they got their money, of course.
Q. Did it consist of old accounts, or what ~-A. There is about $3,000
of accounts; $3,000 to $4,000 that were Candee's accounts, made in
1881 and 1882, before I went there.
Q. That, practically was not worth anything ~-A. I cannot say there
was that much uncollected. We had collected some of those old accounts, but that was what it was when I bought in. We collected
nearly half of those old accounts and also extended others and kept the
account even, or made it greater than it was then.
Q. What proportion of that $10,000 do you think would have been
collectible if you had been permitted to remain at the agency '-A.
Under the existing circumstances now, as they have turned out, I think
the possibilities are that we never could have collected perhaps over the
half of them, if that.
Q. What do you refer to as "existing circumstances "~--.A. I refer
to the matter of the Indians being deprived of any money resource.
They get no annuities in any sense now except what they get from beefhides of the beeves that the Government issues. That they always got
and get still. .Any other moneys must come from the sale of property
of their own, such as ponies and cattle.
Q. lias that diminished the value of the agency as a trading post ~-
A. I think it has, materially.
Q. I want to ask a question or two in regard to the character of this
Indian trade. Is it possible to sell to the Indians for cash where they
have annuities~-A. Yes, sir; while they had money. They are as good
cash dealers as I ever traded with anywhere.
Q. Do they keep their money ~-A. No, sir; they do not keep their
money. They cannot keep it any length of time; no longer than they
can find somebody to dispose of it to; that is about the way of it.
Q. Suppose a trader undertook to do a cash business at an Indian
agency, what would be the result~ -A. If he was the sole trader, or all
the traders would combine on that basis, I presume they could do a
little business for a time. But certainly the Indians would starve to
death if they were dependent on the agency, because they will not save
their money ahead and provide for a day when they are hungry.
Q. Are they dependent on the traders to some extent?-A. Yes, sir;
they were wholly so at that time. They got no other annuities from
the Government while we were tl:lere except a little flour and beef.
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Q. They got a cash. annuity ~-A. Yes, sir; but they got the most of
their money from the lease of their lands.
Q. You have scarcely answered my question fully yet. Do you think
it is practicable for an Indian trader to do a cash business ~-A. No,
sir; I would not think so. I should not do it if I were to go to trading
again. There are Indians that I would trust as quick as I would a.
white man if I knew who they were. They are just as good pay if you
know your man.
Q. You spoke of an affidavit which was forwarded by your partner
to Washington in July, which gave an account of your investments or
a statement of your investments there. Do yon know whether this is a
copy of it [handing a paper to the witness] ~-A. Yes, sir; ,this is a
copy of the statement which we retained. This is a statement of our
property and buildings.
Senator BLACKBURN. What is that, an affiUavit ~
The CHAIRMAN. It is an affidavit, which was sent to Washington, of
the an1ount of investment made there by this firm of Hemphill & Woy.
The paper referred to is as follows :
I, John T. Hemphill, of the firm of Hemphill & 'Voy, traders n.t Dn.r1ington, C & A
Agency in the Indin.n Territory, do make ailidavit of investment at this agency as
follows:
Paid for two-story frame store buil<ling 4~_-;;o ;- one-Htory n-nre-room
26x50, and sleeping rooms 14x2S; one-story dwelling lt5x:32, with wing
14x28; freight and expenses of buildiugs, same complete with stone
foundations, celhus, auu permanent furnitnre such as counters, shelving and office; valuo to-day ... _.. _.... _...... _.... __ ....•...... ~ . . . . $10, HiG !18
Stock, estimated from inventories:
J nne 1, 1883. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . $32, 5i9 64
Jan.1, 1884 -----·----------------------------------·
:32 293 61
July 10, 1884.... . . • • • • . . . . . . . .. • . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . .. . .
28: 58G 80
Jan. 10, 1:885 ................. _. . . . .. . . .. .. . . . . . • • • • •
30, 857 12
Average=tof ------------------------·-------·------ 124,31617 or 31,079 04
41,2:3:> 02
Investment in hide-buildings ................ -------------· .-----------Investment in fences anu appliances for drying, baling, and t:~hipping
hides ___ . _............... _.... _. _ ...................1• • _ •• - • • • • • • • • - .
700 00
1,000 00
Investment iu wagons_ ............................. - .......... ----.--147 2::>
Investment in buggy t<·am ............ ---- ........ ------ -----· -- ·----9,:34:3 OG
Investment in accounts due, per baln.nce sheet, Saturday, June 13, 1885.
200 ou
Investment in insurance unexpired, June 15 .. ------ ..•••. ---- ........ ..
2,525 77
Investment in bills receivable on account mdse. sold ............ -----·
55, 151 09
And that we have complied with all the laws of the United States in relation to
trade with the Indians in every respect to the best of our knowledge, and that it
would incur loss to us of fully two.thirds of our investment to be denied our licen~e
now.
Aml further, that neither member of this firm has ever had. any interest in the
cattle trade of the rrerritory, nor any interest whatever in any land leases by the
Indians to the cattlemen.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th clay of June, 1885.

By the CrrAIRl\IAN:
Q. Where is your partner at the present time ?-A.. He is in Minneapolis, Minn.
Q. vVhat is his age ~-A. He is nearly or about sixty-two years of age;
I cannot state positively his exact age.
Q. Has he any property left ~-A. No, sir ; he has no property .
Q. Is he in business ~-A. I believe he is in a real estate office with
somebody, though I am not certain about that. I judge that from· his
letter-heads only.
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What time was it that you we:ut into partnerBqip at this agency~
-A. We went into business J nne 1, 1883.
Q. You went in with 1\ir. llemphill June 1, 1883 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVho had been llemphill's partner before that; whose place did
you take ~-A. I undershmd the matter to have been that L. Candee
was the Indian trader ana Hemphill had furnished considerable capital.
Q. When did Candee become an Indian trader ?-A. Perhaps about
1880 or 1881. He kept a store first, a little while, in the old building
that I spoke of which burned down.
Q. Did Candee have any money or resources when he went there~
A. I do not know anytlling about that; be was an entire stranger to
me.
Q. You never found out whetlwr be'' cot there with capital or not~
-.A. Only that he always represented to me that he had five or six
thousancl dollars of capital.
Q. Did Candee build tbose buildings ?-.A_. Yes, sir: I believe he
did; he so represented to me.
Q. He and Hemphill were partners, were they 1-A. I tbink Hempbill simply furnished the capital to him as a relative, not as a partner:
~fhis Candee w::ts his cousin, ttnd Hemphill simply furnislled the capital.
That is the way I think the business opened.
Q. Did Hemphill llave any interest in the profits ~-A. I do not
know anything about that. I do not know what their associations
were in ~at respect.
Q. When you went there whose interest, if any body's, did you buy~
-A. I bought half interest of Hemphill. Previous to my going there
he bad bought Candee out. He had bought out the whole business.
Q. How long had Hemphill been there before you went there ~-A.
I think he went there in October before, six or eight months before I
went there.
Q. And Candee built these houses ?-A. Yes, sir; I believe he did.
Q. "\Vha.t sort of a business man was Candee 0?-A. I saw so little of
him, as be moved away about the time I went there, that I do not know.
Ile only bas been to the agency occasionally.
Q. Do you know what his general reputation as a business man was
in that community ~-A. I think only fair; I do not know.
Q. Was he not regarded as a crank, a half-crazy, hresponsib1e sort
of a fellow ?-A. Oh, no, sir; I think not.
Q. You think he put up those buildings after a practical economical
fashi01.1 ~-A. Yes, sir; I think t:tley were built as they should be.
Q. Ana as cheaply as they could have been ~-A. I do not know
about that. I am not prepared to say whether I or anybody else could
have built them any cheaper.
Q. Had Hemphill's business there at that agency been a profitable
one or otherwise ~-A. It seemed, from what I gathered a.tt he time in
the settlement between him and Candee, that they did not consider
that Oandee had made a success at Indian trading.
Q. llad Hemphill made any money prior to your going into business
with him ?-A. I do not know as to that; I never heard him say. He
represented to me that he was doing a good business and that is all I
know about it.
q. Hemphill did ?--A. Yes, sir,
Q. It was at his suggestion that you bought a half interest, was it~
-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Now, after you went into partnership with Hemphill, and prior
to the October when your license expired, were you and Hemphill making money there ~-A. Yes, sir; we made some money there.
Q. How much ~-A. We did not make a large per cent. of profit, we
thought, but our invoices showP-d every six months fi·om $3,000 to
$5,000; I think the last six months from $3,000 to $5,000 or $6,000.
Q. Do you mean profits '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did that include or exclude your uncollected debts ?--A. It was
considered a net profit.
Q. Did you make that much exclusive of the uncollected debts~-A.
No, ~::;ir ; perhaps not.
Q. That is my question.-A. Well, providing the debts were collected
or settled we would have a profit of that amount.
Q. Now, in regard to these freight teams that you had. Did you use
them for any purpose except the hauling of your goods ~-A. Yes, sir;
we used them for anything that came in the way.
Q. Did you have any contracts for hauling military supplies ~-A.
No, sir; except to put in one Government wood contract at li.,ort Reno,
and I did that to relieve Candee. It was a contract he bad made when
I went in there.
Q. Yon never hauled any military supplies ~-A. No, sir; I never
hauled any, never a load. But we took llis freight teams, and as that
contract was not completed I finished it.
Q. What resources had the Indians with which to trade with yon and
the other traders at that agency; where did they get their money
from, and bow was it procured ~-A. Their money came principally
from the lease of their lands and the rent paid by the cattlemen.
Q. When were those cattlemen sent off under the proclamation of
the President ~-A. I do not remember when they went away, but it
was, perhaps, in October, 1885; I will say so at any rate.
Q. I think sou are about right.-A. It was a forty-day order, or I
understood it to be. From the time the order was issued there were
forty days giYen to remove; and everybody caNed it the forty-day
order.
Q. At any rate it was in the fall ~-A. I think it was in October, 1885,
when they got out.
Q. You left there the 15th of February, 1886 ?-A. Yes, sir; that is
when we finally left there.
Q. When those cattlemen, in obedience to that order, left that reservation, what resources, if any, had the Indians left them to trade
with you or anybody else ~-A. They bad simply what they obtained
from the sale of their hides, and the sale of their stock, ponies, and
such like .
Q. The sale of the hides amounts to what; about $180 a week,_
A. Yes, sir; $200 a week, perhaps.
Q. Among how many Indians does that have to be divided ~:-A.
There were about five thousand, in round numbers.
Q. Aside from any ponies or property of that sort they might chance
to own, they had a substantial resource of $180 or $200 a week to be
divided among five thousand Indians ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That constituted their resources for trade and traffic among the
traders ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then was it not absolutely certain to your mind that the traders
had to lose, no matter whether they continued there ornot~-A. 'Vell,
it was evident there would be a chance for some loss in the way of collections for debts only.
0

.
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Q. Do you think a tradership at thfLt place, now, is of any value~
A. I do not suppose it is.
Q. Do you not think that every man who is trading there now is
losing money ~-A. No, sir; I do not think that is necesRary, to lose
money.
Q. He might not do any trade, and make or lose nothing, I suppose~
-A. I think he has some trade.
·
Q. Can he have any more trade than that ~-A. That hide matter will
bring in from $200 to $300 weekly. They kill a good many cattle of
their own, of which they sell the hides also, so that it will be safe to say
$300 a week for hides. Then they have money that comes from the sale
of their ponies and cattle, and the pay that comes to the tribe from their
military relation as scouts.
Q. Do they get any pay as teamsters for hauling military supplies~
A. Oh, yes, sir.
Q. What do they get for that~-A. They usually get more than anybody else. They always get a per cent. over and above any other
freighter.
Q. In addition to their pay as teamsters for driving these wagons, do
the Indians get any more pay from the Government than that; is there
anything else to be paid them ~-A. No, sir; I think not, except to those
employed as laborers, police, and so on, around the agency. Their f:1rming, you understand, amounts to something.
Q. What do those Indians employed as police get ~-A. I do not
know.
Q. Is it not $8 a month ~-A. Yes, sir; possibly.
Q. The question I want to ask you is this: There were three traders
at that agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the trade you say amounted to from $200 to $250 a month
as long as these cattlemen were left there to pay to the Indians these
land rents ~-A. Yes, sir; until that time.
Q. That is what I say. Now, after that time, was it possible for any
trader, or for three traders, with the stocks of goods you had on hand
there, to have gone on and done business without \osing heavil,y ~-A.
Yes, sir; I do not think there was any need of losing everything.
Q. I did not say that; I say without losing heavily. Could those
three traders have carried on their business without losing heavily~
A. I think it would have been attended with some loRs all around. It
required, of course, a reduction of force.
Q. Would you have staid there as a trader any longer, whether the
Commissioner was willing to relicense you or not, after the cattlemP.n
were sent off under that proclamation ~-A. Oh, we certainly would
have staid and finished up our business as soon as practicable, how
long I could not say. We wanted to stay.
Q. \Vho, in your judgment, was the worst hurt in proportion to the
capital in \rested; you who left there in February, 1886, the cattlemen
having been driven oft' in t.hefall preceding, or those who were left there
after that time ~-A. That would depend upon how much investment
was made.
Q. Well, with the same amount of money invested ~-A. I scarcely
know how that would be.
Q. Don't you think you did far better up to the time you left there
than the man who was left there after you, with the same amount of
money invested in the cattle trade, with the resources of the Indians
all gone ~-A. I think we did better while we were there than we would
have done if we had remained.
0
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Q. You said, in your examination-in-chief, that the bulk of the stock
of goods you bad on band at the time your license expired was not salable because they consisted of heavy boots and shoes, winter clothing,
and things of that sort, that you could not dispose of in the early summer months ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you not have the opportunity to dispose of that bulk of your
stock of goods when you staid there until the 15th of the following
February, or within two weeks of the end of winter ~-A. Yes, sir ; we
disposed of some of them.
Q. You say you had about $D,OOO, if I remember right--A. That is
only guessed at.
Q. I mean, of course, to approximate it-of debts due you from the
Indians ~-A. Oh, yes, sir; that is not so much guessed at; that would
range about $9,000.
Q. Now, if you bad staid there another year, or ten years, or forty
years, and kept on trading at the same rate, would you not have bad
proportionately the same amount of money due and uncollected ~-A.
No, sir; I presume not. I think we would have been able to collect in
some of our debts, even under the circumstances.
Q. Would you not have been making debts all the time when collecting those ~-A. Possibly we might have made some, but if we were
preparing to leave, not so many.
Q. Did you ever know an Indian trader who fixed himself so as to be
ready to quit~-A. No, sir; I never have.
Q. And I understand you to have answered the chairman's question
and to have said it was impossible to do a cash business at one of those
Indian posts ,_._A, It is impracticable perhaps, but not impossible.
Q. Now tell me this, please. The cattlemen having been removed~ as
I understand it, before Barker opened up his business there, would it
have been wise in Barker to have bought the heavy stock of goods that
yon had on hand; would you have done it ~-A. Perhaps if I had bad
the money I would, at the terms we offered to sell it.
Q. You stated in your examination-in-chief, as I remember in one
place, that you offered to sell it at 60 to 75 per cent. discount, and in
another place you made yourself probably better understood by saying
that you meant to take off from 25 to 40 per cent. of the cost price;
which did you mean ?-A. I do not remember the statement.
Q. Well, then, tell us now what you were willing to take off of cost
price from that stock of goods in the event of Barker's becoming a purchaser ~-A. Our conclusions were that if we could sell our stock of
goods and save the removal of them, that we would sell them at 60 per
cent. of their actual cost or invoice.
Q. That would be a discount of 40 per cent. ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who bad laid in that stock of goods ~-A. We had laid it in,
Hemphill and I.
Q. Was there none that came over from Candee ~-A. I presume there
was not $500 worth of old stock, certainly not a thousand dollars' worth
in the building. There was perhaps about a thousand dollars' worth in
the building, but I do not know, and could not tell you, anything about
what that was. It might have been something like that amount.
Q.. How much stock was there when you went in as partner ~-A. I
think it invoiced about $32,000.
Q. Then Hemphill had bought a full stock after Candee went out ~
A. I do not know how much he bought; we were always buying all the
time.

IXDIAX TJl.ADERSHIPS.

225

Q. If tllere was not more than a tllousand tlo1lar~' worth of Oan<lees'
stock on haud--A. I did not understand yon to ask if Hempllill had
only bought a thousand dollars' worth of stock of Candee. I thought
you meant to Bay that when we quit the Territory there was of the olrl.
took of Uandee's remai.ning in our hands a thousand dollars' worth.
Q. No; I mean lJow mnell of CandeP's stock was on hand when you
went in with Hemphill ~-A. It was a full !o\tock, about $30,000 of stock.
Q. vVas it a \Yell-selected stock ~-A. Ye:s, ~ir.
Q. You ue\er ha,.·e done anyt ~1ing with tiwse Lmil<liags since you left
there ~-A. No, sir; nothing of consequence.
Q. Wily <lid you not rent the buildings to Darker when he offered to
rent them ~-A. 'Ve discnssetl tile ma.tter and thought this way about
it; that to rent them out wonltl put tllem b~yon<l our control, and we
were a little afraid to <lo it. 'Ve did not know what our rights might
prove to be in the Territory, wlletller we could really hold them and
rent. them at the time, an<l we hesitated to do it.
Q. vVho were yon afraid of; ditln't they beloug to you ~-A. The orders were that we should move oursehTes :tutl onr effects out of the
Territory at a certain time.
Q. They did not expect you to remove tile builings ~-A. There was
no exception; it said, "Remove you and your effects."
Q. Did you think tiJe buildings were included in your effects ~-A. If
they belonged to us they certainly were.
Q. You did not moYe them ?-A. No, sir.
(J, You left them there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVere ~yon Hot offered rent for them ?-A. Ye~, sir.
~. How much 1-A. I tllink 1\lr. Parker offered us at one time $1,000·
annually for tlJe building~.
Q. lie offered you $1,000 a year foL' f~ur years ?-A.. Yes, sir; I
think so.
Q. Yon offered to t;ell them for $5,000 '? -A. Yes, sir.
Q. Bnt you would not take $1,000 a year rent for them ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you Pver inquire of tlle Department whether yoq could retain those lmildings '1-A.. Not that I remember.
(-l. Are you positive that ;you did 11ot ?-A. 1 am \ery sure that I did
not. If my vartner did, I do not know it.
Q. He offered to pay you $3,500 for the buildings ~-.A. Yes, sir, he
did; that is my recollection of it. I have no statement from him to that
effect; only a Yerbal talk.
Q. Did that include the detached residence or not ~-A. I cannot recollect that point. We wanted to sell everything jf we sold anything..
He wanted to buy the business property separate from the other; but
bow the proposition ran I aru not positively clear.
Q. J\.Iy reoollection is that in your statement in your examination-inchief, you said that yon offered to take $5,000 for the buildings, including all ?-A. Yes, sir.
(~. And he offered you $3,500, and you do not know whether that
offer included t.he detached residence, and ~you estimated that detached
residence at $1,000 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So.that if it was not included, he offered you within $500 of what
you asked for the buildings 0?-A. Possibly. But we did not want to sell
anything unless we sold it all. His proposition, I think, was only on the
business bouse.
·
Q. Does tlJe Indian Office ever refuse to allow a trader going out torent his buildings '? -A. Not that I know of.
u534 CONG--15
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Did you ever bear of a case of the sort ~-A. I think I ba,Te beard
\Ve got
instructions not to sell the buildings or do anything with them without
authority from the Department.
Q. Did yon ever ask for any autho~·ity ~-A. No, sir; I never di(l.
Q. Dicl your partner, so far as you know 7-A. I do not know that he
ev-er did.
Q. You made no efforts in that direction your~elf, and you do not
know that your partner C\rer did, to get authority to do this ~-A. To
t"io what?
Q. To (lis pose of the Luilding.-A. Oh, well, we felt we had authority
to do it at that time.
Q . .And yet you would not take tlH~ $3,500 offered for them, and
would not rent them at $1,000 a year for four years ~-A. 'rhat is so.
Q. And you left them as they were ?-A. Yes, sir.
(~. Now what did you mean, or what did your firm mean, by the letter written by your par:ner in July (if m.v memory serves me there) in
vhich he proposed to B.:trker to pay him so much money for the use of
his license, he, Barker, to have nothing to do with the business, and
yon all to go on and conduct it in Barker's name, and have all the
J>rotits, and furnish the capital <.tnd do the work ~-A. I was then awa~
in the North, yon remember, an(l Hemphill, after Barker had been
there and t.he.v ha<l had a . talk, was wondering how we were going to
shape our affairs, and suggested to Barker wlletber or not that conl<l
be done. that we conld use his lice use. I was not there aud he llad uot
consulteu with me.
(~. llc adviseLl with yoa aboat it afterw,uu..;, did he not ~-A. r do
not know that he did; I do not recollect.
Q. I should think he would; it was a very import.aut, business proposition involved iu yonr basiucs~.-A. I presume Barker's answer was
there when I came, and as he declined any trade with us, that settled
the matter, and I do not kuow tllat we ever discLlssed the matter.
Q. Did yon think that was a proper propo~itiou for yollr firm tu snl>mit to a licensed trader"?
'£he \VITNESS. To permit us to· stay~
Senator BLACKBURN. No; to l>uy the use of his license~
A. I do not think he meant to bny the license at all. I tllink he
meant that Barker should be a p~rtner if we did anything, or whether
or not he might not become a partuer with us, just the same as the
Commissioner permittecll\Ieeks to join Hays, and permitted me at the
same time; that if Meeks and I could agree upon a fair basis he wonld
permit me to join Meeks under his license.
Q. Wllo told ;you that ~-A. Commissioner Atkins.
Q. "\Yhere ?-A. At our place. He told :Meeks so, and Meek~ and I
talked it over several times.
Q. Did he tell you or Meeks in your presence that Meeks might, with out putting up any capital or furnishing any money, use his license
against the capital of a trader ~-A. Well, we had not got that far
along. He did not tell me anything like that. Meeks alHl I ne\er
talked much about it.
Q. Don't you know that tlw Commissioner of Indian Aft'airs l'<~Yoked
l\Ieeks's license for doing that very thing ?-A. I do not lmow what he
migllt have done afterwards. I heard that he revoked tile licensE', but
I do not know "hat it was for.
(~. You never heard that it was for that ?-.A.. No, sir.
Q. Yon knew that be reYoked the license ?-A. I understand he had.
of it, but I am not prepared to make any statement about it.
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Q. ~Meeks did do that with somebody, didn't he ~-A ..Meeks made
some arrangement with Bays by which Hays went on selling his goods
under .Meeks's license or joint license.
·
Q. And then :Meeks's license was promptly revoked ~-A. I do not
know whether it was promptly revoked or not. He was there from in
the fall until the next July; I know that.
Q. vVho had been carrying on business for Hays there before ~-A.
T. Connell had the license as trader.
Q. That was nuder Commissioner Price's administration ?-1\.. Yes,
sir.
Q. Did he llaYe any capital with which to do lmsiness tllere ~-A. I
11m·er knew anytlling about Connell's business.
<~. Doll't, yon know he did not llaYe any "? -A. I always understood.
that, lla_y:.; furnislH:•tl the capital, all the capital, but I do not know how
much.
Q. Did you und.erstand tllat Connell furnished any of tile capital~
A. No; I suppose hP. did furnisll some, but I do not know.
Q. Do you think it would have been proper for Barker to haye accepted the proposition made by your firm to let you go on and do busiuess under llis (Barker's) license, he furnishing none of the capital and
doing none of tile work, but taking part of the profits in return for the
nsc of llis license ?-A. ·I did not understand Hemphill to make a proposal. He simply said, "How would you like to take us in as partners "? "
Q. Read on the next sentence of the letter.-A. "Or what salary or
commission would you take and let us do business under your license 0?"
Wllat salary or commission.
Q. What would you understand tllat to mean ?-A. He says, "l\Iy
partner is uot llere.''
Q. I know you were not there, but it is your partner making a prop-osition for your benefit as well as his. \Vhat would you understand
that proposition to mean if you had been Barker ~-·A. I would presume those men were iu a position where they would ha\e to look for
a way out, and if tlley could. get out in that way, through me, easier
than in any other way, they wanted to do it.
'
Q. I would. llave considered it in the same way. \Vould you not
have understood that these men meant to pay him a royalty, so mucll
for the use of llis uame and license, without his furnishing either
labor or capital to the lmsiness ?-A. I do not know that that would
be necessary. "'\V e presumed that we could sell him a half interest in
<>nr business.
Q. You llad triecl that in another proposition before that ~-A. I do
uot kuow of anything else; I presume that is what Hemphill meant.
Q. Very well, we will leave that for every one to draw his own de·
tiuctions about "? -A. That is right.
·
Q. Now tllen, your license expired when ~-A. On May 8, 1885.
(l. And it was extended to the 1 of January ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then it was again extended until the 15th of February ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. So that ;)''on were allow·ed to trade, although after the expiration
of your license, from 1\fay 8, 1885, to ~.,ebruary 15 following 1-A. It
will be necessary for me to state that we had no notification that our
license was not all rigllt, until July or August, at which time I went to
the Commissioner directly in person. He never had given us tlle
slightest notice tlla.t we would be expected to leave or quit the Territory, and of course we had never thought of such a thiitg, and there-
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fore we hatl made no preparation to close our business, but ·w ere buying
goods to come thirty or sixty days after, to come until July or August.
Q. Theu tho 18t of .J nl.)-.- would be f~tr enough, I reckon, if you had
correspondelH'e already from vVasllington warning you that you had
better be attcmli11g to it before tltat, iu tlJe mouth of J·uue. When did
Barker get to the agency at-; a licensed trader tllere ~-A. I do notremember; I think it was perhaps October or No,·cwber.
Q. lie was there in tile mouth of Jn11e, according to your own testimony ~-A. [ t.bought you said as a tnuler, I neYer knew when his
license took eifeet.
Q. You have already stated that. wllilst yon were in "\\ashington he
was at Darlington ?---A. Yes, sir; I belieYe so.
Q. 'fhcu your ]Jartuer lmd notice that another trader was appointed 'l
-A. \Ve haclnotice tllat one trctd.er had been appointed, and only one,
until I went to \Vashiugton, and we still hoped we would have an opportunity of staying, altllough there had been one appointed.·
By tlle CIIAIRiiiAN:
Q. \Vhich one was tbat, Barker or l\ieeks ~-A. That was Barker.
Bnt I did not know, until tbe Commissioner told me himself, of there
being two appointees; that was the first I knew of that.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Did your partner usually carry on the correspon<lence in your
business 1?-A. 1\lr. 1\Ieeks may have been there previous to my return;
I think he luul been. But when I left tbere neither my partner nor I
knew au.vthiug of any appointments being made; when I left in the
middle of J uue.
By tLe 0IIA.1Rl\IAN:
Q. You could not ha,?e been any worse off if you had staid there
than yon were in going away, could you '-A. No, sir; I think not.
'Ve were willing t~ take onr cbances in staying, at lea.s t.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. \Vonld you take the stock of goods that either one of those traders baYe ou band now for 25 per cent. off~-A. Yes, sir; I will take
any of their places if some one will furnish me the money, and go back
there to trading. When he sold out, my partner gave 10 per cent. over
cost and carriage for the business; that is what H.eynoJds got.
Q. Ilave yon eYer ueen engaged in merchandising?-A. Yes, sir;
since I was twenty-five years of age.
Q. llad your partner been a merchant before ~-A. Not since I have
known him. He was the president of a bank for a long time.
Q. \Vas your stock of goods well selected for that trade tllere ?-A. I
tllink it was.
(~. Did yon haYe a supply of coffins on band ?-A. Yes, sir
~- Did you 0\~er sell one ~-A. Yes, sir; we sold on an aYerag-e oue a
moutb as long as we were there.
Q. llow long would it take you at that rate to sell Qnt a carload of
them ?-A. I do not know how many come in a car; we had sixteen
left when we came away from there, and I guess tlley are lying around
tllere yet.
Q. Yon han~ some of your goods there yet in that establisbment '?A. Yes, sir; there are some tbings there yet.
Q. Part of your stock of goods ?-A. If you might call it so; some
knock-down wheel-barrows ox-yokes, and chains, and a good many
wooden things lying around, like wooden kegs and pails.
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Q. Anytlling elRo ~-A. Nothing that I think of now, except tho coffins; I do not think of anything else.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. You were making mone~r up to the time this notice came to quit~
-A. Yes, sir; we were.
Q. Yon know that to be so ~-.A. Yes, sir; our books will show it. I
so understood it.
Q. 'Vltat effect <lid the nn<lerstanding that the Indians and everybody el~e had al>out there, that you had a notice to leave the ageucy and
gi,·e up your tradership, have on your business ~-A. It virtually closed
.our business, in a sense, so that we could make no sales in consequence,
owing to tllo fact that when we found we had to go we quitted ordering
groceries and notions ca\.le<l for frequently by the Indians, alHl it kept
the Indians away from us, and we had no opportunities of making other
f;ales, as tlloy would go where tllose things could be had a.rul l>uy their
Rnpplies tllere. The IJCW traders of course got our trade at once, and
our staying was ouJy a question of time.
Q. 'fho knowledge tlJat the pul>lic had of the notification you recei,-ed
to gi,-e np your tradership immediatel_v began to be felt in your opcratiom; then·, did it not ?-A. Yes~ sir; immediately.
Q. AtHl continued to grow worse and worse until you left tllere ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Yon know all about your books atHllJusiuess operations; can yon
state to the committee what your actual losses haYe been as the result
of ,rour removal from that tra<lerslJip ~-A. I never was a book-keeper
and tlo not make any pretense in that direction, but I will simply say
that I know what money we put in and what money we brougllt ont.
I know that eYerything llas gone and we have not anything left, aml I
know what we put in.
Q. And you know what you had wllen the notice came "? -A. Yes,
sir; 1 know wlmt we had when the notice came of our trader.:3bip ha,-ing been taken away.
Q. And that now yon have nothing as the result of the changed condition of affairs ?-A. Yes, sir; how it went and how it wasted away in
so many ways was hardly possible to keep track of. Many tlliL1gs we
did not move because they were not worth it. We would haYe had to
pay freights on them, antl they were more or less worn, and to freight
tbem out at a great expense was what we thought a total loss, and ""f'
quit tlJem right there.
By tlJe CHAIRl\fA.N :
Q. II ow much has it got you in debt ?-A. Our indebtedness, as a
whole, stands at $21,000.
By Senat!or CuLLOJ.\I :
Q. Do you mean yet unpaid. ?-A. There has been nothing paid on
the assignment. 'rhat of course will apply.
Q. What will be the indebtedness of the firm when ali this stuff' is
€xlJausted ?-A. If the buildings could have been sold and tbe property
all sold (as it might have been, economically) I think it would ha,·e bal~tnced l>y our losing our entire capital. Now it will cost more. It
would luwe absorbed our capital stock, but it would have paid the
debts, a1Hl the creditors would baYc lost; 11otbing provided it had been
sold at the time.
Q. Bnt taki11g it a~ it is; yonr business there is close(l out, your
goods are gune or in the hanrls of an assig-nee. \Vhen those good.
0
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are exhausted and applied on the indebtedness what will probably be
the indebtedness of the firm ?-A.. The indebtedness will amount to
$18,000 then.
Q. Do you mean still beyond ~-A. Yes, sir; beyond our capital.
Q. After exhausting all you have put in and all you made during the
time you were let alone u~ -A.. Yes, sir; it will leave it at $18,000 .

.By the Cn.AIR~IAN:
Q. In regard to your partner, did be put all that he bad into this
business ~-A . Yes, sir; every dollar.
Q. So that. bo has suffered losses in other directions '-A. No, sir;
he never lost a dollar iu any other way.
By Senator CULLOJ\1:
Q,. 'rhese debts you speak of are all debts ~ccruing from this business operation f-A. They were mone:y loans that we had from time
to time, thirty to sixty day loans from good banking-houses that we
put into the lmsiness, and we renewed the notes eYery sixty or ninety
days and used it as a loan in tlle business.
Q. You each beginning with $15,000 capital actual cash ?-A.. We
put in $32,000 casll, and then we had about $21,000 borrowed capital
besides our $32,000.
Q. So that you have lost the capital ana owe these debts 1-A. Yes,.
sir; that is tlle way it is.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Let me see about tllose figures a minute, and see whether you
have not sllown yon lost money while in business there. You and your
l)artner put in $3~,000 dollars~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Putting your buildings at $10,000 ?-A . Yes, sir; something o\er.
Q. You had them when yon came away from tllet.·e ~-.1L Yes, sir.
Q. Then yon had $9,000 that you brought away, the stock of goods?. . _\. _. I do not know 'Nhat they were worth.
Q. You put tllcm at $9,000 in your examination-in-cllief ?-A. I estimated that they had cost us that.
Q. Well, Jet us see whether you madeor lost money iu lmsiuess there.
You put in $33,000 to start with ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vhcn ~-on left there what did you lJave; your buih1ing~, estimated
at $10,000: $9,000 wortll of goods brought away with you; $9,000 of
debts due you left 'behind, which makes $28,000, and that is all you
lJad ?-A. Yes, ~ir.
Q. Yon started in with $32,000 and left with $28,000, aud you lost
$4,000, we will t-~ay ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that you lost jllSt $25,000 while yon were in tusiness there?A. \Vell, tllat is one way to put it.
By Senator CULLO~I:
Q. Isn't it a matter of fact that by being remoYed from there you
were forced to lose tile debts practically, and lose the rest?
Senator BLACKBURN. I am n~t complaining of that. I want to show
wlJat he lost from the time he went iuto business until he closed.
lly Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You went in in,esting $32,000. Now, I will take your own figures,
by which it appears tlJat yon lost $25,000 in business whilst you were
there, not by 'being ordered out and not by losses ou the goods since
yon come out. Wheu you left there you lJad $9,000 worth of goods
that you brought away with yon. You also had $0,000 of debts due
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sou, making $18,000; your buildi11gs we will put-at $10,000, and that
makes $28,000 wllen you left there to show for the$32,000 of casb c~pital
put in, and you owed debts amounting to about $21,000 ~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. T·ben that left ;yon just $25,000 worse off than ~he clay yon went
into business, by clear loss iu tllat business ~-A.. 'Vould you like to
have me tell you where tbe money was lo~t ~
Q. Yes, sir; I wouhllike to know.-:\. From the day we were ordered
to leaYe that Territory one thiug starPd us iu the face: that was our
debts. There ''ere goods to balance that.
Q. You only had $0,000 wortll of goods at tl1C cost price ?-A. You
have the invoices there to show wltat we lnul.
The CHAIR:i)IAN. Yon count against llim tl:e lo~ses entaile<l by the
revoking of his licensr.
Q. Diu anybody make any money after the cattlcmeu \Yere onlere<l
off under the proclamatiou of the I>reHi<lcn t f-A. \Ve did not; I do
not know about the other~. ·\Ve were g·oing· tl.Je ot!Jer way. If nobo<ly
made any money I do not kno'v why they wanted our places so much.
Q. Didn't t.lley want yonr places before t!Jat procln mation was made?A. Yes, sir; and just a~ badly afterwarch;.
Q. Tlley ctid, uot knowing \vhat was to come. 'Vhen did these new
traders begin to do busines~ there ?-A. I tbiuk Doty & HulJbell mo,·e<l
out there early in October.
Q. Did uot those new trauers begin to tlo bnsincss tllere before the
first of ,January ?-A. Yes, sir. ::\lr. ;Darker "·as doing business there
in tbe fall; I presume in October, and, ma,Y be, eal'lier. lie was tllere
as earl:v as October. I do 11ot know wllea he came there, but I Yenture
to say'it was in OctolJer or ~0\~ember. 1\Ir. Barkf>t· would kuow llim.
self.
Q. I want you to be careful about tbat. Yon are satisfied Barker
was doing· business there in the fall ~-.A. 'Vel!, maybe he ditl not get
there in October. I am trying to think. ~1y iuea was that Doty &
Hubbell moYed out in the fall.
Q. \Vho began there fir:::;t, Barker or Doty & IIublJell ~-A. Doty &
Hubbell were old traders. Barker put them ou1j aull took tlleir place.
It was during tllo fall or early winter, I will uot say just when, for I
uever cllarged my memory with it.
Q. You La,Te sai<l t!Jat yon suffered badly in tlle diminution of your
business after the uew tratlers began. 11.' Barker did not begiu d.oiug
any business there until \Yin ter~ yon eould not h.n·e ha<l a Ycry long
suffering, because you say yon left there ou the 15tll of February.-A.
You see Hays and Connell's license extends oYer until next spring,
and tlley kept up their stock because they were going to remain.
Q. They had always kept it up again~t you ~-A. But we did not;
there was tlle difference.
By Sen'ator CULLO:\I:
(J. Yon mean yon did not keep it up after you received tlle notice to
quit?-A.. Yes, sir. \Ve ''ere quitting and they were not; that was
the difference.
By tlle OrrAIR~IAN :
Q. I understand that at the time yon sought to have your license reHewed yon bad, by your statement tllere, what you swore was worth
$55,15l.O!l, including- bill~ receiYahle.-A. Yes, sir.
(~. A.nd did you think that was an honest, trr~e statement at that
time ?-A. Ye~, sir.
Q. And you tllink so now?-~\.. Yes, sir; I do.
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Q. Iu that statement you estimate your buildings at $10:000, whicll
cost you how much ~-.A. They cost us $13,000; that is what the expense bills will show. \Ve estimated them low becau~e we \vere making a statement \Ve wislled to stand to anu verify in the proofs.
Q. And <1o you belie'e that if yon could have been relicensetl you
would haYe gone on without serious loss ~-A. vVby, certainly. 1 do
not see any reason why we would not. If we had been l~t alone we
would. haYe gone on reducing our stock in proportion to our trade and
curtailing our force.
Q,. And if you bad been left there to sell out your stock: as you migbt
at that point in the Territory, and collected up your debts and staid as
long as was necessary for that purpose, what would have been the re·
sult~-A. \Ve would have come out without loss, practically.
\Ye
might not have retained our capital stock, but we certainly would haYe
}laW our debts and had capital left; how much is only a question. Bnt
we would have lost, perhaps, a few thousand dollars on account of
shrinkage, on account of the business falliug off.
By Senator CULLO::.\I:
Q. You saitl a while ago that wllen this proclamation of the Presidc11t
ordering tbc cattlemen out was issued you did not make anything after
that . That was after you had got notice to quit, though, was it liOt v? A. Yes, sir; we bad our uoticc before that. I do not think the proelamation <lid afl:'ect us materially in tbat particular, because tbe cattl~
men \\·ere there more or less or doing more or less trade.
Q. It was not the cattle proclamation that cut ;you off, then ?-A. I
will tPll you what cut us off worse than anything. It was the GoYerumeut's opening a commissary and turning out a store of goods to the
Indians. That is what cut our business and every man's business, and
that is what the traders to-day will tell you. It was the commissary
store being opened and their issuing everything that the Indians required weekly, the sa.me as we would sell at the store, only it was giYen
to them, of course, at that time. But that st&te of afl'airs had notesis ted before.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. \VlJat did they do that for '? -A. After tbe cattlemen had cea~ed
to pay them, the Indians were 011 the point of staryation and something
had to be done for them; they had to feed them.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Had the Commissioner of Indiau Affairs a11ything to do with
that '?-.A. I do not know about that.
Q. I understand you to say that you did not know anytbing about
having- to quit there, and had 110 information to the effect that your
license was not to be renewed until you were in "'\Vasbington "!-A. Ye~.
sir ; we still hoped for a long time after that.
Q. \Vhen was that ?-A. l was there the lGth of Jnly.
(~. Suppose the records of the country show that the Presitlent' ·
proclamation ordering these cattlewen out of this reservation was issued in the month of April, then you never did get notice to quit, or to
the effect that your license would not be extend eel, untH after the cattlemen were orclered away ?-A. It don't occur to me that tbe cattlemen
Wt:>llt away at tbat time.
Q. It w~as a forty day notice, was it uot Y--A. Yes, sir.
(~. 'flH."'.V were allowed forty days from the 1st of June ?-A. Yes,
sir; I believe so. In J nne I went home, and knew nothing of the order,
of conrse, until, perbaps, I returned from \Yasbington.
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Q. You were in Washington on the 1Gth of July f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. At tllat very time the cattlemen's limit had expired under that
forty-day proclamation.-A. It expired in forty days.
(~. So that the order to send the cattlemen away could not lltwc hurt
you afterwards, because your license had already expired, altllough
yon had had no notice of refusal to reissue it 0?-A. The only way it hurt
ns was we were still ordering goods.
Q. How do you know this is a copy of an affidaYit sent by you to
\Vashington? I see no attestation to this thin g.-A. It is simply a copy
from the other copy. It is my partner's handwriting, and it was retained
on the filing of the paper.
Q. This does not purport to be a copy. It says "Subscribed aml
sworn to before me this 17th day of J upe, 1885."-A. \Vel!, the original
can be had if it is necessary.
Q. I am making no objection to this, but I call :rouF attention to
.'omctbiug in it. I sec you undertake to get an average as to the inYoiec of the Yalue of :ronr stock on hand.-A. 'rhat is what is asked for.
Q. Yon Ray iu tlli~L paper, "Stock estimated from in"Ventor·ies taken
J nue 1, 1883, January 1, 188-1-, July 10, 1884, and January 10, 1885." This
purports to h~we been made out on the 17th of June, 1885, but there i::;
110 invoice statement a,t that time.-A. No, sir.
Q. Why not -~-.L\.. After I returned and we bad so short a time to go
\YO tllought ''"e would not in,·oice until we got ready to go.
Q. But tbi~ was ou tho lith of June, and you were in vYasllington
on tbe 16th of .July, and all of these inYoice.s had been taken ~-A. It
conld 11ot b P ntade until I came home.
Q. But tht·::>e in,·oices hau been taken on the 1st of June, 1883, the
1st of Jan nary, 188±, July 10,1884, and January 10, 1885.-A. Yes, sir;
and we would have invoiced them that year as soon as I came home
only for the fact that we thought we would be leaving soon and would
1nvoice what we ha<l then.
Q. You did not know that on the lGth of July, when you were in
\rashington f-A. No, sir; I went away on the 15th of June.
Q. Why was not the invoice taken then ?-A. Because we postponed it
until I got back. I uid not get back as soon as I expected.
Q. On the lOth of January, 1885, your invoice shows $30,857.12 stock
on hand. That is pretty ne~rly $31,000. On February 15, 1886, when
you left tbere, you say that the goods yon had on hand cost you-you
could not sell them for that, but they cost ~yon-$9,000 ~-A. That is my
estimate of it; I did not invoice tllem.
Q. lam accepting sour own figures. Now, then, within twelve month:.;, •
that is from the lOth of January, 1885, to the 15th of February, 1886,
when you left there, you ba<l reduced, by sales I take it, your stock from
$30,857.12 down to $9,000 f-A. Yes, sir; that is about, the way it was.
Q. Yon bad sold out a good deal more than two-thirds of your stock
in tweh-e months ~-A. Yes, sir; ifyou would call it selling.
Q. I do not know what you did with it. You may have made a. bon·
fire of it. What cliu you do with it ~-A. We tried to sell it.
(l. In that twelve months yon ba(l rednced your stock from $30,000 to
$9,000, and of i hat time it was all grace time Pxcept from the lOth of
January up to the eally p;nt of the month of ~Ia:v. Your license ran
out on the 8th of 1\lny, dicl it Hot ?-A. YeN, sir; it expired at that time.
Q. On the lOth of tJ ;mnary preeeding- yon hacl about $30,000 of stock.
TheCommissiouer of I111:ian Affairs gave you from the 8th of l\-layuntil
the 15th of the following- FelJruary in which to reduce your stock from
$31,000 to $H.OOO? -~\.. Yes, l:'ir; but yon take the idea that we had that
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time to reduce it. But we kept increasing our stock frow tLc Stll of
1\'lay until July.
Q. I tllonght you said that the othee fellows kept i11creasiug tlJein:;,
but tqat yon did uot ~-A. I admit that; but I say from May 8 tmtil
July, lSSu, we never diminished our stock, because we bad no knowledge that the license would not be fortilcoming. That is what I said.
Q. That makes it ~orse. Then from the lOth of January, 1885, up to
the 15th of Febrnary, 18SG, yon not only reduced your stock from
$30,85-?.1~ down to $U,OOO, but yon sold all the additional goods that
:ron had been lm:ying fmm Januar.\' 10 to July, when you found out you
had to quit ~-A. \Ye sold goods at lea~t; if not all of them, we sold
some.
Q. Did yon or not Hta.te in yonr examination that tile three traders
there had about the ::;auw amount of lmsiness ?-A. I do not know about
their lmsineRs. I simply said t hry did a11 approximate amount of business; that I presumed they tlid uemly the amount of lmsiness we
(.lid. I do not pre~ume they di<l qnite t he business we did, because, in
the first place, their hon.:es were 11ot ~-'O large and we were bt'St fitted
to do business. ~rhe Commissiouer to1d mP, from conversation with
Hubbell the day before; Srli<l he, "Ilubbell tells me the same story you
do;" and I put our anunal sale~S from $G5,000 to $75,000 or $85,000 for
tlJC three traders.
Q. Yon wrote a letter to ::\Iee.k:-::, you or your partner, in which yon
told Lim you <li(l the biggest business there ?-A. Yes, sil'; ''e did; I
think that i~ coiTl'ct, too ..
By the CIIAIR~IAN:
(~. J..Jet me a~k yon a question in regar<l to what Senator Blackburn
call~ ~-our selling of tl.H~--e goods and the reducing of your stock. As a.
matter of filet, what was the process you adopted. when yon found out
that yon had to go ·~-A. \Vhen we found that we bad to go we told our
clerks that anythi11g tht·.v could sell and realize 50 cents on the dollar
for to let it go. 'Ye told them 'i'e must cut down that stock of goods:
that it mu~~ go somewhere; that we could nm-er think of boxing it all
up and hauliug it out into the States. vVe knew we coul<l not Rell it,
as \YC b~td offered it to all the traders, aJHl offered it, to the militar~
trad.er there at 50 ceuts ou the dollar, our stock of good1'; as jt. stood,
the wlwic business, to just inYoice it all<l appraise jt at its ,-a lnP. \Ve
wero "-illing to take 50 cents ou the dollar for it rather than to ban•
nny more l>other with it. \Ve made tllat offer to the military trader at
I<'ort Heno, and Le said Le 'i'fould not care to buy it.
Q. And so you ~old it at ·whatcYer yon conld get ?-A. vYe sold an~·
thing we could sell for almost any price we could get, because the g·oods
were not ::;uch as would sell iu any otber market ex<;!ept a bout there.
Anything we could dispose of we sold, whether it brought much m:
little.
By Senator BLACKBURX:
Q. Yon did not sell your buildings at wilat you could get for tllem :- . No, sir; we wanted $5,000 for our entire stock of buildings.
Q. And you were offered $3,500 '? -A. But we would not take all,\thing less than $5,000. They cost us $13,000, and if we could not sell
them for $5,000 we proposed to let them stay l'igilt where they were.
'Ve had some feeling in tile matter, and some pride also, that we would
not be crushed ont. If we had to do it again we would sell them.
Q. It would have been better to lease them at a $1,000 per year ?A. Well, providing everything was right. We did not kno\Y wbat would
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happen if we leased them. To sell them we were willing, but to lease
them we did not know what was to follow.
By the CH.AIRl\'f.AN :
Q. \.Vbat do you mean by that '? -..~.
. \Ve <lid know whether we. wonld
baYe a right to go there and collect our rents i11 case they were denie<.l.
By Senator BL.ACKTIURN:
Q. Did you ever know a trader to l>e <lenie(l that right ?-A. I llan;heard of one.
Q. Who was he ·~-- . . L I <lo not know. It 'ivas instanced to mt> at the
time by Colonel Dyer, the Indian agent. Ue said he kuew a bnildi11g·
that the traders left and it. was coufi::;cate<l hy the Departnll'Jlt, alld
they never owned it afterward::;.
Q.. \Vhen was that '? -A. I conltlnot ten you. Colonel Dyer wi.l l tell
it as be told it to me.
Q. \Vhen did lle tell yon that bappened ?-..:\.. Some years pre\·ious.
Q. Not under this administratiou ~t-A. 1 presume not. How mauy
years previous it was I do Hot know.
Q. Did ·not 1\lr. Barker offer to pay you that rent in ad.\·ance ?-.A.. I
think l\Ir. Barker would haYe paid it in any way we asked it.
Q. Did. he otfer to pay it in a<hTance ?-A. I thiuk be did. ::\lr. Barker's proposition was made like this: That be would pay us $1,000
down, and be wanted au option for tl10 l.ntildings at $5,000; giving
him that option, if at any time during the year lle was !-,here be wanted
them that be would take them at that amount and withhold the amount
that he llad advanced. That was the proposition he made to us.
By the Cu.AIRl\fAN:
Q. I want to ask yon a few questions in regard to tllis system of avpointing Indian traders. .As I understand it, it is claimed that the whole
business of licensing Indian traders is now in the hands of the Commissioner of Indian .Aftairs; that licenses are granted for one year, that is
to say, they must l>e renewed at the end of one year, and that any trader
may be cut off at the end of any year and forcecl to remove his good.·
from the Territory. Do ~' ou tl.link that is a good. system under which
to do business ?-A. I do not. I do not believe there was ever any intent on the part of any body of men to make such a law. \Vhether it
is the law or not I do not know, but it cannot be possible that it was
the intent of, at least, business men to make such a law.
Q. If that is the law bow would you suggest that it could be improved~ What better system for Indian trader8 could be devised than
that ~-A. What we desire is that the law shall require that our property shaH be appraised at its true valuation, wllat it is actually worth,
more or less, and compel the men who take our places~ ~n case we are
removed without cause, to take it at its Yaluation, or else not let them
trade, so long as we are fit men to remain; that they should not be allowed to take our places unless the~T are willing to take our property at
such valuation.
Q. Do you mean to include in that the buildings and the stock ?-~L
Yes, sir; I mean to include both buildings and stoc!r, especially tbt>
buildings, because ibey are immovable property.
Q. I suppose the valuation should be determined by appraisers, selected one by each party ?-.A. Yes, sir; or by the Department, to l)e
appointed by the Oommissioner. l told the Commissioner he might
appoint the appraisers and we would submit to it.
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By Senator

CuLLO:i'II:

Q. You suggested that to

h:~,

diu you ?-A. Yes, sir; I did when

be was there.
By the CrrAIRl\rAN:
Q. Would it be any improvement upon the system if the trader':;

license was for a longer time, say for five years; that the trader should
receive a license for fi-ve years which could not be reYoked except for
cause ?-A. That would uot make it any better. "\Ve do not care particularly in regard to the length of time for which a license is given. Of
course it is some trouble to renew the license, but we are perfectly satisfied with that, for we could be remo\ed at any time for cause, whether
the license was for one year or five years. If there was cause for our
removal we could be removed instantly without reference to that.
Q. Would you be any bettPr ofl:' if assured of a license for five year~,
during good behavior~-A. Yes, sir; I think that would be an impro\ement at least, because then we should be looking more directly to a
fixed time when we might haYe trouble in getting a renewal, as it
would be for a longer time.
Q. What is the necessity, really, for the appointment of auy Indian
traders ?-A. They arc essential, so long as they are umler bond to
keep the peace and trade in a proper and justifiable manner, and are
responsible to the Indian agent; are under nis jurisdiction and deal
fairly with the Indians. Otherwise, the Indians can be robbed and
wronged very readily.
By Senator

CULLo:;yr:

essential~ -A. In order thnt tlle Indiaus may no:- l>e
dealt with unfairly in making their purchases.

Q. Why are they

By the

UIIAIRMAN:

Q. Is it necessary there should be traders there to trade witll t!Je Iudians "? -A. It is essential to have traders, unless the Go\ernment maintains a commissary store. I do not ~:;ee how the Indians could get a1ong

without them.
By Seuator

CuLLOM:

Q. Tbe object iu view, then, 1s to take care of the Indians ::md see
that they do not stan·e ?-A. Yes, sir. The trader bas to trust the In-

dians and carry them along from time to time; help them along; and
while you have an opportunity to sell them goods at fair prices you can
compensate yourself at the same time for doing it. That is about all
there is to it.
By the

CHAIRMAN:

Q. And yon think the whole matter could be remedied, provided there
w-as a system of appraisal of the goods of the trader who goes out and
a requirement that the new trader who comes in must take them off his
hands upon ~mch appraisaH-A. Yes, sir; that would be a very just
and fair way of dealing with the matter, I tlJink. I know it would ha,Te
relieved us remarkably. Of course we would want the appraisals made
when the license was first cut off, while we had the stock, and before
we bad squandered the greater part of it or let it run down or giYcn it
away.
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TESTIMONY OF F. M. ItfOORE.
F. 1\I. .1\looRE, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRlVLA.N:
Question. What is yonr busiuess ?-.\ n:-;wer. I am a kind. of a jobber;
I do anything I can get to do, sncb a::; farming, gunsmithing, or au~T
thin~ of tbat kind.
Q. llave you spent any time recently at the Sac and Fox Agency?A. I ha\Te lived there pretty nearl.v two years.
Q. \Vhen did yon first go there ?-A. Last November two years ago.Q. Was Mr. Little trading there then ~-A. Yes, sir; he was.
Q. Do you remember when Mr. Little left there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You remember the time~-A. I do not recollect the date.
Q. But you remember the fact~-A. Ye:;:, sir.
Q. Do :you know lVIr. John Eddy ~-A.. Yes, sir; I know him when I
see him. He bas ouly one arm.
Q. IIow much 'vas he there at that agency before l\Ir. Littl~ left
there J? -A. I do uot think he was there only a Yery short time. I think
he was just on a Yisit of probably ten days or two weeks; I do not think
he was tlwre longer than two weeks, anyway.
.
Q. He was not there trading in person ~-A. No, sir; I have been in
the store often an<l I never saw him trading with anybody.
Q. You remember he did come there at one time ~-A. Yes, :;;ir.
Q. How long should you think that \Vas before l\Ir. Little left '? -A. I
could not say ; I do not recollect.
Q. Was it a considerable time before ~-A. Oh, yes, sir; it must han}
been along in the summer some time; I do not recollect now when.
Q. And that is the only time you ever saw him at the agency ~-A.
Ye~, sir; that is the only time I ever saw him there.
I had a talk with
uim while he was there; I did some work for him.
Q. After that time who carried on the business there, apparently?A. \Vhistler, Pickett & Co.
Q. Diu yon obsen'o any change in the way they did business until
.l\Ir. Shaw toot~ possession ~-A. No, sir. The goods were moved by
Shaw. Tile store was kept by Leon \Vhistler as principal. It was still
kept by \Vhistler, Pickett & Co. for a good while, but after Eddy left
why then Shaw took the goods. Shaw's father-in-law had au interest,
or at least we alw c~ ys considered that he had an interest in it, in its
dealings. \Vhether the books showed an interest or not I do not know.
But I had considerable dealing with both of them, and I know he would
go to the store and help himself out of the store.
Q. vVhat is the name of Mr. Shaw's father-in-law ?-A.. Gibbs.
Q. Where do you live now~-A. On the north fork of the river. of
the Canadian.
'
Q. Where is the store that you go to now ~-A. I go to Scott's when
I ha\·e to go. I never buy hardly anything there because I cannot buy
it at a reasonable price, and I have to come here.
Q·. I wanted to come to just that matter. Is there a feeling there·
that Scott is overcharging ?-A. Oh, my. If he is not overcharging
no bod v ever did.
Q. Have·you bought things there yourself1-A.. Yes, sir.
Q.. Can yoLl give us any specimen prices ?-A. I have got a bill at
home that I made with him, but I havn't got it with me.
Q. You were not summoned here from the Territory ~-A. No, sir.
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Q. We found. you up here; you happened to be here ~-A. Yes, sir;
I lmppened to be here.
Q. You told me about buying some screws ~-A. Yes, Sir.
Q. You have some of them in your pocket, have you not ~-A. Yes,
'ir.
Q. It is a little matter, but just show us what the screws are.-A.
(Procluciug a handful of screws.) I went there to buy some of these,
and he asked me 10 cents a dozen for them and would not take any less.
Consequently I would not buy them; and when I was up here I bought
. ome. Yon can bn.v a whole gross here for 15 cents.
Q. Of course this particular matter is unimportant, uut what is the
·g eneral nuderstauding down there, that he is chargiug extortionate
prices or uot ~-A. Tile people as a general thiug about me (and I live
in tile deusest-st>ttled part of tlte country) complain terribly, but they
cannot help themseh·es. They are not able to go off at any distance;
tlley ha\Ten't money enough to come llere or go to a railroad. where they
-can get thin~·s cheaper.
Q. You have had some experience in trading about tllese agencies~
~L Yes, s1r; a little.
Q. Do yon thiuk Scott is charging more than other trad.ers are accustomed to charge ?-A. \Vllen l\Jr. Little used. to sell goods there I
-could huy my goous mostly of llim, for I always got them at a fair
price.
Q. Compare(l with wllat otller traders charged for their goods, you
think Scott is charging au extravagant price ?-A. \Vhy, he is higher
than any man I kuow of; I don't know of any one wlw charges more.
I have told l1im so several times. \Vheu a man is trying to swindle me
I am not afraid to tellllim of it ..
By Senator BLACKBURN:
0. \Vliere is this place wllere Scott is trading ?-A.. At Sllawneetown,
about lGO miles from here.
(~. How far is be from tlle railroau ?-A. About 35 miles from this
railroad.
Q. Don't yon kuow these traders are required not to exceed cerhtin
· nttes for their goods ?-A. Yes, sir; but they don't do it.
Q. Then why don't yon gentlemen write to the Department and tell
them about thenL ?-A. I haYe l)Ointed ont the articles. I bad a copy
of tlw law as regard~ that, and I took it to him one day and pointed it
out to him.
Q. Yon mean yon took it to Scott !-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Ditl yon ever tell the agent about it ~~-A. No, sir.
(~. \Vhy did yon uot tell him about it ~-A. Because it seemed like I
was meddling with sometlliug that didn't belong to ~e.
Q, "\Vhy, he is evidently Yiolatii1g a law of the land, a regulation of
the Department, and you should feel it to be your duty to report the
fact to the ag-ent. Do you know whether anybody bas reported it to
the agent ?-A.. I do not think anybody has. They growl among themselves, but I don't think anybody has reported it.
Q. Well, they ought to report it.-A. But I tell you when it was
unuerstood down there tllat this committee was to eome out into this
country to kind of straighten things up, it lifted quite a gloom from the
eommunity.
Q. \Vhat (lo ;\·on think of Indian traders as a class; do they generally
trade fairly ~~-A. I have found some tllat did., and I have found some
that didn't.
1
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By the CrrAIR1IAN:
Q. Is this at the agency '? -A. It is at Shawneetown, 30 miles from

the agency.
Q. And of course not under the immediate eye of the agent all the
while ~-A. No, sir.
TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH H. SHERBURNE.
JosEPTI H. SHERllURNE, Laving been duly sworn, was interrogated
as follows:
By tile CHAIR:l\IAN:
Question. Of what State are you a natiYe ?-A11swer. The State of
)faine.
Q. You have been an Indian trader ?-A. Yes, si!'.
(~. For how long, and at wllat place? -A . ...\.. little o..,·er seven years;
at Ponca, Ind. T.
Q. Were you there iu the Territory befvrc yon became a trader?-~\.. .

. _ ~o, sir.
Q. You have become familiar· with tl1e Indian lauguage '? -A. Yes,
~ir; I speak it some.
.
Q. \Vere there ever any cilarges preferred against you in regard to

f

your dealiugs witil tile Indians while you were a trader, that you know
of ~-1..... No, sir; not that I am aware of.
Q. vVhen did your last license expire '? -A. I tllink it expired on tile
~3<l of SeptemlJer, 1885.
Q. Did you make application for a new one ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. lt was at the Ponca Agency ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Yell, wilat did you do? Just go on aml ~:;tate about it.-A. I made
an effort for a renewal of tile license, l.mt I heard nothing from it until
nfter the license llad expired. I did not even get permission to continue
for the time being or orders to close up until some days aftenvards.
Q. \VIlen <lid yon make your application for a renewal of your liceuse;
how long before its expiration ?-A. I cannot say ; some little time be•
iore.
Q. You made your application for this renewal in the way you Ilad.
usually done it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you furnish bonds ?-A. No, sir; I did not; that is true. I
had doubt, in fact I had been told, that my license would not be renewed. I had been visited by a man who was expecting to be licensed,
who said that he had it, the promise of a license, at that place, and also
a promise that mine should not be continued; and of course in the face
and eyes of that I was satisfied I would not get it. In .fact I did not
expect to get it after Ile h.all said what he di<l.
(~. vVIlo was tilis man you speak of?-A. It 'vas 1\Ir. \V. J. Hodges.
Q. But you got no answer to your application for a renewal before
tile •~xpiration of your license ?-A. No~ sir; none from the Department,
directly or indirectly.
Q. '\Vhat did you .do wilen your license expired ?-A. I closed tile
store and locked tile door.
Q. Did you get any word from the Department after tilat f-A. Yes,
sir. I think the ageut in a day or two got word to allow my store to
remain open until further orders, or something to that effect; I do not
remember what it was exactly.
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Q. Then you opened your store again '?-..A... I opened. it again and
kept it -open for two or three day~, until I got a little notice from the
agent, whicll I will read to you if you like.
The OHAIRl\I.A.N. You may <lo so.
The witness read as follows :
UNITED STATES INDIA:'Il' SERVICE,
PONCA, PAWNEE, AND 0TOE AGENCY, I.

T.,

October 7, 1885.

Mr. J. H. SHERBURNE,
Trade'l', Ponca Agency :
DEAR SIR: I have this day receiveu fmrn t.he Department of the Interior the following communication :
[Copy.]

"E. C. Osnomm, Esq.,

"U. S. Ind . ..tlgt., Ponca, Pawnee, and Otoe Agency, 1. T.:
"DEAR SIR: 'Immediately upon receipt of this letter you are directed to notify M1.
J. H. Sherburne, the trader at Ponc~t Agency, tbat his applic~tion for renewal of license has beeu considered, and it bas been deciued by this office to allow him until
the 1st of February next to close up his business, at which time be must, without
fnrtber delay, be ready to remove himself and effects from the reserv~tion.
"Respectfully,
"J. D. C. ATKINS,
'' ComrnissioneT."
Your~!, respectfully,
E. C. OSBORNE,
U. S. Incl. Agt,
By H. L. DOUGLASS,
Act. D. S. Ind. Agt.
By tile CHAIRMAN:
Q. 'fhat letter gives no reason for your removal. \\~as any reason
given to you hy tlle agent wily you were remo,·cd ~-A. ~o, sir; ne,er.

Q. Do ,ron know wllether there were any charges filed against you
at all ?-A. I do not think there were; none to my knowledge.
Q. Do you kuow wllen Mr. Hodges \vas licensed. if be \Vas licensed ?A. I cannot say when it was.
Q. Yon stated that Mr. Hodges had been there and said he was goingto have a liceuse.-A. Yes, sir; he sai<.llle had one in the first place.
:S:e came to my house one morning; I was sick tllat day.
Q. vVhat time, with reference to tlle expiration of your license, was
that?-A. I tllink that was possibly in June, or it may haYe been tlle
latter part of J\Iay, and my license did not expire until fall-until SeJ)tember.
Q. Proceed; he carne to your house in 1\Iay or June ?-A. Yes, sir;
anfl he came to me to say that he had a license there and llad come to
see what arrangements he could make with me, so he stated. \Ve
talked a long while, and I finally asked him if he had his license witll
him. He said no, he had not got it, and finally said he had not received
it yet; that it had not been issued, but that he had been assured be
would ha,·e it as soon as be would file his bond; that as soon as his
bond was filed he would have it, but he had not got it yet.
Q. Did lle want to make any arrangement with you then to buy you
out ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you cuter into any negotiations with him at that time ?-A.
No, sir; not at tllat time. I told him to go ahead and get his license
and then come and see me, and we would probably make terms which
would be satisfactory.
Q. Did he come then, afterwards?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know that he had a license ?-A. I never saw it, but I
have reason to believe that he had one. He went into business there
for about a year.
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Q. What did he say when he came ?-A. He wanted to buy me out,
or said lle would like to do so.
Q. 'Vhat did be say about the terms being high ?-1\... Really I do not
remember the exact conversation, but the substance of it was that he
wanted to buy me out, and he wanted to do so at once; that is, he
wanted me to vacate at once. At that time it would have been nearly
impossible for me to do so, and I to1d him so and showed him why it
was; that I had a good deal out on the books against the Indians, and
those Indians unfortunately get scarcely any annuities, and a man trad. ing there has to carry them from year to year and trade as yon would
in a country town, depending on the crop and whatever they can earn outside of any money that the Government pays them, with the small exception of about $2,500 a year. I had some $5,000 or $G,OOO due on the
books, scattered among the Indians, and I had a stock at that time of
$4,000 or $5,000 and improvements. He wanted me to leave at once.
I told him I 'Yas wil1ing to sell to him, but could not sell without having some way to collect in these accounts, for as soon as I would sell
out it would be harder to collect them than it was before, especially
among the Indians, because you do not live there and cannot get there
if they do not have any particular time to get their money. However,
we disagreed on that point. I could not sell to him and turn over my
store at once.
Q. Did he attempt to put any pressure on you in regard to it ?-A.
He told me I could not stay there after my license had expired; that I
· never would get another license any way, he had been assured of that,
and that I had better take advantage of what I could get and do the
best I could. I told him that under those circumstances I did not care
to sell. I told him if I had to lose it I would only lose my buildings
and improvements, and I would take my chances on collecting what I
could, and to lose them would not be any more than to sell to him and
leave at once.
Q. Was this before you were notified by the Department that your
license would not be renewed ~-A. Yes, sir ; it was before. My first
notification from the Department was on tbe 7th of October.
Q. So that it was before yon were notified by the Department that
he appeared with a license?-A. Yes, sir; when he first came he had
no license.
Q. vVhen he came the second time did he have a license '~_;A , I never
saw his license, but I suppose he had one.
Q. Bad you been notified by the Department at th'at time?-A. No,
sir.
Q. Did he say anything about his influence with the Department~
A. Yes, sir ; he did.
Q. vVhat did he say ?-A. I do not remember the words -that he used,
but he gave me to understand that he had his license and could keep
.it, and had been assured of the fact that I would not have my li0ense
renewed and could not get a renewal, and that he had been assured of
that fact in both cases.
•
Q. What did you do wheu you were notified to quit-that you must
leave by February 1 ?-A. I commenced invoicing my goods and packing
them up, anLl did so in compliance with the order as soon as possible.
Q. Did you get away before the 1st of February ~-A. No, sir; it was
impossible to get moved promptly at the time. I tore down the dwelling-house and moved it from there here.
Q. How far is that from here?-A. Thirty-five miles.
Q. By a dirt road or a railroac11-A. There is a railroad now.
6534 CONG--16
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Q. At that time, though, everything had to be brought here by
teams ?-.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. What was the result, as far as you were concerned, financially ~
A.. ~rhe result was that it would have been better if I had burned the
buildings all down, so far as they were concerned. I had a very decent
house and plenty of improvements for the business I was in. They had
cost me $3,500, and I moved the house, but it cost me fully as much to
have it rebuilt as to build one like it when I got it here. At that time
I did not think I would get a renewal of my license, and I had been
trading my goods off for ·corn at a high price, thinking the corn would
be better property than goods, as those goods are not valuable property anywhere else than at an Indian agency, and I had about 7,000
bushels of corn piled up in cribs there at the time I left, and I had
considerable in accounts against the Indians, I should say at that time
about $3,500-$3,000 to $3,500.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. That was in February ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What do you estimate the net result was in your being compelled
to quit and move away from the Territory~-A. It was a loss of between
$7,000 and $8,000. On the 1st of February I invoiced my stock of
goods and had reduced them so that I had on hand only about $1,500
worth of goods. I brought them here to town and stored them in a
basement, and kept them from five to six months, and many of them
got damp and were in a bad shape, and I traded those off for a piece of
land. The day after I traded a gentleman told him he bad offered the
land before for $500, and I took the land subject to a $250 mortgage to
-get rid of my goods.
Q. So that it stood in about $250 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You brought your corn up also ~-A. No, sir; but I was very
fortunate in that also. I do not know that anybody deserves any credit
for it, however. The corn I left there had been there from the time 1
left untilduringthewinter; they began buildingthisnewrailroad through
here, and it made a demand for the corn to feed the teams working on
the road, and I hunted np the contractor and sold him the corn, so that
I lost nothing except what was pilfered and stolen during my absence.
Q. How about your accounts ~-A. I have collected a great many of •
those tbo. I still have some out there, but probably less than anybody
else.
Q. Then you got off pretty well~- A. Yes, sir.
By Senator OULLOM:
Q. It did not break you up.-A. No, sir. If I had had everything in
the trader's business I think it would, because at that time ~t tied up.
eve~y bit of working capital I had. You might say I could not do any
~usmess from the fir~t time Mr. Hodges visited me in May, or about the· .
time he came there and commenced business, which was pos~ibly in
June or July. :From about that time until now I have never got a cent
out of anything except corn, and what few collections I have made.
Q. You happened to be fortunate enough to have some capital so
th.at ~on could turn around without relying on that.(~-A. Yes, sir; otherWise It would have used me up.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What did Mr. Hodges do ~-A. Mr. Hodges~ is somewhere here in
town a~d I guess he can speak for himself. I do. A9t ~qow ~nything
about h1m except what I have stated.
0
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Q. You know whether he went into bus.i ness there or uot ~-A. Yes,
sir; he went into business there, but I do not think he was successful.
Q· Did he buy any one out ~-A. No, sir; he took lumber there, put
up a store, and put in a new stock of goods that he took there.
Q. How long did he stay~-A. I think he stayed about twelve months.
Q. By whom was he succeeded, so far as you know ~-A. By John
H. Halley, of Newton, Ill.
Q. Do they call him Judge Halley ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know whether he is a judge still ~_:_A, I think he is; he
told me he had to go back there to hold his court.
Q. Did Judge Halley come to you at all ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he want ~-A. Well, Judge Halley wanted me to go
back there and take charge of that store for him, but I did not write
anything down and I cannot tell you the exact terms now that he made
to me. However, we talked a good deal about it. I did not want to go,
but he seemed to be anxious to have me go back in some way. He
wanted me to furnish the capital awl he would furnish the license, but
I am not sure that I have got anything from which I could tell you the
exact trade that he proposed; however, that was the substance of it.
Q. What uid he say about his own means~-...<\.. I finally told Judge
Halley-! think I made him this proposition at one time as near as I
remember it; I told him I never would put a cent in any more improvements at or about an agency, but that if he would buy the improvements at that time I would go back there and rnu that store for him;
that I would buy the goods and furnish the capital, outside of the improvements, and I was to give him so much a month, it seems to me it
was $900 a year, out of the profits, and he was to give me the balance
for the business. I am not positive about the amounts; perhaps the
Judge can remember those himself.
Q. That involved his buying the store ~-A. Well, there was a condition about that. If he held the license and I ran this business for a
certain length of time, I was to stand a proportion if there should be
any new buildings put up. But if the busmess did not run that long
I had nothing whatever to do with the improvements.
Q. What did he say about his means ~-A. Well, he frankly told me
that he had no means. He said he had a home there, and that was all
the money that he had.
·
Q. Do I understand you that he wanted you to take his license, that
that was one of his propositions, and go down there and go into the
business and allow him something for the use of·his license without his
putting in any of the capital ~-A. Yes, sir; that is, he was to own the
improvements, the buildings, understand.
Q. Is J uclge Halley down there. now, as you understand ~-A. He was
here in town on Sunday.
.
Q. Do you know whether he is carrying on business at the agency~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is he there himself ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. All the time ~-A. Always when I have been there, except he has
been in Illinois attending to his court there, holding court there. He
told me so himself.
Q. When be fir8t went down there did he stay himself and take
charge of the business 1-A. No, sir.
Q. Who did ~-A. Charles Hodges, the son of W. J. Hodges, the man
who succeeded me.
Q. You have been seven years in the Indian tradership business;
what do yoa think about this system of having licenses renewable every
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year, and the trader under continual probability or J~ossibility of being
cut off at the end of the year and succeeded by somebody else; what
do you think of the system ~-A. I think it is all wrong.
Q. Can you suggest any way of improving it ?-A. If I were going
to make any suggestion I would. suggest that the license be issued for
not less than three years, or on good behaYior, with no removal except
for cause. A man does not get acquainted with the business in a short
time. If he goes into the Indian country to do business with the Indians,
and intends to do business himself, he uoesn't know how to do business
with them untH he has been there a year or SIJ. It is a peculiar business, and it requires experience.
Q. Does it require a peculiar knowledge of the Indian antl an adaptation to him to make it a successful business ?-A. I think that has a
great deal to do with it.
Q. Do you think there ought to be any plan adopted for tlw appraisal
of the trader's goods, iu some way, to be taken by another trader who
takes his place ~-A. I do.
Q. At some figure ~-A. Yes, sir; a.t whate,·er they are worth. If
they cannot agree~ let some third party make the appraisement, for a
man is at the mercy of another as regards his goods, improvements, and
everything else, as has been shown here to-clay, and tlw stock is worth
something to the incoming man, no matter who lle is. The stock which
is there is generally a pretty good stock for the place, and is certainly
worth more to the man who wants it and is to have tlle place than to
any other man anywhere. For that reason I think there should be
some such plan adopted in all cases.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. How loug did you continue to do business there after Rouges was
licensed as a trader "? -A. I do not know the exact date of his license.
I would say in J nne, perhaps.
Q. You continued to do business there from June until the 1st of February ~-A. Yes, sir ; my license did not expire until September 23.
Q. And it was extended then until February '? -A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you the only trader there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. There is only one trader there now, l understand ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In attempting to negotiate for the purchase of your property there
did Hodges offer to take it at its appraised value 'q -A. No, sir.
Q. He did .n ot propose to yon that he should select a man and you
select one to make an appraisal '? -A. No, sir; there was no conversation of that kind. I do not think we ever got that far along.
Q. Was there auy issue between you as t price, or was it because
the outstanding debts yon had you did not want to leave behind yon~
A. That was all. We never got to the point for me t9 make a proposition to him, or for him to make a proposition to me.
Q. Did yon have any cattle on that reservation f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was tllat not in violation of the regulations of the Department?-..t\.. No, sir; not .that I was aware of.
Q. vVas not that the trouble a good many were in, because the DeJ>artment had issued au order that no trader should have cattle oq the
reservation ?-A. No, sir; there was no order issued to that effect that
I know of. I had a lease with those Indians of those lands.
Senator BLACKBURN. There was such an order, but you did not know
it.
The WITNESS. Was it not after this time~
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By the CrrAIRi\IAN :
Q. ·was your lease approved ~-A. It· was approved as all other
leases are approved.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. It was assented to ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. \Vas it approved at vVashington ~-A. There has not been any
lease approved, I understand, by any officer at Washington, but we
were all allowed to do so with their knowledge.
By Scuator CULLOl\I :
Q. Unless the Department found it was not fair to the Indians~-·
A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. The Pawnees are leasing lands now, are they not ~-A.. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. But not to Indian traders. T·his was in 1885, was it not ~-A..
Yes, sir.
Q. Did you know that in the regulations published for 1884 it was
expressly provided that no Indian trader should have any such lease
from the Indians or have any such cattle on the reservation ~-A.. 1
made my lease with the Indians in 1883, though; to answer your ques.
tion, I did not know it.
Q. How long did your lease in 1883 rnn °? -.A. For alJout five years.
Q. It ran out in 1888 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. It is a fact that the regulations pulJlished for
the year 1884 prohibit traders from having these len.ses or having cattle on the reservation.
• The WITNEss. \Vell, I made my lease in 1883.
(~. And you did have cattle on the reservation at this time, iu 1885 ~
-A. I had cattle up until last fall.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Have you ever been notified in any way that there was any
trouble or complaint about it1 or that it was against th.e regulations~
A. No, sir; tllere was never any comphtint against me by the Indians;
we always got along nicely.
Q. Did the agent or anybody else tell you it was contrary to the
regulations ~-A. No, sir; there bas not been anything said about it
at all.
By Senator 0ULL6M:
(~. By the Government agent or anybody else ~-.A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
. Q. vVbo was the agent at that time, in 1885, when ;your license explred ~-A . .Agent Osborne, the present agent.
By the CHAIRMAN:
(~. llow much trade was there at the Ponca .Agency ~-A.. The trade
varied. It is really a small post and there is but little trade exceptingas you make it. But during the first five years the trade was good there.
They were building the agency tbathadjust been moved there, and making all the improvements belonging to the houses and Government buildings, school-houses, &c.
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Q. How mnch did it amount to a year 1-A. It amounted during those
years probably from $35,000 to $50,000.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. That was the amount of the trade ¥-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Take, now, thetimeyouleft; bow much was the amount of the trade
there ~-A. I cannot say exactly. From the time Mr. Hodges came there
until I left I bad but little trade, as it was understood l was to leave,
and instead of buying more goods I was trying to get rid of what I did
have. Consequently I did ha\e but little trade. That includes the last
year of my license, so that it would not be very small. I would say I
sold about $15,000 worth the last year, and half of the year Hodges was
tbere.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. The license was out ~-A. No, sir; the license was not out, but I
did not dare to buy other goods. I was getting rid of my stock and
getting what I could for it.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. ·vvllat do you think the trade is there now' -A. I think it is very
small.
Q. What has diminished it ~-A. I do not think it has been carried
on as it should have been. I think the same trade is there if properly
taken care of as then. It comes here now, and goes to the Otoe Agency,
8 miles below, the most of it. I used to get some little trade f-rom across
the river from the 0 ages.

TESTIMONY OF W. J. HODGES.
W. J. HoDGES, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. You were a trader licensed at the Ponca Agency to succeed
Mr. Sherburne?-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you commence trade there ?-A. I opened there to
trade about the 4th of July, 1885.
Q. Where were you from ~-A. From Winfield, Kans.
Q. And you continued to trade until what time ~-A. It was some
time in August when I moved out; yes, September, I think it was. I
had no trade to amount to anything for three months before that, to
take any goods there-! mean from August ahd September of the next
year. My license ran from the 28th of April, 1885.
Q. Was your licen:se revoked ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVhen was it revoked ?-A. I got word somewhere about the
time that it expired; I don't recollect just the date. The agent notified
me. It wr~s not revoked, but the agent informed me that it was notrenewed.
Q. That would have been about the 28th of April, 1886, then ~-A.
Yes; and they said I could stay there thirt,y days.
Q. vVho succeeded you ~-A. Mr. John Halley.
Q. Of what place?-A. Of Newton, Ill., I believe he claimed to l)C
from, but I remained there, understand, a little while longer.
Q. How Jong djd you remain ~-A. 1\ir. Halley did not take possession there until August or September; I do not recollect the date exactly now.
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Q. Under wllat arrangement "Get ween you and Jndge Halley, who had
thelicense,didyouremain therefrom April until September, or from May
to September~-A. I diu not have any arrangement with Judge Hal ley. The agent there gave me permission to remain there until ti..Je new
trader was appointed, to settle my business.
Q. Have you sold your stock to Judge Halley ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you left i-A. Yes, sir. I say I did not make any arrangement with Judge Halley, but I did make an arrangement with him when
he came down there and made an arrangement with me, about a month
or six weeks before I went away.
Q. What was that, arrangement 0?-A. He went away and said that
he would take the goods, and that he would be back, and for me to
keep on and keep the stock of goods up until he came back; that he
had to go- back to Illinois to attend court, and to keep up the stock of
goods until he came back (that he would be gone three weeks), although
I was not permitted by the agent to bring in any more goods.
Q. So that you did not bring in any more goods ~-A. No, sir; I
went and asked him, and he told me I could not bring in any more
goods.
Q. You went on trading in your own name ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That was by arrangement with Judge Halley, was it not ~-A.
No, sir.
Q. Was there any extension of your license by the Department ~-A .
vVell, I took it as that. I did not get word from the Department m:rself, but the agent down tllere told me he llad got word from the Department to permit me to remain there ; that I could not bring in more
goods, but I could go on selling until further notice; that I must not
bring in anything more.
Q. You sold out to Judge Halley ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What was the bargain between you and Judge Halley when you
sold out ~-A. I sold him my buildings there. Do you want to know
the price~
,
Q. Yes.-A. I Rold them to him for $1,000, and 1 sold my goods at
the invoice price; that is, I asked cost for them, and I was to take a
note running twelve months at 6 per cent. interest.
Q. He paid you no cash ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was that tile basis on which the transfer was made ~-A. Yes. sir.
Q. Do you know why your license was not renewed; did you make
application for its renewal ~-A. Yes, sir; I did.
Q. What was the trouble about it ~-A. I had cattle in the Territory;
that was the only trouble that I know of; that is, they claimed that.
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs said that he would renew my license provided I would get my cattle out of the Territory .. That was the
word that was brought me by my attorney that I sent there.
Q. Did you understand it was against the rules and regulations to
have cattle there ~-.A. No, sir; I had an interest there before I applied
for a license. and other traders had cattle there.
Q. What were those regulations of the Department communicated to
the traders ~-A. I could not say that.
Q. You go down to the agency, do you not; were they not posted up
at the agency ~-A. I am right at the agency.
Q. I mean in the Indian agent's office ?-A.. I am tllere frequently.
Q. Don't you think there was a notice of that kind posted up there~ 
A . There might have been, but I do not think there was anything of
the kind.
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Q. Major Osborne was the agent?-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who was agent before him ~-A. ·l \Iajor Scott.
Q. 1\fajor Osborne bas been agent all this while ~-A. :Major Scott was
the agent when I first moved down there.
Q. Have not either of the Indian agents communicated to you the
fact that it was against onlers for yon to have cattle in the Territory¥A. No, sir.
Q. You had the cattle in the Territory when you applied for a license ?-.A. Yes, sir; that is, in the Indian Territory; I did not in the
Ponca H.eservation, lJnt on the Nez Perce Heservation, and that was
uuuer his juri~diction.
Q. And you had rather give up your tradership than your cv..ttle ~
A. It was almost impossible for me to get rid of my cattle at that
time; it was financial suicide, and I was placed in a position where I
bad to do one or the otl1er thiug, and so I resigned and thought I would
hold on to the cattle. In fact I could not gflt a buyer for the cattle at
present that I know of; that is, at a reasonable price.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Yon did uot have a very large stock of goods, did you ~-A. No,
sir; I did not; I did not think it was required there.
Q. How did you come out; whole ~-A. I came out at the little end
of tile horn, like some of the rest of them.
By the CHAIR~IAN :
Q. Through whom did you get your license; through whom did yon
make application ?-A. Through J. "\Vade 1\fcDonald, of vVinfiel<l,
Kans.; I made application through him.
Q. Is lle an attoruey 0?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Diu you pay him for getting your license ~-A. Yes, sir ; tllat is,
I paid his expeuses.
Q. And somct,hing for his services, I suppose ~-A. No, sir; he never
charged me anything for the service, but I paid him pretty well; that
i~, I thought lie speht considerable, yet I could not say that he did.
Q. He weut to Washington ~-A. I presume so; be said that he did.
Q. Diu you mrer bear that before yon could get your license your attorney had to get the name of :Mr. Jones off from l\fr. Sherburne's application ~-A. No, sir; I got a numlJer of names on that application.
Q. No; the way I am putting it now js, did you ever hear that there
was on .Mr. Sherburne's application as 3n indorser the name of J\ir.
Jones, of Kansas, and that you could not be appointed until Mr.•Jones's
name was withdrawn from Mr. Sherburne's application ~-A. No, sir.

B,Y Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. !.Jet me ask you in regard to that trade that you had with J ndge
Halley. You sold him your goods, you say, your buildings for $1,000 and
the goods to be hth:eu at their invoice valuation, for which yon took a
note at twelve months with interest at 6 per cent ?-A. Yes, sir; either
G or 7 per cent.
Q. Did you have a11y security for tllat debt "?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. SatiRfactory to you "?-A. Yes, sir; it bad to be. I wanted to get
out though, and I sold him tile bmldings for half they cost me.
Q. Where do these Ponca Indians get tlleir money from; have they
annuities paid them in money ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. llad they been getting· money from the leases that they made
upon their lands to the cattlemen ~-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. \Vere :von there as a trader when that ordsr of the President's
went into effect under which these cattlemen bad to give up their leases
and leave the Territory "? -A. I did not understand there was an order
for those on t he reservation to give up their cattle; it was only on the
Cheyenne and Arapaho Agency.
Q. It did not extend to the Ponca Agency ?-A. No, sir.
Q. vVbat took place between you and Sherburne with reference to
your buying bim out, his stock of goods or improvements there~ Didn't
you try to negotiate with him ~--A. \Veil, yes, sir; I will briefly state
about that. Wilen I got my appointment, before I had my license, when
I was notitieu of my appointment, I drove down to Sherburne's to see
him, and he (Sherburne) was at his house sick; that is, not feeling well;
I found him in bed. I told him I had been appointed. He said he bad
been informed of the fact that I bad been appointed. He asked me if I
had my license yet and I tcld him had not yet, but that I bad come down
to see if I could not make a satisfactory arrangement with him. He said
he supposed l could. I said, " _Mr. Sherburne, of course there ain't trade
here for two of us, and I do not know how long this license will run ; I
never inquired.." I said, "Sherburne, I will buy you out and pay you
what your goods are worth and what your buildings are worth if we can
agree on the price. If we cannot, you take a man and I will take a
man and they can take a third one, and they can agree upon a valuation." He said that would be all right; and, he says, "When your
license comes on you can come down and we can arrange it." In the
course of a week or ten days after my license came down I came on
and met Mr. Sherburne here in Arkansas City, and I told him I was just
on my way down and wanted to make an arrangement to see what we
were to do. Well, he said he had changed his mind; He said, "I have
made up my mind I am going to try to stay here."
Q. When was this ~-A. It was in the latter part of 1\'lay. I said,
"Is that your decision~" I said, "That means for me to build." He
said, "Yes "; and that is all the conversation we ever had in regard to
buying or selling.
Q. The Department allowed him to remain until the 1st of the following February, did it not "?-A. Yes, sir; I think he left there about
the 17th of February, or somewhere about that time.
·
Q. Did you tell Sllerburne, or did you say anything to him to give
him to understand, that you had assurances from the Department, or
sueh.influence with the Department, as would prevent him from being
a.Iloweu to remain there '~-A. No, sir; I never had any assurance from
the Department. I ha-ve made the assertion, though, and probably
Sherburne got it, but not direct. from me, when l found he was trying to
get it again, that I did not believe be could get it at all, for I had as
good backers as anyone, I thought. I made that assertion; but as to
influence with the Department or assurances from it, no.
Q. Diu you not know there was not enough trade there for two
traders ~-A. I did not know as much about it as I found out afterwards. I supposed there was more trade there than there was.
Q. In your dealings with Sherburne, or in your effort to buy his interest out; there, did you treat it simply as a business transaction on
fair terms of purcbase and sale~-A. I certainly did.
Q. Did you say or do anything looking like trying to bring any Departmental influence in your favor as against him ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did Sherburne have a license as trader anywhere except at
Ponca ~-A. I could not answer for certain.
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Q. Do you know whether he ever had a license at the Otoe Agency 1A. I have been told so, but I only know from hearsay; I never saw it,
but I have heard of it.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. How much did the expenses of your attorney in getting your
license amount to ~-A. I think it cost me about $200. He was in
\Vashington twice, and I think it cost me $200.
Q. The 1\fr. Jones whom I referred to is the present Democratic marshal of Kansas. Do you know him ~-A. I know him by reputation.
Q. You never heard that his name was on Mr. Sherburne's application ~-A. I think I did.
Q. Did you hear that it was gotten ofl:' from there before you received
your appointment ~-A. No, sir; I neser heard of Mr. Jones until after
I got my appointment.
Q. Did yon ever, hear after you had gotten yonr appointment, that
you could not g·et it until Jones's name was in some way removed from
Sherburne's application 1 Have yon ever heard it before to-day ~-A.
No, sir; I think I got my appointment before Jones's name was on it.
Q. On Sherburne's application ~-A. Oh, I do not know about that.
Q. They got his name on your application ~-A. Not the first time.
Q. But at some time 0?-A. I got it on when I tried to get it renewed.
I do not think his name was on my application at first, because I did not
know Jones at the time.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Your recollection is that you got your appointment as trader without Jones's indorsement, and that after you got Jones's indorsement you
tried to get your license renewed and failed ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you employ this gentleman of Winfield as an attorney to secure you this appointment, or was it a friendly service which he was
reodering and you paid his expenses ~-A. It was a friendly service. I
was just to pay his expenses. I did not hire him as an attorney at all.
Q. Is he or not a leading Democrat in Kansas ~-A. Yes, sir; he is.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Is he a committeeman ~-A. No, sir.
Senator CuLLOM. What is his position in this county~
Senator BLACKBURN. He is on the Democratic State central committee, is he not ~
'l'be vVITNESS. Yes; he is.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Was this your first experience in regard to Indian traderships ~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the last ~-A. I hope it will be the last.
Q. Yon got worsted by the operation ~-A. Since I have ascertained
the way I was dealt with I hope it w'ill be the last; I do not want any
more of it.
Q. You lost money by your effort or enterprise ~-A. Yes, sir; I did
not make anything.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What are your polities

'-A.

I. am a Democrat.
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TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH H. SHERBURNE (recalled).
JosEPH H. SHERBURNE was recalled and further examined, as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. Was the name of Mr. Jones, the present marshal of Kansas, indorsed on your application for a license as an Indian trader~Answer. Yes, sir.
~
Q. Or the renewal at the time it was renewed ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~. Do you kno_w whether his name had to be gotten off from it before
Mr. Hodges could get his license ~-A. I heard so. l heard a man say
so; that he heard Mr. McDonald say so. That is all I know about it.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not want to shut out anything in this investigation, but I would like to call attention to the fact that this witness is stating what he says he heard a man say that he heard another
man say. If he could give the date I would not make any point about it.
Q. But you do know that his name was on your application as an indorser~-A. Yes, sir.
·
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You do not know of your own knowledge whether Mr. Jones's name
was taken off or not ~-A. No, sir.
By tho CHAIRMAN:
Q. All you know about that is what you have heard ~-A. That is
all.
Q. :M:r. Hodges says he is a Democrat; what are you ~-A. I am a
Repu blicau.
The select committee then adjourned until Tuesday, May 10, 1887, at
10 o'clock a.m.
·
ARKANSAS CITY, KANS.,
Tuesday, JJtfay 10, 1887.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 o'clock
a.m.

TESTIMONY OF H. R. VOTH.

'1

H. R. VoTH, b~ving been duly affirmed, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. What is your name ~-Answer. H. R. Voth.
Q. What is your occupation ~-A. I am a missionary.
Q. Connected with what church ~-A. \Vith the l\Iennonite Church.
Q, Where is your church ~-A.. At Darlington, Ind. T.
Q. II ow long have you been there ¥-A. Since J uue, 1882.
Q. You have there a mission-school under the auspices of the church~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. With how many pupils ~-A.. Forty-nine, of which I have taken
three away now; we can accommodate about fifty.
q. Were you there before Messrs. Hemphill and W oy came there as·
traders ~-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. And during all the time that they remained there as traders ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What was their standing and character with reference to the civilization and education of the Indians; <lid they take any interest in
it ~-A. Yes, sir; they did. I think the general impression was that
they did, and that their standing was quite good in that respect.
Q. Did you eYer bear at the agency, or about there, any complaints
against them as to their methods of dealing with the Indians ~-A. I do
not recollect that I ever heard any.
Q, Yon knew of none yourself~-A. No; I haye dealt with them myself for a uumber of years' and I have no complaint to make so far as I
am coucerneu.
Q. Did they take any interest in your work, or in the work being
done for the education of the Indians ~-A. I would haYe to say that it
seemed they were more connected with the GoYernment work, the Government school, which was nearer lJy. I know they were yery often in
the Sunday-school, and I know that Mr. Woy had a class in Sundayschool, and instructed a class of Indian children there. The services
for the white people at that time were in that school, and I know that
Mr. W oy and Mr. Hemphill attended them regularly with their families.
Our school is farther off, and they diu not come there so often, but they
took an interest in our school too.
Q. And came there sometimes ?-A. Yes, sir. Mr. Hemphill often
spoke to the children in Sunday-school. I do not know whether he had
a regular class in the Sunday-school at the Government school, but he
may have had it. If they did not come often to our sch0ol I am convinced it was not from a lack of interest, but the other school was
nearer, and they bad a Sunday-school, as now, both in the forenoon and
afternoon, so that it was natural for them to go there more than to our
school. ·
Q. vVas it your habit to go down to the agency and hold services
there f-A. Yes, sir; in the evenings.
Q. Did you find that HemphilJ and vVoy were sustaining those services ~-A. Yes, sir; I think they were foremost among those who did
sustain them. There was not much sustaining; it was all free. I only
mean that they came and attended regularly; that is what I mean.
Q. How came you to go down there; voluntarily or by request~
A. I was requested to do so. It was a general wish to have a kind of
union service there. It was not the work of our church; it was not a
church service at, all, but it was a kind of union service, in which they
all participated.
Q. Do you know whether that request came through the influence of
Messrs. Hemphill and Woy or whether they were instrumental in bringing you down there f-A. 'Vell, those services were ·being conducted
there before they came, by l\fr. Howry, and there was a Rev. Mr. Wicks
who preached there occasionally, and l\1r. Tabor, the Quaker mis~ion
ary. But when Colonel Dyer came there that request was renewed.
It was a delicate matter whether I should continue it, but it was renewed, and I remember that J\Ir. Hemphill particularly expressed his
wish that the services should be continued. Whether he spoke to the
agent about it or not I do not know.
Q. You are not holding serYices there now ~-A. No, sir; not at
present. I think that I will begin again, as several parties have asked
to have tbem taken up again. One reason why they were discontinued
was, probably, that since the time that the cattlemen left there, and
0
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Hemphill and Woy and their families left there, there were less white
people there, and that broke them up. The application came when
I was not at. home. Mr. Barker has re(]uestcd me, among others, that
they sbouhl l>e taken up again, so that may be ·we will begin them again.
By Senator llLACKTIURN:
Q. You say that Mr. Barker asked for it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. ls he the present trader there ~-A. Yes, sir; he is the present
trader. He, among others, asked for it; there were others, so that
there is no special reason why they are discontinued.
TESTIMONY OF E. G. GRAY.

E. G. Gl~AY, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CrrAIRl\f.A.N:
Question. "\Vhere do you reside ~-Answer. At preEent in Arkansas
City.
Q. 'Vhat is your business ~-A. I am in the lumber business now.
Q. Before yon came here what was your business ~-A. I was deputy
county c1erk at Winfield in this county.
(~. Did you hear any conversation in whfch 1\Ir. McDonald participated
with reference to tho way in which Mr. Hodges's appointment as Indian
trader at Ponca was secured l>y him ~-A.. Yes, sir; I hea;rd a few words.
Senator BLACKBURN. l\lr. Chairman, just there I expect I had l>etter
let the record show that I called attention to an objection to this testimony. Mr. .1\'IcDonald is here within this county, and clearly in our
hands if we want him, and I think we had better call him. I will just
note the objection, and then you can go on.
The CHAIRMAN. l\fr. Hodges testified yesterday that Mr. :McDonald
had charge of his interests in securing his appointment as Indian trader,
and I thinl~ therefore th(l.t what Mr. McDonald said about it should appear.
Senator CuLLOlH. "\Ve tbiuk it will do no llarm to ask him the question.
Senator BLACKBURN. Just note the exception, please.
The CHAIRl\IAN. You may state what you heard.
The WrTNESH. It was about the latter part of October.
The CnAIR:i)'IAN. Before you state :hat, who was the county clP-rk ~
The \VI'l'NESS. The county clerk was Capt. J. S. Hunt. His son
married Mr. Hodges'sda.ughter. That is the way the conversation came
up. I suppose about the latter part of October, 1885, Mr ...M:cDonald
came in there on his return trip from Washington. He had been intrusted with the interests of the gentlemen in that county, Co\dey
County, in seeking positions, and he was telling of bis success and his
treatment in Washington by Commissioner Atkins and President Cleveland to a few of his friends. He spoke more particularly of Mr. Hodges
because of the interest Hodges naturally would have in his case. He
said when he came to present Mr. Hodges's claim he asked Commissioner
Atkins for a license for Mr. Hodges as Indian trader; that he wanted
Mr. Sherburne removed. lle said that Commissioner Atkins produced
some papers showing l\fr. Sherburne's recommendations, an(l he told
Mr. McDonald that he conl<lnot grant his request rigllt then in tlle face
of the recommendcttions Mr. Sherburne showed, for ou this recommendation or petition foe him to he retained, or his license to be reissued, was
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the name of United States :l\Iarshal Jones, of Kansas, a Democrat, and
Commissioner Atkins seemed to think he did not have the liberty to ignore
the request of such a man as Mr. Jones. 1\fr. McDonald then said to
Captain Hunt, "I came back to Kansas and gave Jones to understand
that if be did not take his name oft' of there there would be trouble in the
Democratic camp among· the rival factions in Kansas"; that be was
bound to have Hodges there. He succeeded, be told Captain Hunt, in
getting him to take his name off, and he went back to Washington, and
then Commissioner Atkins told him that now that his name was off they
were ready to listen to him, and asked ~im what he wanted. He said
he told him, "I want Sherburne removed forthwith and Hodges put in
his place." lle said that Commi-sHioner Atkins seemed somewhat reluctant to do that; lle said .l\Ir. Sherburne had borne a good reputation, a
good name, was well recommended, and had gone there in good faith,
and lle thought he ought to give him more time to get out. Thus the
matter was left, and Mr. McDonald came back to Kansas this time, and
be told Captain Bunt, "I am going down to see that agent, that man
Osborne, and I am going to tell him, by God, that if be don't get his
name off Sherburne's recommendation it will cost him his head." He
said, "The fact of the matter is, Osborne stands pretty high in Washington, but I can scare him out of it, I think." I was sitting in the
office, and no one was there but 1\1r.1\icDonald, Captain Hunt, and myself. I was a stranger to McDonald and almost a st.ranger to Hunt.
~rhat is about the gist of the conversation and about all there was to it.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You were a stranger to Mr. McDonald ~-A. He knew me by name,
but not by face.
Q. And you were almost a stranger to Captain Hunt ~-A. I bad not
met Hunt but twice before I went into the office.
Q. You were then a deputy clerk under him ~-A. Yes, sir; I had
been there just a month.
Q. How came you to be appointed deputy clerk under Hunt ¥-A. The
way I came to be appointed was, there was quite a .strife to get Hunt's
place, and Hunt was in for the fourth term, or trying to get the fourth
term, and his opponents did not like it. I went to Hunt, and we tried
to make an arrangement with him by which everything would be harmonious, an<l he woul<l not listen to it. He did not know me, and be
said he did not care about this end of the county much anyhow, a.n<l the
result was that we elected another man. Then there were two or three
applicants for the deputy's place living in Winfield, and Hunt <lid. not
like either one of them; he bad a personal grudge against all of them,
and it was a strife as to who should be deputy. So be came to me and
told me that he did not want to make any apologies-the convention
was on the 19th of September, 1885, I think-and he "introduced himself
to me right after the convention, and said, ''I want you to come in and
be my deputy. I do not want any apologies. I think you are competent for the pl~ce. You have caught me, and I have caught you, but I
have a persona[ matter in this, an ax to grind." And he said," I would
not feel at all disappointed if neither of the other applicants got the
place." We had considerable talk at the time, because everybody knew
I opposed Hunt for the fourth term, and he put me in his office on the.
23d of September, and on the 23d of October I was formally appointed
as deputy county clerk.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And you held beyond his term ~-A. Yes, sir; I held under the
successor, and I resigned my vosition the last 15th day of March.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do you know whether Marshal Jones's name was taken off Mr.
Sherburne's recommendation ~-A. Only from what Mr. McDonald said.
Q. You have stated all you know about it~-A. Yes, sir; everything
I know about it.
Q. About when did this conversation occur '~-A. I presume it was in
the latter part of October, 1885. The reason I think so is we were alone
there.
Q. At that time the name had been taken off, bad it, according to the
statement Mr. McDonald made~
The WITNESS. Do you mean at the time he was in that office~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long before ~-A. I <lo not know how long; he did not tell
when; he Said when he first applied to Commissioner Atkins t.he name
was on there, and Commissioner Atkins did not want to offend 1\ir.
Jones; he ~aid he then came back to Topeka and accomplished all tllat
he wanted and went back to Washington. This was after Hodges had
secured the appointment. But his object was then to get Sherburne's
time shortened. He felt sure of Hodges's appointment, however.
Q. Diu he state what abbreviation he wanted to make in Sherlmrne's
right to trade ~-A. He wanteu it cut right off.
Q. Did he get that done 0~ -A. No, sir; he did not get that done.
Q. He had not at that time gotten Osborne's name off, had he ~-A.
No, sir; that was what he was going to do; he was going down to Ponca
the next -week to scare Osborne off; he spoke as though Osborne was a
friend of Sherburne.
Q. Who else was present during tllis conversation ~-A. Captain
Hunt, myself, and Mr. :McDonald were the only three in the office.
Q. You have no personal feeling one way or the other in the matter
of this tradership, have you ~-A. Not in the least.
Q. You never were in the Indian service in the employ of the Government, were yon ~--A. Yes, sir; I was assistant clerk at Osage .
•Q. When ~-A. In 1884 and 1885.
Q. Under whom ~-A. Agent Myers.
Q. How did you get out of that employment ~-A. They stopped my
salary.
Q. Who did ~-A. The Government.
Q. You were discharged ~-A. I was suspended.
Q. When was tllat done ~-A. On the 18th of July, 18?'5.
Q. That was about two months before you heard this conversation of
McDonald's ~-A. About two or three months, or along there.
Q. "\Vas your father then in the Indian service in the employ of the
Government at Darlington ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was he ever in that service 1-A. No, sir ; I do not think he ever
was. He died about thirty years ago.
Q. But you were dropped from the pay-roll about sixty or ninety days
before you heard this con,Tersation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all I want
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN II. HALLEY.

JoHN H. HALLEY, having been duly svwrn, was interrogated as follows:
By the OnAIRl\1AN :
Question. Yon are called Jud ge IT alley~ -Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. Do ;you holcl the office of judge ?-A. I am county judge at this
time; I bold that office.
Q. At what point ~-A. In Illinois, in Jasper County.
Q. Are you also au Indian trader ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. At what place ~-A. At Ponca, Indian Territory.
Q. Do you endeavor to discharge the duties of both places ~-A. I
have undertaken to do so, but I do not think I will continue to do so
much longer. I think I will give up the office of county judge. I have
been back at every term of the court except one.
Q. How frequently are terms held there ~-A. Once a month.
Q. When were you appointed trader at Ponca ~-A. I was appointed
the last of June. I think my license is dated the 30th of June.
Q. Whom did you succeed ~-A. vVilliam J. Hodges.
Q. What arrangement did you make with Hodges with reference to
going into trade ~-A. I bought his outfit, his store, his dwelling-house,
stables, stock, and corn-crihs.
Q. DiU you have the money to pay for them ~-A. I gave him a mortgage on my homestead in Illinois, property that cost me $4,000; I could
not state how much it is worth now. It was regarded as ample security
for what I gaYe llirn.
.
Q. Did you try to make an arrangement with any one else to go into
business there before you purchased of Mr. Hodges "?-A. Yes, sir.
~. With whom ~-.A.. 1\ir. Sherburne; I spoke to him about it on one
occasion.
Q. Wllat arrangement, if any, di<l you propose to make with him"?.A. vVell, sir, we talked about it, and it was agreed that as I had no experience in the business, and l\1r. Sherburne was regarded. by ~-;ome of
my friends to be a fit person to be upon the agency, awl a skillful trader,
I was adviseu to see Lim about a partnership. At first I had some hesitation about it, because I did not know that it was exactly proper. But
I was advised by those wllo were acquainted practically with Indian
affairs that I might do it. So I saw lYir. Sherburne and we talked the
subject over, ami it was agreed between ns that I slwnhl buy lHr. liouges
out, furnish the buildings, and the house, ::nHl all the property (he estimated it at about $1,700), a,ll(ll\Ir. Sherburne was to give his personal
attention to the bnsiuess an(l 1 was to stay aud. overlook it as mucll as
I could. When we came to (liscuss the question of profits, so far as I
was concerned, we agreed that I should have a gross sum of SDOO. After
we had had thi~ conYersatiou, :Mr. Sherburne said be wonl<l furnish a
carriage and wn would go dO\\·n and look at the store, and I would see
Mr. Hodges an<l ruah:e an arrangement about purchasing the property.
So we went <l0\111 and staid around a while, and 1\Ir. Sherburne came
back home, <UJd the next day, or the day after, I wfls to go in the mill
hack. I could not make auy arrangements with 1\lr. Hodges, and when
I returned I jllforme<l I\ I r. Sherburne of the fact, and the m:1 tter was
declared off.
Q. Were you to buy ITodg·es's stock as well as his buildiugs !-..L\.... I
do not know, sir. De had no stock to sell that I know of. I bought
some of his furniture.
0

0
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Q. No; in tllis negotiation with Sherburne, I mean.-A. No, sir~
Sherburne was to buy the stock and 1 was to buy the buildings.
Q. You were to buy the buildings V-.A. Yes, s1r.
Q. And Sherburne was to buy tile stock ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Aml Sherburne was to attend to the business ~-A. It was understood that I was to give as much of my personal attention to it as I
could ; that I should be there from time to time and see that I was protected, as well as my bondsmen, and to see that the regulations of the
Department were carried into effect. That was the understanding between us.
Q. But it was your expectation to retain your office in Illinois and
take care of that 0?-A. Yes, sir; I expected to be backwards and forwards.
Q. Just why was the trade declared oft' with Sllerburne; how did
yon fail with Hodges ~-A. He asked more for his property at that
time than I thought I could afford to give. I afterwards bought it for
less.
Q. llow much did he want then 9-A. He talked about $1,600 or
$1,700.
Q. And what did you finally buy it for

~-A. I think I got the property-and he had a few little goods there, a small package of goods! think I got it for $1,500.
Q. A house and what trading property he had ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before you bought of him did he carry on the business after your
appointment~

The WITNESS. Do you mean 1.\'Ir. Hodges~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. No, sir; what he did was under the direction of the agent, as I
understand it. He remained there, and I think had permission from
time to time to sell what goods he had on hand. I do not think hereplenisheu his stock after I was there.
Q. But you had no connection with his trade until you bought him
out ~-A. No, sir; nothing at all.
Q. He was not carrying it on under your license 1-.A.. No, sir; he
had nothing to do with that; he got extensions from the Indian Bureau.
Q. How long after your appointment was it before you bought him
out~-A. Well, sir, I was appointed, and as I have stated, the last day
of J nne. I came down in July, and I think the trade was consummated
some time in the early part of September. I took possession down there
in September.
Q. You say you had no experience in the business ~-A. No, sir.
Q. What has been your business experience ~-A. I have been a
practicing lawyer and acting as judge for some time. For a short time
I was judge of the circuit court.
Q. Of what place are you a native ~-A.. I am a native of Virginia.
Q. When diu you first come to Illinois ?-A. In 1865 ~
Q. Which was just after the war~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before or after the close of the war ~-A. About the close of the
war.
Q. Were you in the Confederate service ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you in Illinois during the war ~-A. I believe I was at Peoria once during the war.
Q. vVere you sent into Illinois during the war by the Confederate officers or Confederate government to look after things or to discover
things ~-A. No, sir.
6534: CONG--17
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Q. Did you go on your own account for that purpose ~-A. I was go.
ing from J.Y.Iississippi to Missouri, and I got to Illinois easier than I
could go in any other way. I lived in Missouri.
Q. You were then in the service?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Through whom, if through any one, <_lid you secure your appointment; who recommended you ~-A. A member of Congress, a 1\'Ir.
Landes.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. I suppose Mr. Landes got his colleagues to sign for you ~-A. Yes,
sir; I think so.
The CHAIRl\iAN. The list furnished by the Commissioner of Indian
A:fl'airs shows that Judge Halley was recommended by nine members of
Congress from Illinois, Ron. S. Z. Landes, William M. Springer, WilLiam R. Morrison, J. M. Riggs. N. E. Worthington, R. W. Townshenu,
William H. Neece, Ja.mes H. Ward, and Ron. Frank Lawler, all members of the House of Representatives.
Senator CULLOM. The Democratic delegation.
The CHAIRMAN. The entire Democratic delegation~
Senator CULLO LVI. Yes.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What command did you belong to in the Confederate service~
A. I went out in General Price's command in the beginning. I lived
in Missouri at the time.
, Q. You had been a member of the legislature of Missouri ~-.A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And have been a member of the Illinois legislature f-A. Yes, sir;
I served twice.
Q. Were you a colleague of Senator Cullom's in the legislature of
Illinois after the war ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. From the county of Jasper, where you now live ?-A. Yes, sir.
0

TESTIMONY OF JOHN F. DE BRA.

•

JoHN F. DE BRA, having been ~uly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Please state your name.-Auswer. John F. De Bra.
Q. Of what place are you a native ~-A. I was born aud raised in
Ohio; near Dayton, Ohio.
Q. vVhat is your profession ~-A . I am a physician and surgeon.
Q. Of how long standing ~-A. l have been in the practice of medicine nearly thirty years; about twenty-seven or twenty-eight years.
Q. Were you at any time agency physician at Darlington, Indian
Territory ~-A. I was.
·
Q. For how long; between what periods ~-A. I was appointed the
first day of October, 1883; that was when my term of service began, and
I served until the lOth of J"anuary, 1886.
.Q. Did .YOU seek yo.~u appointment there, or how did it come about ?A. No, sir; I did not seek it. I have been a martyr to hay fever, and
I was traveling, and passing through that country I found a great relief, and I concluded I would stop off at t,he agency a short time, aud
after I stopped there there was a vacancy occurred, and there was a
_great .de~l of sickn~.s.~ phere7 an<J t.h~ tRen agent, :Miles, prevailed QP
0
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me to stop, and having found such relief from hay fever 1 consented. ta
do so, and sent home and got my recommendations, and he said he
would indorse them anu see if he could secure me the appointment, As
they were compelled to haYe a physician at that time aml could not
wait until they could have an appointment made from vVashington.
Stating these facts I received the appointment.
Q. You never thought of securing such an appointment until you
happened to stop there ~-A. No, sir; I had not the appointment in my
seeking.
Q. I think I will inquire what your politics were ?-A. Well, I had
always been a neighbor of 1\fr. Vallandigham, if you have any recollection of lliiH.
Q. And a Democrat, I presume, being a neighbor of his ?-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. There was no question JLade about J'Our politics at all ~-A. No,
sir; I told tlle agent I could get Democratic indorsement. The agent
said," Democratic or not, we have got to have a physician; we are not
after an_ythiug bnt a doctor, and we must have him."
Q. Yon were there when Messrs. Hemphill & Woy came there, were
you not ~-A. No, sir; I think Mr. Woy, if I understand it, was tllere
two or three months before I was.
Q. Well, about that time ~-A. Yes, sir; I went there about the last
of September.
Q. As physician, you bad an opportunity of observing whether Hemphill & Woy were good traders and whether there was any occasion for
complaint against them, had you not ~-A. I was very intimately asso
ciate<l with Hemphill & Woy as neighbors; our families were very intimate.
Q. What do you say about their conduct as traders there ~-A. I
never beard any complaint alleged against them or saw anything out
of the way with them. They were straightforward, upright, Obristian
gt>ntlemen.
(~. What was their influence, so far as you observed~ upon society
there, and the condition of the Indians, their education and civilization ~-A. Well, we worke<l together in many respects towar<ls the advancement, the civiliziug and Christianizing of those people, and I
think we <lid all we could, in oruer, by precept and example, to bring
about a better condition of things and to better their condition.
Q. State1 whether or not Hemphill & Woy were interested in the
work, whether they took an active interest in the · work of civilizing
aud Christianizing and educating the Indians.-A. They always did.
Q. What did they do 0?-A. They always were counseling for goou,
and they invited frequently the people to attend our churches and
schools, and sometimes we would have an interpreter there to talk to
them-to the blanket Indians and their children-and some one in the
scllool would be called upon, and Hemphill and Woy were leading men
in our community in that respect. Their example was very elegant.
Most generally we attenued tlle Arapahoe schoo1, from the fact that it
was near by, while Mr. Voth's sclwol was further off and there they
had a sufficient number of white persons to. teach in their Sunday
schools. Consequently we would, as a general thing, go to the Arape:thoe school.
Q. I will ask you thi.s general question: How much of a factor is the
Indian trader in the matter of the ad van cement and civilization of the
lndians ~-A. That would be a pretty hard question for me to answer.

260

INDIAN TRADERSIIIPS.

Q. Perhaps you do uot get my question: Are the Iudiaus influenced
by tile traders at all ~-A. Oh, 1 think jnst as much so as they would be
by anvone, any agent or employe. Any man who goes there will have

uu influence either for good or had. It must be one or the other; it
cannot be any other way.
Q. What are the opportl!nities of a trader for exercising a good influence ?-A. Just simply from bis coming in contact with them, and by
his conversation and example, I should thin!~.
Q. Te:tke it in the matter of getting children to attend schools. Does
a trader baYe any special advantages in that respect ?-A. Oh, yes, sir.
When Agent l\1iles was agent (as also Agent. Dyer), be having a great
deal of work and care, I was frequently asked to look after tile children,
to get them into the school, and. I bad the examination of those children
tl1at were sent away to school, and I know that Mr. Hemphill and .1\fr.
Woy both would frequently assist me jn talking to camp Indians with
reference to their chi.ldren to get them into school and send them away
to school. I never have beard anything else of tllem, only that they
used their influence to get these children to school and send them away
to school.
(J. Did you leave the agency voluntarily, or were you displaced ~-A.
I <lid 110t leave it Yoluntarily; I was bounced..
(~. \Vhy were yon uounce<l "? -A. Well, I will tell you.
I cannot make
a long story short in that matter.
Q. "Vell, make it as sllort as you can, and give it to ns.-A. I certainly can. In the .first place, after the change of administration, supposing, as I had always been a Vallandigham Democrat, it was a good
enough recommendation for me, and referring- to papers already on file
.in reference to my character, I wrote :Mr. Atkins a letter stating tbese
facts and referring to the papers already on file. To that I rec~ived no
answer. I supposed that there would be no change made, or I should
hear something about it; that there would be further application necessary, I supposed. I waited, and I think it was along about July, 1885,
or perhaps August, or about that time, tllere was. notice came that a
Dr. Dorset, of Texas, had been appointed agency physician at the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, his pay to commence as soon as he could
c:.>me there.
By Senator OULLO~I:
Q. That was your place ~-.A. Yes, sir; that was ruy place. I remonstrated. I wrote Commissioner Atkins a letter and claim~tl that I had
not been treated fairly; that if he wanted recommendatious in reference to character and also recommendations to establh;h the fact that
I bad been an uncompromising Democrat, they shonld be forthcoming.
No reply came to that-yes, a letter came saying about this: "Yours of
a certain date protesting against being relieved (or to that purport) is
received. You are notifie<.l by this office tllat appointments are not made
on personal recommendations." That was all. In the mean time I llacl
taken opportunity to send to Ohio for recommendations, and to General
Anderson, the Congressman, and various partie!') wlwm I llad associated
with for years. I received those recommendations. About the time I
had received them or before, I had understood that Commis ioner Atkins
was coming West on a tour of inspection, and wonld visit that agency.
When lVlr. Atkins came I presented those papers to him. He was very
sorry-•
Q. Sorry for wba.t ?-A. Sorry that be had not known this before, he
said; that I should have a place, he said. ln the mean time, mark you,
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this Dr. Dorset, of Texas, had written to Captain Lee, the agent there, ·
wanting to know what society he would have there for his wife, what
opportunities he would have for his children, and a discussion of the
agency generally. Captain Lee said he was busy, and he said to me,
''Doctor, you answer that letter; you 'vrite out the exact condition of
this agency, and answer his questions." I did it. I said when I came
to that item of llis as to what society he would haYe for his wife, I said,
"Doe tor, you ought to know what the society of a military post is, and
whether yon want your wife to associate vvith them or not. As far as
the society of the agency is concerned, it is made up of the best of Indian traders, together wi~h the employes, and is of the very best."
By the CiiAIRMAN :
Q. What do you mean by military post; Fort Reno is only a mile distant~-A. Yes, sir; about a mile and a half distant. I sent that letter
to Dr. Dorset, and his wife as I understand-at least he declined to
come. He wrote me to the effect that he would not want my property
which I proposed to sell to him. In the mean time he notified (this is
only supposition) the Indian Office of that fact. I only speak from circumstantial evidence; and while General Atkins was West, Mr. Upshaw appoints a Dr. Giffen-Q. From what place ~-A. From Indiana, from the Objector's district-Holman's district, frmn Indiana, and he came there. When General Atkins was there he had been notified that 1\Ir. Upshaw had made
the appointment of this man Giffen. Now, drive a peg right there; I
want to start off on another point. While General Atkins was there
there was a man purporting to be a Colonel Ellison came there-Q. Do you know his first name~-A. I do not know it.
Q. Is it George U. ~-A. I do not know; l>ut he is a drunken deadbeat. He had been to the Osage Agency and he came and met General
Atkins a·t that agency, and I am credibly informed (and believe it because I got a portion of it from General Atkins that what I knew was
a fact) that he had offered to get a doctor from the Osage Agency transferred to my agency for the sum of $300.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Diu Commissioner Atkins tell you that~-A. He did not tell me
that, but I had a conversation with General .~..<\.tkins and he confirmed
me in the opinion.
By tb e. CHAIRl\fAN:
Q. You are coming to that part! suppose1--;-A. Yes, sir; I am.
Q. This is the same man who held at one time a trader's license~-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Where ~-A. I do not know.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. It was a sort of roving license, was it not 1-A. I do 'not know
where be held a license.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. How do you know he had a license ~-A. General Atkins told me
he gave him a license.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Had he made any proposition to you on the subject~-.A . He
came to me and said that he staid in General Atkins's office at Wash-
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ington, and if I would give him $300, why he woul<l get General Atkins to give me that appointment. I said, "No, I won't give ~von one
cent. If my character and if my work and what I have done for those
Indians will not recommend me, as hard as I have worked, one cent
will not get me that appointment." He dropped his bead and went off.
Now here. He went off with General Atkins's party, and General
Atkins on the road told me that he had told him, (even while he was
there at the agency and working in the interest of getting this other
man appointed, now mark yon) that Dr. De Bra was a notorious infidel,
and told him that I had expressed myself as if I did not believe an Iuuian had a soul.
Q. You know that because you say Commissioner Atkins told you
so~-A. Yes, sir; he told me so. The way I got to hear it now was,
be got to asking Mr. Hemphill about it, if I was an infidel.
By Senator BL.ACKBUl~N:
Q. Who did ~-A. General Atkins bad asked Mr. Hemphill, and Mr.
Hemphill bad told him.
·
By the CHAIRMAN:
(~. You may proceed with your statement.-A. There is one point.
Now, to go back. Mr. Williams is present agent there now. After
Giffen had come there~ the first thing he did was to tap a case of alcohol.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. vVho was that ~-A. Dr. Giffen, l\fr. Upshaw's appointee,
Q. How do you know that General Upshaw appointed Dr. Giffen~
A. General Atkins told me that he ha.d made tLat appointment. That
is straight goods, you know.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Proceed with your statement.-A. And he got drunk the first
thing. I had not opened the last year's supply.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Did ~you turn over the whole invoice ~-A. Yes, sir; and the first
thiug be did was to open up a case of alcohol. I gave him the key
about noon, and by 4 o'clock in the afternoon he was i)eastly drunk, and
at the ~arne time there were several cases of sickness in the school
among the scholars, and be was drunk, and I attended the cases . .
Q. After sou were discharged you attended to those cases "? -A. Yes.
sir; after I was discharged I went anll visited those who were sick. I
met the agent, and he said, "The doctor is in terrible distress; what is
the matter~" "Wily," I said, ''he is rlrunk." He says, "Indeed.
vVell, I will investigate it." The agent told me that he went down to
the hotel and inquired for him, but could not find hin1. lle inquired if
be was in his room, and they said, no, he was not. Well, he said be
would go and look for himself, and he found him, and be was so drunk,
he could not rouse him up at all; he was just limp. The next morning he concluded be would straighten up, and he went and saw the
r-tgent and promised him he would reform and not drink any more. But
be kept it up right along for about a week, and the agent put me back
on duty again. I was on duty then perhaps a month or six weeks or
may be two months, and then Dr. Gray was transferred from some
agency at the north to that agency, and relieved me, and I went then
to Washington. I wrote several times to know the cause why I was
relieved, and if there were any charges against me, because, if tllere were,
I wanted an opportunity to refute them. I could not get any answer;
I
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I could get :no'thing. I was relieved, and simply took the train and
went to Washington to inYestigate. After conversing with Commissioner Atkins, and refuting, to his satisfaction, the statement that I
was an infidel, and convincing him that I <lid believe, perhaps, that an
Indian bad a soul, and also refnting the letter that had been written
from that agency that I was try: ng to circumvent Commissioner Atkins'
appointment, he said, "Well, I am sorry; I have no vacancy at all;
there is no vacancy, and I cannot relieve anybody else to give you their
place, but I will give you a situation when there is one vacant, though
I have concluded not to make any more promi~es to anybody."
By the CHAIR:nrAN:
Q. You say you satisfied Commissioner Atkins that you were not an
infidel. How did you satisfy him in regard to 'that ~-A. vVhen he
made that charge to me I happened to carry a letter from the church.
Q. From what denomination ~-A. From the Christian Church, the
Disciples.
Q. The church commonly known as the Campbellite Church ~-A.
Yes, sir; the Campbellites ; the doctrine laid down by Alexander
Campbell.
Q. That satisfied him, did it ~-A. Yes, sir; he tolcl rue that after
seeing that letter, and my zeal in coming all the way to Washington
City, he was thoroughly satisfied.
Q. Did he tell you how he had formed the impression that you were
an infidel and did not believe an Indian had a soul ~-A. Yes, sir; by
this man's telling him.
.
Q. By Colonel Ellison telling him so ?-.A. Yes, sir; by Colonel Ellison telling him; and he said that he had satisfied himself with reference
to Ellison, and would not allow him to come into his office any more.
He told me that.
,
Q. He was also sati:sfied with regard to Ellison ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, how did you satisfy him about the letter which had been
written there saying that you had misrepresented the condition of society at the agency and were trying to circumvent him ~-A. They had
seen, perhaps, that there might be some question about that, and it
seems as though they bad sent to Dr. Dorset, in Texas, to get that letter
that I had written, but undoubtedly had not examined it, from the
fact that he was very much surprised when he found what his impression was and that what had been reported to that office was untrue.
Q. Yuu think Commissioner Atkins had not seen the letter ~-A. I
know be bad not seen the letter, because he telephoned Mr. Upshaw to
bring the letter and papers over.
Q. And wheu he saw that letter which you did write to Dr. Dorset
he was satisfied on that subject~-A. Yes, sir; he said h~ was at least.
Q. That is the whole of your story as regards your removal ~-A.
Yes, sir. I was determined not to lie under any stigma or charges, and
l\Ir. Upshaw to1d me there was not a charge against me; that I had
not been derelict of dut.y or guilty of malfeasance or anything of that
kind. He said there was nothing against me.
Q Was that supposed to be a pretty valuable position for a doctor~
A. I was getting $1,200 a year, and besides I was allowed to treat outside patients.
Q. You received $1,200 a year from the Government ?-A. Yes, sir;
and then I was allowed to do all the outside practice, although I had to
attend to all the employes there free of charge; but there were cattle~
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men iu the country, or had been cattlemen, a great many of them, and
that made it a. very nice situation at that time.
Q. You say that Hemphill and \Voyexercise<l a good and favorable influence upon the Indians at that place ~-A. Oh, yes, sir; very.
Q. And upon society there ~-A. Yes, sir ; very nice indeed.
Q. Has there been any improvement in that respect since the new
traders carne ~-A. Senator, I will tell you that is my private property
now; that is my campaign property for 1888, and it is sacred, and this
is not the time to part with it; but I expect if you will come around
the cross-roads in Indiana and Ohio next year I will tell you all I know
about it.
Q. You cau answer that general question as to whether there has
been any improvement in the condition of things since the new traders
came tltere.-.c\.. I do not wish to be arbitrary about this matter, but
supposing n0w I were to answer that question, perhaps yon would ask
me another.
The CHAIR1\1AN. Well, yon are lta'e as a witness.
Senator CULLOM. You ought to go on and tell what you know pertaining to the subject,.
'l'he WITNg:::;s. 1 do not know just lww far I am compelled to do anything of that kind; 1 am 110 lawyer; I do not kuO\Y whether I am compelled to ju:st simply tell here what I kuow, if I claim it is private property; I do not know about tllat; I will ask for information; I wish to
do what is right nuder all eire mstances, and will do it.
The CHAIRl\IAN. This committee is here to find out all about the appointment of Indian traders and their method of conducting the business, and other matters pertaining to it, and I think you should answer
the question.
Senator CuLLOM. You have no right to excuse yourself on the
ground that it is private property; there is nothing in that excuse ; if
there is anything that is asked you that is entirely foreign to the subject, it might be a question as to whether you have a right to refuse an
answer to it; but the committee must be the judge of what it is right
to ask you.
'Ihe CHAIRl\IAN. Well, I will puL some direct questions to yon.
Q. Did you ever know any gambling to be carried on there when
Hemphill and Woy were there~-A. Well, yes, sir; before they left, I did.
Q. While they were there holding an appointment as traders ~-A.
Yes, sir ; you see I left before they did.
Q. Yon say tiJeir iufiuence upon society was good there, and you
wrote Dr. Dorset that tht>. society was the best there; was that true?A. As fa:r as our Rociety that we associated with tltere together was
concerned, I felt so, they and their wives; I associated with them and
they were mighty good fellowR, I thought.
·
Q. 'l~e employes do you mean ~-A. Some of N1em. Some of them
were not so good, I suppose.
Q. \Vas any gambling carried 011 there after the new trader came~
A. Well, yes, sir; I think so; and before too, I think.
Q. Now I want you to tell how much there was before antl after"?A. Senator, it would. be impos:sible for me to tell how much. Perlwp8
I would not know. Perhaps { could tell that I had freqneutly seen
gambling going on, anu not so much. Under Colonel Dyer's administration; you go back to that now; simply g·o back to Colonel Dyer'~
administration up to July, 1885, say.
Q. Well, go back to Colonel Dyer's administratiou.-A. There was
but very little of it I think, Ycry little gambling under Colonel Dyer's
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a-dministration, and but very li t tle ntule: .\gent :\Iile:;.;'s admittistr,ttion,
because those men were very eleg<mt gentlem m; nice men; au<l I do
not think they allowed it. lint when Agent Lee came in po.;session of
the agency I think he was more lax with r eference to the eom~nct of
men. \Vhether he knew it or not I do not know-yes, f know tlla~ lle
knew it, because just before I lef~ I tol<lllim wll<"tt was going 011; Iremember that.
Q. What did yon tell him W<1S going ou ~-1:\.... I toltl him that there
was gambling going on; I told him tllat tllat commissary used a kind of
gambliug tent.
Q. What commissary '? -A.. It, is where tile office is.
Q. Is the commissary connected with the tradership ~-A . Ye::;, sir;
where the goods are stored.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. A.re the books kept there 0?-A. Yes, sir; the books are kept there.
Q. A.ud money~-~1\... Yes, sir; !think so; I haveseenmoneyin that
office.
By the UHAIRl\IAN:
Q. Did the employes of the trader gamble there J?-A.. Yes, sir; some
of them. 1 have seen some of the traders gambling there.
Q. Did the condition of things existing there at the time you left tend
to the ad \~ancement of civilization and Christianity amongst the Indians ?
-A. I think not, sir.
By Senator CULLOl\I:
Q .. Was it worse when ~~ ou left than it bad been before ~-A . Yes,
sir; it seemed to be getting worse all the time.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Taken altogether, doctor, yon feel that you have been badly treated
in this matter, don't you ~-A. Well, I will state that, after ·having live(l
a consistent Democrat and being the bosom friend of V allan dig ham,
I think I was.
Q. It looks so. It occurred to you that these gentlemen neither c::.ued
about your politics when a Republican administration appointed you
and a Democratic au ministration put _yo a out~- .1.. It occnrre'U. to my
mind that when I had relinquishecl a good pra.ctict~ ·tt home and had
gone there .and taken the interest that I llad in the work, after relinquishing this practice and sacrificing, yon mig·b.t say, wl.mt I lHt(l, atul
then going out into the world to establish a uew pt·actic'3, au old man,
it was an up-hill business, and I felt undoubtedly tllat I Wi1S wronged.
Q. How old are you ~-A. I am 50 ye,Lrs of age.
Q. Now, to ascertain exactly how badly you felt that you hacl been
treated aucl what effect it has produced upon your mind, won't you tell
us upon which side of the campaign of 1888 you intend to use this ca,mpaign capital you have stored up ~-A.. I llave no hesita,ncy iu saying
that the only way I see out is to elect Mr. Blaine a.s President.
Q. I thought so. So, then, a Democratic administr<ltion by turning yon
out llas made one J{epublican vote for 18S') 1-A.. Yes, sir; I think so.
Taking tllis into consideration, mark you, the wa.y \Ve worketl there for
the elevation of those Indians, and the condition of that agency to-day,
certainly any man that wonld have the spirit of Gou and of humanity
at heart would think so.
Q. When tllis man Ellison offered to get yon reappointed for n. sum
of money, $300 I believe you said it was--A. Yes, sir; it was.
0
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Q. When he made that proposi~tion to you, whm·e was the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; was he at that agency then ~-A. He had not
come vet.
Q. He did come afterwards~- ..'\.. Yes, sir; he came afterwards.
Q. And you had several interviews with him ~_,.A. Not several; I had
one interview.
Q. Only one ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. I thought you spoke of a conversation between yourself and the
Commissioner on the roMl afterwards when he said something about
your infidelity ~-A. He told me that this man had told him about it on
the road; I was not on the road.
Q. Did you tell Commissioner Atkins that Ellison had made this proposition to you 1-A. I did not, becaLlSe I did not think it necessary at
all, or didn't think of it.
Q. A man was holding a license under Commissioner Atkins aR an
Indian trader, and he offered for a bribe to secure you an appointment,
and you subsequently talked about that man to the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs and ne,Ter told him of this ~-A. Say, Senator, you can't
now tangle me.
Senatoe BLACKBURN. I <lon't want to tangle you; if you don't tangle
yourself I will congratulate you.
TL.e WITNESS. I W<:tnt to explain it to you.
Senator BLACKBURN. Ex:pla.in it to him [pointing to the stenographer], for I want it all to go into this record.
A. In the first place I ne\Ter held a post tradership.
Q. But Ellison did ~-A. Yes, sir; he did, but I didn't know it at the
time he was there.
(~. You knew it when you were talking to Commissioner Atkins~
A. Yes, sir; but that was three or four months afterwards.
Q. Hatl you forgotten thttt lle hacl offerecl to do this for ::t bribe ~-A.
No.
Q. Then why didn't yott tell Commissio:1er Atkins about it ~-A.. I
just simply didn't know that he had m;ttle tha.t report to Commissioner
Atkins that I was an infidel until Commissioner Atkins had told Mr.
Hemphill.
Q. Then, unless he did something inimicable to you, unless Ellison
made some report harmful to you, or did something to hurt ,you, you did
not intend to tell about this bribe that he offered at all, did you "1 -A.
vVell, I didn't tell him until I went to Washington; I told him at Washington.
Q. Was Ellison then holding a license to trade ~-A. I think not;
no, sir ; he was not.
Q. Don't you know that his license to trade was canceled and that
by telegraphic order ~-A. No, sir; I do not know tllat it was canceled
by telegraphic order. Commissioner Atkins told me that he had revoked his license.
Q. Before you ever told him about this bribe business ~-A. No, sir;
afterwards I told ltim about the bribe busines~.
Q. In that same iuterview with him in Washington ¥-A. Yes, sir.
(~. But you did not tell him months after the offer was made by Ellisou, when Commissioner Atkius wa,::; at the agBncy 1- A.. The only conversation I hatl was in presenting the prtpers. He wad in a gre:tt hurry
and said "I will hear you," awl I preseuted those pa.p3rs. TlHtt was
the only conversation I lla{l witlt him at the agency. He was busy and
his time was taken up, and I prescutetl my papers to him and he was
very sorry and told me I slwuld have a position.
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Q. Where was that ~-A. That was at the hotel there.
Q. Where was it on the road that Commisi-1ioner Atkins told you that
Ellison had charged yon with infidelity ~-A . Don't try to make me say
that, for I didn't say it.
Q. I didn't try to make you say it. But where was it and when was
it that Commissioner Atkins told you that Ellison had spoken to him
of your infidelity ~-A. At Washington City . .
Q. Have you not in your testimony here r-eferred to a conversation
between yourself and Commissioner Atkins which took place on the
road ~-A. No, indeed, I haven't. I was not with Commissioner Atkins
on the road; I did not have any conversation with him on the road at
all.
Q. Very well. Now, theu, doctor, tell me about tllat letter that you
wrote to the Texan, Dr. Dorset. Have you a copy of that letter~ -A.
I have not.
Q. Yon did not keep a copy ~-A . No, sir; I did not keep a copy. I
simply did this: The doctor addressed a letter to the agP.nt wanting to
know the condition of affairs, and what was furnished him, and what
he might expect generally to do, and if it was necessary, I think, to
bring books, and what books he would need and what was furnished by
the Government, and he wanted to know what society he would have
for his wife and what facilities there were for schopls.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Tell t,h e Senator where the letter is, as a matter of fact .-A. It is
on file in Washington. Captain Lee handed me the letter and told me
to answer it and state the fact just exactly as tt was.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Diu you show the letter you wrote to Captain Lee before you
mailed it ~-A. I did not.
Q. Was that letter generally favorable or unfavorable; was it calculated to make a favorable or an unfavorable impression on Dr. Dorset
in regard to this agency as a place of residence for his family and children ~-A . I told him what the facts were, and referred him to· other
parties for the facts in the case.
Q. Was that letter calculated to induce him to go there or not ~-A.
That depends largely on what suits a man; It would not be like Washington Oity, or perhaps there might be worse places in North America·
it was simply a fair, plain statement of the truth of what he could ex
pect to find there.
Q. Then I will ask you, for the second or third time, would be be inclined, acting upon tllat letter, to come or not ~-A. Well~ I did not say
anything in the letter which would prevent his coming, because I gave
him the facts and just what he could expect.
Q. Did you think it would encourage the doctor or prevent his coming "? -A. I do not know ; I supposed he was coming and would want
to know how to prepare to come; that is what I thought about it.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Without reference to whether you staid or went away ~-A. Yes,
sir; I had no idea but what he would come then; I ofi'erecl to sell him
my horses; I told him be would have to furnish his own team; that
the Government furnished feed for one horse, and I went on to tell
him that he would have to furnisll his own team and conveyance, ancl I
told him I had a fine span of ma.tcllecl horses that I would like to sell to
him; the General here remembers this point in that letter, undoubtedly.
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.c\..ssistant Commissioner U P SHAW. I remember something about . the
letter; yes.
The V\>~I'l.'NESS. I wrote tllat letter just as cout:>cientionsly as I e\er
did anything in my iife, just as I would ·w rite to you or any other gentleman.
Senator BLACKBURN·. Yes; I bave no doubt, under the circumstances.
The vVI'l.'NES S. There were no circumstances about it.
:Senator BLACKBU RN. I ~hought yon were about to go out and he was
coming and was asking yon about it; I understand :-1ll about it.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Now, I will ask you this question: What time did you leave
there~-...:\.. I left there, I think, about the 14th of Jan nary, 188f).
Q. Have yon been there much since ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Have you been back at all ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You do not know what has been going on there since that time~
A. On1y what I get from parties living there.
Q. When did Hemphill & Woy leave there ~-A. I cannot say exactly when tbcy left; I think it was about :March some time.
Q. They left after you did ~-A. Yes, sir; I think they left some time
iu .M.arch; my Ron was clerking in their store, and I thi.nk be came
home in lVIarch; I have not the date here.
Q. Your son -\vas a clerk for Hemphill &Woy, was he not~-A. Yes,
sir; he bad been clerking. -He had also been clerking for Captain Connell.
Q. Before he went into the employment of Hemphill & Woy ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Connell was a trader there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Cl And be was the man whose place Mr. vVoy took. vVas not Connell a partner of Hemphill & \Voy "? -A. No, sir; he was a partner with
Rays.
(J. He was employed by and continued to be a clerk for Hemphill &
\Voy until they closed out in ~.,ebruary, 1886 ~-A... That was my understanding; February or March.
Q. Any immontlity you saw going on at that reservation must have
been g·oing on while Hemphill & Woy were there, because they came
there shortly after you did, and they left there after you ]eft tltere ~
.A... Yes, sir; I suppose so. I do not suppose they were cognizant of it.
Q. Were any of the other traders cognizant of it ~-A. 1 have seeu
t;Ome of the other traders gambling there.
Q. Who were they "? -A. That is private property, again, Senator.
(~. I do not see where the privacy comes in.-A. Well, you know
Connell was running that store, and Hays was down there but little.
He was not about the agency, J do not think, but a· \ery few weeks altogether up until the time of this change of tradership; understand.
Q. \¥ill you tell us who the traders were whom yon say gambled~A. I will tell you one.
Q. Well.-A. I saw Hays.
(~. You say he was not there much~ and therefore you could not have
~een him gambling much.-A. He was·, after all these changes were made.
Q. Did Oonnell have any money, or was Hays to furnish all tho
money ~-A. Oh, I do not know; he had some money.
Q, Did you understand that Connell was furnishing any of the capital in that partnership affair ~-A. I do not know; I could not say. I
do not want to say anything I do not know.
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Q. Did you see any deterioration iu the moral~ ant.l general conduct
of tue people on that agency brought about by the introduction of any
of the new traders in the place of .Mes8rs. Hemphill & Woy ~-A. Now,
I could not say from that standpoint, speaking feom that st,Lndpoint,
more than it seemed as tllongh when Agent Dyer was out things run
pretty high-handed: that is just tl.le tentll of it. You know very frequently men will, if they are disposed to do wha.t i.s wrong, be very sly
about it, or will refl'ain when they know there is a power behind them
that. would, perllaps, execute the law. And I always accounted for it
in this way, that Captain Lee, being a military man, was more lax in
his discipline.
Q. I thought military men were usually more stringent as disciplinarians.-A. Perhaps they are under some circumstances.
Q. You have beeu telling the chairman~ here, about the results following the good precepts a.ud good examples on the part of Indian
traders upon the Indic.tns themselves. Is that regarded as one of the
civiliziug and Christianizing influences tllat tlle Indians are subjected
to ?-A. 'Vell, I shou]ll think to introdnce a ball clement among them
would not be condncive to their civilization and their progress .
Q. Do yon think that many Indian souls are saved by the Christian
example of the a\crage Indi~tu t rader 1?-.1.. I think this: There are
two principles, sir. 'rhere is a principle of right and a principle of
wrong. There are two spirits. There is a good spirit and there is au
evil spirit. \Vhen the go0d spirit is in the lwart tlte evil spirit is out,
and when the evil spirit is in the heart the gootl spirit iB out also. They
do not mix; it is 1ncompatihle. ..cl.ndjnst so far, by precept and example, as you educate an Indian rigb.tly, l think the man that educates
him should have due credit. 1 have no doubt many of the Indians are
better off to-day spiritually than a good many white men, because I believe the Lord knows wlwt they would tlo providing they had the opportunity of light and knowledge. And as far as the saving of Indians'
souls is concerhed, I think the Lord will just simply exercise his own
good judgment about it, and will do what is right.
Q. What I was getting at was your estimate of the practical results
of the contact of lmlian agents and tra1ler.s with tile tribe. Is it generally good or bad !-A. The what ~
Q. The contact, the influences that result from the contact of the Indian tribes with the Indian agents antl tr:ulcrs '?-~t\.. The Indian em. ployes, and all connected with the Indians, so far as my experience has
gone, have a salutary influence upon the ei\Tiliz~-ttion, the education, and
the encouragement of the Indians.
Q. That is what I wanted to get at. I w;;tntecl to find out whether
you thought the Indian trader, generally, was more anxious to save the
Indian's soul or get the Indian's money ~-A. vVell, I tell you, as a general thing, so far as I knew those men, they were conscientious men,
and their character-was not questioned at all, au(l \Yhile they were there
perhaps not" for their health," as the general expression is, but to make
some money, they S<LW an opportunity of doing goocl aucl elevating them,
and eYen th::tt would mtturally~ I suppose, inspir,; eoufidcuce in the
white man when they found the white man W<tS gooll. Now, I will tell
you, they have a keen, perceptiYe knowledge of good ;.-1nd bad.
By Senator OULLOJ\I:
{~. A perceptive knowle(lge of gi)O ~l autl iJ:1U. ia m.3n ~-.A. Yes, sir,
in men. As they say it, they will s:)on tell yoa whether a ma,u is obsewah or wassah j tha,t is to say, whether he is ba!l or not.
0
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By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. Who took Agent Dyel''s place f-A. Arter the rumpus we lla<l
witb. the Cheyennes there Wets a milit'lt'Y mau appointed theee-Capta,in
L ee.
Q. He suceeeded Dyer, andyotr think the management was more lax
under Lee than urHler Dyer '? -A. Yes, sir; morally speaking.
Q. You had no prejudice against Oaptaiu Lee, this incoming agent,
had you 1-A. No, sir; I really try to be free from prej ndice against all
men.
Q. Is it or not a fact that the agent who was tllere before him was your
friend auLl tried to keep you there in your position as stugeon ~-A.
Nothing more than tllis; we were not bosom friends really-By Senator CULL011:
Q. To whom clo you refer now ~-A. To Agent Dyer. He was ratller
a reserved man, a man not adapted to intimacy with the employes, and
I cannot say that I was intimate with Colonel Dyer. I never was intimate with him. I remember going to him an<l askiug him if he would
recommend me. lie says: "Doctor, you have done very well, and," he
said, "I find no fault with you, and, consequently, I of course will recommend you for reappoinlJment."
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Colonel Dyer did recommend yon for reappointment ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Did you apply to Capt~tin Lee and ask him to recommend you 1l A. This appointment was matle at the time I applied to him in July.
Q. When you tried to get yourself appointed to a phy~ieian's place,
did you ask Oaptain Lee to indorse your application ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he do it ~-A. He did not.
Q. Did he refuse ~-A. He said just this. He said.: "I never recommend anybody." Says he: ';I am a military man, and military men
never recommend anybody."
Q. Then there was this difference between them: Colonel Dyer bad
recommended you for reappointment, anfl you bad applied to Uaptaiu
Lee and he had not ?-A. That is true. He bad not recommended me.
He s~tid that military men never recommended anybody. But he told
me. H'3 said: ''I hope you will got the appointment.'' But he said it
was a rule ~Hnong military men that a lower officer shoulduever recommend any person to their superiors.
Q. Whilst you were endeavoring to get thus reappointed to the position of surgeon or physician, did you make any threats or say that if
you failed you intended to make an expose of the condition of things
down at this agency ~-A. No, sir.
.
Q. You never said anything of that sort ?-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you have any conversation with Trader Barker before you
started on to Washington on this trip you have told us off-..A... Oh, I
several times talked with J\fr. Barker.
Q. Did you he:tve any con versa.tion with him relative to your proposed
visit to Washington and your purpose of getting this reappointment~
A. I do not remember that I told him I was going to Washington. I
clo not think I told any person there tlutt I was going on to Washington.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Yon did not leave there to go directly to Wasbingtoni did you~A. No, sir; I did not.
,
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Q. Where did 3·ou go ?-A. I went to OLio, and I got to studying
about this matter, thinking of this matter, mtd how I bad been treated,
and I thought that I was laboring under a stigma, and that I would go
to the end of the eartll but what I would find who had misrepresented
me and done me that mischief.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who was it that had. written that letter you refer to against you?A. It was Williams, the present agent.
Q. He bad written a letter to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
about you, had he not ~-A. Yes, sir; that is, I had learned this : that
he had written the letter and Lee's name was to it.
Q. The Army officer wilo was acting as agent ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Williams wrote the letter and Lee signed it~ -A. I don't know
whether be signed it or not; but bis name was to it.
Q. Then he must have signed it. Did yon see that letter ~-A. I saw
the letter.
Q. Who signed it ~-A. I did not read it.
Q. Who showed it to :you ~-A. Commissioner Atkins did not show
1t to me, but it was with those papers, and it was written on the back
" Captain Lee's letter." I know they opened it, but I did not wish to
pry into it. I bad beard that this man Williams bad written the letter.
Q. TbmJ you do not know what was in that letter ?-A. Only by hearsay; what General Upshaw had said.
Q. That paper that you saw there was labelled, among the papers in
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs' Office," LetterofCaptainLee i'f-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And you knew that was a letter ag·aiost you ~-A. I supposed it
was the letter that I hail heard came from vVilliams. General Upshaw
will know all about it.
Q. Do you remember when l\fr. Barker, the present trader, went to
Washington ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you have a.n interview with him before he went on to Washington ~-A. I tbiuk I did.
Q. Did. you ask him to tey and get yon au appointment~-.._L I will
tell you what I asked him. I told him to go to Commissioner Atkins
and see what tlle trouble was, and I ofl'ered to pa.y him for his trouble.
I said, "You go rhere ao(l see what the trouble is, aud I will pay you
for your trouble in doing· it, in going there to ascertain what the trouble
is." I offered that. · Be agreed to do it, aud saiu he would not cllarge
me anything for it. I told Lim I was willing to pay him for his time
and trouble in doing it.
Q. Did yon say to him, substantially, that if you got reappointed he
need not be surprh;ed at receiving a package with two or ttn·ee l.mnclred
dollars in it: and that be need not ask any questions about it ?-A.
No, sir.
Q. Nothing like that ?-A. No, sir. I proposed to pay him for his
trouble.
Q. What trouble would it cause him if he was goiug to the Indian
Office at \Vashington anyway ~-.A. I looked at it iu tllis W<t:f. If be
went out of his way or put himself to auy troublc-Q. Tie was starting for the Indian Office at Washington, was he
not "~-.A. I do not know.
Q. D1d yon not understand that he was going straight to tile Indian
Commissioner's Office ?-A. lie said lle would be in vVashingion, and I
told him to go there and find out these facts for me. I told bim, said I,
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"Mr. Barker, I will pay yon for your trouble; whatever it i-s, I will pay
you for it."
Q. Yon did not tell llim that in the event of your being reappointed
or getting a position that he need not be surprisC'd if be received a package with money in jt ~-A. No, sir. 1 remember distinctly that I told
Mr. Barker that I would pay him for what services he did for me.
Q. Do yon know a. man named Anderson ~-A. Clladey Anderson ~
Y<:>s, sir.
Q. He is a Representative in Congress ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you or not say to him, in substance, that unless you got an
appointment you intended to make a disturbance about this thing ~-A..
Now, I will tell yon about tllat. Yon know reporters are pretty thick
in the East; and, of course, after I had been in Washington, knowing
the '"·ay I was treate(l, I was importuned by the reporters, and espeeially by the reporter of the Cincinnati Commercial Gazette, to give them
the facts.
Q. By tile reporter of the Cincinnati Gazette, do you mean General
Boynton ~- .A.. l do not remember his name. But l told General Anderson that I was importuned by the newspaper men for a statement,
and he tol<l me Lhat he expeeted to run for the nomination again, and
he sai<l, "Don't you do it." I told General An<lerson that I would not,
and I have not written a word, although I have taken notes; but that
is my private property.
Q. You are saving· them for the campaign of 1888 ~-A. Yes, 8ir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Is General A nderson a Representative iu Congress now~-A. No,
sir; not now; he wat::; defeated in the nomination. But be was in the
last Congress.
Q. What are hit; politics ~--A. He is a Democrat; an<l he proposed
that I should not say anything.
Q. He cmtxeu yon off, did he ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
(~. Supposing you had gotten au appointment, would you have been
here testd"ying now ~-A. It would depen<l on circumstances-whether
1 woul<l h~we been :mbpmm:eu or not. If I had been ~ubpamaell, I
woulLl.
'
(~. Did you tell General Anderson or not that unless you got an ap·
pointmeDt you intended to make a blow about this thing· ~-A. "\Yell,
no; I did not. 1 told him this: That I had been importuned to make
a statement, ar.Hl tllat I bad been badly treate<l; and he said I had
beeu-Q. Oh, we all agree to that.-A. I knew the boy. He went to school
to me wheu he was a boy. I took a great deal of interest in the boyraised him up-and lle was a good Democrat after my own pattern, you
kuow.
Q. He ~eems to have stuck to it longer than you did.-A. Oh, no,
:sir. 1 was a teacher when he was a boy. I know this, that during
Grant's administration, perhaps, the Quakers had the recommendation
aud appointment of Indian agents, and men wllo were appointed agents
were (~uakcrs, a good many of them, and from ihe different churches,
aud tllcy were good moral men. They were selected for tllose appointments, an<l, as a general thing, they were good moral men. And, as a
matter of conrse, when anything is taken ont of the hands of the church
in that way, and is thrown in just simply for polil.t,ica.l reward, why
6
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tllings will not be as morally conducted as they would be, perhaps, if
those men were recommended b.v the church, or something like that.
Q. Do I understand you to say that you did not tell General Anderson that in the event of your failure to get an appointment you intended
to tell things to the prejudice of the admini~.;tration of this Indian Office
under Commissioner Atkins ~-A. l might have doue it, but General
Anderson se:tid to me, '~You should not do so." Ue said, "Doc., you
hold on; don't you do it," and he went on and condemned matters a
grea,t deal worse than I did, don't you see.
(~. But it didn't happen to reach him precisely as it did you '-A.
But something must have struck him somewhere.
Q. Now, this man Williams, who is now the agent at this place, was
hP; not a clerk under the old or former Republican administration '-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And was he not promoted and appointed agent b.v this administration upon tile removal of the Army officer wlw was tempDrarily
there ~-A. Yes, sir ; I til ink so.
Q. He was a clerk under the Price administration, and upon the removal of Captain Lee, the Army officer temporarily detailed as agent
there, Williams was promoted from the clerkship he had held under
Commissioner Price's administration to the agency he holds under
Commissioner Atkins's admimstration ~-A. Yes, sir; T think so. Now,
will you allow me to tell you how he got that appoin ~ ment i
Q. Certainl.v.-A. I only saw in the newspaper how he got it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, I have some newspaper articles here
myself, and if tlley CL>nstittlte proof I would like to put them in.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. I want to ask you one question as a matter of information. What
was the fact under tile previous admmistrations, so far as you know, as
to the relative numbers of Republicans and Democrats holding those
positions of Indian traders ~-A. I do not think there was ever a question asked in reference to the matter.
Q. Were there any Democrats holding tllose positions 1-A. Yes, sir ;
Mr. Hubbell, who was a trader, was an uncompromising Democrat, and
Mr. Doty~ a ver.v elegant gentleman, I think he was a Republican.
Q. 'fhey were mixed up in politics, Democrats and Republicans, and
nobody eared which they were ~-A. Yes, sir; before the change of
administration you hardly knew anytlling about politics in that respect.
Q. That was not a matter of concern ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Are not about half the traders at the Osage Agency Republican
to-day '-A. I do not know, sir.
Sen~ttor BLACKBURN. I think they are.

TESTIMONY OF ELIHU C. OSBORNE.
ELIHU C. OsBORNE, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Wilen were yon appointed Indian agent at Ponca ?-Answer. In August, 1885.
Q. Peior to th.at time who llad been the agent there ~-A. Dr. John
W. Scott.
6534 CONG--18
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Q. Was Mr. Sherburne a trader there when yon took charge of tbat
agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he staid there how long ~-A. The Department gave him until the 1st of February, and then I allowed ~1r. Sherburne to stay there
(and my action was approved by the Commissioner) maybe a mouth or
two longer. I cannot call to my mind when he left exactly, but it was
some time in April, I believe.
Q. That is when he finally left ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was Mr. Sherburne a satisfactory trader there ~-A.. So far as I
have understood he was. I never heard anything to the contrary.
Q. Something has been said here about his having a cattle lease awl
cattle on the reservation. Did you know that that was anything which
was forbidden 1-A.. Yes, sir; under a circular from the Department it
was not allo ell. However, this circular was issued after Sherburne's
Jeai-H~ h<Hl been made, I take it; that is my recollection about it, although
I am not positive in regard to it.
Q. Did you, or not, understand that it applied to Sherburne, to
leases which had been already made ¥-A. I did not know how that
would be construed.
Q. You made no question of that with Sherburne~ -A. No, sir; the
circular came in under Dr. Scott's administration and I stepped into
his shoes; wllatever he allowed I allowed.

By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. You did not raise any question witlt Sherbtuue as to whether he
was violating the regulation or not "?-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. In your employment of men under you out there as agent on this
reservation, do you draw the party lines tightly and employ Democrats
to the exclusion of Republicans, or not 1-.A... I never have aske1l au
employe such a question in my life, whether he was a Democrat or Republican. I ask him if be can do certain work and if I found he could
not do it I would discharge him. I have employeR there under me that
were under Dr. Scott. I take it. they are Republicans, or Democrats,
but I never have asked them and could not tell you to-day whether
they are or not.
Q. What was the course of the Commi~sionsr of Indian Affairs Office
towards Mr. Sherburne as to the period fixed fr:>r his removal and tlle
closing up of his businessai was it arbitrary, unjust, aml unfair towards
Mr. Sherburne. or the contrary ¥-A . .\1r. Sherburne did not think it
was unjust himself.
Q. Did you have any conversation with Mr. Sherburne on that snuject¥-A. Just casually. He was very well satisfi-ed with it.
Q. He was satisfied with the treatment that he had received from the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-A. To me he was ; he never made
any objection.
Q. Wa.s he hurried off after a fashion to necessitate and involve a
heavy loss to him, or was he given every opportunity which was reasonable to close up his business and get away without loss ~-A. He
was allowed every opportunity that could be given, and in fact all that
he wanted, that is, so far as I understood from Sherburne himself.
Mr. Sherburne had a good deal of oorn there in the cribs that he had
bought from the Indians, and if it had been sold just at the time he left
he would have had to sell it at a loss.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. He would have bad to carry it up to the settlement~-A.. Yes, sir;
if it had been removed. I allowed him to keep it there and my action
was approved by the Commissioner, and it was sold to contra~tors on
this road that bas just gone through there. I believe that is the way
he got rid of it.
Q. It was sold to better advantage there than if be had had to freight
it up1-A.. Yes, sir; I think so.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Would he have made anything out of it otherwise more than
five or eight cents a bushel ~-A. He gave forty cents a bushel, and he
could not have gotten more than twent.y or twenty-five cents a bushel.
Q. And it cost seventeen cents a bushel to bring it up, so that practically he would have lost it alU-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. When you reported to the Department what you had done in the
way of accommodation and extension of time to Sherburne, what reply
did you get from the Uommissioner~-A.. They said they were glad of it.
Q. How did you get it ~-A. Throug,h the office.
Q. In the shape of a letter ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you that letter ~-..A. Yes. sir.
Q. Please let us see it.
The witness produced the following letter, which was read by Senator
Blackburn:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, .April 30, 1886.
SIR: In reply to your communication of the 22d instant, reqnestiug the approval of
your action in allowing J. H. Sherburne, a former trader at the Ponca Agency, to leave
a lot of corn upon the reservation until be could dispose of the same, it is clear to
this office that you pursued the proper course under the circumstances, and that your
action was prompted by a desire to favoe the Indians, and the same is approved.
Very respectfully,
J.D. C. ATKINS,
Cornrnissioner.
E. C. OSBORNE,
U. S. Indtan Agent Ponca, goc., AqenciJ, Ind. Ter.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Have you ever been an Ind1an agent before 1-A.. I have not.
Q. Or had any connection with the Indian service jn any way '-A.
No, sir; never.
Q. From the experience which you have had I want to know what
your conclusion is a~ to whether this system of licensing .traders with
their licenses expiring every year is the best system which could be
adopted for the Indians ~-A. I think not, sir.
Q. What do you think would be a better system 1-A. I should think
that a license for four years would be better, as the traders are necessarily compelled to sell to the Indians on credit; they have not the
ready money, and have to wait through the different annuity payments.
l believe a four-year term would be much better.
Q. You would have them removed for any misconduct, of course1-A..
Yes, sir; for misbehavior.
·
Q. Otherwise you think it would be better for them to have a fouryears' lease ?-A.. I rather think so.
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By Senator CULLOM:
Q. When the lease expires and it is desired to appoint a new trader,
what sort of legislation would you recommend with reference to the old
trader in the matter of his getting rid of his stock of goods; would
you recommend any arbitration or settlement requiring that the old
trader should be bought out~-A. No, sir; I think there is something
in the regulations just about as good, or if it is not in the regulations I
have gotten the idea into my mind in some way, and that is, for instance, I am a trader; I have been appointed, and this gentleman is the
pres~nt trader, and he selects one person and I select another, and those
two select a third man, and they go through the stock and put a valuation on it; that is to say, if this man and I cannot agree.
Q. That is leaving it to a board of arbitration, practically, to settle
the question of the value ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then would you require that the incoming trader should buy the
goods at that appraised value ~-A. Yes, sir; 1 rather think so.
Q. So that there should not be this constant anxiety about the loss
of their property when they have to leave ~-A. Yes, sir. I do not think
such a regulation should go any further than to make an appraisement
of the value of the goods; I would not include the houses or improvements.
Q. You do not thiuk they ought to be taken into consideration ~-A.
No, sir.
.
Q. You think the owner ought to take care of them to suit himself~
A. Yes, sir. Here is my idea: a man may in four years build a house
worth eight or teu thousand dollars. Well, I do not care to pay eight
or ten thousand dollars for a house, although it may be worth it, you
understand ~
Q. I understand you. You think a man ought to have a choice of living in a small house if he wants to ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. What is the effect of frequent changes in traders upon the Indians
themselves; is it a good thing for the Indians to have frequent chang('S
of traders ~-A. I rather think not, for this reason: An Indian is
straighter about paying his debts than a white man, I am sorry to say,
and he may be hungry to-day at this annuity payment. Well, be owes
Mr. Sherburne say, and Judge Halley, and Mr. Sherburue may have
authority to be on the res~rvation during the annuity payment, as several of them have who are there now. Now, this Indian thinks to himself, inasmuch as I have owed Mr. 8herburne a longer time than I have
owed Judge Halley, 8herburne is more anxious for his money; in other
words, I will wait until my next annuity payment to pay Halley. He
does Halley an injustice in that, as Halley possibly cannot carry him
any further, aud he pays all the rnon('y due to this trader that is out.
Q. It is not practicable for the traders to do a cash business with the
Indians, is it ~-A. It is not at my ag~ncy; I never have been at any
other agency, and could not say how it is elsewhere.
Q. 'Vhere they get their annuities only once in six months, a trader
would have a trade for a few days and somebody else would have gotten
the aunuity and theu they would starve ~-A. Yes, sir. 1
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. So that you think when a good man is a trader at a post it is better for the Indians that he should be retained ~-A. Yes, sir; if he is a
g-ood man.
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By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And if he is not a good man he should be there anyway '-A. No,
sir ; certainly not.
TESTIM.ONY OF REUBEN A. HOUGHTON.
REUBEN A. HOUGHTON, having been duly sworn, was interrogated
as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Did you at any time have any conversation with W. J.
Hodges with reference to his negotiations with Mr. Sherburne for pur··
chasing his stock~ and effects ~-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. StaLe what it was, if you please.-A. It was nothing more than
this : that during the time Mr. Hodges was going there, I think, I asked
the question of Mr. Hodges why he did not buy Mr. Sherburne out,
and he said he had tried to buy him out but Mr. Sherburne said he did
not care to sell or care to entertain a propo.:3ition at that time in regard
to selling.
Q. And he gave that as a reason why he did not buy him out '-A.
I do not know that he gave it as a reason, but he said he did not think
he could buy him out. Mr. Sherburne seemed to think that be could
stay tnere and that he would have to bu.Y him out.
Q. Was that all the conversation you had with Mr, Hodges '-A. I
do not know that that was all.
Q. But it was all with reference to that point ~-A. Yes, sir; nearly
all; perbavs all.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Do you live here~-~-\... Yes, sir.
Q. Are you in business here ~-A.. I am not now, but I have been.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Where you ever in partnership with Mr. Sherburne as an Indian
trader '-A. Ye8, sir.
Q: Where ¥-A. At Ponca Agency.
Q. The tradership that Mr. Hodges afterwards took ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that tlle first Indian tradership that Sherburne had ~-A. Yes,
sir; that was when the Indians first went there.
~. Yon were a partner of his wnen he first went there '-A. I was
interested with Mr. Sherburne; yes, sir.
Q. Who had the money, you or Sherburne ~-A. We didn't either of
us have very much.
.
Q. How much did he have when he was first appointed an Indian
trader "?-A. I guess he was like the balance of the people here then,
they didn't have but little money.
Q. Did he have any capital to begin that tradership with '-A. No,
sir; not in the start he did not, when he first started in.
Q. Who furnished the license ~-A. Mr. Sherburne did.
Q. Did you put in any money ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How much ~-A. I put in about a $1,000 or $1,200when we started
in there.
.
·
Q. Was your name in the license ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Sherburne furnished the license and you furnished the capital ! A. Yes, sir.
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By the CHAIRl\fAN:
Q. Did Sherburne attend to the business ~-A. We were both there
all the time, both lived there and staid there all the time while I was
with him. I was there less than a year and a half.
Q. And he bought you out ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. When that license was reissued, in whose name was it issued f A. In Mr. Sherburne's name.
Q. Was that with your consent~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You consented that he shot;tld take out a new license in his own
name without your being in it ~-.A. Yes, sir.
By Senator OULLOM:
Q. It was in his own name first ~-A. My name was never in the
license. I was appointed as clerk and was always carried that way
while I was there.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You have told us that Sherburne went into business without capital. Did he make mone.\'" during that seven years that he was an Indian
trader ~-.A. Not while I was there.
Q. Did he afterw<:trds ~-A. I think he did; I think he made some
money there.
Q. Did he make any money anywhere except in his bnsineRs as an
Indian trader during those seven years ~-A. Yes, sir; he made some
money in cattle.
Q. Did he not lose $20,000 in cattle ~-A. Well, I guess he made it
in cattle before he lost it.
Q. But he lost it, did he not ~-A. I do not know how much he lost.
Q. You have been his partner; answer this question: Where did
Sherburne's property, the house he had, come from ; did he make it out
of his work as an Indian trader or otherwise ~-A. I think the most was
made out of property which he held here in town.
Q. Where did he get that money to invest in real estate ~-A. It
took very little at that time. [ do ;not think he ever put any of his
own money into it, that is my understanding, or very little anyhow.

TESTIMONY OF F. W. TIEMAN.
F. W. TIEMAN, having been duly sworn was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. " 7 hat is your business ~-Answer. I am a brickmaker and
mason.
Q. Are you at work now in Arkansas City ¥-A. Yes, sir ; I have
been.
Q. Have you ever had a license or permit to keep a hotel or a messroom, I do not kuow which it is called, in the Indian Territory f-A.
YeR, sir; it is only a permit to run an accommodation for traders'
clerks and agency employes and such travel as comes through there.
It is a boarding-house.
Q. Did you have to give a bond ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you have to get a permit 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. A written one ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. For how long ~-A. There was no stipulated time to it.
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Q.. From whom did you get it ~-A. From the Uommissioner of Indian
Affairs, Mr. Price.
Q. Do you understand that anybody can keep a boarding-house there
without a permit~-A. No, sir.
Q. Who in fact conducted the boarding-house ~-A. My wife.
Q. Do you keep that boarding-house now~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was your permit revoked or did you want to have it renewed;
what was the situation ¥-A. As long as Uolonel Hunt was our agent
there, he said it was not necessary to have the permit renewed. But
when Captain Hall came there was a change of administration, and I
went to him and asked him if there was any cause to renew the permit
and he said it would be better to do so. I told him I would make out
an application, and I wrote out a request or application for a new permit, stating that I was ready to give a bond the same as a licensed
trader and to run my hotel under a tradership, and sent it on with
Captain Hall's approval-that is, he told me he would approve it and
send it on for me. In probably twenty days afterwards it was returned,
as he told me, "with a black eye," although t.here wer~ two messhouses, one bakery, and a laundry there.
Q. Did they all have to have permits ~-A. Yes, sir ; they did. That
was returned, as I say, with what Captain Hall called "a black eye."
I went to him and asked him what the result of this was going to be.
He says, ''I guess we will make that all right; I will surely recommend
yours;" and I wrote out a new application.
Q. That was before you sent it ~-A. No, sir; the second one never
went. At the same time a gentleman named Sneed was stopping at
my house; we had been out hunting, and he overheard what Captain
Han had said to me when we returned.
Q. 'Vhat was Sneed's full name ~-A. I do not remember his initials.
l\f~jor OsBORNE. It is R. A. Sneed.
The WITNESS. He is an Indian trader at Fort Sill, and he also has a
tradership at Anadarko now, I believe. Sneed said he would see Commissioner Atkins on his trip homewards and that he would request I
be left there.
Q. Did he represent himself to be an acquaintance and friend of the
Commissioner ~-A. Yes, sir. So I went to Captain Hall two or three
times with my application and asked him to sign, it so that it might be
sent oft' for renewal, and he kept putting me oft', and finally about a
month afterwards, when I bad been up in the country to the Chickasaw
Nation, I came home in the night and found a letter there from Captain
Hall asking me to remove myself and my effects in t.wenty days. The
letter was from Captain Hall, the agent, but was supposed to have
come from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Q. As you understood, it was a notice which he was directed to give
to you ~-A. Yes, sir; a copy of a notice he had gotten from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. But before the end of the twenty days came
there was a letter came from Sneed where he had had his conversation
with the l'omh::)issioner of Indian Affairs, stating that if Captain Hall
would sign my application the permit would be renewed at once; that
there was no cause for my being removed at all. I went over to Captain Hall, who is the agent there at the Washita Agency, and showed
him the letter. He stepped back and answered, "I will not sign your
application." Be says," I have got a friend I have promised this place
to and I am going to have him here." He says, ''One hotel is enough.
You and Mr. Lemons will have to remo,·e, and Mr. Irvin will come
here"; that is the man be wanted to come.
0
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Q. When he said that did he use any profane expre.3sion ~-A. No,.
sir ; he did not.
Q. He said that he had a friend that he wanted to have that place, and
he was going to have it ~-A.. Yes, sir. I then waited until my twenty
days were up, and during that time my wife was subpamaed to court at
Graham and she was gone. I went to him and asked him for a permit
to remain until she came back. He said" Very well, to remain until
she came back." During this time Inspector Gardiner came down and I
went and saw him, as I had met him several times before, having worked
eight years in the agency, and I asked him why it was that I was to
be turned out of there, as my labor was needed on the place, r thought,
being a mason, and I always had been kept busy there. He said he·
would see Captain Hall and indorse my application himself. He said,
"Certainly we need you here." So the next day Inspector Gardiner
sent for me to come to the office, and I went there and he says, " :Makeyour statement again to Captain Hall." I did so, and Captain Hall
reared back and said, ''I cannot sign your application; you have hid out
a horse thief." I says to him, ''It is probable tlJat you lay that to
George Fox." He says," Yes." I says, "Agent, George Fox is no horse
thief; if he is why don't you take him; he is at Washita Falls, at large,
ready for you to take him. Besides that, hiding him out I didn't. He
came to my house, of course, in the evening and left in the morning.
But he came to my front door and came in when two of your officers
were present. They were there when he walked into the house. He
got his supper and came back to the office and sat down and talked to
them and then asked for a private room and I gave it to him, and the
next morning after breakfast he rode away."
Q. Well, there was nothing to that then ~-A.. No, sir; there was.
nothing to that. He told me, though, that I knew that·he wanted a man
there who would come and tell him things, so that he would not have to
hunt them up. I told him then (I was a little to blame I suppose for
that)-I told him that he would be gra,yer than a badger if he sat thereand waited for me to come and tell him stories; that I didn't carry no
stories. I said, "If Fox had been a horse thief l shonld have certainly
taken him, for I have volunteered my services at this Hgency four or fivetimes to catch horse thieves and furnished horses and everything to go
and get them."
Q. But, as I understand it, he told you at first and all along, that he
would favor your application ~-A. Yes, t~ir; he did.
Q. Tl)en when you br6ught to him Sneed's letter saying that the Commissioner said if he would recommend you you would be appointed, he
then said he was not going to recommend you, but was going to recommend a friend, and that friend was going to have the place ~-A. Yes,.
Sil'.

Q. And he said nothing then about any charges against you at all~
A. No, sir; he did not.
Q. He had been giving you to understand up to that time that he
would help your application ~-A. Yes~ sir.
.
Q. Who is Captain Hall ~-A. Captain Hall gains his name of captain
by being the captain of tile Rangers in Texas.
Q. What are the Texas Rangers ~-A. They are a police force, as well
as I can make it out.
Q. He is a Texan who has been appointed agenttbere~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did you come ottt with your investment there ~-A. Well, I
left there, as Captain Hall and I had some hard words after that.
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Q. I do not want to go into that.-A. I went away and my wife re·
mained at the house as Irvin had not come to take the place yet, aiHt
he said it might run until Irvin came. When Irvin came I gave her
power of attorney to sell it or dispose of it the best way she could and
I carne a way. Last spring she wrote me and told me that Irvin would
not gi\' e her but $800 for the plaee, and I wrote back and told her she
had better take it. Captain Hall came home and after Ha,ll came Irvin
came and told her that if she wanted $800 for the place, a pair of cowsthat was there, and the groceries that were on hand in the hotel at that
time, about $SO worth, she could take it; if not be would go and open
the other house. She told him she would not take it, and then Captain
Hall sent word mrer to close up the bouse and to move into the other.
A day or two afterwards my wife went to Irvin and told him be coul<l
have it for $800, as she needed money to go away with, and she took
$80 for the property.
Q. How much did the property cost~-A. My building account, outside of my labor, was $1,300. First, I paid $805, and then I bought
material anrl remodeled the house. It was an old shell and l remodeled
it, and my building account was $1,300 and something over, $1 or $2'
over.
Q. Aside from your work as mason ~-A. Yes, sir ; aside from that.
By SAna tor CULLOM:
Q. Was it a brick house ~-A. No, sir; it was a picket house, but
plastered inside and out. When I got it it was canvas on the inside.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. How much was your whole investment ?-A. About $1,800.
Q. Your loss, then, was about a thousand dollars ?-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLAKBURN. I want right here to make a note in the record,
or a suggestion, that under the resolution we are acting upon I do not
think we have any power to inquire into this boarding-house license.
I think thiR grievance is outside of the scope of the resolutien. I have
no questions to ask.
0

TESTIMONY OF L. A. WIS}\IEYER.
L.A. WISMEYER, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. What is ~·our full name ~-Answer. Louis A. Wismeyer.
Q. Of what place are you a native ~-A. Of the Sta.te of Ohio.
Q. How long have you been connected with the Indian service in any
way ~-A. Very nearly nine years ; it will be nine years next month.
Q. In what capacity were you connected with it at first ~-A. I was
chief clerk at the Osage Agency for a number of years.
Q. Under whom ~-A. Under L. J. Myers, the Indian agent.
Q. You were his chief clerk ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you ever a trader ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you get a license as trader ~-A. In November, 1884.
Q. How long did you hold it~-A. I held it until I was fired, November 15, 1885.
Q. That is, for one ye~.r f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Yonr license was not renewed !-A. No, sir.
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Q. I want to ask you a little about the Osage Agency. In the first
place, how large a reservation is it ~-A. It contains about .t million and
a half acres of land.
Q. How many Indians l.Jave they in the reservation ~-A. I believe
the last enrollment was between fifteen and sixteen hundred.
Q. That includes all kinds, full-breeds and half-breeds ~-A. Yes, sir;
and quarter-bloods and sixteenths and all ; everything ent;i.tled to it.
Q. Do they all live on the reservation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How many traders' stores were there on the reservation during
the time you were on the list ~-A. There were four at the time I commenced, but there have been more since then. 'l'here were some granted,
I think, during the time I had a license, at least one more.
Q. Take it at the time you left, how many stores were there, five~1... It was either five or six; there were six.
Q. What is the distance through the reservation from one side ~ it
to the other ~-A. We generally call it about (30 miles square. It would
be about 50 to 60 miles east and west or north and south, the farthest
point.
.
·
Q. Where is the agency located on the reservation ~-A. In very
nearly the center of the reservation.
Q. How do those Indians live; do they have any homes; permanent
homes ~-A. Yes, sir; a great many of them have.
Q. Where are the Indians located tlS to homes onthe agency ~-A.
The;r live on the streams, on the Arkansas River and on the different
creeks running through the reservation.
Q. They are not all congregated about the agency proper, then ~-A.
No, sir.
Q. vVhere were those stores located at the time your license ex. pired 1-A. I made a mistake as to the number just now; there were
seven stores.
Q. State where they were and whose stores they were ~-A. One of
those seven stores I was interested in. It was what we ca1led a branch
store, and I had an interest in that branch store.
Q. Where were those stores ~-A. There were at that time five stores
at the agency and two at Gray Horse.
Q. Where were the Indians in the distribution throug·hout the reservation with reference to the stores; their proximit-y to the stores ~-A.
What we call the big hill Indians lived in the vicinity of the Gray Horse
store, about five hundred of those on the tributaries.
Q. You have a, place there called Hominy Creek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How many Indians are there over in that section f-A. Between
three and four hundred I should judge; I think about that.
Q. How far are those two places from the agency ~-A. I do not
know, as I never have made the trip from one store to the other~ but it
is commonly called about 30 miles.
Q. I mean how far is it from the agency to Gray Horse, or f)O()m the
agency to Hominy Creek f-A. It is about 25 miles from the agency
to Gray Horse, and about the same distance from the agency to Hominy
Creek, and very nearly the same distance between the Hominy Creek
and the Gray Horse stores.
Q. They are located in a kind of triangle ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Bow many Indians would that leave about the agency, or in that
neighborhood' You have about five hundred at, Gray llorse and about
three or four h undreu in the neighborhood of Hominy Creek ~-A. 'Vell,
there may not be quite four hundred at Hominy Creek, say between
three and four hundred there.
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Q. Some of those Indians live near the Kansas line; half-breeds~
A. Yes, sir; many live near the Kansas line, on the northeastern part
of the reservation.
Q. Is there any subagency at Gray Horse or Hominy Creek ~-A.
No, sir.
Q. Does the agent have a clerk at either of those places ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. Where is what is called the Kaw Agency ~-A. That is 35 miles
11ortheast of Osage; it was originally part of the Osage Reservation.
Q. Is it a reservation now ~-A. Yes, sir ; to itself.
Q. Is there an agency there ~-A. No, sir; it is under the charge of a
superintendent, commonly called a subagent, I believe. It is under the
charge of the agent at the Osage AgAncy.
Q. Do they have a trader at the Kaw Agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long has that been so ~-A. I think there has always been a
trader there since the agency was establjshed, at least ever since I have
been in the country, and that has been nine years. There was one there
when I came.
Q. According to your best estimate, how much trade was there in that
Indian agency, and how was it distributed as between Osage, Gray
Horse, and Hominy Creek '-A. The store at Hominy Creek is comparatively a new one, and has not been in existence more than two or
three months.
Q. Then we will talk about the agency store and the store at Gray
Horse as they were when ·you were there. How was the trade distributed as between those two points, I mean approximately 1-A. There
has always been more trade at the agency than at Gray Horse, from the
fact that there were more stores there.
Q. Do you mean to say there is more than one store at Gray Horse ~
-A. No, sir; not now.
Q. Do you mean to say that one store there would get nearly as much
trade as all the stores at the agency ~-A. No, sir ; I think not.
Q. Give your own estimate or idea of the amount of trade there was
at the different places ~-A. I have no means of ascertaining that fact.
Q. Haven't you a definite idea about it; you have been on the reservation ~-A. While I was interested there we had a very fair trade, al- .
most as good as we had at the agency. There were two stores at Gray
Horse at that time, however.
Q. About the time when your license expired, who were the traders
at the agency ~-A. There was John B. Hamilton, tTohn R. Skinner,
Bartles & Pratt, Hale & McCague, and Wismeyer & Bird, this Mr. Bird
who is trading there now and myself.
Q. Then there were :five traders there ~-A. Yes, sir; :five at the
agency.
·
Q. Hamilton and Skinner were alone in business ?-A. Yes, sir; they
were separate institutions.
Q. Then there was Hale & lVIcOague, Bartles & Pratt, and Wi.smeyer
& Bird '? -A. Yes, sir.
Q. What traders were there at Gray Horse ~-A. There was Finney
& Schiffbauer at that time, and Bartles, Bird & Wismeyer was the
other firm. Bartles had an interest in furnishing the branch store.
Q. Was there any store at that time at Hominy Creek ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You are still at the agency in some capacity, are you not ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. How many stores are there at the Osage Agency now ~-A. Four.
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Q. Which store has gone out; you say there were five ~-A. There
have been several changes, and the firm of Hale & Phillips have gone
out and are now at Hominy Creek. McCague has gone out and has
not been in that business for some time.
Q. Taking it by buildings, the store in which building has gone out Of
-A. The building formerly owned and occupied by J. B. Hamilton has
been vacated; it is now o~cupied as a hotel.
Q. How many stores are there now at. Gray Horse ~-A. One.
Q. And you say there has been another one established ~-A. That
was on Hominy Creek.
Q. So that there are just as many stores there now as there were before ~-A. No, sir; there are but six there now altogether.
Q. The Hamilton store has gone out and the one at Gray Horse~
A. But the firm I was interested in had a branch store, which made the
seventh store, and that is not in existence now, so that there is one less
than formerly.
Q. You had a license to have a branch store at Gray Horse ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. You were in a year~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you try to get your license renewed ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Why not~-A. Well, I sold out to another party; I sold my interest to another party.
Q. To whom did you sell ~-A. ToW. B. Hixson.
Q. Did you want to leave o.r quit ~-A. Well, I understood that I
could not get a license, and I thought I would sell out.
Q. How did you understand that you could not get a license -A. I
received notice that the license would not be renewed.
Q. Notice from where ~-A. From the Indian agent.
Q. Did he give any reason for it~-A. He had a notice from the Department to that effect-a letter.
Q. Was any reason given for it~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was there any objection to yoLl so far as you know~-A. None
that I know of.
Q. I mean as to your methods of conducting trade ~-A. None that
I know of.
Q. 'Vhich agent was it who notified yon that you would not be relicensed ~-A. His name is Frederick Hoover.
Q. Where was Hixson from ~-A. He was from Indiana.
Q. Where was Hoover from ~-A. He also was from Infliana.
Q. Did Hixson make any representation to you as to the way in
which Hoover got his appointment ~-A. I do not know that he made
any particular representation. He was a friend of Hoover's and came
there with him.
Q. Did he claim to have secured Hoover's appointment himself ~-A.
I do not know that he claimed that ; no, sir. He was one of Hoover's
friends and had certainly as much to do with it as any one friend.
Q. Did Hixson have any money ~-A. No, sir; he did not just at that
time. He had prospects of getting some money, he told me.
Q. What did he say when he came out tllere about his license as a
trader ~-A. He had no license when he came there. He was at the
agency some time. and while he was there I met him quite frequently
and we finally talked up a trade. He told me he was looking for something in the West, that he wanted to come West, and finally he said he
thought he would like the traders' business, and I wanted to sell and I
sold to him.
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Q. He had no license until after you sold to

him~-~\.

No, sir; not

uuttl after I agreed to sell to him.
Q. Did you uuderstand whether or not he came there to look the

tradership business over and see if he could get an appointment ~-A.
No, sir; I think not; I never understood that.
Q. What did be come for ~?-A. ' I do not know. He came with
Hoover. He was a friend of his and be came there as a great many
other men do coming West, to better his condition; that was the understanding. He wanted to get into something, be did not know what.
Q. Well, you took his notes ~-A. Yes, sir. When I agreed to trade
with him he expected to have some money in a very short time. He
took some thoroughbred cattle to Texas and expected to realize some
money from them. He also had property at his Indiana home which he
·expected to sell in a very short time.
Q. But he did not get the money ?-A. He was unfortunate in Texas,
lost a good many of his cattle and failed. He had thoroughbred bulls
which he shipped to Texas, and a great many of them died and he lost
money and could not make the payment at the time agreed upon.
Q. He set up trade, did he 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. On his own account, attending to it personally ?-A. I sold him
simply my interest, and Mr. Bird, my former partner, and he joined in
the license together and continued the business.
Q. What was the style of the firm then, Bird & Hixson ?-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Did he give his personal attention to the business ?-A. He was
there a part of the time, but he was in Texas most of the time overlooking these cattle. That was quite awhile after he first made the
trade.
Q. How long after he took possession was it before he sold out ?-A.
It was perhaps eight or nine months, I think.
Q. What portion of the time wa·s he there ?-A. Well, he made sev·eral trips to the agency; four or five probably.
Q. Staying there how long ~-A. He was there several times during
my absence. I do not know how long he staid; probably a week or so
at a time.
'
Q. But most of his time he was devoting to this Texas business ?-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What became of him and his interest ?-A. He subsequently sold
it to Mr. R. E. Bird.
Q. Did be make anything out of it ?-A. Not ver.v much.
Q. Did you pay him a bonus to transfer to Bird ?-A. No, sir; Bird
pai1l him for his time and reimbursed him for his expense in the matter
anu so on. He was unable to meet his payments.
Q. Didn't he get a thousand dollars out of it ?-A. No, sir.
Q. Or $600 ?-A. Perhaps in that neighborhood; about that I think.
Q. Before you sold out to Hixson, or during that time, did a trader
named Ellison put in an appearance there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. George C. Ellison ?-A. Yes, sir; George 0. Ellison.
Q. About what time did he get there ?-A. He came there about the
time that Bird and Hixson were gettiiJg their license.
Q. About the time you were selling to Hixson ?-A. Yes, sir; about
that time.
Q. Did Ellison make you any proposals to take your business ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. So, then, he must have come there before you finally made the
transfer to Hixson?--~. It was just about that time, I think; at least it
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seems to me it was about the time they bad gone to Washington or
somewhere; they were not at the agency. They were at the agency
part of the time but not the day that be made that proposition or talked
trade to me.
Q. What did be say about trading with you ~-_._<\.. Well, he had been
there some time. I knew who he was from street talk; I knew that he
was a licensed trader, that he bad a license to trade.
Q. Was it a definite license to trade at Osage ~-A. I presume so; I
never saw it and do not know anything about it. I understood it was
a license to trade at Osage, but I never saw it.
Q. You did not understand that he could have a license to trade
either at the Osage, Cheyenne, or Arapahoe Agency as be chose to select hi~::~ place ~-A. Well, be made all kinds of representations himself,
but no one believed they were as wonderful as he made out.
Q. What did he say ?-A. He had been there some time before be ever
spoke to me. But he spoke to me one day and said, ''I presume you
know who I am "~" I told him yes, I knew what his name was. He
said he wonld like to have a talk with me and wanted to know where
he could go to talk withont being disturbed. I invited him over to
my house; told bim we could go over there. He wanted to know how
much money a man could make out of that business. I told him it
would depend upon how it was managed and run a good deal. I did
not feel inclined to give him much information about the business. I
thought he could find out as I did if be wanted to. He finally wanted
to know if he joined interests with me if we conlfl not make eight or ten
thousand dollars a year apiece. I asked him if bemeantthatit would pay
sixteen to twenty thousand dollars for one store, and he said yes, that
is what be meant. I told him I doubted it very much and did not think
it could be done. Then be went on, I do not remember his exact words,
but he represented that he could do as he pleased about it; that be
could have all the stores cut off, or nearly all of them, and dictate who
the traders should be or anything of that kind, and he told me that I
could not get a license. I told him I was aware of that fact; that
I had been so informed, and be sug·gested that he go in with me, and I
told him then that be had just remarked that I could not get a license,
and how was b~ going to manage it. He saicl he could fix that all
right, and finally be ren)arked, ''How woulcl it do to fix this up~ I can
have your name put in an<l we will call it Ellison & Wismeyer. I will
leave you here to manage the bu~iness, as I do not know anything al>out
it; and I have got a position in Washington that pays me four or :fi Ye
thousand dollars a year, but it takes all that to keep my wife aud
daughter clothed as they ought to be in the society they move in, ancl,"
he says, ''I want this as an outside matter." I told him I dicl not feel
like entering into a business of that kind. Yvell, be reminded me again
that I could not get a license, and l told him that was all very well,
but that I hoped that I would not lose what 1 had; that I bad worked
hard for it and did not want to lose it.
Q. Did he state what his means of influence were~ -A. He told me
that he had no money.
·
Q. In what did he represent his ability to manage everything at
Washlngtou consisted ~-A. I presume he wanted to frighten me. He
pretended that he could do as he pleased; that the Departments were
under obligations to him, probably, and such things as that. He did
not go into details about that part of it. Ue simply told me he could
manage the thing all right; that there would be no trouble about that.
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Q. Did he say that Commissioner Atkins would do anything he
wanted him to do ~-A. I do not know that he mentioned any names.
He simply said that he could manage the thing all right.
Q. What became of Ellison then ~-A. I believe he tried other parties as well as myself but failed. He went to Cheyenne and was gone
several weeks anc.l returned, but I bad nothing more to do with him
after that ; in fact I left the agency before he returned from Cheyenne.
Q. Do you remember any remarks that be made about the Commissioner ~-A. No, sir; I heard tell of remarks that he made, but I was
not at the agency at that time. While he was at Cheyenne Agency I
left the agency and was gone some time.
Q. I have heard of some remark that he made about Assistant Commissioner Upsiutw that was not ~xactly complimentary; did he ma.k e
that remark to yon ~-A. No, sir; that was while I was absent from
the agency ; he made that remark to other parties; I did not see llim
at his second visit at all.
Q. Do you kuow, of your own knowledge, whether any protests, representations, or statements were sent from the agency to Washington
describing the way in wllich Ellison was going on there~
The WrrNESS. Of my own knowledge~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. No, sir.
Q. But you heard that such statements were made ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVas there an investigation about it~
'l'he vVITNESS. ~\.bout Ellison's conduct~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. I do not remember any. vVhen I got back to the agency I learned
that Ellison's license haLl been canceled, and I heard nothing further
ti·om him.
Q. Who has the store at Gray Horse now~-A. Branham & Sheddan.
Q. Has Branham any other store ~-A. No, sir; not that I know of.
Q. Has he bad two stores ?-A. He did have two stores last year.
Q. One at Gray Horse ~-A. Yes, sir; one at Gray Horse and one at
the agency.
Q. Who has got the store that he had at the agency now~-A. Harris
Brenner, I believe is the name.
Q. Where did he come from ~-A. He came there from Kaw Agency;
he had been a trader at Kaw.
Q. vVhat has become of the store that you formerly kept at Gray
Horse ~-A. That is abandoned ; we removed the goods to the agency.
Q. Do you know why~ -A. Because we understood that there would
not be any more trade there, and the license was canceled; Mr. Bird,
I helieve, bad it canceled.
Q. Is 1\tlr. Bird here ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But the other store at Gray Horse goes on ~-A. It was the intention at that t\me, I uelieve, to discontinue the stores at Gray Horse;
that was my understanding.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Both of them ~-A. Yes, sir;
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But instead of that Branham has given up his store at the agen0y
and conducts his store at Gray Horse ?-A. Branham was not in the
country at that time. The other firm at that time was Finney & Schiffbauer.
0
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Q. At the time your store was discontinued you understood both
stores were to be discontinued ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say it was tile intention of the Commissioner, as you understood it, to discontinue both stores at Gray Horse ¥-A. That was my
understanding of it, though I never bad any conversation with the
Commissioner about it., or with any one in the Department.
Q. You derived your kuowledge, then, from whom ~-A. I derived it
from Mr. Bird and from the agent at the agency. It was the general
un<lerstanding; every body understood it so.
Q. The whole agency understood it so ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who was the agent there ~-A. Frederick Hoover was agent at
that time.
Q. Was it the understanding of all the traders there that the business at Gray Horse was to be discontinued and all tl1e trade thereafter
was to be carried on at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir; that was the understanding at the time.
Q. Til en Mr. Branham came there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Aud he still manages to keep the store at Gray Horse ~-A. About
the time they were to be closed, after we had removed to the agency
(we removed ours, I thiu k, some time in October), the other store had
permission to run until January 1st, I belieYe; at least we understood
so. But about that time lVlr. Branham got two lic~~ nses, oue for the
agency and one for Gray Horse under the firm name of Branham &
Schiffbauer. Schiffbauer was the former owner of the Gray Horse store.
Tllat was a little o¥er a year ago-a year ago last January.
Q. How long did they continue to run the two stores ~-A. Until the
latter part of December last; just prior to the 1st of January they made
change.
Q. Now, you say it was the un<lerstanding there among the traders
and with the agent at the agency, that the Gray Horse trade was to be
stopped~ and !he t~a<1e was all to be carried on thereafter at the
agency .-A. Yes, s1r.
Q. What is the feeling at the agency now about it ~-A. The traders
at the agency feel still as tllough it ought to be there, and they always
have felt so.
Q. Why did you understand that the trade at Gray Horse was to be
abaudoned and concentrated at the agency; what was the reason for it,
as yon understood it~
The WITNESS. vVhat was the Department's reason for it~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. I could not say that. I do not know what object they had.
There had been considerable complaint at that time. The traders at
the agency were all dissatisfied and other people were dissatisfied.
Tllere had never been a store there before only a year before that time;
it had only been running a year, and a great many of the Indians were
dis~atisfied about it.
Q. What was the effect upon the agency and upon the Indians at
that agency of having a store at Gray Horse~
The WrrNE~. In what way do you mean~
'rhe CHAlltMAN. I mean do these big hill Indians come over to the
agency if tlley llave a store over there~
A. No, sir r not very often.
Q. It secludes them from. the agency~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Dou't you unuerstaml th<.lt was the main reason ~-A. I understood yon to ask what effect it had on the Inuians at the agency.
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Q. No; I mean on the Indians at the reservation. Don't you understand that was the main reason why the trade was to be discontinued
there; that it was better it should all be at the agency, and then the
Indians would all have to come to the agency ~-A. That is the argument of the parties there. They say there would be more competition
at the agency than where there was only one store. There were four
or five stores there at the agency.
Q. .And practically the Indians in that locality became dependent on
one store ~-A. Yes. sir.
Q. Is that the cream of the business down there now, the Gray Horse
store~-A. Yes, sir, I think so.
Q. And the other traders down there, then, feel as if Branhan had
got and was keeping the cream of the business after the Commissioner
had announced his intention of concentratmg the business at the agency~
Is that the feeling down there ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Is it in proof that the Commissioner announced his purpose of
putting it there ~-A. I do not know what the Commissioner's motive
was.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Although you do not know personally about it, you have been told
by your partner 1l-.A. I have been told by different parties. The agent
said that was the intention, to discontinue those stores there. He
claimed to have been told so by the Commissioner, but I do not know
anything about that; I only have his word for it.
Q. Do you know how Branham came to give up the agency store~
.A. He said the Department would no longer allow him to have two
stores on the reservation; that he must give up one of them, and he
would rather give up the agency store, and did so.
Q. Do you know where Mr. Brenner comes from ; what part of the
country ~-.A. I believe he came from Mississippi ; Oxford, Miss., I
think he claims as his home.
Q. po you know who got the traders at Kaw appointed ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. Do you know who got Mr. Brenner appointed ~-A. No, sir; I do
not know anything about that.
Q. As a trader you have no longer any feeling about the matter, for
you are not a trader ~-A. No, sir; I am not a trader.
Q. But you are pretty well acquainted with the feelings of the other
traders about the mat,ter, are you not ~-A. I am employed in a trader's
store, however.
Q . .Are you in Mr. Bird's store ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you employed on a salary ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Bird was your former partner f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. flow much did you sell out to Mr. Hixson for; what did he pay
you or give you notes for~
The WITNESS. Do you mean what was the amount of my interest l
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. It was in the neighborhood of $5,000.
0. Did that include your collections ~-A. No, sir ; that was my part
of the invoices of the store at that time; he had nothin.g to do with the
accounts.
Q. And you took your chance of getting what was due you out of the
accouuts '?-A. Yes, sir. It is the custom among the traders at Osage
6534 CONG--19
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Agency when a man buys out another for him to protect his accounts.
That has been the custom ever since I have been there ; that is, that
they recognize that a,ccount, the other traders do, and have agreed not
to ignore that amount, whatever it may be, outstanding against the Indians ; that they will protect it. and I was protected in the same way
at that time.
By Senator UULLOM:
Q. You say you were protected. Do you mean by that that they collected the debts for you ~-A. No, sir; but we trade with a view of leaving that much money to the Indians.
Q. Did they protect you ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that you got your share of whatever it might be ~-A. Yes,
sir. We have a basis to trade upon there; we know how much annuity
the Indians are going to get.
Q. How much in the way of debts did you have there at that time~
A. I do not know that I ever charged my memory with it; between
$15,000 and $20,000 probably.
·
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Do you mean your part, or the firm property ~-A. That was the
amount due the firm.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Has it all been collected ~-A. Yes, sir; with the exception of a
very few bad accounts.
Q. It has been collected and paid over ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Did anybody else, claiming to have a license, come there at that
time ~-A. Not at that time.
Q. Do you remember a man named IJyer, from somewhere in Ohio~A. Yes, sir; a man named Dyer came there with a license from Ohio.
Q. What did he try to do ~-A. He got away from there as quick a,
he could; he did not try to do anything. He came there one day and left
the next. He did not make his business known except to one or two
persons. He did not like the looks of trade and went back to Ohio.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. You say when you sold out there were seven stores on that reservation without including the Kaw store or tradership ~-A. Yes, sir;
we do not consider the Kaw store as being on that reservation.
Q. There were seven when yon left there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And there are six on the reservation now ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. There were five at the agency, two at Gray Horse, and one at
Hominy Creek when you left there '-A. Yes, sir. ·
Q. Now there are four at the agency, one at Gray Horse, and one at
Hominy Creek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Please state again who were the traders at Gr:ay Horse; the two
firms ~-A. One was the firm of Finney & Schiffbauer.
Q. And yours was the other firm ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Which one was established at Gray Horse first '-A. Finney &
Schiffbauer.
Q. Is it not the fact that the four or five tradership firms at the agency
together established a branch store out there with a view of forcing
Finney & Schiffbauer to move back to the agency ~-A. No, sir.
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Q. The other four firms had nothing to do with that branch store out.
there '-A. No, sir.
Q. When there were five firms trading at the agency and two at Gray
Horse, one of which was your firm, which did the biggest business, your
agency store or your Gray Horse store '-A. Our Gray Horse store was
continued only about three months.
Q. Well, during that time did you do the most business at your agency
store or at your Gray Horse store '-A. It would be pretty hard to say
about that. I think during those three months that we sold as many
goods at Gray Rorse as we did at the agency. But it would be a very
hard matter to determine that; I could not say about that now.
Q. What sort of an establishment or building had you for your branch
store at Gray Horse ~-A. At first we had no building, we had a large
tent; but a cyclone came there and tore it all to pieces and we put up
a building after that.
Q. What sort of a building; how large ~-A. It was a shell of an old
house and we remodeled it.
Q. And then you gave up the branch store ~-A. Yes, sir; after that.
I want to make an explanation there. After our tent blew down we
asked for permission to temporarily move our goods about 2 miles, on
another creek, called Salt Creek. There was a shell of an old building
there which formerly had been an old Government building and was at
that time owned by an Indian. That was the building we fixed up and
moved our goods to, having received permission to do so.
Q. Was it a temporary arrangement or was that permission to remove
from there a permanent grant '-A. I do not remember whether it was
temporary or not, but we removed from there a very short time after
fixing up the building.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. And then you came back to the agency ~~A. Yes, sir; we returned to the agency.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. I understand you went back because Mr. Bird gave up his license,
the Commissioner having told him the trade there was to be discontinued ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Did any firm except your own have any interest in that branch
store venture of yours Y-A. Mr. Bartles, as I said before, was the only
person; non'e other.
Q. He was a partner of yours in that branch store '-A. Yes, sir; in
that store only.
Q. And he was a partner in one of the other firms at the agency ,_
A. Yes, sir.
Q. There was no other interest outside of yourself and your partner,
Mr. Bird ~-A. No, sir; none at all. This. branch store was an outside
field ; our store at the agency had no connection with it.
Q. If you were doing as much business with the branch store as with
the agency store, why did you quit it so promptly ~-A. The under• standing was that all the outside stores were to be done away with:
that was the reason.
Q. Did you and your partner ask that the outside stores be done away
with and all forced back to the agency~-A. No, sir.
Q. Are you sure of that ~-A. I know I never did. That was done
before I knew anything about it.
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Q. Well, was it done ~-A. The order came. I didn't know anythmg
about the intention of removing the stores until the agent showed me a
letter saying that at the request of Mr. Bird the license at Gray Horse
for the branch store was canceled, and to notify us to remove the goods
to the agency, which was done.
Q. That was done at your partner, Mr. Bird's, request ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was it that this man Ellison was down there telling what
he could do in the way of closing out trade competition and all that~
A. My recollection is that it was the latter part of September, 1885, or
the fore part of October. I cannot remember the exact time, but it was
along about that time.
Q. I believe the record shows that he was not licensed until the 17th
of October. It was in the fall, you think ~-A. Yes, sir; either the latter part of September or the fore part of October; I don't remember
exactly which.
Q. Was not his license shortly thereafter revoked ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you or anybody else at the agency pay any attention to the
statementR and representations that Ellison made ~-A. I had no other
conversation with Ellison except that one time that I remember.
Q. I believe you stated just now that you did not place much confi.
dence in what he said ~-A. I did not give him much encouragement.
The CHAIRMAN. The record shows that he was appointed the 19th of
September, 1885, aud his resignation of license was accepted December
17, 1885.
Q. Do you know whether the agent on that reservation recommended
the establishment or continuance of trading stores at Gray Horse and
Hominy Creek ~-A. I do not know ; I could not say.
Q. You say there are about fifteen hundred Indians on that reservation ~-A. Yes, sir; including half- breeds and all told.
Q. And from three to four hundred of them are at Hominy Creek YA. Yes, sir.
Q. And about four or five hundred at Gray Horse~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That would leave about five or six hundred tributary to the
agency ~-A. About half that number are half-breeds; we do not depend
on the half-breed trade at all; the stores do not.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Why not ~-A. The mo~t of them live on the State line, close to
those little towns along the line, such as Chatauqua Springs. Elgin,
Jonesburgh, Peru, and Caneyville, and they are nearer to those stores
in the State than to the store at the agency; and then a great many of
them live along the Cherokee line. and there are stores right on the
line between the Osages and Cherokees, on the Cherokee side.
By Senator BL.A.CKBURN :
Q. You stated you had made no application for renewal or reissue of
your license~-A. No, sir.
Q. Before the expiration of your license you had sold your interest
to Hixson ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you or Bird, your partner, go with Hixson to Washington to
see the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and have the license reissued~
A. lVIr. Bird went.
Q. Bird and Hixson went together ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And had the license issued in the name of Bird and Hixson ~-A.
Yes, sir.
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Q. That was <lone with your consent, was it ~-A. Yes, sir; I made
a trade with him on those conditions. He said if he could get a license
he would buy me out, aud he did so.
Q. That was a condition of the purchase ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the UHAIRM.A.N:
Q. I un<lers~and
you make no complaint of the way you were treated
as a trader 0?-A. No. sir. '
Q. Except that you were given to understand that, having been in
one year you could not stay in any longer f-A. Yes, sir; but I have
been an employe a long time. I suppose it was because I was a Republican; I never denied my polit~cs; I was told so by different parties.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You were not told so by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-A.
No, sir.
Q. You were told so by the agent on the reservation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he tell you that because you were a Republican you could not
be reappointed ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are there no Republicans holding positions as traders there today ~-A. I believe there are.
Q. So that he was mistaken about that ~-A. Well, I was the only
one at that time.
Q. Who told you that-what agent ~-A. Agent Hoover.
Q. He is not there now 1-A. No~ sir.
Q. He lost his scalp, it seems ~-A. I believe he did.
Q. For the same reason~ Was he a Democrat or Republican ~-A.
He was a Democrat.
Q. And a Democratic administration put him out ~-A. Yes, sir; for
incompetency and so forth. I guess he was allowed to resign. He did
resign or something of that kind, I believe.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. When it comes down to that there were some stories about him
more than about his incompetency, were there not ~-A. I heard rumors
of that kind.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Were there any charges preferred against him except that he was
an incompetent agent ~-A. I do not know, sir. I believe he resigned.
He said so, but I do not know anything about it. I saw him in Washington when I was there and he told me he had resigned; in fact, he
showed me his resignation in a hotel in Washington.
Q. Where was he from ~-A. From Indiana.
Q. He turned out to be incompetent and was discharged ~-A. He
resigned; he showed me his resignation.
·
Q. What is the relative value of the trade of that reservation now,
as compared with what it was when you were there as a trader; is it as
valuable now as then~
The Wa'NEss. Do you mean does the trade amount to as much as
then~

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. Yes, sir; I think so.
Q. rrhey get a tixetl amount each year, $250,000, the Indians do, in
the shape of annuities ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. There are six stores tltere now on tlte reservation, whereas there
were seven ~-A. Yes, sir.
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By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You mean seven stores including the branch store ~-A. Yes, sir;
including that.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. What do I understand the fact to be as to the relative amount of
trade at the stores where the agency is located, and down at the Gray
Horse store; is 1t about equal, the amount ~-A. I think not.
Q. Do you think tbe greater portion of tbe trade is at tbe agency or
at the other places ~-A. I had rather have either one of the other
stores.
Q. Than to have a store at the agency ~-A. Yes, s1r; than to have any
of the stores at the agency.
Q. There are four stores now at the agency, one at Gray Horse and
one at Hominy Oreek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And either one of the latter is a better place to do business than
all the stores at the agency~-A. Yes, sir; there can be more money
made there.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do you think there can be more money made with one store at
Gray Horse or at Hominy Creek than with all the trade at the agency
combined ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. You mean more money can be made in one of the stores there than
in one at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir; more than in any two of them. I had
rather have either one of those stores than any two at the agency.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do you know whether any one who has a trade license at the agency
now has applied for a license to change his place of business either to
Gray Horse or Hominy Creek~-A. I do not know that they have.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Do you know of any reason why the Government should keep four
stores at one place and only one at either of the others ~-A. I never
have been informed of the reason for it.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. How came a store to be established over at Hominy Creek ¥-A.
I do not know how it came to be established there.
By Senator CULLOM:
.
Q. What is your understanding about it¥
The 'VrrNESS. In what way 1
.
The CHAIRMAN. Why was the store established at Hominy Creek,
when there had never been one there before~
The WI'l'NESS. Because there were Indians there, and tlwir trade was
desirable, and it was better to go there and get all of it than to be at
the agency and get only part of it. The trade all came to the agency.
These Indians always came to the agency to do their trading, but it was·
divided between the stores then.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. They had been for years and years in the same situation as now¥A. Yes, sir; there never had been any store there before.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

295

Q. Who started the idea of having a store there, as it is understood
at the agency ~-A. Hale & Phillips, the applicants for the place, I suppose; I do not know of any body else.
Q. Do you know how they got their license ¥-A. I do not know of
my own knowledge anything about it.
Q. Did they go to Washington ¥-A. I do not know that they did; I
never heard of their going.
Q. Do you know of anybody who went for them ~-A. I heard that
they had friends to help them, but I do not know anything about it.
Q. In plain words, did Branham get it for them, as it is understood
down there~-A. That has been understood so; yes, sir. Branham, I
think, denies it, or has denied it.
Q. But that is the sentiment down there with regard to Branham,
that he got the store at Hominy Creek for Hale & Phillips ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And he denies it, you understand ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. If the Commissioner of Indian Afl'airs at one time proposed to discontinue trade at Gray Horse, that same policy carried out would have
prevented the establishment of a store at Hominy Creek, would it not~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And going a little further with it, if the Commissioner changed
his mind and concluded to have the store at Gray Horse, would the same
policy lead to the establisllment of a store at Hominy Creek ~-A. I do
not know that it would, neces::mrily. There never had been a store at
Hominy Creek; I do not know that it would.
Q. Did those Indians after the store had been established at Hominy
Creek come to the agency as frequently as before '-A. No, sir.
Q. Did they come at all ~-A. Some of them came occasionally.
Q. Where did they get their annuities ~-A. There has been no annuity
paid since they started that store at Hominy Creek.
Q. Did I undel,'stand you to say that there had been some effort to
have the annuities partly paid at Gray Horse and Hominy Creek for the
Indians over there ~-A. There has been talk of that kind; yes, sir.
Q. Who has made application for that ~-A. The understanding was
that Branham had done so.
Q. Branham is understood down there to be a little nearer to the administration than the rest of the traders, is he not ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. How near is he to it, do you know ~-A. I do not know, but I
have heard that he was a nephew, I believe, of the Secretary, or some
relative.
Q. Do you mean the Secretary of the Interior ~-A. Yes, sir; I do
not know anything about that, however, myself.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Now, let us find out by you this: You say Hale & Phillips got the
license to trade at Hominy Creek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q That was the first time a trade license was ever issued there ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Was not Hale an old trader at the agency under the former administration of the Interior Department ~-A. Mr. Hale got a license
to trade there several months after l did; yes, sir.
Q. In what year ~-A. In 1885, I think, in the spring.
Q. \Vas not Hale licensed as an Indian trader at the agency before
General Atkins was Commissioner of Indian Afl'airs ~-A. I think he
received a license about that time.
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Q. From Commissioner Atkins or Commissioner Price ~-A.. Perllaps
it was from Commissioner Price. It may have been just before the
change of administration in the spring of 1885.
Q. So it was an old trader under the former administration who obtained a license to establish for the first time the store at Hominy
Creek, and he is trading there now ¥-A Yes, sir.
Q. Now is it not a fact that David, the agent after Hoover~ and also
Hoover himself, both, as Indian agents for that reservation, recommended the continuance of the store at Gray Horse ~-A. Not that I
know of; I never heard of it and could not say anything about it.
Q. Did not the agent recommend the payment of the annuity in part
at Gray Horse ~-A. Not that I know of; he may have done so, but I
do not know anything about it.
Q. You have spoken of the effort being made to g-et that part payment at Gray Horse. Did not the Commissioner of Indian Affairs refuse to order it ~-A. There never bas been any payment made there.
I understood the effort was a failure.
Senator BLACKBURN. The record shows that Hale and McCague were
appointed by Commissioner Price. Hale was a member of that firm
under Commissioner Price, and is senior member of this firm now.
There never had been any trade at Hominy Creek unless this old
trader got his license to trade there.
Senator CULLOM. They came in and were licensed by Commissioner
Price to trade at Hominy Creek~
Senator BLACKBURN. No, sir; this administration licensed them to
trade at Hominy Creek. This administration established the store for
the first time at Hominy Creek, but the Price administration licensed
Hale as a trader at the agency.
Q. What are Hale's politics ~-A. He is a Democrat.
Q. These Indians are located permanently, and have been for years,
where they now are at Hominy Creek and at Gray Horse, are they
not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. If these two trading stores were not established at those places
the Indians would of necessity have to ·come to the agency to do their
trading, would they not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that would be 25 miles oft' from one or the other ~-A. Yes,
sir; for some of them. Some live nearer and some farther away.
Q. But on the average a distance of about 25 miles additional tra,·el
would be put upon the Big Hill Indians from Gray Horse and those In·
dians at Hominy Ureek i-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you do not know that the two agents. David and Hoover, both
recommended the continuance of that store at Gray Horse ~-A.. I never
heard that they did; I heard to the contrary.
Q. The record here will show ~-A. I do not kno~ anything about it
at all. I would not want to be compelled to believe either one of the
ex-agents, David or Hoover, because I do not know anything about
either of them.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. David bas disappeared too, has be not ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. What has become of him~
The CHAIRMAN. He was incompt>tent I believe. He was suspended
over two months ago.
By Se1:ator BLACKBURN:
Q. What was the matter with him ~-A. The common understanding
is that he was suspended for malfeasance in office; I do not know
whether that is it or not.
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By Senator CULLOM :
Q. That is the public belief, is it not ¥-A. Yes, sir; that is the gen·
eral belief.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. It is generally understood that he is at Washington now about the
matter ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What became of this incompetent Agent Hoover ~-A. He is living up here in Kansas.
Q. What is he doing up there ~-A. He is postmaster up there now.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Is he a Kansas man ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Where did he come from ~-A. From Indiana. He moved to
Kansas after he left the Osage Agency, a little over a year ago.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Having been discharged as agent at the Osage .Agency, he immediately dropped into a post-office up in Kansas ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Where is he postmaster now ~-A. At Bolton, Jackson County,
Kansas.
Q. You said that Branham was charged with having obtained the appointment of Hale & Phillips to trade at Hominy Creek. Who charged
him with having done that~-A. I did. At one time Branham and I
were talking over matters, and I asked him if he did not recommend
them, and told him I believed that he did, but he said he did not.
Q. State the rest of that conversation, what Branham said about how
they did get their . appointment.-A. He said he was asked what he
thought about them, and he simply said that he considered a store at
Gray Horse a necessity, and could not see why the same thing would,
not apply to Hominy Ureek.
Q. So that being asked about it, he did recommend the establishment
ment of a store there ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he make any statement as to who their friends were in Washington, with reference to the appointment ~-A. I think he said this
conversation was with John Atkins, the son of the Commissioner.
Q. You think he said he had a conversation with John Atkins, the
son of the Commissioner, about it ~-A. My recollection is that John
Atkins asked him about it, what he thought about it~ and Branham said
that he did not feel like volunteering anything about it, that he did not
want to have anything to say about it, and finally said that he consideEed the store at Gray Horse a necessity, and could not see why the
same thing would not apply to Hominy Creek.
Q. Was that before or after he had given up liis store at the agency~
A. It was about that time, I think; I do not remember just exactly.
Q. Do you speak the Indian language ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What do the Indians think of this matter of having outside
stores ~-A. The majority of them are opposed to it, I think.
Q. Have they passed any resolutions on the subject ~-A. Yes, sir;
the national council has.
Q. Have they a council ~-A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. Hav-e those resolutions been forwarded to W ashing·ton ~?-A. I do
not know.
Q. But they passed the resolutions "? -A. Yes, sir. I presume the
agent could tell whet,her they had been forwarded or not.
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Q. Was it while the present agent was there, or some of those men
who have disappeared ~-A. I guess it was before, but I think the
present agent i:::; aware of the fact.
Q. What is your understanding about it, that they have been forwarded or not ~-A. I really could not say ; I do not know.
By Seuator CULLOM:
Q. How far away from this agency and these two tradership posts
was this council held ~-A. It was held at the council-house at the
agency.
Q. Right at the agency~-A. Yes, sir; they have a national council
which meets there.
Q. They pass laws like any Territorial or State legislature, do they
not ~-A. Yes, sir; very similar.
Q. Have they any statute laws o:q. this ~ubject, do you know ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What is the purport of them ~-A. Well, there are several clauses
to it. One is that they demand a tax of $200 per annum from the traders for the privilege of trading there, as they say for the privilege of
getting grass, fuel, and so forth. Another is that a party seeking alicense to trade must first make his application to them before going to
the Commissioner. They say they want to know who is coming among
them to trade, and. feel that they ought to have something to say about
it. l think that is about the purport of it.
Q. They have laws of that kind on the statute book expressing, in
legal effect, that they ought to be consulted as to who should come
there among them as trader·s ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But is there not a law directly bearing on this question as to
whether they will have the stores at the agency or at other places~
A. Yes, sir; there is another one also demanding that the stores all be
located at the agency; at least that is my impression ; I am not certain
about it. They have printed laws.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. And you think there is a law on the question of requiring the
traders to be all at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir; I am almost positive
about that.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Let us see in regard to that. You say this territorial council, or
whatever term is the proper designation, passed a law requiring all
these trading stores to be established at t.he agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When wa8 that done ~-A. My impression is that it was about
two years ago.
·
Q. Who got that done ~-·A. I do not know.
Q. Didn~t you people who were trading at the agency get it done"?A. I did not have anything to do with.it.
Q. Did not the traders at the agency do it ~-A. I could not tell you.
Q. Is not that the understanding there, that they busied themselves
in having that regulation passed by that council ~-A. The traders at
the agency would rather have all the stores at the agency, but I do not
know th'at any trader had anything to do with the passing of that law.
Q. You never heard that they had taken an interest in getting that
law passed ~-A. No, sir; I never knew it.
Q. Is not that the understanding there, or the report there ~-A. No,
sir ; I think not.
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By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. It is not an unreasonable thing in your judgment, is it, that the
Indians should have a right to express themselves as to the men who
should come among them, or as to where the traders should be located ~-A. I think not.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Which would you think was the most convenient, if you were one
of the Indians living at Gray Horse or Hominy Creek, to have a store
right there near by you to trade, or to have to go twenty-five miles to do
your trading ~-A. To have the store right by me, of course.
By Senator CuLLOl\I :
Q. The annuities are always paid at the agency, are they not 7-A.
Yes, sir; they always hav~ been.
Q. And is it not somewhat natt1ral that the Indians who receive them
would like to have a store at the place wllere they would get their
money~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CH.A.IR::.v.I.AN:
Q. I want to recur to tlle conversation between yourself and Branham abOLlt the appointment of Hale & Phillips, and what the Commissioner's son se:"Lid. What diu Branham say that John Atkins said about
it ~-A. Mr. Branllam S<tid to me that John Atkins asked him if he
would express himself to me as he had to his father, and Branham replied that he d1d not like to do so.
Q. What else ~-A. Afterwards John Atkins referred to it in the
presence of his father, and told him what Branham had said.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. That was about establishing a store at Hominy Creek ~-A. Yes,
sir. I then remarked to Mr. Branham that that was avery goodrecommendati ; at least I considered it so. He claimed it was not a voluntary recommendation or anything of that kind.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But you thought it was all the better because it did not appear to
be voluntary; was that the idea~-A. Yes, sir; it struck me so.
· Q. Was the Commissioner's son a clerk in the office or anything of
that kind ~-A. I could not say; I do not know.
Q. You do not know how he came to be interested in the matter;
you did not learn that ~-A. Well, I believe Phillips and John Atkins
were old friends or something of that kind. He was down at the
agency when the Commissioner was down there last year; he was with
his father last year when they were at the agency.

By Senator CULLOM :
Q,. The young man was with Commissioner Atkins !-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And was Phillips there then ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Phillips is a Tennesseean ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And an old friend of John Atkins; as you understand ~-A. Yes,
sir ; I understand so.
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TESTIMONY OF D. R. PUCKETT.
D. R. PUCKETT, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. You are the trader at the Kaw Agency, as it is called~
Answer. Yes, sir; I am.
Q. Were did you come from; what State ~-A.. From Kansas.
Q. From what part of Kansas ~-A. From Sterling, on the southern
boundary of Rice County.
Q. Had you any previous experience in the Indian service prior to
your appointment to that tradership ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Through what influence did you get your appointment as trader~
-A. I got it through the gentleman I hougllt out. I bought him out
with tllat understanding, if I could get a license.
Q. Who was that gentleman ~-A. Mr. Brenner. I presume I got it
through his influence.
Q. Where did Mr. Brenner go to when he went away from Kaw ~
A. lle went from the Kaw Agency to the Osage Agency.
Q. And took the store which Mr. Branham gave up there ~-A. Yes,
sir; I believe so.
Q. What was your first movement in the direction of getting the
tradership at that agency; how came you to go there ~-A. Well, sir,
I was employed hy the K. K. K. Cattle Company, and Kaw was my
post-office address, which brought me there to the agency once a week,
and sometimes oftener.
Q. Who broached the matter as to a purchase of Brenner'S interest;
yourself or Brenner ~-A. Brenner, I believe, first approached me.
Q. Brenner wanted you to buy him out ~-A. He wanted to know if
I would buy him out.
Q. And told you he could get a license for you if you di .-A. He
told me be believed he could secure my license if I did.
Q. And that is all you know about it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. The license came.and you bought him out~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. ·Lesarge, who is here, is he a partner of yours ~-A. No, sir;
he is not.
Q. You are the trader~-A. Yes, sir; I am the trader there.
Q. And you employ Mr. Lesarge ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you received a license ~-A. No, sir; I have not yet.
Q. Then you have bought him out with the understanding that he
can get you a license ~-A. Yes, sir; that is the understanding.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. How long ago was that ~-A. I bought him out somewhere near
the 18th of December last.
Q. And still the license has not come ~-A. My license came as Lesarge's partner, and the agent returned the license, req nesting that it be
changed, as Mr. Lesarge was a clerk.
Q. The license came then in the name of Puckett & Lesarge, did it ~
A. It came in my name, with Lesarge as clerk. The agent understood
it that Lesarge was a partner at the time, and he returned the license,
stating the facts to the Department that he believed him to be a partner, and the Department then notified me that they could not recognize Lesarge as a silent partner, but that the license would be issued
to me alone.
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Lesarge is an Indian, is he not ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And the license has gone back to be changed, so that you are
going to have it ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. You are in charge of the store trading~ A. Yes, sir; I am.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Did you have any other recommendation than your license,-A.
Yes, sir; I had the written recommendation of ~everal different men,
business men in Arkansas Oitv here.
Q. Did you have reputable business men in this community to recommend J~ou '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. I mean such as bankers and prominent business men here ~-A.
Yes, sir; the postmaster here, and A. A. Newman.
Q. Then you did have other recommendations besides your predeces~or, the trader, of as good men as live in this community, did you
not '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What are your politics ~-A. I never have voted but three times
in my life. I voted twice for the Democratic ticket and once for the
Republican ticket. It was only a county election for county officers.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. There is not much politics about you, then ~-A. No, sir; I have
never studied politics much; I know more about a cow.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT E. BIRD.
RoBERT E. BIRD, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the OHAIRMAN :
Question. You are a trader at the Osage Agency '-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. How long have you been a trader there ~-A. For about two
years and a half.
Q. You were formerly in partnership with Mr. Wismeyer '-A. Yes,
~~

.

Q. And you bought out Mr. Hixson, who bought out Wismeyer's interest in the firm '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you go to Washington '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When ~-A. I think it was in September, 1885, that I went there.
Q. For what• purpose did you go there ~-A. I went for the purpose
of securing a license.
Q. Having been in company with Mr. Wismeyer, your license was
expiring ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. At that time you had a. store at the agency and were also interested in a store at Gray Horse ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVhat dic..l you ask a license for, one or both ~-A. One only, at the
agency.
Q. You bad a license at Gray Ilorse ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Why did you not ask for a license at Gray Horse as well '-A.
That license had not expired.
Q. Was there any conversation between you and the Commissioner
with regard to the store at Gray Horse '-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. ·what was it~-A. In speaking about the outside stores he re- ·
marked that it was his intention to abolish them. He told me that· tbs
Finney & ~chiffbauer license bad expired and would not be renewed~
and I think I asked him why not abolish the outside stores, and he said
it was his intention, as there were complaints from the Indians,. and 1
told him that he could revoke my license then.
Q. That is, if he was going to abolish the stores at Gray Horse, ht.
could revoke your license; that you were willing it should be done~A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. Was your license revoked upon that understandiug ~-A. It wa~
revoked at my request; yes, sir; that was my under~tanding.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Would the request have been made if you had not understood
from him that the stores were going to be abolished ~-A. He told me
that the ~,inney & Shi:ffbauer license had expired and would not be renewed, and that he had given them until the first of January to close
up their business. I then asked him why not abolish outside stores altogether, and he said that was hi1:5 intention, aR there was complaint from
the Indians.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Did he make any remark about the Senate in that connection ~
A. No, sir.
Q. Did he say anything like this, that he had got the matter then in
the shape he wanteu it, and would not change it if the whole Senate
wanted him to ~-A. No, sir; not at that time.
Q. What was that in reference to ~-A. He seemed to have some doubt
about having issued some of the licenses, and he wanted to show on
whose recommendation they were issued. He said it was his intention
to issue a license for every thirty or forty thousand dollars' worth of
trade, and after he had thoroughly looked over the matter and concluded to issue me a license; he said now that he knew who was licensed
there, and that they should stand, that he would not be pulled and
hauled around, not if the whole Senate came and requested him.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Had any Senator been after him just then ~-A. I do not know,
sir.
Q. What made him refer to the Senate especially ~-A. I gathered
from that that he had been annoyed and importuned to issue licenses
by Senators.
Q. After the conversation between you and the Commis~ioner, in
which he stated that the other firm's license had expired and ue was not
going to renew it, and when you suggested to him why not abolish
stores at the outside agencies entirely, and he said he thought be would
as there was complaint from the Indians, you told him then that he
might revoke your license ~-A. Yes, sir; I told him to cancel our
license.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Would you have done that if you had understood that the other
store at Gray Horse was to be continued ~-A. No, sir; I would not.
Q. How long after that was it before Branham came to Gray Horse
and made some arrangement with Schiffbauer and continued the store~
-A. I do not remember. I thhtk that was in September, and I think
Branham came there probably in December or January, I am not certain which, or it might have been later than that.
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Q. Did you repeat this conversation with the Commissioner when you
returned home, so that the traders understood that all the stores at Gray
Horse were to be closed ~-A. I think I repeated it.
Q. What did you do with the goods at the Gray Horse store ¥-A. I
moved them into the agency.
Q. A distance of 25 or 30 miles ~-.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. There has been only one store there since that time ~-A. Yes, sir;
that is all.
Q. How long had your license to run at that time ~-A. The Gray
Horse license~ That was in the fall, and I think it expired in the following A'pril or May some time; I am not positive.
Q. You consider the trade out there a good trade, do you not ?-A.
Well, it is not so much that as the desire to protect myself. I have a
letter, or a copy of a letter, that I forwarded when I made my application that will explain why I wanted to go out there. I think Mr. Wismeyer has the letter, probably. It is a copy of the letter.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. A letter to whom ?-A. I made my application through the Indian
agent.
.
·
Q. Through the agent there at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir. I will say
that the license I held at Gray Horse was gotten under the present administration. General Atkins issued the license.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. This is a copy of the letter which yon addressed to the Indian
agent at Osage Agepcy, making application for a right to establish a
branch store at Gray Horse [handing a letter to the witness for his
inspection] ?-A. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. We will put it into the record. There is no doubt
this is a copy. It does not seem to have any date, however.
The WITNESS. I think it was probably written in April, and the
license, I think, was dated some time in ~lay.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is this the original letter, or a copy?
The WITNESS. This is a copy.
'fhe CHAIRMAN. The Indian Agent probably forwarded the original
letter.
The WITNESS. Yes; the original letter is probably in the Indian
Commissioner's office.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. I 'understand, so far as politics were concerned, you were aDemocrat and Wismeyer was a Republicau7-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. This letter is not attested as a copy, but you say you know it is a
true copy of the original ~-A. Yes, sir; I know it is, because I made
the copy myself.
Q. Is this your handwriting¥-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Do you think you were treated fairly in the matter to which this
letter refers ~-A. I uo not know how the Commissioner considered it,
but I presume he considered he had a right to change his mind if he
wanted to.
Q. But it did not help you any for him to change his mind ~-A. No,
sir. He did not make the promise to me ; I did not exact any promise
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from him. He simply made that statement, and I think notified Finney
& Schiffbauer at tl.te same time that he notified me to move my stock
in and get ready to move in the 1st of January that they were to move
also ; that is my recollection, that he notified the agent.
Q. How much do you think that trade runs at the Gray Horse Agency,
at that one store ~-A. I do not know exactly. The annuity has been
changed every year. I think it is a very good trade, though, for one
store.
Q. Do you think it is more than the trade at any one store at the
agency~-A. Yes, sir; I think so.
Q. Is it as much as that of any two stores at the agency~-A. I do
not know about that.
Q. What do you think about it '-A. I believe I would rather have
it than to have two stores, or run two stores at the agency.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Are you running a store at the agency now ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. About what is the average trade of those stores at the agency
now; take yours for instance '-A. My trade was about ~31,000 last
year, and I presume the others amounted to something near that, probably, more or less.
Q. Have you any idea how much that trade amounts to out at the
Gray Horse store ~-A. No, sir; I have no idea of the amount.
Q. Do you think it is more than $31,000 a year~-A. Yes, s:r; I
should say it was more than that.
Q. Do the Indians come in to trade at the agency occasionally ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. But the bulk of their trade is out there '-A. Yes, sir; the most
of it is out there.
The CHAIRMAN. I will read this letter, or copy of a letter, which has
been produced and referred to by the witness in his testimony. It bas
no date, but I understand the witness thinks it was dated in April,
1885.

The letter was then read by the chairman, as follows :
[Copy.]
WISMEYER & BIRD, LICENSED INDIAN TRADERS,
OSAGE AGENCY, INDIAN TERRITORY,

----,188-.
L. J. MILEs, Esq.,

U. S. Indian Agent:

DEAR SIR: We, the undersigned, hereby respectfully make application for trader's
license to establish a branch store on Gray Horse Creek, southwestern part of this
reservation.
,
We regret being compelled to take this step, as it will put us to much inconvenience and a great deal of expense, but are forced to do so in order to protect ourselves
in the trade. A large number of the tribe Jive in that vicinity, many of whom have
been almost exclusive customers of our respective stores here prior to the granting
of a license and establishing of a store there. As they live from 25 to 30 miles from
tbe agency, a store right in their midst naturally gives one firm a monopoly of the
trade, which we do not think is just to us if compelled to stay here.
You will observe that two :firms of this place have united in this application under
a separate firm-name. An explanationofthis actionisdue. Wehavedonesosimply
to curtail the expense, and pledge you our words, as men, that our joint interests are
confined to that store alone, which will be conducted separate and distinct from our
business here. By thus uniting we incur the expense of one set of buildings and
hands only.
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Ful'ther, if license be granted us to extend onr trade to the above-named locality,
we are willing to resign this license and move into the agency at any time the trade
is confined to that place.
We trust yon will favorably consider this application, and respectfully ask that
yon recommend that a license be grautecl us.
Respectfully, &c.,
BARTLES, WISMEYER & RIRD.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Yon had no outside recommendations for this particular store, had
yon ?-A. No, sir; I do not think I bad forwarded any particular appHcation that I kuow of.
Q. You bad just made an application to the agent ~-A. Yes, sir. I

submit that t.:> show that we went there more to protect our trade that
we had at the agency.
Q. And with the avowed willingness to move back into the agency
at any time when the other store wo.uld be discontinued ¥-A. Yes, Air.
Q. Do you know how it came about that Branham bad two stores¥A. :Xo, sir; I do not know anything about it.
Q. Did he have two stores '-A. Yes, sir; that is, Branham and
Schiffbauer, under the firm-name of Branham & Schiffbauer, had two
stores.
Q. One at Gray Horse and the other at the agency ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long had that continued '-A. I think probably a year, or
about that long; I do not know exactly.
Q. ~rbat did not suit the traders at the agency, did it '-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know about the arrangement between Schiffbauer and
Branham ~-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Do you know whether Schiffbauer agreed to pay Branham $2,000
for his influence in holding the two licenses '-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Yon know nothing about that ~-A. No, sir; I do not. I have
heard 1-1uch a rumor, but I know nothing about it.
Q. The rumor was not of such a character that you feel you could
state it as evidence '-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Yon say that Branham & Schiffbauer had two stores ¥-A. Yes,.
sir ; they had a store at the agency and one at Gray Horse.
~. Did not Finney & Schiffbauer have two stores also '-A. Not that
I remember; if they did I never knew it.
<l. \Vas uot Schiffbauer a partner of Finney's ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. A-t what place '-A. At Gray Horse.
~. Did not Finney have a store at the Kaw Agency ~-A. That was
another Finney; that was T. M. Finney; not the same man.
(~. \Yhen you were in Washington and had that interview with General Atkins and asked him to cancel your license at Gray Horse, did he
not tell you that that other store at Gray Horse would go on until the
Jauuary following¥-A. Yes, sir; he did.
Q. So that you knew at that time, from the Commissioner himself,
tlutt the other store was not going to be ordered off from there at that
time ?-A. Yes, sir; he told me.
Q. This letter that is without a date must have been written before
yonr license was g.ranted you to trade at Gray Horae ~-A. That letter
was submitted when I made application for license; a copy of that letter followed my application and bond.
Q. Now, a gentleman interested in another trading firm at the agency
weut iuto partnership with you and your partner at the agency, making
6534: CONG--20
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a firm of three representing two of the agency firms, to trade together
as one firm out at Gray Horse ~-A. That is correct; yes, sir.
Q. That was with a view, was it not, of either getting advantage of
part of that trade at Gray Horse, or forcing all the trading firms back
to tbe agency 6~-A. It was with a view to hold the trade that we had at
the agency. Our trade was grarlually falling away, and we thought if
we could go ou~ there and trade with them out there \Ye could still hold
their trade.
Q Or else make all hands come back to th.e agency and trade there
on even terms of competition.-A.. That is wllat I would rather have
sooner than have a store out there.
Q. I can readily understand why it was better and more economical
to you traders to have all the trading establishments at the agency,
but tell me, please, how it was better for the Indians to have to travel
25 miles from Gray Horse, and 25 miles from Hominy Creek, to go and
trade at the agency tban to have stores in their own midst ~-A. Well,
I do not know that it was really better, but by having stores at the
agency I think we could confine them within the bounds of their annuities and keep them from overtrading.
Q. \Vas that a consideration which would control~ in your judgment,
the action of th e Commil:isioner of Indian Affairs ; do you understand
that the In<lian Office is established to help the Iudian trader to make
the most money and at the least inconvenince, or is he appointed to
such a position for the benfit of the Indians themselves ~-A. I understood it is for the beuefit of the Indians.
Q. Don't yon think it, is better for a tribe of Indians to have a store
right in their midst than to have to travel25 miles to get to one ~-A. I
do not know that I am competent to judge that about the Indians; if I
was an Indian, living there, I ·"ould pre1er to have a store there, certainly.
Q. I should think so; they do the same sort of trading at one of those
stores that the families of white men do; it is a family grocery store,
isn't it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. I agree with you; I would rather have such a store close to me
than to be obliged to go 25 miles whenever I wanted to purchase ; tell
me this, How long have yon been e11gaged in Indian trading '? -A.
About two years and a half or a little over.
Q. 'N ere you a trader under the administration preceding this one?A. I applied for a license just before tile election.
Q. What is the general practice now in the Indian Office in this regard; are you required to price your goods within limits as to profit or
percentages fixed by the Indian Office or the Indian authorities "? -A.
Yes, sir; they give us a list.
·
Q. And you are not permitted to sell over a certa.in maximum rate of
profit which is prescribed ~-A.. Yes, sir; that is the requirement.
Q. That is the general requirement under tilis administration, is it
not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that so under the former administration?-..:\... No, sir.
Q. This is the first time and the first administration, so far as you
know, where maximum ratel:i have been fixed beyond which traders
shall not go in tileir cilarges to the Indians '?-..:.\... Yes, sir; that is tile
fact.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Do you sell goods cheaper now than you did under the previous
rule ~-A. Goods have been getting· cheaper all the time.
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\Q, You change your prices on account of the regulation that you have
t'eceived with reference to the percentage of profit ~-A. Yes, sir; that
is partly it.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. I understand that the schedule of rates established by the Indian
Office controls as to the dealings of the trader with the Indians; it
does not control as to citizens, does it¥ The Indian Bureau has no power
to fix the rates at which you shall sell goods to any except the Indians~
-A. Not that I know of.
Q. Now about that $2,000-that rumor; let me understand that, if'
you please; you say it was rumored down there that Branham got $2,000
.more than his partner in this trading business because of his influence
with the authorities of the Department; was that what I understood
you to say was the general report down there ~-A. I think it was; the
way I beard it was that Mr. Schiffbauer paid $2,000 to get the license
.and hold it.
Q. Paid it to Branham ~-.A. Yes, sir. But I do not know anything
about it.
Q. Was that in the shape of annp.al payments, or only just one payment ~-A. I do not know about that, whether it was one payment or
not.
'
(~. Who did you hear this from ~-A. I do not remember any person
in particular; I beard several say it.
Q. Have you heard it more than once ~-.A. I think I have.
Q. Recently, or at the time the license was obtained ~-A. I have
heard nothing of it recently.
Q. .And you cannot remember who you heard say that~-A. No, sir;
I do not remember.
Q. Are they still in partnership-Schiffbauer and Branham ~-A. No,
sir ; I think not.
Q. How long is it since they dissolved partnership ~-A. I think it
was alJout the 1st of January last.
Q. Did Branham buy Schiffbauer out ~-A. That is my understand.ing; I do not know anything about it.
Q. Where is Schiffbauer now ~-A. He is in .Arkansas City, I think.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Is he sick~-A. I do not know.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Let me ask you as a matter of information, as I do not think there ·
has been anything said about it. There is a regulation against the sale
-of liquor to the Indians, is there not~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, is there any liquor sold to them~
The WITNESS. Do you mean by traders~
Senator CULLOM. Yes.
A. Not that I know of.
Q. Have you or not heard that there was liquor suld down at the
.t radership at Gray Horse~-A. I never did.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. I will ask you one question. Did not one or more of the agents on
that reservation recommend the continuance of a store at Gray Horse
and the establishment of one at Hominy Creek ~-A. I do not know; I
was away when the store was established at Hominy Creek, and I do
not know anything about that at all.
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By the CnAIR::.\IA~:
Q. Did not the traders there ma,ke pretty strenuous efforts to get
A ge nt Hoover to recommend thediscontinnence of the Grey Horse store;.
(litl they not apply to Iloover to have llim recommend its discontinuance ?-A. I think so. I think they ha'\'e done everything the,y could
in that way leg1timacely.
Q. The Indians want the stores at the agencies, do they not "? -A ..
Yes, sir; that is my understanding.
Q. And have passed resolutions to that effect, have they not, in theircouncil ~-A. That is what I understand; I do not know anything
about it.
Q. It is not so much trouble for the Indians to do their trading at a
distance of 15, 20, or 25 miles as it would be for a man who is engaged in
daily work to do it, is it~-A. I do nDt know.
Q. They have to come to the agency for various matters, do they
not ~-A. They do come frequently. They generally take their families.
when they go to the agency.
Q. Do you think it is a good thing for the Indians not to have any
inducement to come to the agency except to get their money¥ Practically, with one store ofl' at Gray Horse and another at Hominy Ureek
there is no inducement for the Indians to come to the agency except
to get their money ¥-A. No particular inducement; no, sir.
Q. Is it not better for the Indians and the agency that they should
luwe something to draw them to the agency j?-A. I do not know as t(}
that. I do not see what particular benefit it would be to them.
Q. Is there competition at the agency among the traders ~-A. Yes,.
sir.
Q. Then the Indhins do not get the advantage of any competition in
traLle, with one store placed in the outskirts ~-A. No, sir; they have
no competition.
Q. And, as you said in your letter, it is virtually a monopoly with one
store at Gray Horse and oue at Hominy Creek; that is, it is a monopoly
as regards the trade of the Indians of those sec·t ious ~-A. Yes, sir.
That letter was written and application made prior to the enforcement
of that hst that we have to sell by.
Q . .An agent cannot keep his eye on a store out at Gray Horse quite
as well, to see if they comply with those instructions, as if it was at the
agency ?-A. I do not think they visit the stores; they have not, to my
knowledge.
Q. vVhat change has been made in this matter of the prices which
t.he trader is permit.ted to charge by this administration, as you understand it ~-A. They allow him, say, to a certain per cent., varying, I
think, from ~0 to 35 per cent. I believe that is the limit-or 25 to 35 per
cent.
.
Q. How is that profit computed-on the cost of goods where you
bought them, or on the cost of goods at the store, adding carriage~
A. On the cost at the store, adding carriage.
Q. Was there no limitation before; did the trader charge what he
pleased 1-A. The agent was there to regulate the charges.
Q . .And was it not a standing and printed rule and regulation of the
Depa.rtment a.u(l the Indian Office tlla.t only reasonable profit must be
charged, and that the agent must superintend it and see that the regulation was carried out ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That was tlle old rule; and the vast improvement is in saying just
bow much profit a trader must be aUowed to· maske on. a particular article ?-A. Yes, sir.
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Senator BLACKBURN . .And not let the agent say what the profit should
be.
By Senator BLACKBuRN:
Q. Do the Big Hill Indians wlw live at Gray Horse, or the three or
four hundred wlw Jive at Hominy Ureek, want those stores abolished
and all of them put back at the agency or not "! -A. 'l'hey did want
them abolished. 1 do not know how thev are now. I know when I set
up my store out there they came pretty near firing me out bodily. They
wanted the stores away from there.
.
·Q. Do they now "~-.A. I have not talked with any of them lately on
that subject.
Q. Jf one of these monopoly stores at Gra.y Horse or Hominy Creek
should ask more for goods than the Indians could buy them for from
one of the four competing stores at the agency, they have nothing to
do but to go to the agency and trade there l-A. '.rhat is all.
Q. There is no inhibition to their trading at any store they please?A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Something has been said about there being a lot of Republican
traders there now. How many are there now on the Osage Ueservation ~-.A. I do not know that I can answer that question.
Q. Do you know of any ?-A. No, sir; I could not swear to any
.b eing Republicans.
0

0

TESTIMONY OF L. A. WISMEYER (recalled).
L . .A. vVISMEYER was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Do you know whether there are any Republicans down at
the Osage Agency w lw are now Indian traders ~-Answer. I know that
Mr. Sheddan, who is witll Mr. Branham, was said to be a Republican;
I do not know whether he is a Republican now or not, he has been iu
the Territory so long, ten or twelve years.
Q. He has not been anywhere to vote 0?-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What are Mr. Bartles's politics ~-A. Mr. Bartles is a member of
the Cherokee Nation, and has been for fifteen or twenty years. He is a
white man.
Q. How did he get admitted into the nation ~-A. I was not tllere,
:and do not know. He can tell you himself.
Q. Do you know whether he is a Republican or not ~-A. I do not
know.

/

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. He does not have any vote in the States ?-.A. No, sir; I have
heard him say he has not voted for many years.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. llow do they commission him as a trader if he is an Indian?
Assistant Commissioner UPSHAw. He is not an Indian. They can
commission half-breeds, and full-bloods can trade without a licen "e.
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TESTIMONY OF JACOB H. BARTLES.
JACOB H. BARTLES, having been. duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CH.AIRl\:IAN:
Question. There has been some question raised here as to how it is.
that you are a member of the Cherokee Nation without being an Indian. How is it 08-Answer. I am a member of the nation by adoptionw
Q. Were you adopted when you were a boy l-A. No, sir; when I
was a man. :My wife is a Delaware, adopted into the Cherokee tribe.
0

By Senator CULLOM:
Q. What is your native State ~-A. 1VIy native State was New Jersey.
I moved to Kansas in 1857 ; and ha-ve li-ved in the Territory about
sixteen years.
Q. At what place "?-A. A.t the Cherokee Nation.
By the CH.AIRl\IAN :
Q. Yon are interested in a firm of traders at the Osage Agency, are
you not "?-.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. How long have you been so interested ?-A. I have been interested with that firm about eighteen months.
Q. \Vere you engaged in trade there before ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vere you in any other firm before that ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vhat was the firm before that ¥-A. Bartles & Pratt.
0. \Vhc"Lt is the firm now ~-A. Bartles, Hartley & Raub.
Q.. Who is Mr. llartley ~-A. That gentleman sitting there [indicating], from Indiana.
(~.·And who is Mr. Raub ~-A. He is another Indiana man.
Q. Did you see Ellison when he came down to the agency with a
license '? -A. Yes, sir.
(~. \Vhat did he want to do ?-.A. I presume he wanted to trade at the
Osage Agency.
.
Q. What propgsitions did he make for that purpose ~-.A. Well, he
made several propositions, but to sum the thing right down, he wanted
a man to furnish the goods and he would furnish tbe license.
Q. He did not want to put in any capit~l ~--A. No, sir.
Q. Who did be say he was ~-A. Ht said he was Colonel Ellison ..
Be represented bimself ~s being a comwercial reporter.
Q. And a friend of the Commissioner's ~--A. Yes, sir.
(~. Did he scare you any "?-.A. Not much.
Q. \Vhat was he going to do with yon if you did not make some
arrangement with bim ~-A. He kind of thoug·ht that if I did not take
him iu, I would have to get out. He ~aid he had a license to run tbe
busint>ss. I asked him if I did not have that, too, and he said he pre·
sumed so, but that I could not get mine renewed. I told him probably
we would see about that when the time came.
Q. Did you come pretty near making a trade with b.im Y--A. No, sir.
Q. Didn't you baYe some understanding about it, or take an invoiee ?-A. I took an invoice, but I wanted to take that any how. He
was there when tho iuvoice was taken.
Q. \Yas it not taken with reference to his making some arrangement
with :you, or wm; it taken independently of that ~--A. It was taken in·
depPudontly of it. I calculated to take the iuvoice whether he had been
there or uot.
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Q. Did he tell what he was doing in Washington aside from his being
a reporter ~-A. Why, he claimed to have charge of the heating department of the Ca.pitol building, and said that he knew every Member and
Senator in the House and Senate, and was a close friend to the Commissioner of Indian Atl:'airs.
Q. Did be claim that the Commissioner was under any obligations to
him ~-A. Well, I believe that be did.
Q. Did he say anything about his being l\fr. Perry Belmont's secretary ~-A. I think he did.
By Senator OULLO:l\f:
Q. Yon did not trade with him W-A. No, sir.
Q. And you did not go out of the business ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Al'e yon in business now "? -A. Yes, sir.
(l. Was your lieense renewed ~-A. Yes, sir.
C~. \Vllere are you doing business now ~-A. I am doing business at
the O~a g e Agency.
Q . .t\.ll(lnot down at the Big Hills ~-A. No, sir.
By the UHAIRl\IAN:
Q . Tlle arrange ment b etween you and your partners is a business arrauge we ut ?- A . Yes, sir; a mutual arrangement.
Q. \Vha t do you think about this Gray Horse and Hominy Creek
Htore ?- A . I think it would be a great deal better if t.hey were all at
the a gency.
Q. Do yon think it is fair to the traders to give a man an exclusive
r ig11t to trade out at Gray Horse and at Hominy Creek "? -A. I do not
t hin k i t is fa ir to the traders at tbe agency.
Q. Do you believe anybody could have kept that Gray Horse store
t:xcept Branham ~-A.. That is a doubt, in my mind.
Q. What is the feeling down there in the agency about it ~-A. It is
about as I expressed, 1 think.
Q. I mean as to whether it is kept there because Branham is so near
t he Department and the Commissioner ?-A. The feeling there is that
he is nigher the throne than anybody on the reservation .
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. lias there been any effort made on the part of you gentlemen at
the agency to get that store abolished and brought in ~-A. No, sir;
not with the traders. The Indian council has made an effort.
By the CHAIRMAN:
(~. Do you know whether their: resolutions have been sent to Washington ?-A. I do not.
By Senator CULLOM:
.
Q. How recently was that effort made ~-A. Why they have been
making it ever since the stores were first talked about.
Q. They have been making it constantly ~-A. Yes, sir,
Q. What is the ground on which they put their application to have
the stores all kept at the agency; do you know tbe reciting of the resolution, or the reason as otherwise stated ~-A. I conld not recite the resolution, but about the way I put it up is, they think the business ought
to be all done at the agen-Jy; that that is their seat of government, and
that if the business is done there it would be better for tile tribe, the
agency, and everybody interested.
Q. Is this their fn~ e aetion, uninfluenced hy yon gPntlemcu at the

•
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agency, or have you undertaken to control them J?-A. No, sir: I do not
think any trader there has undertaken to control the council.
Q. It is their free expression of desire ~-A. Yes, sir; I think the last
resolution that was gotten up there was gotten up without the knowledgeof the traders; that is my understanding of it. I was not there wheu
it was gotten up, but that is about the way I should state it.
Q. You do not know what they say as an objection to the· store down
at the Big Hill~; what their objection is to having it there ~-A. Only
on general principle; they think it had better be at the agency and
that the business should be tran8acted there.
Q. But nothing prevails to induce the Department to require the
store to come in °~-A. Nothing further than the resolutJon from the
council.
Q. There has been no action by the Government looking to a removal
of the store ¥-A. Not that I know of.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You had an interest out there in this store with Wisrneyer &
Bird ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When that license was canceled did you understand that the
goods at the other stores; were to be removed into the agency at the
expiration of their license ~-A. After the 1st of January I understood
there would be no more licenses granted outside of the agency.
Q. Would you have been willing to give up that branch store out
there under any other conditions ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You could have gotten your share of the trade out there if you
had continued the business ~-A. I think we could.
Q. I want to inquire for my own information. What is the official
outfit, so to speak, of an Indian agency~ There is the agent and
traders;· what other people are there about the agency who are required
to have permits from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-A. \Yell,
there is the agent, two clerks, a farmer, and stablemen, five or six employes, a school superintendent, and the employes in the school-house,
and the doctor. I believe that is all.
Q. And the mastert-A. Yes, sir; the school-house has a master, and the matron. Tllere are boarding-houses there, IJut they are run by
members of the nation.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Do you have a preacher ~-A. I believe the last preacher was fired
out by Colonel David.
I
.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. So that all those people are required to have a permit in order to
be allowed to remain in the Territory and do any business ~-A. Yes,
sir; th:;tt is my understanding.
·
Q. And it all depends on the will or approval of the Commissioner
at Washington ~-A. I think so.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Your statement is exactly correct as to the Commissioner's determination to move in that store from Gray Hors. e. on the first of the following January. But did not the agent for th21t reservation, between
the time that you agreed to have your license out there canceled and
the following January, recommend the continuance of that store atGray Horse and the establishment of one at Hominy Creek ~-A. Not
to my knowledge.
Q. You do not know about that ~-A. No, sir.
0
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By the On.AIR~f.AN:
Q. V\Tho was the agent during that period ~-A. \Vhen we IDO'\'etl to
Gray Horse Major lVIiles was the agent.
Q. And when your license was canceled, wlw was agent then ?-A.
Agent Hoover.
Q. And David was probably the agent when Finney & Schiffbauer's
license was renewed' to Branham, or granted to Branham ~-A. David
was agent when Branham & Schiffbauer got their license, I think.
Q. Agent Miles must then have recommended its discontinuance 1A. Agent ~files I! ever did recommend a store outside of the agency.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. That was recommended, then, by Agents Hoover and David ~-A.
If anybody recommended it it was they. I know Agent Miles never
dirl, for I have heard him repeatedly express his opinion on the subject
of stores being outside of the agency.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You do not think Agent, 1\files recommended it ~-A. No, sir; I
<1o not think be did.
Q. He was not in favor of having any store out there at all, but if
there was to be a store there, he recommended that store ~-A. Yes,
sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. With the understanding that if the other stores were to be at the
agency, their license should be called in also ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Do you know what induced the Commissioner to change his mind "? A. No, sir; I do not.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. You have been in the Indian Territory for sixteen :rears ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And have been adopted into the family ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And naturally you have more than an ordinary interest in the
civilization of the Indian people, have you not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, what is the [<i,ct; do the Indian traders, and the white
people who follow these Indian agencies, and gather around these posts,
ha¥e any civilizing influence upon the Indians or not ~-A . Some of
them do, and some do not.
Q. vVho are those who do have a civilizing influence upon tlle In·dians ~-A. Well, it is very much as it is in the settlements in the States;
some men get in who have a demoralizing influence, and others come
there who have a good influence.
.
Q. In other words, there should be allowed about these Indan agencies and tradersbips only men of good moral character and llabits; is
that your idea ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. If you have that kind of men established there, is it or not in the
interest of the progress we are hoping to make in civilizing and Ohristainlziug those people, that such people should be let alone and allowed
to remain there ~-A. It looks so to me.
By tLe CHAIRMAN:
Q. ln what wa:r do yon think this system of licensing Indian traders
could be amenllt>d and impt'O'\'ed f-A. \Veil, tllere is a difference of
opinion on that question.
0
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Q. What is your idea about it ~-.A.. In the first place, according to
my idea, the paying of annuities to the Indians is demoralizing to them.
I think the Government ought to pay them their money and let them
do as white men do. You take a little tribe of Indians which has just
enough money to keep them from starving to death, and who are dependent on their annuity, and they will not work so long as that annuity lasts. If the Government pays them the money that is due them
and throws them on their own resources, they will become a better people in twenty yea.rs than they are at the present time.
Q. Suppose the Indians had their money, and suppose they had the
land on their reservation, or such portion of it as would give them an
ample amount of land to cultivate, and they were left to themselves,
do you think the white men would get it all away from them in a little
while ~-.A. In some cases, no doubt, that would happen. But you may
take any class of white' men and give tllem a million dollars a,piece today, and in a few years some of them will be poor again.
Q. But the present sy:stem does not tend to throw the Indian upon
his own resources at all, give him a feeling of responsibility, or tent! to
make him work and improve his condition; is that your iuea ~-A. The
effect of paying annuities to the Indians is demoralizing to the Indian.
Q. What is the fact about it; are they paid every six months J? -A.
Every six and three months.
Q. When an Indian gets money bow long does he usuall.v keep it ~-A.
Some keep it as long as any person would.
Q. Do some of them put their money in bank up here ~-A. Some of
them would if they g-ot enough to make it an object.
•
Q. And some of them do have bank accounts up here ~-A. I presume so.
Q. And others, I suppose, get rid of it in a short time?-A. Yes, sir.
A great many invest in stock, and some gamble and drink it away, the
same as white men.
Q. Do the men, women, and children all come in for annuity payments ~-A. Yes, sir; the size does not make any difference in that
respect.
Q. It is exactly like paying out so much money per capita to every
man, woman, and child in .Arkansas City ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You have no idea if that was done in .Arkansas City that all who
received money would keep it any more than an Indian does f-A. ~ot
a bit more.
Q. Do you think the proportion of Indians who would keep it and who·
are thrifty would compare favorably with the same proportion of white
people who would do so ~-A. I do not think there would be so many
Indians who would save it at the start, but I think they would in a few
;years.
Q. In regard to this money which the Government holds in trust, and
on which it pays annuities, would you ha\e it divided up among in(lividuals, paid over to them, or would you have some limitation put upon
that~-A. There would have to be guardians appointed, the same as in
the States, to take care of the money.
Q. You would let those Indians take care of it who could; and in regard to those who could not, the legislature would appoint guardians
who could manage it from among their people who were thrifty ·?-A.
Yes, sir; I look at the Indians the same as I would at a family. If a
man has a lot of children growing up around him anti he never gi\es
them any work or busine~s to do they will always remain children. In
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the same way if you give an Indian a chance to do business he will learn
it, but if he has no chance he never will learn it.
Q. You are adopted into the Cherokee Nat.lon, and they, I believe,.
take care of th~r own affairs ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are the Osages as well qualified, and have they the same capacity
for managing their own afl'airs as other Indians ~-A. They have not
at present, but in the course of five, eight, or ten years I think they
will have the capacity to do so.
.
Q. And the fittest will survh·e, I suppose, as in every other case~
A. Yes, sir. They have a good school system, and, as far as education
is concerned, they are ahead of Kansas. The Cherokees have about
ninety public schools.
Q. If you were going to establish a Government school for the Indian
children where would you locate it, on the reservation or away from
it ~-A. I itlink they learn a little faster away from home than they do
at home.
By Senator CuLLO:i.\f :
Q. The parents are not as willing to have their children go away
from home ~-A. No, sir; espeCially the girls. The Osag-es in particular are very careful about tlleir gids and. do not want them to leave
home at all. We have some trouble to keep tlle girls in 8elwol ou the
reservation.
TESTIMONY OF JOHN R. SKINNER.

JOHN R. SKINNER, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the 0HAIR1I.A.N:
Question. You are a trader at the Osage Agency '-Answer. Yes,.
sir.
Q. How long have .vou been such ~-A.. About three years.
Q. What was the name of your firm, or were you in business by
yourseln-A. I was in business for myself.
Q. You have been alone in business all the while '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You have had no partnership business ~-A. I have bad a partnership in this way: I have given an interest in the profits to a per·ou and it. has lately been considered a partnership business.
Q. You gave this interest to a elerk ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But you have always held the license and carried on the business '-A. Yes, sir ; I held the license and furnished the means.
Q. You bad no difficulty in getting your license renewed ~-A. No,.
sir; none in particular. I had not much trouble. I had to identify
myself, or something of that kind; I do not know exactly what.
Q. As a Democrat ?-A. I do not know really whether it was that or
not, but I am a Democrat anyhow.
Q. And you let them understand you were, did you not~-A. Y-es,
~ir. I always have been a Democrat.
By Senator CuLL0::.\1 :
Q. You did not clmnge your politics in order to get this place ~-A.
No, sir.
By the CHAIR~I.A.N:
Q. Yon got your appointment nnder tbe old administration. under
Commissioner Price, l ~uppose ?-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Are you in favor of having a store out at Gray Horse and another
.at Hominy Creek ~-A. No, sir; I do not think it is fair.
Q. Have the tradAl'S at the agency made any formal vrotest about it
t o the Department i-A. I do not believe they have; I nave not.
Q. Why have you not done so ~-A. I have been told by pretty high
authority that no other license will be granted there, except Branham's ;
In fact, he told me so himself in private conversation; that Commissioner
Atkins gave him that place and nobody else should go there. I was
t alking to him about the unfairness of the business and that is what he
told me, and I thoug·ht that was sufficient ground why I should not
make applicatiun. Some others may have made application; perhaps
you will :(ind out.
Q. You feel as if it was a sort of hopeless task to try to change it~..:_
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know why the Commissioner changed his mind in regard
to that matter, if he did change it ~-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. The understanding of the traders there was that the goods were
to be moved into the agency in January, 1886, was it not¥-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And about that time Mr. Branham went there ~-A. Yes, sir; I
,think it was about that time; I do not remember dates, though.
Q. When Branham said to you that the Commissioner bad told him
he could have that store and that nobody else would be sent there, did
he say anything else as to why he was sure to keep it ~-A. No, sir; I
do not think he did. But we had quite a long talk about it, and he
told me that General Atkins promised him that no one else should have
a license out there. I asked him if he did not think it was very unfair
and would finally cause him trouble, by reason of his having the exclusive right out there and not coming under the jurisdiction of the
agent, as the balance of the traders did; that we were all under the
direction of the agent.
Q. You are all under his eye so to speak ~-A. Yes, sir; and I told
him I thought it was very unfair that he should go out there and not
adhere to the agent7s rules or restrictions. He said he could be his
{)Wn agent and the Department would risk him. I took it that that
was sufficient ground for no one else to make application, and therefore
I did not make any.
Q. I understand how you may be reluctant to answer this question,
but I am going to put it to you, and it is a pretty direct one. Is there not
a feeling down at the agency that Branham, by reason of his relationship
to the Secretary of the Interior, runs things down there just as he has
a mind toi-A. Yes, sir; there is such a feeling.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What relation exists between Mr. Branham and the Secretary of
the Interior~-A. I do not know.
Q. Is there any relation existing between them ~-A. He has told me
t hat he was a law partner of the Secretary's.
(~. That does not make him kin ~-A. Well, it is very near kin.
Q. Is it~ Then I have more kin-people than I ever thought I bad
before; I have a dozen. When did he tell you that he was a p~rtner
of tlw Secretary of the Interior-! do not mean to ask the date of the
c onversation, but how long since he was the partner of the Secretary
of the Interior in the practice of the law; did be tell you ?-A. He did
not tell me that; he simply told me that he had been a partner.
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(~. If it ~houltl appear to be a fact, as it is a fact, that ten ybar.s ago
or more he W<:ts a law partner of the Secretary of the Interior, would
you think that m~tde him a kinsman '? -A. Why, no, sir; I don't hardl;r
think it would; it is too long ago.
Q. He is barred by the statute of limitations. Have you stated to
the committee all tht:tt passed between you and Mr. Branham that tended
to make this impression upon your mind of which you spoke ~-A. I
think so, at the time.
Q. It consisted in a statement of his to yon that he had a Ucense to
trade at this Gray llorse post and that nobody else would be allowed
to trade there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tell me what advantage would it be to the Indians to abolish that
store at Gray Horse and the one at Hominy Creek ~-A. Well, it would
certainly be hurtful to the traders to keep it there and it would not hurt
the Indians if it were removed.
Q. I ask about the Indians and not about the traders. Some of us
have an idea that the Indian Office was not established for the sole purpose of making money for tlle traders.-A. I do not question that.
The CnAIRl\'IAN. Except at Gray IIorse.
Q. No, anywllere. I want to find out what a<lvantage it would be tothe Indians at Gray Horse or Homitty Creek to be obliged to go 25
miles to buy a bar of soap.-A. The Indians are not exactly like white
people. I can go into an Indian's camp with a little plunder and I can
trade him out of everything that he haR got, and as long as I stay he
will stay, if I llave plenty to eat. You establish a little store in an Indian settlement and they will all go there and live with you, camp·
around you and neglect their :fields, take their children with them and
neglect tlteir · schools. Our schools are almost broken up. They are
down there having their feasts and their medicine works, and they stay
right at the stores, while before they would come to town, bring their
wagons and buy their supplies, and we had plenty of competition in the
trade, and then they would go home and work their little fields.
Q. You mean to say they will not stay around stores at the agency,
but they will around tlle stores in the country ~-A. You may go to any
agency and you "·ill find the full.blood element camping and living
away from the stores, that is away from the agency, not the stores. If
the stores go to them tbev do not go awa.v. I dare say you can go to
any agency and you will find but very few full·bloods right around the
agency; they have their settlementt off to themselves.
By the UH.A.IRM.A.N:
Q. Has the effect of thP establishment of these stores at Gray Horse
aud Hominy Creek been disastrous to the school '-.A. Not entirelyt
the school is going on yet.
·
Q. But it is not in as good a condition as before these stores were
established ~-A. No, sir.
Q . .And not in as good a condition as if they were withdrawn, in your
judgment ~-A. No, sir.
Q. 'V'hat possible reason was there for putting a tore up at Hominy
Creek ?-A... I do not know.
Q. Do you know who recommended it~-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Do you know what influences establi::;hed it there ~-A. No, sir;
I do not.
·
Q. Is there any well·de:fi.ned understanding as to the means by which
it was gotten down there, at the agency ?-A. Only rumors; that is all.
I do not know any of the facts.
0
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Q. Do you know whetller l\Ir. Branham recommended it 1-A.... I
.learned that he did. I do not know it though to be a fact.
Q. How is the agent going to know whetller a schedule of prices to
be charged by the trader is observed at Gray Horse or at Hominy
'Creek ~-A. I do not understand you.
Q. When the stores were at tile agency and the Indians came in did
they or not buy supplies for a considerable period of time ~-A. Yes,
sir; they did.
Q. And took them home ~-A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. The same as people living at a distance from stores do in the set·tlement ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. They do it as easily as people who live in the country can who go
to town and get their supplies for their families ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. The same reason exists for the establishment of a store at Hominy
'Creek as at Gray Horse, does it not ~-A. The recommendation, I think,
was made in that way.
Q. It is as far from the agency to Hominy Creek as from the agency
to Gray Horse ~-A. Yes, sir; it is about the same distance.
Q. Then if there is any reason for establishing one at Gray Horse the
same reason would apply to Hominy Creek ~-A. Y:es, sir; I suppose so.
Q. The one at Gray Horse was established before the administration
of Commissioner Atkins, was it not~-A. Yes, sir; there was one there
before, but there has been trouble ever since about it. The agents have
had trouble and everybody has had trouble.
Q. What is the reason why an agent cannot tell whether the schedule
of prices fixed by t.he Indian Office is observed at Hominy Creek or Gray
Horse as well as he can at the agency ?-A. He can hardly see 25 miles
.away.
Q. He could ride there, couldn't he ~-A. I suppose so.
Q. Could not one agent get on his horse and ride that distance as well
as to have a large number of Indians travel to the agency ~-A. No,
sir; I think you would need two agents in that case.
Q. Yon think having agents is a good thing and you want more of
them ~-A. I think in that case we would need two agents.
Q. Does the agent stay in all four stores at that agency all the time
to see that every pound of sugar ~nd every pound of rice is sold under
the terms of the regulations ~-A. No, sir; but it only takes a few
minutes to visit the stores at the agency.
Q. Does the agent visit them all ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. lle is in all of th~m ~-A. Some days, perhaps, he is not.
Q. Is there anything impracticable, if the agent is disposed to attend
to his business, in seeing that the schedule of prices is observed at all
these places ~ Could he not do it ~-A. No, sir; ·not at the outside
stores, I do not think.
Q. Could he not go oTer and find out from the Indians whether they
had been charged too much ~-A. No, sir; not every day.
Q. If lie went o ce a week or once a mouth that would be enough~
A. Perhaps so.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. What is the judgment of the Indians as to whether that store
ought to exist now-the store at Gray Horse~
Senator BLACKBURN. Which Indians do you mean~
Senator CULLOM. I mean the Indians who trade there.
A. They have remonstrated; those who trade there have.
0
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Have they remonstrated lately ~-A. Yes, sir; but I do not know
how recently.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. The establishment of these outside stores has been under their
constant protest ~-A. Yes, sir; they complained to our inspector the
last time he was down there.
Q. And they did not do that under your dictation or suggestion~
A. No, sir; I did not know anything about it, but I learned the other
day that the traders had something to do with it.
Q. IIave you been down to the Gray Horse tradership much ~-A.
No, sir; very little.
Q. You do not know whether liquors are sold there or not ~-A. No,
sir.
. By the UnAIRMAN:
Q. Do you get competition among the traders there at the agency so
that they could sell goods at less than the schedule prices ~-A. I do
it; yes, sir.
By Senator UULLOM:
Q. You do sell goods at a less rate than is prescribed by the schedule
of prices ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You strive for trade, I suppose ~-A. Yes, sir. They sell many
goods as cheap as they do here in Arkansas City.
By Senator BLACICBURN :
Q. Did you ever hear anything about Mr. Branham's getting $2,000
for holding two licenses at Gray Horse~ -A. I have heard it, but I do
not know it to be a fact. It is only a rumor.
Q. Did you ever talk with Branham on that subject~-A. No, sir;
he never told me anything about it.
Q. Do you remember anybody who told you that such was the fact~
-A. I am hardly prepared to say positively, but I think that Mr. Hartley
did, for one.
Q. He is a trader there at the agency, is he not~-A. Yes, sir.
By, the CHAU{.MAN :
Q. It is common talk all around there, is it not, that that was the
arrangement between Schiffbauer and Branham; that Branham was to
have $2,000 more than Schiffbauer in consideration of the tact that he
·could hold those two licenses ~-A. I have heard it stated in that way,
but I never heard Mr. Branham say so. I haye no evidence of it.
Q. I did not intimate that you had any information about it, but that
has been the common talk there ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was that considered to be because of the supposed influence
Branham had with the Department ~-A. Yes, sir.
The select committee then adjourned until Wednesday, 1\Iay 11, 1887 7
at 9.30 o'clock a. m.
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lVedne:sday, 1lfay 11, 1887.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9.30 o'clock
a.m.
TESTIMONY OF J. WADE McDONALD.
J. WADE McDONALD, having been duly sworn, was interrogated a
follows:
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Question. Will you state what, if any, connection you had with securing the appointment of a Mr. W. J. Hodges as an Indian trader at
the Ponca Agency, I believea year or more ago ?-Answer. I had no
agency whatever in securing Mr. Hodges's appointment, except that I
believe I wrote out his application for appointment and signed his
recommendation and forwarded his papers to Judge John J\Iartin, of
Topeka, Kans. The next I heard concerning the case, however, was a
notice that I saw published in the newspapers announcing his appointment.
Q. Did yon make any trip to Washington in connection with that
application ?-A. I did not, sir.
Q. Did you !lave an interview with the Commissioner of Indian
.Affairs, or with the Assistant Commissioner of lndtan Affairs, with relation to it '-A. Not with relation to the appointment of Mr. Hodges.
I llad au interview with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and also
with the A::;sistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs in respect of some
matters connected with the t•radership at Ponca, but it was long after
the appointment of Mr. Hodges.
Q. vVhat was that; with reference to his renewal of license, or what V
-A. One interview I had with him was with reference to the renewal
of his license, or if that could not be secured, then my object and request was to 8ecure for J\ir. Hodges time enough to close out his stock
of g·oofts there and collect the indebtedness uue him from the Indians.
Q. 'vVas that about the time that his license for one year was to expire ?-A. It waH shortly prior to the expiration of his license, I believe.
Q. Did he pay you any fee for your services in that behalf,-A. He
never did.
Q. He did not pay you for your trip to Washington or ~~our services
that you attempted to render him with the Indian Office ~-A. He never
did. I never charged him any fee and never received one.
Q. Did he pay your expenses ~-A. He did.
~. That was not with reference to his original appointment~ I under"tand you, then ~-A. No, sir; it was long after his ~ppointment had
been made.
Q. Do you know anything about the present marshal of the State of
Kansas, a man named Jones, bemg upon the recommendation or application of some one other than Hodges for that place 01-A. 1 do not. I
know, however, that the present marshal of the State of Kansas, W.
C. J one~, indorsed the application of the former trader at Ponca, J\Ir.
Joseph Sherburne, I think, to be permitted to remain there to dispose
of his goods. It is possible I may be in error about that, and that it
was an application for a reappointment.
Q. Did the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Assistant Commissioner of lnllian Affairs say to you, or to an,y one else so far as you
know, that it was nece~sary to get .l\lr. Jones's name off of Sherburne's
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application before llotlges could l)e appointed f-A. ::feither 0f them
ever used any such language to me. As a matter of fact Uodges had been
appointed, and was down at Ponca engaged in his avocation as a trader
there some months at least before I ever knew that Mr. ,Jones's namewas attached to any paper connected with tlle matter.
Q. Did you have al!ythiug to do with getting .i\Ir. Jonc.s's name off
Sherburne's papers and on to IIo<lges's papers J?-A. X o, and yes. I
answer tllat question in tllat manner from the fact ti..Jat it. needs explanation. So far as I remembel', Jones's indorsement does not appear upon
Hodges's papers in any way. lt has been so long ago that I would not
undertake to state definitely wlletller it was a.n application 1or a reappointment that Sllerburne llad filled witll Jones's indorsement, or
whether it was au application to be permitted to rem.a iu there and close
out his goods. It was one or the other. c:tllcl when 1 nored the indorsement of Jones I was considerably suqn~isetl tllerear. knowing him to be·
quite an active, and to some extent a pu.rtisr.,n, Democrat. I wrote to.
Mr. Jones asking him how it occurred tllat he had indorsed Sherburne.
But it was not at the request or instance, or upon any suggestion made
me by either the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or his assistaut, orany person connected wit.h the Indiau Office, or with any Department
of the Government for tllat matter; it was purely to gratify my own
curiosity.
Q. You are a Democrat, are J·ou not ~-A. Yes, sir; I am.
Q. Are yon a member of tile State central committee ~-A. No, sir j
I am not.
Q. Were yon at any time ~-A. No, sir; I ueYer was .
. By tlle CnAIRl\fAN:
Q. Or a member of tlle couu ty committee J?-A. No sir; I never wa ·
a member of the county committee.
By Seuator BLACKBURN :
Q. vVLlat did 1\Ir. Jones sny iu respon•e to your inquiry ?-.A. J\Ir.
Jones wrote me iu reply that l1e bad made the indorsement under thebelief that Sllerbnrue ·wm-. a Democrat, and that if he was not, he desired that his iudorsemeut ~::~hould lJe withdrawn, or words to that effect; I cannot remember the exact phraseology. I forwarded the letter, I believe I did, I am pretty positive that 1 forwarded Mr. Jones's
letter to the Commissioner of Ill(lian Affairs, and did that simply iu
justification .of myself. vVheu I ascertained that :Mr. Jones's indorsement was upon Sherburne's papers, I think I said to Commissioner Atkins or to Assistaut Commissioner, Upshaw (I will not undertake to·
say to which one it was), that I was very much surprised at it, and fully
believed that the indorsement had been given under some misconception
of the facts by Jones; and I stated then unequivocally, from my personal
knowledge of Sherburne, that he was not a Democrat, bi1t on the contrary that be was quite a rustling Republican politician, and had upon
several occasions, or some occasions at least, left his agency to come·
np here into Cowley County to interrneudle with county politics.
By the CHAlRl\IAN:
Q. In otber words, that he was quite an offensive partisan ~-A. Yes.
sir; that is about the size of it. Therefore, after obtaining this letter·
from .1\ir. Jones I forwarded it there. I was unacquainted with the
Commissioner of Indiau Affairs; he did not know much about me, but
I believe I bacl some indorsements from General Blair of this State, aud
my only object in forwarding l\Ir. Jones's letter (if I did that, and it is
(3534 CONG--21
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ts my recol1ection that I diu), was simply to show to tbe Indian Office
that the statement I ha(l made iu regard to the probabilitie-s under
wuicb Mr. Jone:s's indorsement had been obtained, "ere true.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do yon knmv anything about :Major Osborne's counection with
"'herlwrne~s applicatiou '! -A. Yes, sir; I know something cou eerning
that matter.
Q. "\Vbo was county elel'k of yonr county at that time "?-A .•J. S.
llunt.
(..),. Do you know him '?-A. Very well.
0. Do _you know a young mau na.med Gray, "\'rho was fora time deputy
county clerk under llunt ·t -A. Yes, sir; I know Gray. I do not think he
was, lwwever, deputy couuty clerk during the summer that Hodges was
trader down there. IIe may lun·e been, however; I did not pay much
.attention to that.
(~. Did yon ever ha\·e any converRation in the office of the county
"Clerk in the presence of Mr. Huut or Mr. Gray, or either of them, in
·-u·hich ~~ou told how you had gotten the name of Jones off the Sherbur.ne papers and on to 1\lr.llodges's papers ~-A. No, I neYer had ariy
;sudh. conversation anywhere, from the fact that 1 never did anything
~'f the kiud, and consequently could not have talked about it.
Q. Did you ever say in the presence of those twG gentlemen, or either
of them, that :M ajor Osborne had a good deal of iufluence at Washiugtcm, but that you would. uudertake to bluff him or bully him from lli~
support of Sherburne into the support of Hodges~- A. I never did say
.an.rtuiug- of tile kind to any body, at any time or place.
Q. Did you have any conversation upon that subject, explaining what
... er\'ice you bad rendered and what you had accomplished in that reganl
whilst you were in 'Vasbington, before either IIunt or Gray ~-A . 1 do
not now remember ever having mentioned the snbject before either of
them. Jt is possible, however, that I may have sai<l something with
•r eganl to the matter, but I ha\e not the remotest or slightest recollection of it.
Q. Are you positive that you nt=wer di<l tell t.bem, or either of them,
:that yon had been instrumental in gaining Marshal Jones from tue supa_Jort of Sherburne to that of Hodges, and t.llat you in tendeu to do tlte
~ame thing with Osborne a~- A. I am positi\e that I never made a statement of that character to auy person, from the fact that, as I ba,·e
.a lready stated to you, I have no recollection of Jones e\·er having indorsed Hodges. I do not think I ever asked him to do so. I mere!.\·
.asked him how it occurred that he had signed Sherburne's papers, aml
I never understood that Major Osborne was meddling himself in the
premises. I desire to say, in explanation of my statement, t!Jat 1 knew
sometlling of his having some connection with Sherburne's application;
that I read a letter on tile in the office of the Commissioner of Indiau
Affairs from Major Osborne, agent at Ponca, referring to S!Jerlmrue':-~
.application, either to be continued or to be permitted to remain to close
.out his business. But it was not a partisan letter. Major Oshorue'~
attitude was an unexceptionable one in the premises. He merely SilHi
.t hat lte had made some inquiry among the Indians, and had been informed by them that they were quite well satisfied with 1\Ir. Sllerbur11e,
.and that from all he could ascertain in the matter that Sherburne h<ul
been a pretty good man for the place, or something of that kind, aud
that he thought some courtesies were due him, or some advantages, or
something of that sort. It was a pleasant, fair kind of a letter, and one
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to which I have no exception as Mr. Hodges's friend. In fact there was
nothing in it to which 1 could have taken any exception.
Q. 1\ir. Hodges and yourself live in the same town, do yon not ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Now, do I understand :you to say this: That you bad nothing to
say either to the Commissioner or the Assistant Commissioner of Indian
A1f'airs about tllis matter, either verbally or by writing, until after
Hodges bad been appointed trader at Ponca ~-A. Yes, sir; I state that
distinctly, with the single modification that I signed the recommendation of Hodges.
Q. But you bad had no personal interviews with eitber the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Assistant Commissioner ~-A. :No, sir ;
I never saw the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or any one connected
with his office at present, to my knowledge, until about the latter part
of July, 1885.
·
Q. And you had had no correspondence with them other than to sign
Hodges's application "?-.A... Not that 1 h::n~e the slightest recollection of;
I feel ver~· confident that I bad not.
By the CIIAIR):IAN:
How many times did you go to Washington for Hodges on tllis business ?-A. l never went to vVasbington definitively for Hodges at allQh, I beg your pardon. The last trip that I made to vVashington in
which the 1:muject of 1\lr. Hodges's appointment was talked of between
the Commi::;sioner of Indian ..t\fl'airs and myself at all, was n1ainly iu
Hodges's interest, altllough there were some otlJer matters I bad to attend to; tbat was in May, a year ago, during the first week of 1\lay, I
believe; tllat was not, however, to secure his appointment, but to secure,
if practicable, eitller a renewal of his license as a. trader or au extension
Qf a few months sufficient to enable him to dispose of the goods on l1and
and collect his c.lebts.
Q. If, then, Hodges testified that he secured his appointment through
you, and that be paid yon $200 for securing it for him, that amount being
sour expenses for two trips, he was mistaken ?-A. Yes, sir; unquestionably; from the fact that as I tell :) ou his appointment was made some
two or three months before I went to Washington. The record in the
Indian Office will show, I suppose, when be was appointed trader, and
I can state positively and unequivocally now that I was not in Wasllington prior to tlle 23d or 24th of August, 1885.
Q. \Veil, he did pay you $200, did he noU-A. He gave me$200 for
expense money on the two trips that I made; money that I spent during
tlle two trips. 1 wish to explain something that I may have overlooked.
After his appointment had been made (and I believe it was after I had
gone to Washington tlJe first time in tbe interest of some other parties)
Hodges desired the appointment of postmaster at Ponca, and. desired
me, as be wrote me, to remain there until I secured his appointment, if
possible. And 1 diu remain in Washington some two weeks longer than
1 otherwise would in order to secure bis appointment, and that of auother gentleman, as postmaster at a place in the Territory. The cause
of my remaining there that length of time was, that General Stevenson,
tlle :First Assistant Postmaster-General, was absent from the city for a
week or ten days or two weeks-I do not remember exactly what length
of time--and l requested :Mr. Hodges to pay my expenses during- that
time becau~:~e, as you g·eutlemen know, it costs something to li'fe in
\VaslJiugton.
Q. You ha,-e to leave within a few minutes to take the train, llaYe :von
not ~-A. Yes, sir.
..
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Q. There would be nothing v-ery strange in the fact that you would
ba·ve spoken to l\fr. Hunt of the fact that Marshal Jones indorsed some
application for Sherburne, would there?-A. Wby, nothing particularly
strange about H. I apprebend that I have referred to the fact several
times in Winfiel<l, among my acquaintances there, but I cannot see why
I slwuld ban~ referred to it in the presence of Hunt or Gray, both of
wlwm are Hepub1icans, and known to be Republicans, and neither of
them interested in tbe matter in the slightest degree so far as I know,
and I hm·e 110t the sligbtest personal recollection of the matter. I can
see no rrason why I should have mentioned it.
Q. Jlow i~ the ~Democratic State committee of Kansas constituted;
one for a eonuty, an<l one for a Congressional district, or don't you
know"?-A. I really do not know. I suppose there are twenty-four
members of the State central committee.
Q. I "~ill change the form of question then. Wlw was the committeeman for this county, Cowley County~-A. The chairman of"the Democratic central committee of Cowley County was S. G. Geary.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. The State central committee is not made up of chairmen of the
county committees ~-A. I cannot really tell you now.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was Geary a member of that State central committee f-A. I
did not~o understand it.
By thp, CHAIRMAN:
Q. You had considerable to do with the obtaining of rewards for the
faithful in this county, did you not¥-A. I caniwt say that I had very
mucll to do with it, but I did my utmost to see that the faithful were
rewarded.
Q. Did you get paid by other people for your expenses in that respect ?-A. Very little. I think there was one time when some gentlemeu clubbed together and made up a purse of $100 or $150, possibly, all told. I desire to say in that connection, Mr. Chairman, that my
personal expenses on the two trips at vVashington were something over
a thousand dollars, and that the contributions that my friends voluntarily offered to make to defray that we.re less than $400, prob~bly $325,.
all told.
Q. You have spoken of that fact, I suppose, that your expenses were
a thousand dollars ¥-A. I really do not know; it is poRsible I may have
clone .so. I have deprecated the fact several times that I was called
upon and expected by my friends to devote as much time and trouble in
their behalf as has been the case. I never have been a very active politician, as you might infer from my want of knowledge as to the manner in which the State central committee is constituted. I never have
been in but one State convention jn Kansas, and my sole eonnection with
the politics of the State has been that of a layman, so to speak, except
on one occasion when I was Democratic candidate for Congress in the
old third Congressional district against Mr. Thomas Ryan, with whom
you are acquainted.
The CHAIRMAN. If your time is up I will not detain you further.
'l'be WITNESS. I regret I cannot give you more time, and am obliged
to you for yonr courtesy in letting me oft' in time to cateh my train.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

325

TESTIMONY OF JOHN C. KEENAN.
JoHN C. KEENAN, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. You are in charge of t.he Kaw Agency, are you not ¥-An·
swer. Yes, sir; and the schools.
Q. And are subagent, or elerk ~-A. I am superintendent of school~
at the Kaw Agency.
Q. Do you know when l\fr. Puckett first received a license ~-.A. I do
not.
Q. Did his lieense come through your hands ~-A. No, sir.
Q. I mean at the agency '~-1\.. No, sir.
Q. You do not know how long he tradeu there before any license came
at all ~-A. I do not.
Q. Did he trade a considerable time before he got his lieense, or
don't you kuow ~-A. Indeed, I do not know whether he has a license
()r not.
Q. Did one come for him that you seqt back ~-A. No, sir.
'rhe CHAIRMAN. Then I was mistal{en about what you knew in regard to tlw matter.
By Senator BLACKDUH.N:
Q. Is Puckett trading there now ~-A. He has been; he is still at the
store, but I do not know that he is trading· any.
Q. He is not trading there now ~-.A. No, sir; he is not selling anything that I know of; he is still at his store as postmaster.
By the C HAIRl\i.AN :
Q. Who is trading there ~-A. I do not know of any one ; Puckett has
been tradina; for some time, but I do not know whether he is at present.
Q. Is his store open ~-A. Yes, sir; llis store is open.
Q. Is any oue selling goods at the store ~-A. There are no goods
there to sell.
Q. He has solu out ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. There was no correspondence relating to the license which passed
through your hands ~-A. No; I do not know that there was in regard
to the license.
Q. Mr Brenner was tllere trading, was lle not ~-A. Yes, sir; lle was
the former trader.
Q. He went - away~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did he go ~-A.. I think probably the last of December or
the 1st of January.
· Q. And .Mr. Puckett commenced trading when Brenner went away;
he took Brenner's place ~-A. Yes, sir; he was in the store.
Q. Did you ever inquire whether he llad a license to trade or not'?
-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Was it not your duty to ascertain whether a man was trading
tllere with or without a license ~-A. I do not know, sir, that it was
my duty; it was lPft wholly in the hands of the agent, I presume, and
they had been iu correspondence with the agent.
Q. There is no agent at what is called the Kaw Agency, is there?A. No, sir; no one IJnt the superintendent or clerk in charge.
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Q. You represent, as far as any one does, the agent there, do you
not ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You bad no correspondence with the agent yourself as to whether
Puckett had a license ?-A. No, sir; the agent never wrote to me or I
to him about the matter; they had been to see the agent they informed me.
Q. And you di<lnot think it was of consequence enough to inquire
whether the man who was trading there had a license or not~-A. No,.
sir.
Q. You do not understand that be has any license ~-A. No, sir ; 1
do not understand that be bas a license.
Q. Do you know wlly he has ceased to sell goods; did you tell him
not to sell goo<ls until he got a license, or anything of that sort ?-A.
:No, sir.
·
Q. \Vhere do the Indian& in that neighborhood get their supplies?A. Indeed I do not know, sir, at the present time. They have been
getting what little tlley had from that store while the goods were in
the store.
Q. How long is it since they have ceased to get goods at this store~
A. Well, perhaps it has been three or four weeks, or probably not so
long, since they have got anything of any consequence there.
Q. Is the postmaster there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who is postmaster ?-A. 1\fr. Puckett.
Q. vVas not Brenner postmaster before him '~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And it was changed to Puckett when he came there ~-A. Yes,.
sir.
Q. How many In<liaus are there in that neighborhood ~-A.. All told,
about one hundred and ninety-eight on the reservation; the Kaw tribe.
Q. What amount of annuities do they get?-A. They drew nearly$3,800 last year.
Q. 'Vas that for a year or six months ?-A. That was for one year.
Q. Where do they naturally get their supplies ; if they cannot get
them there, where will they haYe to go ?-A. Some of them come to this
place-A.rkansas City.
Q. lt is about five months since Puckett came there, then ?-A. Yes,.
sir; I judge somewhere near that time.
Q . .1.\..nd you never considered it was a part of your business to inquirewhethet· he.had a license,orwas going to have a license, or ~my
thing of the sort 0?-A. I understood that he was going to have a license
and that he Lad his licensr,.
Q. From whom did you understand that ~-A. From 1\-Ir. Puckett himself.
Q. Yotl do not know that any license came to Lim and was returned
again to Washington ?-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Whose business was it to know whether the trader there was
licensed or not ;? -A. I presume it was the business of the agent.
Q. vVho was the agent ?-A. Colonel DaYid.
Q. It was not your business, then, was it ~-A. No, sir; I did not
thinl: it was. I was not told by the agent to find out anything about it.
Q. You were simply acting there under the authority of the agent f A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were the ~uperintendent of schools ?-A. Yes, sir; I am superintendent of schools.
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Q. So that you b~Hl nothing to do with tlle question of the traders ·
being licensed o:- not "?-A. So, sir; I diu not consider that I hatl anytiling to do wiU.1 it; at least I have not been instructed iu that way.
Q. You were tbeu, and are now, the superiuteudentofsclwols there '? -.A. Yes, sir.
Q. And Colonel Davis was the agent 'f -A. Ye~, sir.
Q. And he was succeeded by Special Ag·eut v·V hite ?-A. Yes, ~ir.
Q. And Agent White is now tlle ageut "?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How far is it from Kaw to thi~ plaee, Al'l~ansas City ?-A. It i8
about twenty-five to thirty miles.
Q. That is, it is t\venty th·e to thirty mil1.•s distant from here ?-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. How faris it from Kaw to the Osage Agency ?-A. It is considered
about 40 miles.
Q. So that those Indians were 23 miles fi:·om lJere, from this city, and
about 40 miles from the agency ~-A Yes, sir.
0

TESTIMONY OF HARRIS BRENNER.
HARRIS BRENNER, having been dnly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the 0IIAIRMAN :
Question. YOll have ueen an Indian trader, lJaye you ~-Answer. Yes,.
sir.
~. From what place were you appointed ~-A. From :Mississippi.
Q. \Vbat town in :M ississippi ~-A. Oxford.
Q. Is that the same town where l\lr. Branham lives ?-A. Yes. sir.
Q. TlJrough whom did you get your appointment as trader at 'K aw !
-A. I got it through a great many of my friends.
Q. Did Mr. Branham help you to get it ?-A. No, sir.
Q..As your name does not appear at all upon tlJe records wlJicll have
been furnislled to the committee by tlle Indian Office, l will ask you to
state who did recommend you; please state some of the principal men
who recommended yotl.-A.. I was recomweuded by Col. A . .A Barr,
attorney at law at Oxford, bliss., N. D. Owings, John Hall Kemens,.
\V. V. Sullivan, George Hill, the United States judge-and by the way
he is a Republican also-and a good many otbers; I exper.t the best citi•
zens of the town.
The CHAIRMAN. That is enough.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Did tl1e Representative of that c.listrict in Congress indorse ~·our
application ~-A. Yes, sir; that is J. B . .:Morgan who lives at Hernando,
Miss., about 50 miles from us.
By the On.A.IRl\IAN:
Q. When did you get :your license to trade at Kaw ~-A. I think it
is just about a year ago. or somewhere near there.
Q. You sold out to Puckett "?-A. I did.
Q. Ilow came you to sell out ~-A. vVe11, there are several reasons.
(~. Puckett did not bave any license when yon sold to him ?-A. I
did not sell to him until I understood that be lJad a license. At least
I proposed to sell, and we talked about my selling it, unt be llCVel'
bought it until, I think, he bad a license.
Q. Did he come to buy of you, or tlid you go and find bim as a purchaser ~-A. \Vell, be was around there and we talked about mat-
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ters. I really <lo not know whether I proposed to sell to him or he proposed to lmy from rne; I cannot tell you.
Q. What occasion had you for selling ~-A. Well, there are probably
two or tllree different reasons.
Q. What were they ~-A. One reason was there was not trade enough
to justify me in staying there. The second reason was that I could not
possibly get along with the ·people living there, and I proposed to get
()Ut if I could sell; in fact, whether I sold or not I proposed to get out.
Q. Did you have any other place in view to go to when you proposed
selling"?-A. I proposed to sell before I ever knew about going to any
other place, until I found a place where I could buy, and then I proposed to make the sale to Puckett, and did make it to him provided he
could obtain a license. That was the agreement in regard to the trade,
providing that he could obtain a license.
Q. Did you promise to assist him in getting a license ~-A. Yes, sir;
I <lid. I told him if I could <lo anything for him I would do it.
Q. \Vbat did you do towards helping bim get a license ~-A. '\Yell,
sir, I went to vVashington City, not on account of his license but on
.account of my own, to see if I could obtain a license where I am at i.Lle
present time.
Q. Did yon take letters from l\lr. Branham ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Had yotl talked with l\lr. Branllam about buying his business at
Osage before :you went to Washington "?-A. Yes, sir. l\1r. Branham .
was not tlw first man I talked with; it was Mr. Schiffbauer, the man
who is living in town here. He proposed selling it to me before I ever
.though of buying it.
Q. Who was running the store at Osage; wllo was staying at Osage'?
1'lle WrrNESS. At that time when I bought it~
The UHAIRM:AN. Yes.
.
The WI'l'NESS. Well, sir, Mr. Branham, Mr. Florer-Q. I meau in that store which you bought ~-A. I am speaking of
that; .Mr. Branham, Mr. Florer, Mr. Finney, and one or two more, probably, I do not know.
Q. But Mr. Schiffbauer was staying at Gray Horse ?-A. Mr. Schiffbauer bad charge of the Gray Horse store; yes, sir.
Q. vVlJy did you not go to l\'lr. Branham to buy if be was in charge
of the store ~-A. Well, I did. I did not go to bny of either oue of
them. Bnt it was talked about and 1\'Ir. Schiffbauer proposed it. I
• tol<l him I did not know whether I could obtain a license, but if I could
I woul<l buy it, and I did get a license-at least it was promised to meand I bought it and paid him the money, just what he asked for it. I
l)aid llim $6,000 in cash, about.
Q. You went to Washington to get a new license "?-A. I did.
Q. Did you take any new recommendations with you ~-A. No, sir; I
tool{ no new ones.
Q. You took no letters from Branham ?-A. No, sir.
Q . .And none from Schiffbauer f-A. No, sir.
Q. Aud none from anybody around there~-A. No, sir. But if you
wish for me to make a statement as to how I got it I will tell you bow I
got it.
Q. Certait!ly; I shoulcl like to know.-A. I went to General Atkins
and stated tl1e case to him; that I was about to sell there; that I could
:sell ont, rmd was about to buy out Branham & Schiffbauer at the agency,
.and he told me that he did not know about it; he says, ,; Does Schiffbauer want to sell "~ " I told him that he did, and he told me to call
again after that. 1 came again nnd I beard bim say in tue presence of
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msself, Mr. Branham-and I do not remember who else was present, but
I think Miss Cook in the office-he says, "lf Schiffbauer doesn't want it
at all I will give Branham his lieense, but if be wants it I will giYe it
to him." That is just what he said.
Q. T at was in the presence of whom ?-A. In the presence of Branham and Miss Cook, as well as I remember, the lady who sta.ys in the
office there.
•
Q. Who is Branham j? -A. This gentleman here [indicating]; H. B.
Branham.
Q. He went with you to WaslJington, then ~-A. Yes, sir; be went
with me.
Q. That was a good reason why you did not take a letter with you~
A. Yes, sir; I did not think it was necessary; it amounted to the same
thing, I guess.
Q. Then Branham went with you to vVashington to help you get that
licel'1Se ?-A. No, sir ; be did not.
Q. Did yon find him tllere in V{ashington, or did be go there with
you ~-A. lie went with me, bnt l1e "\lent there to buy a stock of goods,
which he (lid buy.
Q. At Washington ~-A. Ko, s]r; not at "\Vashington, but in the Eastern cities I suppose. lnever asked why he went.
Q. Di<l you know " .hen you. . went to \Yashington to get a license that
Branllam was go]ug there or had gone tllere ~-A. l recl{on so. I was
with him.
Q. You went all tho way with him ?-.LL Yes, sir; and so did l\Ir.
Bird, and four or ti\'e of us went together a part of the way.
Q. Did tlley all go to Washington "?-A. Some of them went and some
did not. I do not know where the others went, but we went as far as
Saint.Louis together and some as far as Kansas City.
Q. Why did the Commissioner ask if Schiffbauer wanted to sell i Branbam was the man in the store.-..d.. He did. not ask me why Schiffbauer
wanted to sell; he says if Schiffbauer don't want to be retained there he
would. give me tlle license, otherwise he would not. He did not say why
did Schiffbauer want to sell.
Q. But Scbiffbaue1~ was not at the store and Branllam was there?-A.
Yes, sir; Branham was there.
Q. Bran bam did want you to come tl1ere 1-A. He can speak for himself.
Q. He was there~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did he tell the Commissioner about it 0?-A. I do not know.
I was present, but I cannot recall tllc words, and he can speak for himself if he appears.
Q. Did be go with you w lieu ~-ou first went to see the CommissionedA. No, sir.
Q. vVho introduced ~-ou to the Commissioner, or had yon seen him
betore ~-A. I had seen him before.
Q. You were a friend of his ~-A. I had seen Commissioner Atkins
before.
Q. \Vl.Jere <.lid you see llim before Y-A. At Kaw Agency; that was
the first time I ever saw him.
Q. But you both went np there together, Branham and yourself, when
you went to get your license ?-A. Yes, sir; we both went together.
Q. Have you got your license "t-A. No, sir.
Q. llow long ago did you commence to trade at Osage Agency ?-A.
I commenced about the 27th or 28th of December, there.
Q. Ahout fiye months ago ?-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Schiffbauer llitl not make au~· objeetion to your having a lieeilse
there ?-A. No, sir; he was very willing to ~ell out, and was glad of au
opportunity; be told me so two months before be sold out.
Q. And Commissioner . .A.tkins was given to understand tha Schiff.
bauer was willing to do so ?-A. Yes, sir; I told him so.
Q. Why ha,·e yon not got your license ~-A. I do not I< now; I cannot
explain; tlwse other gentl~men can explain.
Q. You baYe been trading there ~111 the while ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And arc trading there now '?-A. Yes, sir; I am.
(~. Has anybolly got a license for that place, to trade there at the
store \There yon are trading ~-A. I do not know.
By Senator UULL0~1:
Q. How do you happen to be trading there if yon haT'e no license?A. Ub, I thought I bad a license all the time.
Q. \Ve1l, where was it; did you think you bad it in your pocket~
A. No, sir; I didn't think I had it in my pocket, but I thought the
agent llad it and had pigeon-holed it.
By the CrrAn~:\:rAN:
Q. That was Agent David that you refer to "?-~.~\.. Yes, sir; that w~s
Agent DaT'id. I do not know; I could not account for it. I will explain why I thought I bad a license.
Q. '¥ell, explain }t.-A. I asl.:ed Commissioner .A. tkins whetller I was
required to make an application for Osage after I had come there and
given reference, aud he said no; and I thought it was <lone away with.
1 told him I could not make bond in vVashington City without a good
deal of trouble, as I was not knmn1 there and I wanted to go llome. I
told him I would go home and make a bond and send it to the Department, which I <lid. I made a boud and sent it to the Department.
By Senator UULLO::\I:
Q. vYU.at do you mean hJ going Lome-to l\Iississippi ¥-A. Yes, sir;
<lown to Mississippi; that is where I lived for eighteen .years. So I
took it for granted that my bond was receiT'ed and my license was forwarded. I waited for some time and it did not come, and I thought if
there would be anything wrong the Department would certainly notify
the agent or something of the kind, and l just thought that .Agent
David had it aud bad stuck it iu ~orne place and had forgotten it.
Q. 'Vhat did he say about it f-A. l asked him, and he said he could
not recall whether the license came or not; that some license came, but
he did not remember exactly about it. \V dl, I waited for a long time
and finally I wrote to the Department about it and told them the lieense
\\as probably missent to some place, but I did not get any answer.
Q. They did not remember whether they had sen·t it there or not?A. I say 1 did not get any answer to tbe letter at the time.
Q. Did you ever get any answer ?-A. I went there m;yself.
Q. You went back to Washington ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What happened then f-A. \Yell, it happened that some charge"
had been preferred against me, and they wanted to hold up with it and
investigate the matter to see whether there was anything in it or not.
Q. Then yon found out.that .A.gent Da\id did not have it laid a was?A. Yes, sir; I did.
Q. Then what did yon do; did you just keep right on trading ?-.A..
Yes, sir; with their permission.
Q. Did they give you permission ?-A. Why, certainly they told me
to go on and attend to my business and they would investigate it, and
if the charges were true they would put me out.
7
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Q. Did they give you that permi~siou in writiug ~-.A.. ~o 1 sir; I did
not think it required it.
Q. They told yon to go back horne and go to work, <lid they ~-A.
"\Veil, I took it for granted that I could trade.
Q. It seems to me you have been taking it for granted a good while?A. Well, I had good reason for it, certamly.
•
Q. When was it t.hat yon first made application for a liceuse?-A.
My first application was a little over a year ago.
Q. I mean for this tradership, the Osage Agency tradership ?-.. L
I dH.l not make any application at all; I went there in person.
Q. You made the application in person ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When was that ~-A. That was some time in December.
Q. And you did not hear anything at all about it until yon went
back; how long was that ~-A. l t was some time.
Q. Anti when did yon go back to Washington to :find out what was
the matter ~-A , Oh, that. was only a month ag·o.
Q. You went back only a month ago 0?-A. Well, probably it was six.
weeks ago.
Q. So that. it was Reveral mouths before yon went back to :find out
anything about it~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then :you say they told you to go along until they investigated
what your condition was ?-A. Yes, sir; and I reckon the investigation
is going on now.
Q. Where ~-A. I do not know where.
Q. What do they charge you with; what was the trouble with you ~-A. Oh, I don't know altogether.
Q. Didn't you find out ~-A. No, sir; not to amount to anything.
Q. But you tried to find out ~-A. Yes, sir; I <lid.
Q. Wouldn't they tell you ~-A. No, sir; they would not. I did uot
ask them exactly what the charge was.
Q. You did not want to know, did you ~-A. Yes, sir; I did want to
know.
Q. Then why didn't you ask them ~-A. I did ask some of them, but
I suppose it was not their duty to tell. I found out part of it.
Q. What was it ~-A. It was some little business which was transacted between myself and Agent David some six or seven months ago.
I received an order from Colonel David to deliver 3,850 feet of lumber
at the Kaw Agency for the Kaw school, and I delivered it.
Q. Was that contrary to the regulations ~-A. I did not think so.
Q. Does the Department think so ~-A.. I don't know whether they do;
they have not told me yet.
Q. How did you come to deliver it; did you buy the lumber and deliver it ~-A. Yes, sir; I bought the lumber in this town and delivered
it there.
Q. And the Department made complaint about it ~-A. No, sir; the
Department did not make complaint about it.
Q. But somebody else did ?-A. Yes, Rir.
Q. Who did '-A. 1\Ir. Bannister.
Q. Who is he ~-A. The inspector.
Q. vVhere is he ~-A. I do not know.
Q. Is he investigating it now ?-A. I do not know; he has been.
Q. What <lo you think is going to be the result; are you going to get
the license out there ~-A. I do not know.
Q. Do you care ~-A. \Vell, I ha\e got $21,000 in it, and I reckon I
do care.
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Q. You seem to be a pretty easy-going sort of a man ~-A. Oh, y.es.
sir; I am. I have $21,000 invested in my business, and I expect I
ought to look after it.
Q. I should think in view of the amount of money you have invested
there you would be uneasy about it '-A. A man who has a clear conscience never feels uneasy.
Q. Your conscience is perfectly clear ~-A. Yes, sir; on that subject
perfectly clear.
Q. I slJould think it was on all subjects.- A. On that particular one
it is.
Q. In that one particular ~-A. As far as the agency regulation is
concerned I do.
Q. You do not feel that you have violated any law or regulation~A. No, sir; 1 do not.
,
Q. And hence you think that the license will come along in due time~
~\. lf I get any justice it certainly will, and that is all I ask.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What was the particular tiling thatlnspflctor Bannister complained
of with reference to your lumber transaction ~-A. As I understand, he
made a statement or a certain report to the Department that I had bought
this lumber from the Berger Lumber Company and paid $81, according
to his calculation, the freight of which amounted to $19, or something of
that kind, which makes a clear profit of $51.
Q. Eighty-one dollars and the freight would amount to $100.-A.
Well, the amount that I charged for it was $154.
Q. And that made a profit of $54 ~-A. No, sir; a profit of $51, I
think; I do not remember exactly; that is his statement, which I denied; I denied it emphatically.
Q. You denied that you made any profit on it ?-.A. No, sir; I sajd 1
made a profit, but not a profit of $5l; and he says he has reason to believe that thiH money was divided between myself and Agent DaYid.
Q. And you claim it was not ~-A. Yes, sir; I do.
By ::5cnator CuLLO:l\I:
Q. Yon claim yon got all the profit there was in it yourself~-A.
Certainly.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. 'Vhat was tue profit you made '? -A. I want to toll the gentlemen
exactly the very fact of it, that I never bought a 1oot of lumber in my
life from the llerg·er Lumber Company, and this man that I bought the
lumber from is rigllt here, and I prefPr to have him summoned and
brought up here to make a statement as to whether I bought the lumber from Lim or from the Berger Lumber Compan;c At the time the
lumber cost me $Dl and some cents here, for '\Yhich I paid cash anc.l got
a discount, and. it cost me $Dl, and the freight cost 25 cents a hundred
pounds, arnouuting to $~3.50, and the original order which I got from
Uolouel David I gayo to Inspector Bannister. Tlw order said that he
wanted this lumber delivered at once for the school-room, I thinl~, or
the school-house, and I went to Arkansas City at an expense iu coming
and going, and it left me a profit of $24: or $::!3, an(l I had to wait
three or four mouths or· over for the money. That is a correct statement of the facts, an<l I can prove it right here in Arkansas C1ty by
the people I bought that lumber from. It was alleged that I bought
the lumber from the Berger l;nmber Company, but I never bought a
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foot from t.llem, and do not 1\:now tllese people if I would see them.
They may be right !Jere now fol' a.lll kno"T; 1 never saw them.
By tlle CHAIR~IAN:
Q. vVhat was your bargain with Branham & Sclliftbauer when you
bought them out at Osage; how did you pay them, what did you give,
or what were the terms on which you bought them out f-A. I gave
them cost, less discount for cash, for all the goods they had. I gave
them 15 per cent. leRs than cost for the buildings. Part of the buildings they bad built lately, and I paid them dollar for dollar for thosethat is, the cellar and corral; and I paid them for the fixtures, whatever they had, dollar for dollar, which amounted in the aggregate to
about $6,000.
Q. Including the buildings and stock on hand ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is, your purchase of them amounted to about $6,000 ~-A.
Yes, sir; somewhere in that neighborhood.
Q. Did you pay them cash ?-.A. I paid cash for all of it except that
to ~chi:fl'bauer I paid $~, 100 or $2,200 cash for his part, and tllere was
about $400 or $500 lacking, and I gave him my note at 10 per cent. interest for 1hree months, and be is in possession of. my note uow. I told
him whenever he wanted his money I would pay him.
Q. How about Branham; iu what way did you pay him ~-A. I paid
him all I owed him at the time, and Schifl'bauer at the sai:Qe time, only
the difference is this-l will make a statement in regard to that so that
you w1ll unrlerstand it exactly: .After I came back from vVashington
City and bad been there some time, after we had taken stock, the stock
at Osage only invoiced about $4,000 or a little over, and it requires a
stock there of about $10,000 to do the business, and I had to go to Saint
Louis to huy stock. So I asked Schiffbauer this I said to him: H Now,
if you want your money I will pay you according to agreement right
now, but it would be an accommodation to me if I could give you all
but $400 or $500, and if you would wait for me a few weeks to pay the
rest it would be a great accommodation." He said he would do so, and
that-is the way it happened. The agreement was to pay cash, but I
asked him as a favor to do this, and he granted it.
Q. 1vlr. Branllam owned one-half of it, did be not ~-A. No, sir. l\Ir.
Branham's part was paid in cash; that was his part of it.
Q. You paid llranllam iu cash and you paid Schiffbauer in cash, all
except $400 or $500~-A. Yes, sir. 'l'he thing was in this shape: The
payment was to come off soon, aud I was compelled to have goods to
get trade.
Q. So that the $:n,ooo iucludes what you have put in since ~-A. Yes,
sir; that includes everything. It is something between $21,000 aud
$~2,000; I do not know the exact figures.
Q. Wllo hauled the lumber down to the agency~-A. Indians.
Q. · They bad teams ~-A. Yes, sir. .
Q. And you paid the Indians for hauling it ~-.A. I did, sir. If you
want to know tllC names I can give them to you. I reckon you have it
on paper; l\lr. Keenan knows about it.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You are trading now at the Osage AgeJlCY ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Yours is one of the four stores there~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What would be the cft'ect upon the Indians who live on that part
of the reserYation known as the Big Hill seetion, at about Grey Horse,
and those who live out on Hominy Creek, if those two stores were re-
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rnoYed and brougllt into the agency; would it be beneficial to the
Indians, and to their convenience aml accommodation, or not~-A. Certainly it would not be a benefit to tbe Ill<lians, but it would be a benefit
for us traders there.
Q. It would benefit you and the otber tbr(>e traders at tlleagencyfA. I think it would; I do not know whether it would or not. I have
not been tberc but four months, and I do not know, of course, as much
~1bont it as the rest of the gentlemen, but I take it for granted jt would
benefit us considerabl~~. But certainly it woulu not benefit the Indians,
ior tbe~ woulll haYe to go 25, 35, and some 40 miles to get there.
Q. II a:::; 1here been au ordinance or Jaw passed by the Territorial
(!Onncilrequiring all the stores to be kept at the agency'~
Senator UuLLOJ.\1. Rigbt here let me put into the record wllat I fiud
in the laws on111is sul~ject. I find this publication, dated 1883, entitled
·• Laws of the Osage Nation, passed at Pawhuslm,Osage :Nation, in the
years 1883, 1884, and 188,'l." . Among tbe laws passed 1 find this one:
De it enactc1l by the :Natioual Council :
That f;:om and ~lfter tho passage of this act United States licensed traders that may
now be trading within the limits of the Osage Nation, or any person or persons who
may Lereafter desire to procure license to trade in th2 Osage Nation, shall first make
kno·wn their intentions to tho Natwnal Council and procure their consent for such
}Hivilegc, and pay into tuc Osage treasury a tax of $200 for the usc of timber and
(rrnss that may be reqniret1 in their regular business and trade.
Be it; fnrther enacted:
'I'hat no person sba11 recei Yc the consent of theN ational Council to trade in any part
or place in tho Osage Nation except in the town of Pawhuska.
Be it fnrther enacted :
That if uny United States licensed trader, or any other person desiring to trade in
tbc Osage Nation, shall refuse to comply with the provisions of this act, the National
Council shall take such steps as will prevent such person from procuring a lice1~se or
he reYocation of their license shonld they procure them.
~\.pproYed December H, 1884.
BLACK DOG,
Principal Chief.

E. :Jl. 1IATllES,
Sational Secrelai'!J.

By Senator CULL01.'I:
Q. 'flte place spoken of as Pa.wlluskais where the agency is located~A. Yes, sir; t!Jat is the Osage Agency.
Senator BLACKBURN. \Vhat is the date of that?
Seuator UULLO~L December D, 1884.
8enator BLACKBURN. lt i:::; approved by wbom "?
Senator CuLLO:Jr. It i~ appro,cd. by Black Dog, tile princirJal chief,
and attested by tlte secretary.
Senator 13LACKBURN. \Vho got that ordinance passed~
The WI'l'NES~. I do uot know who got it passed, but I will make tbis
' tatement abont it. Some time ago, when Inspector. Bannister and Colenel vVhite were there, they summoned all the traders to go up in the
eouncil-roorn to meet the council and they made many speeches and referred to this Jaw.
Senator CULLO)f. You say they referred to this la,w which I have
read?
•
The '\Vl'l'NESS. Yes, sir; to that law. Tbey said that they had alaw
but it was never enforce~, and Inspector Bannister told them that the
law did not amount to anything; tlJat it was uot a Jaw because it was
not recognized ~Y the Department.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Has this law eYer been approved ~y tbe Departmentf-.A. Xo,
ir; it nen:r llas; I uspector Bannister ~aid so at least in my presence,
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au<l I think .l\Iajor vVhite was present; that the law had never been
approved.
Q. Who was trying to have the law enforced?
The WITNESS. Do you mean this law~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes .
. .-\..
. I do not know, but it seems to me-1 do not know whether it was
exactly at that time or not, but it was just merely from what I have
heard.
(~. TE>H us what it is.-A. I beard that Mr. Wismeyer and Mr. Hartley and. some other traders asked the council, or rather got the council,
to put tllrong-b something of tl.Jat kind. I <lid not understand it exactly and I don't remember ttw particular~. but it \l<kl something to that
efl'ect; perhap~ they ean explaiu it ll.Jem~eh·es.
Q. Yon tllink the ot~j .. ct was to get tlw eouucil to llave the outside
storeR all mo\·ed into the ag-eneyJ?-...'\.. Yes, sir; and it seems to me
that the governor sig·ned it, and then wanted to take it b<.tck and dip
110t want to sign it. It was :1 Jui.·ctlup sort of affttie. I 11ever paid
much attention to it, but that is the ~-;nb:-;tatJCe of it.
Q. That is your uuderstantliug; of tlw ~Itna. tion down tl1ere ?-A. Yes,
Sil'.

Q. That Wismeyer, Ilartley-, an<l other~, who were tradiug- there at
the agency, were trying to get the council to euforce this law requiring
all the stores to be kept at the agency instead of at Geay Horse and
llorniny Creek ?-A.. Yes, sir; that was just the talk.
Q. \Vas that the general understandiug down there ?-A. Yes, sir;
that is the way they bad done, something that way.
{~. Tbis agent that you had the dispute with about your lumber account was named David ~-A. Yes, sir; Agent Davitl.
(~. lie was then tile agent, was he ?-A. Yes, sir; he was the agent
then, and at the time wllen I got the order for this lumber. I do not
lJelien.~ I eYer had seen him lJut once before in my life, and I do uot
tl.Jink I ever saw him more than a dozen times afterwards.
0
(~. \Vho do you mean, David. ?-A. Yes, sir; he came there some time
dnriug· the summer, and it was late in tile summer when he sent me tile
order. lie uardly ever goes there; in fact he never had been over to
Ka'T before until I got the order.
Q. lie is tl.Je very man who yon thought had pigeon-holed your li-eeu~e ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, in respect to Inspector Bannister. What sort of terms were
you and he on al Did you understand each other satisfactorily, or were
yon at" outs"~-A. I have every reason to believe from his actions that
oe diu not like me at all. He did nothing- except through prejudice in
this matter, anu I am prepared to prove it.
By Senator UULLOl\:1:
Q. You are prepared to prove that he did not like ~Ton ?-A": Yes, sir;
from the way that he acted I am prepared to pro,Te it.
lly Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. In tile conduct of your business as trader at the agency you must
have occasion to keep yourself informed as to the manner in which these
outside stores are conducted, as to their scale of prices, &c. At the
Gray llorse and Hominy CrePk stores do they sell the same g·oods at
higher prices than you <lo?-A. I am uot prepared to say whether they
sell higher or not.
Q. l want to find out whether it makes it more costly to the Indians
to trade at the Gray IIorse and IIominy Creek stores, their neighbor0
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hood r;tores, than to tr;. de at the agency.-A.. If I take these Indians'
statements as truth, they buy at a good deal less out there than we sell
at. They always say they can go and trad e at home for much less. If
.I sell them a quarter of beef, they say tlley pay a dollar or two less for
it at home. But you cannot tell from wha t those Indians say.
Q. You do not believe everything they say ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Have yon any reason to believe tllat tile stores at Hominy Creek
. and Gray Horse have a schedule of pricGs higher than the stores 2>t the
agency sell upon ~-A. No, sir; I do not think they have any higher
prices than we have, for it stands to reason a.s a business principle that
they cannot afford to sell goods higher than we do, because then the
Indians would corn~ to us. If they want to keep their trade they have
to sell as cheap or cheaper than we do. That is the way I would d.o. I
would sell the goods cheaper, so as to have the trade remain there. But
I am not prepared to say how tlley sell.
Q. You d.o not hear any complaint down there about higher prices at
the outside stores than at the agency stores ?-A. No, sir; the only
complaint I have llearc.l is that I sell goods higher than they do. They
say they can buy goods cheaper there than we can sell them; tlley llave
told me that a great man~7 times, and also tlley tell me they can buy
cheaper goods of Hartley & Skinner tlHtu they can of me, and I suppose they tell tllem the same thing about me when they go there.
Q. What sort of a winter season do yon have there; much rain or
snow~-A. We ha\-e a good deal of colcl weatller and rain, and. a little
snow.
Q. Is there any difficulty in traveling over that country between the
agency and Gray Horse and the agency and Hominy Ureek during the
winter months, because of snow or higll water ~ -A. I coulcl not tell you.
I ouly have been at Gray Horse twice, and that was in the summer;
and I have never been out at Hominy Creek, and I do not know how
the road is.
Q. Now as to that interview which yon had. with the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs when you were in Washington. Did the Commissioner
tell you that he was willing to give you a license to trade at the Osage
Agency, provided you could buy Schiffbauer out on terms satisfactory
to Schitl"l>aner ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And. provided there were no charges or just complaints against
you ~-A. Well, I do not remember exactly the words, but it seems to
me he told me something to that effect.
Q. When charges were preferred against you by Inspector Bannister
did. the Commissioner tell you of them when you went back there to
him ?-A. The charges were preferred after that.
Q. I say after that, when tbe charges were preferred against you by
Inspector .Bannister, did the Commissioner tell you that you might go
back ancl go on with your trade and couduct your business until he
should investigate and determine as to the truth or falsity of those
charges ~-A. Yes, sir; he did; that is just wbat he told me.
Q. Now, has there not been a general mix-up and trouble about that
Osage Agency since Inspector .Bannister was there and made his report~-A. It has been so.
Q. lias there been any license issued to anybody since the investigation was beg-nn ~-A. Not that I know of; I uever heard of any.
Q. So far as you know, that investigation ha~ not yet been closed~
A. No, bir; it has not; at least I do not think it bas. I never have
heard of it.
Q. Who is the present ageut there ~-A. Major White.
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Q. He is the present special agent at that agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know whether he has made any report to the Indian Office

about it or not¥
·T he WITNESS. In regard to my case~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. I asked him this morning and he told me he had. I never knew
it before.
Q. Major White is here, is he ~-A. Yes, sir ; he is.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You say you were appointed from Oxford, Miss. Where were you
born ~-A. I was born in Europe; I am a citizen of tile United States,
however; I have my citizen's papers.
Q. In what part of Europe were you born ~-A. I was born in the
western part of Prussia, on the Baltic.
.
Q. You do not know whether Wismeyer and Hartley had anything
to do with the passage of that law, do you ~-A. No, sir; but I say this:
I am not prepared to say anything but what I have heard. That was
the rumor and it was supposed that they hau something to do with it.
How it was done I do not know; I am not prepared to say anything
about it; all I know is from rumor.
Q. What do you sell beef for ; hind quarters for instance ~-A. We
sell hind quarters at $tO, and sometimes for $9, $8, or $6, and I have
sold them as low as $4.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. According to weight ~-A. Yes, sir; according to weight.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Do you sell hind quarte~s as high as $14 ~-A. Yes, sir; I believe
one beef that I bought I sold as high as $14.
Q. Don't you know that is about the average price over at Gray
Horse for hind. quarters ~-A. No; sir; I never heard of it..
Q. You would rather have your store at the agency than at Gray
Horse ~-A. No, sir; I would rather have it at Gray Horse.
Q. Why ?-A. Because I think I could get more trade there.
Q. But not because you think you could get higher prices ~-A. I
woul<l not want any higher prices.
Senator CULLOM. You have all you want now.
Q. You mean it would not be better for your trade to have higher
prices "~-A. I mean if I had the Gray Horse store, or any other store,
awl I found tbat people were apt to go to the agency to trade, I would
sell goods at cost so as to keep the trade there; that is what I mean.
Q. That is what I supposed you nieant.-A. I do not mean to rob
them.
Q. You have not been there long enough to tell what your trade would
amount to a year ~-A. No, sir; I have not. I have been there since
the 1st of January, you might say.
Q. A \eraging it along, what should you think your trade would
amount to there a year~-A. Averaging it, I think it will amount to
$35,000 or $40,000 a year. I have on my books between $10,000 and
$11,000 in the four months' trade. The cash trade amounts to nothing,
hardly.
Q. Except. when they get annuities; then they come and buy and
pay cash, do they uot ·~-A. When the afmuity is paid, when the paymentis maue, the cash trade is much bc3tter than at other times, as a
good many people come in to settle, and the Indians spend money, but
6534 CONG--22
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not to amount to anything. I havP. been there during the payment and
my cash sales amounted to $30 or $40 a day.
Q. You said you paid Branham in cash; how much did you pay
him ~-A. All I owed him.
Q. Is that all the answer /ou wish to make to the question ~-A.
Wllat do vou mean~ I cannot remember the exact cents. I think I
paid him between $2,500 and $2,600; whatever it is.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Did you pay him as much as you paid to the other man, including
the note you gave 0?-A. Yes, sir; I paid him just as much as I did the
other partner.
By tile CHAIRMAN:
Q. You paid him the same amount that you did. Schiffbauer '-A. I
did ; yes, sir.
Q. You said you paid him cash; what do you mean by cash ¥-A.
When I agreed to pay it I settled it up.
Q. Do you mean money or checks ~-.A. I mean cash. If he owed me
money when I made the settlement; I mean I settled that at the time;
tllat he paid cash.
Q. Did he owe you ~-A. No, sir ; he did not.
Q. What did you pay him in ~-A. I paid him in checks and in
various ways. I don't know whether I paid him any money at all.
Q. You do not think you paid him any money ~-A. I do not think I
paid him in currency; it is all money.
Q. You do not think you paid him in currency, either in bills or silver; do you think you paid him in bills or silver~-A. I diu not pay
him in bills or silver either, but it was equivalent to money; anything
that money can be gott,en for.
Q. Then if you did not pay him in bil1s or money you paid him in
checks ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. On what bank ~-A. Well, there was a gentleman who owed me
money, or rather I owed him, and I paid him in that way and he got
his money.
Q. What ~-A. There is a gentleman who owed me money.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. You owed him money ~-A. No, sir; he owed' me money and I
gave him an order on him, an~ I suppose he got his money.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Who is that gentleman ~-A. That was a gentleman who lived in
Oxford, Miss.
Q. What was his name ~-A. His name was Isom.
Q. Was he here then °?-A. No, sir.
Q. Has he been here ~-A. He was here the other day. It is Dr.
Isom.
Q. Is he a relative of yours ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Is he a relative of lVIr. Branham's ~-A. No, he is no relative
to Mr. Branham that I know of, except by marriage ; may be he is; I
think he is.
Q. Is he his brother-in-law ~-A. No, sir.
Q. How is he related by marriage ~-A. He is his father-in-law.
Q. Is he in business with him; in business with Branham, in a drug
store in Oxford, Miss. ~-A. I do not know, sir.
Q. Was he a physician 1-A. Yes, sir ; he is a physician.
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Q. And he owed you ~-A. vVe settled it that way. vVhether [owed
him or he owed me, 1 paid him his money in that way. May be I owe
him yet.
Q. You owe who ~-A. Dr. Isom. I gave an order on Dr. Isom; I
think th e money was paid ; I gave wy order on Dr. Isom and he was
.satisfied, aud got the money, I suppose.
Q. You gave him an order on his father-in-law ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did his father-in-law owe you anything~
The ·vva'NESS. Did he owe me~
'rhe UHAIRMAN. Yes; that is the question I asked.
A. No; I owed him.
Q. And you gave an order on him for the money ¥-A. I mean I owe
him now.
Q. At the time you gave the order--A. He didn't owe me, but
I owe him now.
Q. What did you give him an order on his father-in-law for~-A. Because I asked him if he would loan me a certain amount of money, and
he said he would if I gave him proper security; if I gave him my note
and could satisfy llim, he would lend it to me.
Q. Then you gave your note for Branham's share to Dr. Isom, did
you¥
The WITNESS. How is that ~
The CHAIRMAN. Did you give Dr. Isom your note for Branham's
share¥
A. I gave Branham an order ou Dr. Isom.
Q. What did you give Dr.lsom ~-A. I gave him my note.
Q. For what amount ~-A. Whate,er it was-no, I got a little more
money from him; I think I gave him my note for $3,000.
Q. How much money did you get ~-A. Three thousand dollars.
Q. You did not get it in money ~-A. I got part in money and I drew
a little draft on him.
Q. But you got $3,000 Y-A. As near as I can remember it was two
thousand six hundred and some odd dollars. I can get the bills and
accounts and I can tell you exactly to a cent what it was, but I am not
prepared to say exactly to a dollar.
Q. Why did you not give that note to Branham instead of to his
father-in-law Y-A~ I did not know whether Branham wanted to trust
me or whether he was able to loan me money. That is the reason. I
spoke to Dr. Isom when I was in Oxford, and said that I would like to
have money; and he told me " Whenever you need money you can draw
on me and I will honor your draft." I have been borrowing money a
good deal in Oxford.
Q. Did you have any money when you came to the Kaw Agency Y~
A. Yes, sir ; some.
Q. I mean money of your own ~-A. Yes, sir; of my own, aud I borrowed some.
Q. How much were you worth when you came to Kaw ~-A. I do not
know; I had some little money, I do not know exactly how much.
Q. Give us the best idea you can of how much money you had of your
own when you came to Kaw ~
The WITNESS. In cash~
'fhe CHAIRMAN. In cash or property of any kind ~-A. I brought here
about $2,900 in mouey, and then I drew a draft on a gentleman in Oxford, Miss.: Samuel C. Lane, for $1,500; and, by the way, he h~ aRepublican; be is the United States clerk.
Q. Is he one of the men that recommended you ~-A. No, sir.
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Q. He was not the ju<lge who recommen<le<l you ~-A. Xo, sir; that is
J udgp, Hill. This Samuel 0. Lane is the clerk, but he is a gentleman
an<l a very nice friend ofmine, too.
Q. Did Branham get any of the profits that you were going to make
in that store~
The WITNESS. Did he get what~
The CHAIRMAN. Does Branham get any of the profits you are going
to make in that store~-A. No, sir.
Q. Does Dr. Isom get any of the profits that you are going to make
in that store ~-.A. No, sir.
Q. How much interest do you pay Dr. Isom on that $3,000 ~-A. I do
not remember exactly how the note is drawn. I pay him interest, however; I think 10 or 12 per cent., may be; I do not know; I am not pre~
pared to say.
Q. Do you mean to sa.y that you gave a note last January to Dr. Isom
for $3,000 and you do not know how that note is drawn or how much interest there is payable on it ~-A. I do not remember whether I gave 10
or 12 per cent.
Q. Well, it is either one or the other, is it ¥-A. Yes, sir; I will tell you
another thing; that note I did not give him only lately. I gave him a
note before, and he got a new note now, when it comes to that. I think
it is about probably sp,ven or eight weeks since I gaye him a new note.
Q. Did you give him a note at the time you bought Branham out~
A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CnLLOM:
Q. Don't yon know what interest you pay on the last note, the renewal
note' Did you take up the old note '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember what interest you pay on the last one you gave
five or six weeks ago ~-A. The same.
Q. What was the same ~-A. The same as before.
Q. You do not remember tlle rate bf interest~-A. No, sir; I do not;
may be it don't bear any interest at all, for all I know. If it is necessary you can pro<luce the note and show how it was written.
Q. You are not sure you are paying any interest at all '-A. Well,
may be not.
Q. Didyou pay any interest when you took up the old note~-A. Yes,
sir; we ma<le a ~Settlement.
Q. How much diu _you pay then 1-A. Whatever the note called for.
Q. What <lid it call for ~-A. Well, I stated that.
Q. You do not. know what it calle•l for, and you do not know whether
you paid him $50 or $200 interest ~-A. V\r ell, I have been doing business in Oxford a. long time, and I have beeu borrowing aud loaning
money, and I cannot recall exactly all the settlements.
Q. Yon uever pay any attention to what the rate of interest is~-A.
Yes, sir; I do very frequently.
Q. So that yon do not remember now whether you are paying any
interest, or are paying 10 per cent. or 12 per cent., or what amount of
nterest you paid ou the originalnote~-A. No, sir.
By the OIIA.IRMA.N:
Q. Now, I want to put this question right to you: Does not the
amount of interest which you are to pay Dr. Isom depend on how much
money yon make in your business ~-A. No, sir.
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TESTIMONY OF THOMAS L. ROGERS.
THOMAS r,. HoGERS, having heen duly sworn, was Interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. Of what nationality are you ~-Answer. I am an Osage. I
was born and raised in the Cherokee Nation though.
Q. You bold some office there under their national council ~-A. No,
sir; not at present; I have been judge of t.he court there two terms.
We have a little organization there and a small code of laws, and have
a coUL't, and [ wa.s elected judge of the court.
Q. That is wllere you g~t the title they give you of Judge Rogers~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. You have been a trader at the Osage Agency~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. How long i:s it since you traded there ~-A. I believe it was in
1883 when I first got a license; 1.883 or 18.S4.
Q. How long did you trade~-A. About a year.
Q. You han:~ not been trading since ~-A. No, sir; I have not been
trading myself, but I have been working there in the store though. I
have been witiJ. Mr. Skinner ever since I went out; I closed out to him
and have beeu clerking for him.
Q. Are you familiar with the Osage people, their manners, customs,
and wants ~-A.. vVell, yes, sir; I am in most respects.
Q. Do they want 8tores at Gray Horse and Hominy Creek~-A.
Why, they have always protested against them; the council has protested.
Q. Have those protests gone to Washington ~-A. Yes, sir; I think
the law that the gentleman read a little while ago, that protest, went
to Washington last February a year ago. I wrote myself a petition
f.or a portion of the Big Hill Indians, a long petition, and that was at
the same time that that law was enacted.
Q. A petition to whom~ -A. A petition to the national council, asking the national council to take some steps in passing a law or resolution to have that store which was then established at Gray Horse
moved awa.y from there to the agency.
Q. Do you think that law was passed in consequence of the petition~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. The petition was to the Osage council ~-A. Yes, sir; it was; and
then when we went to Washington a year ago as an Osage delegation,
we had that instruction in the petition with this law, and handed them
to the Commissioner, aml I stated to the Commissioner that the petition was written by myself.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. How did you come to draw it up ~-A. I did it at the request of
the Big Hill Indians ; there was a man came after me two different times
before I would go.
Q. Who came after you, an agent ~-A. No, sir; one of the Big Hill
Indians.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And tlle first time you were called upon you did not go ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. And the second time you went, and at their request you drew the
petition which was presented to the council ~-A. Yes, sir; and they
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signed their names to it, a big lot of them; and I gave it to them, and
they handed it to one of their councilors, and it was put into the council, and the law was enacted just as you have read.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. Do you know whether any influence was brought to bear on the
Indians to have that petition gotten up ~-A. No, sir; I do not know
whether there was any influence brought to bear or not.
Q. Was any trader about when this petition was gotten up ~-A.
There was nobody about at all except the Indians.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What did you understand from them was their reason for desiring
the stores to be removed into the agency ¥-A. I do not recall at present, but in this petition they gave the reasons, and I think that petition
ought to be in the Commissioner's office now; the reasons are set forth
there.
Q. Do you remember them~ If so, please state.-A. I do not remember them; but they had several reasons.
Q. Are you of the opinion that the stores ought to be at the agencyiA. Yes, sir.
Q. Please give your reason for it.-A. My reason is that in the first
place I think it is an injustice to the trade, and I do not think it does
the Indian a particle of good. I think it induces him to trade a great
deal more than he naturally would. I think with a store there, off to
one side that way, the Indians can be induced to come there and camp
and locate at those places; they are a great people to stay in bunches
anywhere; and they would spend more money than if at home, and
when they get out of provisions they would go down and buy supplies
and return back horne. I think it a detriment to them, anu I always
have thought so, and I think before there was ever a license granted
for an outside store, at the time I was a trader, I spoke to Ma:jor Miles
about it, as there i::; a great deal more money to be made otdside than
there is at the agency, and I asked Major Miles what he thought about
my making application to trade on the Arkansas, and he discouraged
me, and said he did not think it was a good thing, and I just let it go.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Who was that you are speaking of ¥-A. Major Miles, the agent.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You do not require any license to trade, do you ~-A. Yes, sir; I
d~

I

By Senator CULLOM :
.
Q. You are not what is called afull-bloodindian ~-A. No, sir; Jam
a half-breed.
Q. Right there let me ask you, as you probably know about the
matter, having lived right among them, is there any instance that yon
know of where a full-blood Indian has gotten a license to trade, or has
ever had one ~-A. A full-blood~ No, sir; not in this country.
Q. That is not exactly what I want to know. Is there any full-blood
Indian who has a tradership, a license to trade, who trades anywhere
like these other men ~-A. No ; not in the Osage Nation.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Or at any of the other agencies ¥-A. Not that I know of.
Q. Do you know Chief Keokuk at the Sac and Fox Agency Y-A. Not
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~he CHAIRMAN. He has a store, I thinK, and he is a full bloou Indian.
Assistant Commissioner UPSHAW. Tllere are several in tile service;
Mrs. Gilpin, at the Standing Rock Agency, is one.
Q. You say that over at Gray Horse the Indians can be induced to
come there and stay and camp about the store. In what way ~-A.. In
various ways. If you were a trader :vou would soon find out.
Q. That is what we want to find out without being traders.-A.
Why you can notify the Indians that if they will come down you are
going to give them a feast or give them beef, and they will all come
there. An Indian is very easily induced to come there if he is to have
a feast. The feast is the ma.in thing to induce them to come there; that
they are to have big feast. And a trader can do it in such a way that
he will not be mistrusted much, either, by the Government officials. I
think it is contrary to the regulations, but then it can be done; and a
great many other things can be done at an outside store that will go
along smoothly, but which are not in compliance strictly with the regulations.
Q. In the nature of things, is a store outside of the agency as much
under the supervision of the agent as a stor-e located at the agency f A. Oh, no, sir. The Gray Horse store, you remember, is 25 miles from
the agency and the other one is at least 20 miles from the agency, so
that it would take a great deal of the agent's time to go around and
look at those stores, where the stores are located away from the agency.
Q. Which is best for the interests of the schools at the agency,
to have the stores there or at points outside of it ~-A. I do not know
that it would have any particular effect upon the Rchools or make any
particular difference with them. We have a compulsory school law
and we compel all our chihlren to go to school.
Q. Is not the school at the agency rather running down in some respects ~-A. I could not ten you. I have not paid much attention to
the school for some time. But since this law has been enacted we haYe
been having a great deal better attendance ; it has compelled them to
send their children to school more than they formerly diU. Formerly
they would uot send them at aU hardly.
Q. Did you make an application for permission to trade at Gray
Horse yourself~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Please state when and under what circumstailces.-A. Last February, a year ago, when we were in Washington, after this protest was
made to the Commissioner against the Gray Horse store, and he did not
do anything or take any steps towards doing anything, after I came
home, along in the summer (I think it was in July, about the 20th of
July of last year), I made an application to Commissioner Atkins for
permission to trade at Gray Horse, filed a bond, and had Agent David
indorse my application and addressed the application to Oommissioner
Atkins, and I mailed it myself.
Q. What was the fate of that application ~-A. I did not hear anything from it at the time, and have not yet. A.bont a month, tllongh,
after that, I concluded I would write to him, that it might lead to something, that may be he had business and could not attend to it right
then. So I wrote to him that I had made application for a license, and
inasmuch as he knew that I had protested against the store at Gray
Horse, yet if there had to be one there I felt that there ought to be competition; that I was an Indian by blood and I felt I ought to be granted
the privilege of putting up a store and selling goods.
Q. Have you received any answer to that letter ~-A. ~o, sir; I have
not received any answer to that either.

-344

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Q. Did you see the Cornmi8~~oller after tlwt f-L.:\... The Commissioner
was here last fall, in September or October, and I spoke to him about
it, and he told me that he did not know auytltwg abouc it; that he did
not know I had made any applieatiou; that lte uever saw it. He said,
"Is your application there~" I told him it undoubtedly ought to be,
that I had sent it there.
Q. Did you tell him that you harl sent a bond with your application '-A. Yes, sir; I told him that I had filed a bond, and I stated in
the letter that I had done everything that the Department required of
me; if there was anything c1se I was ignorant of it, and if he thought
it was not right for me to have the license to please send my papers
back. That was a request I made in that letter. I told him about it
when he came down here, and told him what I had written to him and
he said to me, "Judge, I will promise you that as soon as I go home I
will look that thing up and I will do what is right about it." I thanked
him kindly and told him that was all I askerl from him.
Q. Have you heard anything from him about it sincf\.~-A. No, sir;
I have not beard a word from him about the matter since.
Q. What did you conclude about it; that be did not find any papers
there or that he bas done what he thinkR is rigbt~-A. I think may be
he found them, he probably did, and thought it was not right to say
anything more about it, and I have not said anything more about it.
Q. But whatever the reason is, that is the fate of your application
to be licensed at Gray Horse, where Mr. Branham is trading~-A. Yes,
sir; that is right where I wanted to go, right up close to him.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. It is pretty difficult for anybody to get close to him, is it not YA. I do not know how as he is situated. I never have been there, but
I wanted to get as close to him as I could. If he had feasted the Indians on one side of the creek I would have feasted them on the other,
and the Indians would have had a good time sure enough.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What did you go to Washington for ~-A. We were se:>nt there by
the tribe; by the council.
Q. For what purpose 1-A. For the purpose of looking after their interests.
Q. Were there other things in view besides trying to have these outside stores brought in ~-A. Yes, sir. Another thing was to protest
against the allotment of our lands in severalty and to look after any
business pertaining to the interests of the Osage people.
Q. Who composed the delegation which was sent. there ~-A. Black
Dog, the principal chief, went along, and myself and Ed. Mathes, the
secretary of the council, Paul Aiken, the interpreter, aucl Strike Axe,
who was a full-blood, also Ne-kah-ko-lah, a full-blood, Non-osa-si-kab,
another full-blood, and Peter C. Bighead, who is a full-blood, but spoke
good English; he bas some education.
Q. Were tb~y representative men in the nation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you unanimous in representing to Commissioner Atkins
that it was not for the interests of the Indians to have stores outside of
the agency ~-A. Yes, sir; we were.
Q. When was it that you went there ~-A. That was last February, a
year ago, when we went up there.
Q. Was it before or after Mr. Branham was licensed to trade at Gray
Horse ~-A. That was before.
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Q. Was it before there was any store there ?-A. No, sir; Mr. Finney
wa8 there then; it was Finney & Schifflntuer then, I think.
Q. They were tllere then °?-A. Yl·s, ~ir.
Q. There was no store at Hominy Ureek ~-A. No, sir; tllere was no
store at Hominy Creek until lig-ht lately.
Q. Do you know under what influence the store at Hominy Creek
was established ~-A. No, sir; I uo not.
Q. Did you ever nn<lerstaud from the Commissioner at any time that
he was going to move iu the stores at Gra.v Horse "? -A. No, sir ; he
did not intimate to us at all tllat he was going to move them in-not
when he talked to me on the subject.
Q. Did he give any reasons for keeping them there ~-A. Not in particular, I do not think; if he did I <lo not recollect. \V e had considerable argument about it.
Q. He just heard you, but did not say much ~-A. No, sir; he did not.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Who was Commissoner of Indian Affairs then ¥-A. General Atkins.
Bv the UHAIRMAN:
Q. This law, which has been referred to, appears to have bemtpassed
in 1884. You did not go to Washington immediately on the passage of
that law ~-A. No, sir; but that was in our instructions from the coun·
cil, the request of that law to have the stores all moved iu.
Q. It was some time after the law was passed by the council '-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Are you sure General Atkins was the man you saw ~-A. Yes,
sir; I am sure he was the man.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. When did you go there with that application ~-A. Last February was a year ago; I do not recollect the date.
Q. It was February, 1886 ~-A. Yes, sir; it was.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Mr. Branham had the license in February, 1886, did he not ~-A.
Yes, sir. I don't recollect positively whether Mr. Branham was out
there; no, I do not think be was. Mr. Branham was ber.e then. It
might have been Branham & Schiffbauer; Schi:fl'bauer at Gray Horse
and Branham at the agency.
Q. He had two stores, one at the agency and one in connection with
Mr. Schiffbauer at Gray Horse for awhile ¥-A. Yes, sir. The first
store that was established was by Finney & Schiffbauer .. The first fight
was made on that store of Finney & Schi:fl'bauer's ; that is where the
Indians first protested.
Q. Do you know whether goods cost any more at the outside stores
than they do at the agency ¥-A. I do not know how that is. I never
have bought 5 cents' worth there and could not say-yes, I have bought
a few little things at Hale & Phillips's-but I have never been to M.r.
Branham's store at Gray Horse, and never have staid around the store
at Phillips's place to see how they sold goods.
Q. Do you know what the Indians think about it~-A. No, sir.
Q. Mr. Brenner saps that the Indians tell him they can buy cheaper
goods out there than at the agenc.v.-A. That is natural with the
Indian. If he is doing his trading with me, and he goes off to an-
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other store to trade, and they try to sell him anything, he will waut to
"Jew" them a little; he will say he can buy goods a great deal cheaper
at his store where he buys things. You can't tell much about it, therefore, from that. But the general supposition is that where there is n(}
competition a man will have his own prices for most of his things.
Q. You have told us about one protest that was rnaue at Washington.
Was there any subsequent protest made "? -A. Yes, sir; t.he protest
that Mr. Brenner spoke about, that Wismeyer and Bartley got up.
There was a resolution passed last fall, about the time the store was
going to be established on Hominy Creek. The council passed a resolution then, and Wismeyer and Hartley were accused by some pal'ties
(I did understand that the agent bad accused those parties) with drawing up that resolut;iou for them to act upou. 1 do not kuow l.Iow tnw it
is, for I was not around the council any at all. But the resolution
passed and was forwarded to the Commissioner.
Q. Did it pass without dissent, do you remember ¥-A. Yes, sir; I
think so.
Q. Was there objection to it in the council '-A. What I mean by
passing is it passed by a majority, and it became a law then. A~ :soou
as anytping is passed by a majority of the votes and approved lJy tile
chief it is the law.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. You d::> not know whether there was very much opposition to it or
not '-A. No, sir; I do not.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. More than a majority of the Indians live outside of the limits of
tb(' a~tenc.v, flo they not '-A. Oh, yes, sir.
Q. I will ask you what proportion of the Indians are located over in
the neighborhood of Gray Horse, the Big Hill Indians '-A. I am not
able to tell you, but the biggest portion of the Indians are out there.
Q. And how many at Hominy Creek ¥-A. The Hominy bands. There
are three or four different bands there in that section of the country.
Q. So that a majority of the Indians live outside of the extreme
agency limits '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And they would not be likely to be influenced by the agency
traders if they thought the stores there were good things ~-A. No, sir.
I have studied the thing over a good deal myself and I do not think it
is a good thing-tl~at is, I think if one man is permitted to be there
another ought to be.
Q. You mean if there were two stores there it would not be so bad¥A. Yes, sir; or three or four stores; let as many go there as want to,
as long as the men are the right kind of men. If a man gives a good
bond and has a good reputation, give him a license. ·
Q. Your idea is that to put one store at Hominy and one at Gray
Horse gives them a monopoly of the trade of the Indians about there,_
A. Yes, sir; that has always been my view of it. I have always told
my opinion about it. Mr. Hale spoke to me about it. He thought I
was fighting against him and asked me why I was doing it, and I told
him I had never said a word about it, but I told him if he wanted to
know my opinion I did not think it was right for him to have a license
there alone, but I never said one word against him in the council.
Q. What do you understand the reason to be why you cannot get
that Gray Horse store moved in ~-A. I could not say.
Q. What is the understanding at the agency about it among the
traders there '-A. Why, it seems that the general belief about it is
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that Mr. Branham is a particular friewl of the Commissioner of Indian ·
Affairs, or is related to him in some way or another, and that he favors
him; that is the general belief.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Do you mean the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary
of the Interior~-A. Why, the Department; I do not .know which. He
is closely connected with· the Department, Branham is, and his influence·
with the Department is what holds him there.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. And he gets favors there that other people could not obtain ¥-A~
Yes, sir.
Q. Is that the general sentiment down at the agency ~-.A.. Yes, sir;
that is the sentiment so far as I know.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who makes up the general sentiment at the agency Y-A. The
general sentiment is the opinion of people who are interested and who.
talk about it.
Q. Who is there there except the traders and their employes ~-A.
There are Indians who live around there; there are several half-breeds
who live there.
Q. When you speak of the ''general sentiment," tell me who it is
that constitutes the sentiment which you are talking of Y-A. The general sentiment is the opinion of the people right around there, in the
surrounding country and neighborhood.
Q. Who are they Y-A. The traders and citizens.
Q. How tnany citizens live there who are not traders or employes of
traders ~-A. I will have to sort of count them up. There are a good
many, though.
Q. By a" good many" do you mean a thousand, a hundred, or ten YA. Oh, no, sir. We will say twenty-five in all, around there, living
right around the agency.
Q. How many are there when you count the traders and all the employes they have Y-A. There are but four traders there.
Q. I said employes; do they have any employes ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you not one of them Y-A. No, sir; not now.
Q. But you have been ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you cease to be an Indian trader Y-A. About two years.
ago.
Q. At that agency Y-Yes, sir.
.
Q. Who were you in partnership with ~-A. When I first opened up
it was with Mr. William Rogers.
Q. Who is heY -A. He is a cousin of mine.
Q. Who were you in partnership with after that Y-A. With Mr.
Skinner. Mr. Skinner first bought Mr. William Rogers out and afterwards he bought me out, about the time my license expired. They
would not renew the license and I sold out to him.
Q. Two years ago Y-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What have you been doing since Y-A. Working for him in the
store.
Q. Are you working there now Y-A. No, sir; I quit last November.
Q. What are you doing now ~-A. I am attending to my stock, and I
ran a saw-mill for a month or two.
Q. You were an employe of a trader up to last November ~-A. Yes,
sir.
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Q. Now, about this license that you applied for. Was it for a store at
Hominy Creek or Gray Horse ~-A. At Gray Home.
Q. '.Yhy were you so specially anxious to get up close to Branham ,_
A. So that I could sell goods; so that he would have competition.
Q. You had uo special reason for wanting to get closer to him than
to anybody else, had you '-A. Yes, sir; that is where the most of the
Indians were and the biggest trade was.
Q. ~uppose the Commissioner had sent vou a license, did you have
capital enough to go into business there ¥-A. I thought so.
Q. You would not have needed the assistance of a partner with money t
-A. I do not know but what I might; I think I could get it.
Q. How much capital have you now,-A. I have not very much; I
have some property.
Q. What sort of property '-A. Various kinds, such as cattle, horses,
and hogs.
Q. How much capital do you think you were able at that time to raise
of your own to put into a trading store ~-A. I thought if I wanted to
I could get as much as $10,000.
Q. I am not asking how much you could get from other people, but
how much capital of your own could you have put into a trading store
had the Department seen fit to license you as trader at Gray Horse~
A. I could have put in four or five thousand. dollars.
Q. You had that much of your own ~-A. Yes, sir; at that time.
Q. Now in regard to these resolutions which are passed by this national Indian council down there, what force or obligation have they,
if any, until approved by the Department of the Interior ~-A. They
have no force until they are approved.
Q. They are not laws for the government of anybody under the law
until approved by the Interior Department ~-A. They-are only laws
passed by us asking the Uommissioner of Indian ..t\.:fl'airs to do or not to
do certain things.
Q. Then the only force they have is in the nature of a request until
the Department of the Interior shall approve them ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Has that resolution requiring stores on the Osage Reservation to
be kept at the agency ever been approved by the Department ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. Then it is not a law, and. has no force or effect ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You are a member of that tribe, are you not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you not think, as far as practicable, the conclusions reached
by your national council ought to be observed by the tribe '-A. I do
not understand you.
Q. ·Don't you think the members of that tribe ought to observe and
obey the wishes of the tribe as expressed in those resolutions when
they shall have passed them ~-A. Yes, sir; that is the law; that is
what they are made for.
Q. As far as the tribe is able to do it that is the law they have made,
although it does not bind others until the Department shall approve it?A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever been in controversy with your tribe because of your
refusal to submit to rules and regulations which they passed '-A. I
have been in a controversy with them about a saw-mill.
Q. That is exactly what 1 was trying to get at. Did you not, right in
the face of the action of your national council, go down and establish a
saw-mill on Hominy Creek against their protest,-A. Yes, sir; but then
I did it with the authority, partially, of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and instructions from the agent.
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Q. Did not l\1r. Branham do the same thing that you did, except that
he was there with a trading store and you were working on a saw-mill,
when both of you went against the resolutions of the national council,
under the authority of the Commissioner of Indian Afl'airs 1 You had
the authority of the Commissioner tu put up that saw-mill, did you
not~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Bttt the council bad protested against it ¥-A. The council never
protested against it. The council protested against it after I had commenced work, and they passed a resolution saying that they forbid my
running the mill; that is the resolution.
Q. Did the Uommissioner of Indian Affairs ever approve of your establishing that mill down there on Hominy Creek u?-A. No, sir. He
wrote a letter back to the council saying that he.saw no objection to my
running this mill if I ran it at my own expense, providing I complied
with the laws of the Osage council.
Q. But you went on right in the face of the laws of the Osage council "?-A. The agent is the man who induced me to go ahead with it, and
with the authority of the Commissioner I thought that was enough. I
showed them the letter that the CommisRioner wrote about that, anrl I
said if it ''"a~o~ a mistake I did not intend to ignore the council; that I
intended, a:-; ~oon as the council convened, to notify them of my intentions
and get tbeir consent, which I thought they would gladly give; and I
told them how I wanted to run the mill, and made a proposition, and it
was through prejudice and spite work of three men in the council, the
principal talkers, that I was kept out of it.
Q. So, that sometimes they do get tllings through that council that
do not represent the wishes of the Indians ~-A. Well; that was one
thing.
Q. I want to get at a little more of that same thing. Now let me ask
you about this letter that the Commissioner of Indian affairs wrote;
who did he write it to, you or the council ¥-A. He wrote it to the
agent.
Q. How came he to write it ~-A. The agent wtote to him asking for
authority.
Q. Did the Commissioner give the authority~-A. He gaveitjust as
I told you; that he did not see why there should be any objections.
Q. Was it not an advisory letter to the council ~-A. I think not.
Q. Did he say any more in that letter than this : That provided you
obeyed the resolutions of the council, and conducted that business at
your own expense, be saw no reason why they should not allow you to
go on with it ~-A. It was about to that effect. He said in this way:
'' I do not see any objection to Judge Rogers running this saw-mill
provided he does it at his own expense, with the consent of the national
council."
Q. Have you ever gotten the consent of the national council '-A. I
have, finally.
Q. They have agreed to it, now~-A. Yes, sir; the council agreed to
it, but the chief did not approve of it.
.
Q. Then you have not gotten the consent of the national council, because the chief is a part of it, and has to approve its action ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. So that you have never gotten the consent of the national council~
-A. No, sir.
Q. When did you stop running that mill ~-A. I think it was the 1st
of Mel reb last tllat I stopp<>d.
Q. Did you ever hear it intimated tba t t be~·e was ::-orne crookedness
conu~:ctl'd witL tllat bu!:'in~b~ of yours down tbe~:e f-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Was there not an investigation ordered by the council-A. No,
sir; not that I know of.
Q. Or by the agent ~-A. Not that I know of.
Q. Are you under investigation concerning it now 1-A. No, sir;
when Inspector Bannister came out there, lle said, '' Jndge, I am going to
investigate that mill business very thoroughly." I told him I was very
glad of it; that it was just what I wanted him to do.
Q. Have you heard the resu!t of his investigation ~-A... He never
investigated it that I know of; he talked to me a little about it, asked
me how much lumber 1 bad sold, convened the council, and he made
some talk and showed the advantages of the mill, and said he had been
sent here specially to settle that mill business. He said, " It is in your
hands; I want you to do it; I want to leave it to you to fix up." He
says, "If you don't want Rogers in it, count him out, and let us fix it
up for somebody; you have the mill and timber, and your people know
whether you can get lumber cheaper, and we want it fixed." Then he
went o:fl', and they gathered the council together, and never said anything to me about it; they didn't pay any attention to me. Before he
left he had a talk with me about it, and I told him I had written to the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs in regard to it, bad appealed to the Commissioner, and bad laid the facts down to him as straight as I could, and
there were Government officials right there to establish the whole proceeding, and knew that I bad written to him; and Colonel Robinson
indorsed ruy letter t,o him, and I told Inspector Bannister it was, I
thought, his duty to settle it. He said that he was convinced that the
man who made the talk against me did so from jealousy, and that "as
the cause of the trouble. I told him if he thought so that it was his
duty, as a Government official, to settle it.
Q. What was the nature of the charges which you say you bad
brought against you 1n connection with this mill down there ~-A.
There was no charge brought ag.ainst me that I know of.
Q. You said ;you heard there was a charge of crookedness about the
transaction.-A. Inspector Bannister said that Agent David was accused. of being a partner of mine.
Q. Was he a partner of yours ~-A, No, sir.
Q. Did he have any interest in that thing ~-A. If he did, I did not
know anything about it.
Q. You did not have any partner in it ¥-A. No, sir.
Q He could not have had an interest in it without your knowing
it~-A. He had no interest in it whatever; no part of an interest, and
never wanted any interest, I suppose ; at least he never intimated to me
that he did. It was a st11all thing to have an interest in for an agent.
Q. It did not pay enough ~-A. I would have been ashamed to ask
. the agent about it.
.
Q. Agent David was removed shortly after that, was he not ~-A.
Yes, l:)ir; Agent David was removed. I do not suppose that charge
amounted to much against him, but I understand there were a great
many charges made against him.
TESTIMONY OF GEORGE S. HARTLEY.
GEORGE S. HARTLEY, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. You are a trade-r at 1be Osage Agency ~-Auswer. Yes, sir;
lam.
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Q. Are ~you in business by yourself, or he:1.ve you a partner "? -A. I am
a member of the firm of Bartles, Hartley & Haub.
Q. Do you remember the fact of a Colonel Ellison coming there to
the agency ~-A. No, sir; that gentleman was there before I came there.
Q. Who did you succeed as trader ?-A. Mr. Pratt, of the firm of Bartles & Pratt.
Q. Did Mr. Raub come in at the same time that you did ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were both from Indiana ~-A. Yes, sir; we were.
Q. Mr. H.aub, I understand, was a relative of Senator Voorhees ~-A.
Yes, sir; he is a brother-in-law of Senator Voorhees; they married sisters.
Q. What do you think about this Gray Horse store~
The vVl'.rNESS. In what respect~
The CHAIRMAN. Do you think there ought to be a store out there~
A. No, sir; I do not think there ought to be a store there, unless there
is more than one store.
Q. What are your reasons for thinking there ought not to be one
there ~-A. I expect Senator Blackburn will think I am prejudiced,
but I will admit, being a trader there, it is, I think, injurious to the interests of the traders at tile agency, and likewise injurious to the Indians, those who live near there.
Q. It is manifestly inJurious to the traders ~-A. It undoubtedly is.
Q. vVhy do you think it is injurious to tile Indians ~-A. The Indians
are a very peculiar class of people, and if a Rtore is near them they will
trade to more than the amount they wiil draw in the annuity. In that
way they will be kept continually in debt. Before the stores were established there, as I learned from parties who were there at that time, the
Indians in the Big Hill country were in far better condition and not so
much in debt as they now are and have been since the stores were established.
Q. Does the having a store there keep them away from the agency~
A. Yes, sir; very materially.
Q. Can the agent, whoever he may be, have as careful supervision of
the trader at Gray Horse and Hominy Creek as he can have and does
have of those established at. the agency ~-A. It does not stand to reason that he could. He would have to travel 50 miles to make tho trip,
while at the agency by taking fifty steps he can go into every store in
town.
Q. It is a part of the duty of the agent to have supervision of the
traders ~-A. I so understand it.
Q. You understand that he would report you for any violation of the
rules and regulations ~-A. We are very careful to try and adhere to
the rules and regulations, for fear of being reported.
Q. The rules and regulations might be much more easily violated
without his knowledge at the outside stores than at the ~gency, mig·ht
they not ~-A. That would be the natural inference.
Q. Have you done anything yourself to try to bring any influence to
bear to have the Gray Horse and Hominy stores discontinued ~-A. I
have not officially. I have bad something to say about it, just as other
traders and citizens have, but I have made no move on the Department
or otherwise with reference to it.
Q Do you think there is anybody at the agency, except Mr. Branbam, who thinks it is a good thing to have a store out there ~-A. I do
not know of any one who thinks favorably of it, with that exception.
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. Branham about this
arrangement with Mr. Schiffbauer~-A. Yes, sir; I had a conversation
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with him regarding that subject, but it was rather a private conversation.
Q. How private ¥-A. We were talking on business matters and the
subject came up in regard to his arrangement with him.
Q. You were not placed by him under auy obligation not to tell about
it '-A. No, sir; it was no secret what he communicated that I know
of. We were having a rather confidential talk, as business men frequently have,, but I was under no oath or obligation to keep it priv-ate.
Q. What did he say his arrangement was '
The WITNESS. Senator, I do not want to make any personal attack
on any one at all.
•
Senator BLACKBURN. There is no attack made on any one by your
telling.
The CHAIRMAN. We have no feeling about this matter; I am quite
sure I have no prejudice about it; we are here to find out what we can,
without hurting or prejudicing anybody.
The WITNESS. ·Some months ago Mr. Branham and 1 had a conversation one evening, and during that conv-ersation I suggested to him
that 1 had heard it rumored that he was receiving something from the
firm of Branham & Schiffbauer beyond what Mr. Schiffbauer was receiving. He said it was true; that there was no secret about it; that
th~ firm of Branham & Schiffbauer paid him $2,000 a year.
Q. Did he say for what V-A. Yes, sir.
Q. For what purpose '-A. He said his lij:w practice in Mississippi
was worth about $2,000 a year to him, and before the arrangement with
these gentlemen he told them that he coul(l not afl'ord to leave his practice in Mississippi to come here unless he was compensated for it, and
that in their negotiations that was agreed upon, that the firm should
pay to him this $2,000.
Q. Because he left his business in Mississippi '-A. Yes, sir; that is
correct.
Q. Did you learn from that conversation whether he had any other
business except th3:t of a lawyer '-A. I did not.
Q. I have heard it stated that he had a drug-store.-A. I know
nothing of that, Sir.
Q. Nothing of that kind was brought out in the conversation ~-A.
No, sir; that did not come out.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Was the amount stated $2,000 a year or $2,000 as a whole '-A.
I understood it to be $~,000 annually.
Q. Each year ~-A. Yes, sir; tbat is my understanding, and I do not
think I was mistaken; I am pretty sure of it from the fact that he said
he made $2,000 a year in his law practice, and that _was the compensation required for leaving his law practice.
Q. Who constituted that firm-anybody besides Schiffbauer and
Branham ~-A. Not to my knowledge. I think that was all, and that
was the style of the firm.
Q. Your understanding was, from what Branham said to you, that he
was to receive from the profits of the business firm the sum of $2,000
a year, which would be $1,000 from Schiffbauer's account and $1,000
from his own portion of the account, each year, whilst that partnership
lasted in that trading business ~-A. That is correct.
Q. As an off~et. as he cl~imed, for his giving up his law practice in
~iississippi '-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Now, in regard to this store at Gray Horse, you say you think it
is to the detriment of the traders at the agency to have a store there~
-A. I do.
Q. That we are all agreed upon. Now, is your conviction that it is
not best to have a store at Gray Horse so firmly fixed in your mind
that you would not take a license and establish a store at Gray Horse
yours elf~
A. J would undoubt.edly do so.
Q. Although you think it is wrong ~-A. I think at present it would
be a benefit to the Indians on account of the competition.
Q. Supposing there was no store at Gray Horse¥ --A. I would not
probably consider the Indian's interest.
Q. You would take it any how ~-A. I think I woul<l; it is the most
natural thing ih the world.
Q. You know it would hurt the traders at the agency for you to do
it~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you think it would be to the detriment of the Indians~-A.
I do not think it would do them any good at all.
·
Q. But if you could get a license to run a store at Gray Horse to be
run by yourself you would not hesitat~ to take it, would you ~-.A. No,
sir; I would make application this very hour.
Q. I believe you. Is not this about the truth, that the whole of the
opposition you have to any store at Gray Horse comes from and originates out of the fact that you are a trader at the agency ~-A. That is
a very serious objection.
Q. Is not that all ~-.A. No, sir; I am sincere in the statement that I
thiuk it would be better for the Indians if there was no store there.
Q. You said the Indians were a peculiar people and illustrated it by
saying that where they bad facilities for trade right by them they would
trade more than if they bau to travel25 miles to do their trading. Is
tlJere anything peculiar in that~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. W onld not you and I do that also ~-A. No, sir; I think we would
exercise better judgment than they are capable of exercising; we would
not get in debt without looking ahead.
Q . .Are they the only people who get in debt because of the facilities
offered to them ~-A. No, sir; but they are more prone to do it than
any people I ever saw.
Q. Have you been in the Gray Horse or Hominy Creek stores ~-A.
I have been in that direction several times, but never in either of the
stores.
Q. Do you know what the condition of the country is for traveling
between those two points and the agency in the winter months of the
year, as to the crossing of streams that intervene and the snows that
fall there~-A. I am acquainted with it.
Q. Is there ever any interruption of travel on that accounU-A. I
know of no stream that ever gets beyond crossing in going to either
place, and the road is about as good leading to each of tlwse places as
there is in the Territory anywhere, and I believe the road from the
Hominy Creek store is better than most of the roads in the Territory.
Q. It is about the same distance, we are told, from the Kaw Agency
to this city that it is from the Osage Agency, where you are, either to
Hominy Creek or Gray Horse. Now, do you think it would be better
for the Indians to alwlish that third store at Kaw altogether and let
them come down here aud get their goods~-A. I am not acquainted
with the circumstances of the case.
Q. v\'onld not the same arguu.tent you apply in the one case apply in
the otlwr ~-A. It would seem so ordinarily, but I cannot speak with
reference to that.
6534: CON G--23

354

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Q. If it would be better to have these Big Hill and Hominy Creek
Indians trade at a distance of 25 or 30 miles from where they live over
at your place, would not the same argument convince you that it would
be better to move that agency and its stores about 100 miles further
from them, so that then they would not go there so often and get into
debt ~-A. Tiley might perish on the road then. No, sir ; that does not
follow, I do not think. That argument would not prevail.
Q. You show you are a very sensible man, and I am sure you are trying to be a fair one.-A. I thank you for the compliment.
Q. Is it not true that thl're is not an atom of fact to support your objection to a store at Gray Horse except that you, as a trader at the
agency, would have a chance to get more trade and make more money
if that store was abolished ~-A. No, sir; that is not true, awl for
this reason. I will explain the manner of our extending credit:
We have had what is called "the cartl system," that is, we have
a card about the size of this envelope [illustrating], on which is
printed the names of all the traders in that reservation. .An Indian
draws $160 per annum as annuity, or $-!0 a quarter. .An Indian, for instance, comes into my store and purchases to nearly or quite the arnonut
of his aunuity, if he desires to purcllase that much that day. I mark
down on the card the number of dollars' worth he has purchased of me.
These cards are the property of the traders, and when he bas dealt out the
amount of his annuity we refuse to extend him further credit, and frequently caution him while purchasing not to go be,yond the annuity.
This card system is the most successful way we have to keep them fr0101
overtrading, and it is impossible to carry on tha.t system successfully
when stores are 20 to 25 miles away. The cards were kept at the
agency, and it was the duty and agreement of Branham & Schiffbauer
to send in a runner once a week to show the amount they had sold.
They were frequently overtraded because of the want of knowledge of
what we had sold them at the agency.
Q. So that a trader would get hurt by allowing an Indian to get in
debt who had already traded out the most of his annuity~-A. Yes, sir;
it hurt all of us as well as the Indian who kept going beyond his ability
to pay. Tbi~ card system was submitted to Comm1ssioner .Atkins and
approved by him.
Q. How did that hurt the Indian any ~-A. By keeping him in debt.
Q. How did that burt him '-A. Is it beneficial for a man to be in
debtf
Q. But if he was going to trade out the amount of his annuity anyhow, suppose be went over $100, had he not property to go back upon j? A. No, sir.
Q. Then the trader got crippled at last '-A. Yes, sir; and it hurt
the Indian because it kept him in debt.
Q. Do tlley have any money ~-A. Very little.
Q. Don't you get all they have ~-A. We endeavor to get it.
Q. Don't you succeed pretty well ~-A. We come pretty close to it.
Q. I agree with you that it is better for you to have the Indians in a
bunch so that you will not have so much trouble in getting possession
of wha~ they have. But did you not make an application to the Commissioner of Indian .Affairs for permission to open a trading store at
Hominy Creek ~-A. Not a direct application. General Atkins and I
have a little misunderstanding regarding that, I learn from General
Upshaw. When he was down there, I first asked him whether, if I
made an application for a store at Gray Horse where Mr. Branham was
he would grant me a license. He said he would consider about it. I
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asked him the next day the result of his deliberation, and he said that he
had not yet decided. Mr. Branham in the mean time came to me and asked
me if the Commissioner had made such a statement to me. I said yes,
that he had. He grew indignant, and I told him to go to General At·
kins and we would discuss the matter in General Atkins's presence. Wo
went accordingly to the place where General Atkins was and began
arguing our case, and the general said he was opposed to branch stores.
At that time Branham & Schiffbaur had two stores, one at the agency
and one at Gray Horse.
Q. But none at Hominy Creek ¥-A. ~o, sir. The Commissioner sa1d
he was opposed to branch stores and thought it was better for 1\lr.
Branham to take one or the other, whichever be might clwose, but the
Gray Horse store he thought was better. Then I saw no chance to get
a store there, for I had a store at the agency, and after that M:r. Branham said,· '' I have no objection if you get a license to trade at Hominy
Creek, but if you get a license to trade at Gray Horse I will sell out. I
will not stay there if you come there." So I asked General Atkins,
within a few days, for a license at, Hominy Creek, whether he woul<t
grant it to me.
Q. What did he say ~-A. He said if I was recommenrled by the agent
and he regarded it. as a necessity (I presume he wished to investigate
the matter) to establish a store there probably he would. But I never
asked the agent for an indorsement, and made no further application.
I concluded I would not make any.
Q. He told you at the same time that in the event of yonr obtaining a
license for a store at Hominy Creek you would have to give up your
store at the agency, did he not ~-A. Yes, sir; because he was opposed
to branch stores.
Q. And that is what he required Branham to do~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he not require Hale & Phillips to do the same thing ¥-A. I
think so; at least they did surrender their other license.
.
Q. Who were the people who first got a license to trade at Hominy
Creek ¥-A. Bale & Phillips.
Q. Hale bad been an old trader under the former administration at
the agency, bad he not '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And when they applied for a license to trade at Hominy Creek to
General Atkins be granted it. but required them to surrender their
agency license ¥-A. That is correct.
Q. That was recommended by the agent, was it not ¥-A. I appreheud it was; I learn it was.
Q. Do you know whether the agent since the time you had that interview you speak of with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs down at the
agency, has made any report to the Commissioner of lndian Affairs as
to the continuance of the Gray Horse and Hominy Creek stores !-A. I
do not know of my own knowledge. I have heard such reports, but 1
am not prepared to say.
Q. Did you ever bear it from the agent ~-A. No, sir.
Q. The agent is Lere, is he not ~-A. Yes, sir; he is here.
Senator BLACKBURN. I can find out from him, then.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. You have been trading down there how long¥-A. I began there
on the 18th of DecembPr, 1885. My license was issued in November.
Q. You are a member of a firm composed of three men f-A. Yes, sir.
Q And that firm still exista there '-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Dtd you ever make any applicatiou for a tradership .-t-, the Big
None, except what I stated awhile ago; that is. I asked
General Atkins if it was worth while to make an application.
Q. That was, to continue your store and. have a branch store ~-A.
Yes, sir; at the time Mr. Branham had a branch store.
Q. In this discussion between yourself, the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, and Mr. Branham, you said that Branham remarked that if
there was any other store brought there he would sell out and go
away ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did he happen to make that expression ~-A. I presume he
did not want to stay there if there was opposition ; that was the inference.
Q. Was there any intimation from you that you would like to go
down there; that you would like to sell out at the agency and move
down there ~-A. No, sir ; I did not say anything of that kind.
Q. Did he voluntarily make the statement that if any other store was
established there he would ~ot remain there any longer~-·A. Yes, sir;
hedid.
.
Q. Was that simply because be did not want to have any competition
in his trade ~-A. That was the only reason assigned, and I presume it
was the only reason be bad.
Q. As I understand from other persons, and witnesses who have been
beiore us, the trade at that place, at his store, is probably equal to the
trade of any two stores (or more thau that) at the agency. Is that so,
as you understand it f-A. I do not think be would sell more goods than
two stores at the agency would, but · by reason of our expenses it is
worth more than any t.wo stores at the agency, in my opinion.
Q. Would you rather have his store or a store without competition at
Gray Horse than to have two stores of similar size at the agency ~-A.
I would. I will go further, and say that I would rather have the Gray
Horse store, as the Indians are now located, than to h a ve all the stores
at the agency, if I had to run all the stores with the expenses we have to
keep up there.
Q. You think you would make more profit in one store at Gray Horse,
as things are now located, than you would in four stores at tlte agency
and have to run them in the way they are at present conducted ~-A.
Yes, sir. I can illustrate that in this way: There are about:fivebundreu
full-blood Indians residing near tLe Gray Horse store. They draw an annui1y of$160each, orabout$80,000 a year. Tbatamountofmoney goes
to the Gray Horse Indians, the Indians located near the Gray Horses tore.
Near the Hominy Creek store are auout three hundred full-bloods who
receive the same amount of annuities, $160 each, which would make
about $48,000. Then there are about three or four hundred full -bloods
who are left to trade at the agenc_y, and they buy. a portion of their
goods along the State line. However, we get 80me trade froru the Big
Hills. They do not get all of this trade, but they have by far the larger
portion of it.
Q. And they have more Indians at that trading post than you have
at either of the others 0?-A. Yes, sir. There are four stores at the
agency, all large stores, and one at Hominy Creek. The half-Greed
trade comprises about four or five hundred, but that is not desirable.
Q. What is the impression left upon your mind and upon the minds
of the people down there, few or many, as to why there has never been
any second store of late at the Gray Horse post ~
The WITNESS. Do you want to know what the impression is f
Hills~-A.
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Senator CULLOM. Yes. What is the belief of the people there, and
when I say" the people" I mean the white people, if you please ~-A. It
is because the Department does not see fit to grant a license to any
oth43r party to go there, that is all.
Q. Why does it not see fit to do so ~-A. I do not know their reasons
for it. I do not believe that they thoroughly understand it ; they have
not been on the ground as we have been.
Q. What is the reason assigned down there why they do not do it~
A. I do not know that I can exactly ans·w er that question.
Q. To come right to the point, is it not the belief down there among
the white people, traders and all, that Branham sustains a peculiar relation to the Department, so that he can control the question ~-A. Oh,
that matter is frequently spoken of, and it seems to be the prevailing
impression.
Q. What is your own opinion about it ~-A. I would rather not give
it, Senator.
Senator CULLOM. I do not care to press you for an answer if yo11 do
not like to give it.
.Assistant Commissioner UPSHAW (addressing the witness). Let me
say this in regard to that matter-Senator CuLLOM. No, sir; never mind just now; I will attend to the
witness myself. [To the witnes~::~.J The Senator [Blackburn J inquires
wbether the Indians are considered as a part of the people down there
who object to these outside post traders; is that true~
The WITNESS. I do not think. there are any full-bloods living in town
at the Osage Agency, but there are a number of half-breeds. Perhaps
one· half or two tbin.ls of the population may be half-breeds.
Q. You say as a matter of fact, in your judgment (and I have no
doubt about its being correct), that it is better for the Indians that the
trade should be farther away from them than it is at present from the
Big Hill Indians; that it is an injury to them to have a store so near to
them ~-A. Yes, sir; that is, to the Indians themselves. I have heard
them frequently say so.
Q. They confess that themselves ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. As a matter of fact, you assigned as one of the reasons for it that
they lie about the post tradership and spend more than they get ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. It is your opinion that a man is better off to be out of debt, and
to have some idea that be ought to pay whatever be owes, than to
be encouraged to go in and buy, whether be can v~y for what he buys
or not ~-A. That is my opinion.
Q. Does it not retard the progress of the civilization of these Indians
to encourage them to lie about these post traderships anu get in debt
beyond their ability to pay ~-A. I cannot answer that question from
my knowledge of them, for I have not been there long enough to see
the workings of it, but that would be the uatural inference, even among
white people, that to encourage them to get into debt would be detrimental to them.
Q. You bave stated, and other witnesses have also said the same thing,
that the Indians there belifwe that the trade ought to be at the agency.
Have you exercised any influence over them in any way to bring them
to the point of passing resolutions on that subjecU-A. No, sir. I would
like to speak in reference to that. I have beard one or two witnesse8
testify that Mr. Wisme:yer and Mr. Bartley were the authors of thHt
resolution. We were charged with beiug the authors of it, but it was a
mistake, so far as I was concerned. I tbiuk I clearly vindicated mysrl f
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in the _nvestigatlon over Mr. Wismeyer. He acknowledged being the
writer of it, or that he got some one to write it. He acknowledged being
the author of it.
Q. You never have exercised, or attempted to exercise, any influence
over the Indians to get them to pass resolutions, or to oppose the continuance of the tradership there atattheBig Hills Y-A. No, sir. I have
a l1alf-breed working for me. He is not a member of the council, butjust as I have with the other clerks-we have frequently spoken of the
injnstice of it, but he llas never gone to the council and made any speech
or argued with them.
Q. The suggestion was made by Senator Blackburn that if it was
better for the Indians to llave the store 25 miles away, it would be better
for them to have it 100 miles away on the same theory. Oi' course you
do not think it would be right for the Indians to have the stores so far
away that they would be likely to starve to death along 1he road going
to them Y-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Is it not a fact that there is never a time in the year w ben the Indians from the Big Hills or from Hominy Creek cannot visit the agency
if they wish to do so ¥-A. I never have known a time when they could
not come if they desired, except perhaps when tllere was a" blizzard,"
or something like that. We have not such severe winters that we cannot travel almost any time.
Q. Regarding this conversation that you bad with 1\fr. Branham, let
me ask you this: I think you said his statement was that he could not
afford to come there unless he got a bonus of $2,000 from the firm, on the
ground that he bad a bush1ess in Mississippi, where be lived. Was
tllere any other suggestion of a reason for that~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was anything said in regard to the question of whether he had
any i:ipecial influence with the administration or the Dep:utment ~-A.
No, sir; I believe not. Mr. Branham did not regard that as a secret, I
think-that $2,000 transaction. My understanding is that he sa;rs it
is 110 secret.
Q. Be regarded it simply as a business matter, and thought he ought
to have $2,000 more because he' had some other business to attend to at
home?-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. As Senator Cullom has refused to allow General Upshaw, on behalf of the Indian Office, to urge you to answer a
question that was propounded to you, I will now ask you myself in regard to it.
Seuator CULLOM. I did not understand that Mr. Upshaw wanted to
urge the witness to aifswer my question.
Senator BLACKBURN. That was what he was trying to do; to get him
to answer your question.
The CHAIRMAN. The way I understood it was, Mr. Upshaw wanted
the witness to answer a question of his and Se.nator Cullom objected to
his <loing- so.
Senator BLACKBURN. I am sure you misunderstood him. He did not
want to ask the witness a question.
Seuator CULLOM. I shou1cluot have objected if I had so understood it.
Senator BLACKBURN. All lle wanted was to urge the witness torel)]y to the question.
Senator CuLLOM. Before we leave that point I want to say that I
thought that Mr. Upshaw desired to take the witness and ask questions
Lim self, and I said to him that I would run the witness on that subject.
Assistant Commissioner UPSHAw. I never have made any such etlort
ns that, sir, since I have been here. You did not give me an opportunity
1o explain.
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Senator CULLOM. I do not know that you have. I have no objection
to the witness answering the question tha.t he seemed to hesitate about.
I supposed it was a matter about which he had some delicacy iu speaking.
Senator BLACKBURN. He has not yet answered the question and I
will repeat it for myself and the Indian Office. [To the witness: J I will
ask you to answer the question submitte1l to you by Senator Cullom
which you did not answer. It is this: What is your opinion·as to the
I'eason why no other license to trade at Gray Horse can be obtained
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs~
The WITNESS. Do you mean while the present store is there~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
.
The VVrTNESS. I presum<-' that the Indian Office thinks that one store
is sufficient out there.
By Senator BLA.CKRURN:
Q. Your idea is that the Indian Office is of opinion that there is not
trade enough th ere to warrant more than one store ~-A. Yes, sir; I
presume they think so.
Q. Is it not a fact that there never were two stores, or more than one
storP1 there except for a short time on a single occasion ~-A. I so under8ta.nd. That was before I came there.
Q. And Mr. Bird, who was the partner in that second store, testifies
here that his license to trade at Gray Horse was revoked at his own request ~-A. I beard his testimony; I do not know anything about it.
Q. Is that your recollection of his testimony ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, have you told us a.U that you know about the matters concerning which you have been interrogated f-A. I have.
Q. I mean as to the traderships in this reservation "? -A. I have, so
far as I can remember.
Q. Have you told us all you know with reference to Mr. Branham,
the trader at Gray Horse ~-A. I think I have; I do not remember anything else j11st now.
Q. Because we want to know it alL-A. I had no story to tell; I preferred to answer questions; I thought I was here for that purpose.
Q. Yes; aud I have endeavored, and am endeavoring now, to get
from you all the information you have on that subject. Do you know
what occurred, what change of arrangement~, if any, took place between
Branham and :5cl1itl'bauer as to this $2,000, after they gave up the
license to t.rade at t!Je agency ~-A. I have no knowledge of that whatever, except what I learned from the conversation of Mr. Branham, and
I !Jave repeated that as near as I could, word for word.
Q. That is, that he was to get $~,000 a year ~-A. Yes, sir; as a compeusat.ion for leaving his law practice in Mississippi.
.
Q. He was to receive that as long as that partnership continued~
A. T!Jat is my understanding; so much every year, inasmuch as he made
that amount annually.
Q. It was an annual arrangement ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You do not know whether the pa,yment uf that $2,000 stopped
with the cancellation of their license to trade at the agency or not~
A. I have no knowledge of that whatever.
Q. You do not know whether that $2,000 arrangement is going on
to-day or not ~-A. No, sir; I do not know a thing about it.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. Recurring to the previous examination, I asked you why it was
that nobody else had been licensed to trade down there except Bran-
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ham, and you said (in general terms, I do not remember the language.,.
that you supposed the Commissioner did not want anybody else down
there.-A. That perhaps he did not know the amount of trade there.
Q. Then I asked you, in substance, whether o~ not there was not some
special influence that this man Branham had with the Department as
a reason why there was not any other trader there. You hesitated, and
said you preferred not to answer it.
The WITNESS. Didn't I finally answer it?
Senator CULLOM. No, not directly; and I did not press you to answer
it, for the reason that I supposed you hesitated to say anything tha,t
· might be regarded by Branham as a reflection upon him. So I dropped
it. Then I asked you what the impression was down there among the
white people, the traders aud others~
The WITNESS. I think I answered tllat.
Senator CuLLOM. Yes, you answered that in a general way. So
that you have not answered the original question that I asked (at which
time 1 was interrupted by Mr. Upshaw) any more definitely now than
you did before.
Senator BLACKBURN. If you will write it out for me now I will ask
him to ans Wl:'r i r..
Senator CULLOM. I have R.sked him to answer it myself.
Senator BLACKBURN. In tile exercise of my rights I will ask him to
answer it myself.
Senator c'uLLO:i'\1. He says now that he has answered all that he
knows about it.
Senator BLACKBURN. You say that he has not answered a question of
yours.
Senator CuLLO:\I. I say at the timp, I asked the question he said he
preferred not to an~wer it, aud he has answered now substantially in
the same wa.r that he an~w e red me before.
Senator BLACKBURN. 'Vhat was the question that he declined to
answer you ~
Senator CULLOM. I asked him whether or not in his opinion Mr.
Branham bad not some special influence witll the Department as a reason why no other trader could go down to the Big Hills, and he hesitated to answer the q nestion.
Senator BLACKBURN. Now, I will ask him that question. [To the
witness.] I ask you whether or not Mr. Branham, in your opiniou, has
some special influence with the Department that prevents anyone else
from getting a license to trade at the Big Hill or Gray Horse po ~ t ~
The WI'l'NESS. I might say that I have morp, influence with the Department than some .others. It is certainly no crime if that gentleman
possesses some influence with the Department, if he ts related to them,
or is better acquainted with them. It is my opinion· that he bas more
influence with them than I have, and it is my opinion that I uave more
influence with them than some others have because of my acquaintance
with Senators and others there in Washington. Mr. Branham is related
to them, and I would naturally suppose that he has more influence than
I h~we.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Is it JJOt your opiniou, and the opinion of aU the traders there,
that he has more iu:flueuce with the administration or with the Department than all of you, and that he controls the situation ?-A. That is
rather too broad a question for me to answer.

r.
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Q. You can give your opinion about it, your belief and the belief of
the public.-A. Yes, sir; I think he can exert more influence than all
the others can.
Senator CuLLOM. That is what I was trying to get at. That is all.
Senator BLACKBURN. That was what I was trying to help you to get.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you know why Mr. Branham got two traderships to start
with ~-A. I do not know why he got it, nor how he came to get it.
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with him on that subject~
A. No, sir ; not to my recollection .
By Senator BLACKBURN:
.•
Q. Was not Schiffbauer already trading as a trader at the Gray Horse
post before Branham came into iU-A. Yes, sir; the firm style was
Finney & Schiffbauer. Branham was Finney's successor at Gray Horse.
Q. So that he did not get an original license for an original store at
Gray Horse, for Finne.)' & Schift'bauer were already trading tbere VA. Yes, sir.
Q. And Branham came in as a partner in the place of Finney or
Schiffbauer at Gray Horae~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then he got a license to trade at the agency~-A. Yes, sir;
at the same time; one original license.
.
Q. And became a partner in a tradership already existing ~-A. Yes,
sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. He got two licenses in such a way tbat he got an absolute, sole
license at the agency, and a partnership license at Gray Horse ~-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. And Schiffbauer was a partner in both ¥-A. Yes, sir; I think for
a year they ran toget,her as Branham & Schift'bauer.
Q. He did not have any sole license anywhere . ~-A. No, sir; he did
for a while.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Then this was the situation : that the firm of Branham & Schiffbauer got the right to trade at two stores ~-A. That is correct.
Q. Nobody else got it, did .t bey1-A. No, sir.
Q. You never heard of such a thiug, did you ~-A. No, sir; excepting
last summer when Bartles & Wismeyer were at Gray Horse for two or
three months.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Wismeyer & Bird had a license for two stores ~-A. Yes, sir; I presume so.
Q. They did according to Wismeyer's testimony, and oneran on and
one was canceled at their request ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that this is not the only case in that reservation where the same
parties have had licenses for two stores 0?-A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Finney & Schift'bauer were ordered in from Gray Horse, were they
not ?-A. That is my understanding, at just about the time I went to.
the Indian Territory.
0

0
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Q. Who is Mr. Sheddan ~-A. He iR a gentleman who has been there
for many years as a bookkeeper for aifferent firms, and was with the
firm of R. E. Bird until recently.
Q. Is he a man of capital ~-A. I do not know anything about that.
Q. pid anybody at the agency ever suppose that he had any capital "?-A. I never heard anything about any of his capital. I do not
know anything about it. He is a New York gentleman, and I simply
know him as a bookkeeper. I think he has been here for several years;
I have heard so.

TESTIMONY OF L.A. WISMEYER (recalled)o
L.A. WISMEYER was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. I recall you because you stated to me that you wished to
make an explanation regarding Mr. Brenner's statement that there was
a rumor that yourself and Mr. Hartley procured the passage of the law
by the national council that there should only be stores at the agency.
What do you desire to say on that subject ~-Answer. I simply want to
correct Mr. Brenner's statement. It was not that law ; I was not the
author of that law and had nothing to do with it. I think what hereferred to was the resolution which was passed a few mouths ago, of
which I was the author. He probably got the two things mixed. I
wanted simply to correct his statement; that is all. That is my reason
for wanting to explain it. I bad nothing to do, and never have had
anything to do, with the passage of their laws. But some time last
winter, perhaps in January or February or along there, I do not remember just what month it was, I was the author of a resolution, but
that was in reference to an entirely different matter.
Q. What was that in reference to D?-A. It was in reference to a rumor
abour. a payment being made at Gray Horse, and about the rumor of a
new store being started on Hominy Creek. It was simply a protest;
that is all. I was the author of that re~:;olution.
Q. How came you to get it up~-A. Well, there was a number of
councilors came to me and told me they wanted to pass a resolution
of that kind, but they did not know just how to word it, and wanted
me to shape it up for them; they were mern bers of the Indian council.
I did so. I told them that I did not want to volunteer or take any
part in anything of that kind, but I would draft a resolution for them
and they could fix it up.
Q. It was at their request that you did it ~-A. Yes, sir. My impression is I also told Speci·1l Agent Robinson about it at the time. •
He was there; there had just been a payment made. I think I told
him what I did.
Q. Did you make any secret of it ~-A. I did not peddle it out. I
did not hear anything of it for some time until 1 heard that Mr. Branham had the resolution and was trying to find out who was the author
of it. He was two or three days trying to find that out, and it came
to me that he and Bale were conducting an investigation trying to find
out who was the author of the thing, and Hale told some one that they
thought they knew who it was. They accused different parties of doing
it.
Q. Who did they accuse ~-A. They accused Mr. Hartley, also myself and Torn Mosier, 1 believe, a half-breed Iridian there, and others.
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Mr. Branham read the names to me while I was in :1is room. I told
him he was mistaken about them, that I wa~ the author, and corrected
him in the matter, and be saiu he was very glad that 1 had told him,
as he might do an injustice to other parties and was glad I bad straight-'"
erred the matter out with him. He asked me then why I took part in
the matter. I told him I thought it was entirely wrong; that I did not
think the payment ought to be made at the Gray Horse store; that it
had never been done before, but was something entirely new, and it
had the appearance of being done for the benefit of that particular store.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
.Q. Which store~-A. Mr. Branham's store. This was the conversation between Branham and myself in his room. I told him that I did
it because I did not think it was the right thing to do, and I also
th::m ght it was wrong to start another new store outside of the agency,
and that was my object in getting it up, Ol' one of my reasons for getting it up. I also told him that the Indians had talked to me about it.
He asked me then how I knew there was an effort being made to secure
a payment out at Gray Horse. I told him that several Indians bad
told me so, and he replied that there were only two men on earth who
knew that he was making an efiort of that kind.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Did he tell you who they were ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who did he say they were ~-A. He said one of them was Dr.
Bird and the othf3r was Mr. Florer, a man who was clerking for him.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. He was clerking for whom ~-A. :E'or Mr. Branham. I want Mr.
Branham to come closer so as to hear what I say. [Addressing Mr.
Branham.] Do you hear what I say, Mr. Branham~
Mr. BRANHAM. I cannot hear it at all.
The Wr'l'NESS. I was detailing a conversation between you and I in
your room about that resolution that I was the author of. [Resuming
his statement] I told Mr. Branham that neither of these parties had
said a word to me about it. ,.Dr. Bird was not there and Mr. Florer
had not told me, but that the Indians had told me. Mr. Schiffbauer,
his partner, was also in the room; was in bed at the time, as he was not
feeling very well, and I believe Mr. Schiffbauer made the remark that
if Mr. Florer knew it the whole world would find it out, or something
of that kind. And we settled the matter in JUSt about that shape.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did Branham say anything about its being insubordinate on your
part ~-A. Mr. Branham asked me if I did not think I wa_s doing wrong;
that I was doing a thing opposed to the Commissioner. That the Commissioner had alreauy granted that license. I told him I was not aware
of that fact; that my understanding was that it had not been granted,
but an application simply had been made; thnt I did not know that
the license had been granted at that time, and did not know it for some
time afterwards; and I do not believe that at that time the license hatl
be~n granted, although I do not remember the date of this occurrence.
Q. Now tell all that he said.-A. He asked me if I did not think I did
wrong in the face of the recommendation of the agent, the agent having recommended it and the Department having granted it. I finally
said that I could not see it in that light; that I believed I had as good a
right to get up a remonstrance against anything of that kind as any
0
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man had to ask for it. That was my explanation to him. [To Mr.
Branham.] Is not that correct, Mr. Branham ~
Mr. BRANHAM. As good a right as what~
.. The WITNESS. I replied that I had as good a right to get up a resolution against it as you had to ask for it.
Mr. BRA~HAM. I do not remember; that may have been so; I do
not remember anytlting to the contrary at all.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What became of that resolution of yours ; did the council adopt
it "~-A. Yes, sir; they did; I was told it was adopted.
Q. Why do you draw the distinction between a law and a resolution;.
what is the difference between them ~-A. What [ wanted to say was
that I was not the author of any of their laws. Mr. Brenner said I was..
the author of the law in that book.
Q. If that resolution was. adopted is it not as much a law as anything
in that book~ They cannot make any law; nothing they can do is binding, unless the Department approves of it.-A. According to Mr. Brenner's statement it appeared that I was the author of that law. His
statement implied thb.t I was the author of that law, and I wanted tosay, simply, t.hat I was not the author of it.
Q. Though you were the author of a law since that time ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Mr. BRENNER. I did not have reference to that law at all. I simply
said it was the rumor there that Mr. Wismeyer had got a law passed,
but the particulars I did not know anything about.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will get it straight directly.
Q. Now the resolution that you did draw up was passed by that
council and is just as much a law as that one in the book or any otherone ~-A. I presume so.
Q. Certainly. Now, in stating that you were not the author of that
law requiring all the stores to be kept at t;he agency, you said you were
simply the author of a resolution on another subject altogether ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. It seems it was on a subject exact .y like it. The resolution you
drew up was a protest against the establis ment of stores except at the
agency, as well as a protest against the payment of annuities at Gray
Horse ~-A. But it was an entirely different thing from those three sections in that book.
Q. What is the difference between a law prohibiting the maintenance
of stores except at the agency and a resolution prohibiting the establishment of a store outside of the agency ~-A. There '(vas another matter incorporated in it.
·
Q. But the same matter which was in that law was.in your resolution,
too, precisely, which was to keep the trade and stores at the agency¥A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. That was the object of both, was it not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. As well as the pa.yment of annuities ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that you could not well make two things nearer kin unless you
made them twin brothers and sisters, could you ~-A. I was not the
originator of that. The Indians came and asked me to do it.
Q. What were you doing then ~-A. I was selling goods.
Q. You were a clerk and employe of a trader at the agency f-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And the store was established !-A. Yes, sir; some time afterthat ; it was not established at that time.
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Q. When was it do, you say, January or February ~-A. I do notremember just the time. I will say this, that it was prior to the issuance
of that license to Hale.
Q. To Hale & Phillips ~-;-.A. Yes, sir; at least prior to t 1 )e time it ·
was known to be issued.
Q. That license was issued to Hale & Phillips ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you think you drew up this resolution in the month of Jannary or February 1-A. I do not remember; I could not say. It was
some time last winter I have not charged my mind with the mat tcr, because I never thought I would have to ~.:ay just when it was, and I could
not say.
Q. You sa.id in your testimony that you thoug-ht it was in January or
February. I .find the license to Hale & Phillips to trade at Hominy
Creek was issued on the 29th of December of the year before.-A. I
am glad you mentioned that date.
·
Q. So that it was afterwards instead of before ~-A I will fix it now;
I am glad you gave me that date. It was before the 29th of December.
Q. Then, you are mistaken about its being in January or February
last ~-A. Well, I remember it was in the winter, but I cannot fix the
date.
Q. Who was agent of the reservation at that time~-A. James I.
David.
Q. Did he complain that you were using your influence with the Ju
diaus in the very direction of your resolution "?-A. I ue,~er beard of it
uutJl that matter came up.
·
Q. Did he not write to the Department complaining of your interfm·ence with the Indians in this matter ~-A. I do not know . .
Q. You never heard that~-A. That he was complaining about it~
Q. You never heard that he wrote to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs complaining of your interference with the Indians and your trying to get them to prevent the establishment of stores outside of the
agency ·~-A. No, sir; I have no recollection of anything of that kind.
Q. Did you ever bear that he had written to the Commissioner of
Indian Affair~ stating that you were interesting yourself to create dis.satisfaction amongst the Indians as to his, the agent's, recommendation ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You never heard of that ~-A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You never did, did you ~-A. I do not remember hearing anything
of the kind.
By Senator BLLCKBURN:
Q. If he wrote that he ought not to have done it, had he ~-A. He
had the privilege of writing whatever he chose.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. But it was not true if he did write it ~-A. I have no recollection
of causing a disturbance. If the getting up of that resolution created a
disturbance I was the canse of it.
·By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You say you drew that resolution ~-A. Yes, sir; I d1·aft.ed a
resolution.
Senator CuLLOM. He has explained that a half a dozeu times.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. There was thi~ difference between the law which has been quoted
here and that resolution : That the resolution protested against the
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payment of annuities at Gray Horse, and is not this true, that if the
annuities were to be paid at Gray Horse it was practically taking everything away from the agency; practically everything would have gone
over to the Gray Horse if the annuities had been paid there ~-A. Yes,
sir; that is so.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Do you not know that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs refused
to order that partial payment of annuities to be made at Gray Horse~
A. Yes, sir; I have l1eanl since that it was a failure.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Mr. Branham, in his conversation with you, did not make any
secret of the fact that he had been asking it ~-A. He asked me how I
found out about it, and said there were only two men who knew it, and
I told him I heard it from some of the Indians.
TESTIMONY OF JACOB H. BARTLES (recalled).

JAC@B H. BARTLES was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. I omitted to ask you a question yesterday that I will now
put to you. Did you make an affidavit respecting Colonel Ellison's
performances at the Osage Agency, and send it on to Washington~
.Answer. No, sir.
Q. Were any affidavits gotten up ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you see them ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who were they made by ~-A. By Dr. Bird.
Q. You did not sign t,h em .at all '-A. No, sir; I think not.
Q. Was there more than onA affidavit sent on ~-A. I do not think
so; if there was I do not recollect. It has been some time ago.
The CHAIRMAN. Then I will recall Dr. Bird. I thought you knew
something about it.
TESTIMONY OF R. E. BIRD (recalled).

R. E. BIRD was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. I will ask you in regard to this matter. Did you make an
affidavit in regard to what George C. Ellison said and did at the agency i
-Answer. Yes, sir.
·
Q. Was it sent to Washington ~-A. I think it was.
Q. What was the purport of that affidavit ~-A. It was in reference
to General Upshaw. 1 do not remember the exact words of the affidavit. I think, though, that the affidavit stated. that Ellison had said that
General Upshaw was a starved-to-death little devil, and that a hundred
dollars would look as large to him as a mountain.
Q. You think you put that substantiall~ into an affidavit and sent it
· to Washington as having been Raid by Ellison ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he see it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that all of the affidavit~-A. I think it was; that was the
substance of it.
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. V\7 as that sent on to Vvashington ~ -A. I think so ; I do not know
that it was for certain.
Q. What did yon do with it ¥-A. I gave it to Mr. Bartles. I made
It at the request of Mr. Bartles.
Q. Did Mr. Bartles tell yon he wanted to send it to the Department "1
-A. Yes, sir.
Q. (To Mr. Bartles.) Did you send it to Washington¥
Mr. BARTLES. Yes, sir.
Q. (To the witness.) What was the result of it ~-A. Ellison's license
was revoked by telegram.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. While he was at the agency ~-A. He was away from the agency
at the time it was sent on.
Q. Did the telegram come to the agency or find him somewhere else~
-A. The telegram came to the agent notifying him that Ellison's license
was revoked.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Do you know how 1he license of Ellison read ; was it a roving
license or a license for the Osage Agency ¥-A. No, sir; it was in the
place of mine and Wismeyer's license to trade at the Osage Agency.
Assistant Commissioner UPSHAw. I will admit anything you want to·
pro\e about Ellison and almost. make an affidavit about it. I will admit
it and swear to it myself.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN L. WOY(recalled).
JOHN L. W OY was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Do you know George C. Ellison ~-Answer. Yes, sir; I do.
Q. What was your first acquaintance with him ¥-A. I was introduced to Colonel Ellison in Washington by a personal friend of mine,
and we spent an evening together.
Q. When were yon introduced to him ~-A. At the time I went to
Washington to see the Indian Commissioner in regard to the renewal
of my license.
Q. Were you introduced to him before or after your first meeting¥A. I was introduced to him the evening after the first meeting. It was
late when I arrived in the city, and I proceeded to Mr. King's office and
he accompanied me down there, and in the evening I called upon my
folks there fn the city and met him.
.
Q. Did he do anything for you, or ofl'er to do anything for you ¥-A.
During the evening, as the weather was very warm, we all sat out very
late, and as he was stopping at the same boarding-house where I was
stopping we became quite well acquainted in the way of general talk,
and among other things I made reference to my business in the city,
and it was general talk among the folks-all of us there-as to my bm;iness, and be said to me, "Now, Mr. Woy, if I can be of service to
yon in any way my time will be yours while you remain," as I was ouly
remaining one day longer. He also stated tllat be bad an intimate a~
quaintauce with General Atkius, and that he would be willing to go
with me before the Commissioner and sa.r and do what he might in my
behalf.
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Q. Did he claim that the Commissioner was under obligatio us to hiru?
-A. S peaking of that matter he said, "I have known the general for
a long time. I have been associate(l with tl.d House work "-speaking
of the House of Representatives-'' for a long time;" ap.d that he had
assisted what be might in the way of, I suppose you would call it ''lobbying," or electioneering at the time when the general was running for
Speaker of the House of B.epresentati ves.
· Senator BLACKBURN. You mean when be was running for Clerk of
the llouse, I expect.
The WITNESS. Well, something of that kind; I do not remember
wha,t. But he said that the general came within one of being elected.
Senator BLACKBURN. That was for the Clerkship.
Q. That was what he represented. '-A. That is the way he intro-duced himself to me as standing in with the Commissioner.
Q. What was the result; did he go with you to the Commissioner~
~.:\.. Yes, sir; l asked him to go.
I said I was alone an<l would be
going up there alone, and of course I felt I needed every influence I
might bring at the time, and I asked him as a friend to go up and, of
course, aid me what be could, not for any compensation whatever, but
just as a friend.
Q. Did he go with you ~-A. Yes, sir; be did.
Q. He went with you the next morning,-A. Yes, sir; and I believe
be said and did what he could for me so far as I know.
Q. Did he have an interview with the Commissioner~-A. Yes, sir;
he went in and made himself familiar, and I thought was familiar. I
thought nothing else, and know nothing diJferent now. He sat down
and had a conversation pertaining to my business while I was in the
room, and that continued as much as ten or fifteen minutes pertaining
to this matter of my tradership. I bad explained my position well to
¥r. Ellison, and he, as I believed then and believe now, tried to use
what influence he bad in my behalf as a gentleman and friend.
Q. And he seemed to be on familiar terms with the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs ~-A. Yes, sir; he did. The Commissioner treated him
as such, and I felt then, as I do now, that he was on terms of intimacy
with him.
Q. And you think be did the best he could to help you get your license
renewed ~-A. Yes, sir; I think be did, and we have been friendly before and since, and we are to-day.
Q. You mean you1'self and Colonel Ellison ~-A. Yes, sir. There is
no correspondence between us, but I feel warmly for the gentleman for
what he did then.
Q . He came afterwards and staid with you at the Cheyenne and
Arapaho Agency, dW he not~-A. Colonel Ellison came to the agency
at Darlington, perhaps the last of October or first of.November. I was
apprised in some way or other that he was in the Territory, and he
came down there on the stage from Caldwell and came into the btore.
I recognized him and took him to the hotel across the wa.y, and while
he was there he spent a good deal of time with me, that is he was in the
store a good deal of the time and stopped with us, of course living at
hi s room at the hotel.
Q. Did he or not tell you that he had a choice of agencies at Osage
or at your place '-A. In relating the matter of procuring a license he
either told me that or had written ·me that; that he ha(l the choicenot at our place, if I recollept correctly (it is only a recollection), but I
think it was a place in the north or northwest, in Dakota or the Osage
.Agency; at either the Osage Agency or in the northwest at another
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point somewhere, not at our agency, for I remember that in the conver-·
sation be said that he had tried to get his license for our agency and
had failed.
Q. Do you know anything about a fracas which occurred over t.here
wheu he did not come down to breakfast one morning in good season,
and when be was going off tbe hotel-keeper fired him out, and all that'?.A. There was something like that said by him one morning wht>n he
came in, but I could not tell you that story for I did not charge my
memory with it. But he said that he and the landlord or landlady had
some words that morning because he came down very I at~ to breakfast.
They had taken exception to his late hours, and told him he would have
to get down at breakfast time or be would not get any breakfast. That
is about the substance of it.
Q. Did he say he was going to have them all fired out there ¥-A.. If
be said it I have no recollection of it.
Q. Do you know anything about his offer to get a doctor transferred
to the agency in the place of Dr. De Bra ¥-A. I do not know of any
direct ofter; I do not know of any offer. I know that there was a
morning there when he said, "I have got a little business matter that
I wish to attend to this morning with Dr. De Bra," and he went directly
down and I do not know but what I went far enough to show or direct
him where the doctor's office was, and may have gone to the doctor's
office, l>ut no further; I was busy. He went and transacted some business with Dr. De Bra one morning, but I did not know at the time what
the import of it was.
Q. Did you not receive a letter from some one in the agency telling
you that Ellison was making offers to get the doctor transferred from
the Osage Agency to that place ~-A. I have no recollection of the letter,
though I have a recollect-ion of hearing something about it, either
through Ellison himself or in some other shape. The story is familiar
to me and about that time.
Q. Is it not within your knowledge that Ellison being there at your
place, interested himself in getting a doctor to come to that agency~
A. Yes, sir; he was interested about the doctorship; I am very clear
on that point, but to what extent I am not able to say. I know that
was a point in his conversation more times than one.

TESTIMONY OF H. P. BRANHAM.
H. P. BRANHAM, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. What is your full name ¥-Answer. Harris Parke Branham.
Q. What was your residence before you came to the· Indian Territory ~-A. My home was in Oxford, Miss.
Q. Have you been at any time a law partner of Secretary Lamar~
The WITNESS. Do you mean at any time in my life~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. I have.
Q. Up to what time ~-A. Up to the latter part of December, 1885.
Q. Had the Secretary any active interest in your partnership up to
as late a period as that ~-A. He had not.
Q. When did his active interest cease ~-A. In 1871; I think about
that time ; about twelve years previous to that.
6534 CONG--24
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Q. But the name of the firm remained the same; his name was contiuued in the firm ?-A. We had the use of his name.
Q. But he received none of the profits of the firm ~-A. None whatever.
Q. Who were the actiYe partners, the partners who divided the profits
of the firm ~-A. Professor Edward Mayes and myself.
Q. Are you in an~· way relaLed to Secretary Lamar~ -.A. I am a
nephew of his first wife.
Q. When did his first wife die-several years ago, was it not Y-A. In
January, 1884, I think; several years ago.
Q. You married Dr. lsorn's daughterY-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you any relatives in Government employ in the Indian Territory ~-A. I have a cousin who is superintendent of the Chilocca
school here. I have a brother-in-law who is physician at Kaw Agency.
I know of none other.
Q. What is your brother-in-law's name Y-A. Thomas D. Isom, jr.
Q. Have you any relatives other than those you have mentioned connected with the Indian service anywhere '-A. None that I know of.
Q. What capital had you when you were licensed, I mean of your
own means ~-A. Of my own means I bad my practice, and I had a halfinterest in a drug store at Oxford, 1\iiss.; that was about all.
Q. We will put it another way. How much were you worth iu money
or property when you were appointed a trader, approximately Y-A. I
presume from $4.500 to $5,000. I would like to state that I had a residence and furniture and things at Oxford, but that I had given them
to my wife years and years before; they were not in my name and were
not my property. Still they were tbe proceeds of my labor; I had made
them and given them to her.
·
Q. Given all to berY-A. Yes, sir.
Q. As it does not appear on the list which bas been furnished to the
committee, will you please state who recommended you for the position
of Indian trader ~-A. No one that I know of. [can give you the history of it, bow I got it, if you desire.
Q. Do so, if you please.-A. Some time in November, about the 1st
of November, I think, in 1885, I received a letter from Mr. John N.
Florer, of the Indian Territory, stating that be bad understood that I
might like to engage in trade as a trader in the Territory, and telling
me that if I could get a license with him at the Osage Agency, that the
firm of Finney & Schiffbauer had a store at Gray Horse, and if the
two could be combined he thought a good deal of money could be made
out of it. His letter painted it in very glowing colors. Up to that time
the thought of an Indian tradership had never entered my mind. I can
say I bad never met Florer before or heard of him, but it seems my
brother-in-law, the physician at Kaw, to wbom he applied first to re·
ceive his position, got in with him and told him that perhaps I might
like it. When I got that letter I telegraphed to the Secretary of the
Interior in substance to this effect: "Can I get a license as Indian trader
at Osage Agency and at Gray Horse, Osage Reservation Y Auswer immediately." The next day I received an answer, which was in substance
this, and the words, if I can remember distinctly: "I cannot answer
immediately. Write me fully what you want." 1 then sat down and
wrote to the Secretary in full that I had received this letter from Mr.
FlorPr, gave llim the substance of its contents, and told him wllat I
wanted was a license, in conjunction with Mr. Florer and Schiffbauer
& Finney, for those stores.
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I never heard from him afterwards, but a few days after that, probably a week or a week and a half, I received a letter from General Upshaw, in which he said that my letter to the Secretary had been referred
to him; that owing to the long and intimate friendship that had existed
in our boyhood and young manhood that he was anxious of course to
do anything that he could consistently for me, and if he could give me
what I wanted that be would do it. But he seemed to recommend other
points for me than Osage and seemed to desire that I should accept one
at Kaw or one at the Lower Brule Agency, or leave the matter entirely
in his hands and let him select something for me. He said that he did
not see that I needed any partner.
He went on, however, to state that he could not license Mr. Florer,
because FlorPr had previously to that time sold his good will to a gentleman named Davidson, which had been transferred to Bird & Wismeyer, and Bird & Hixson claimed that the time had not expired; that
he could not assist Florer, nor could the Department countenance a
violation of that contract.
In the meantime I received a letter from Flor~r urging me to cmhe
out here and look at the matter to see if I wanted it, which I did. I
came, and Schiffbauer and I went on to Washington to see what could
be done. The day we reached there was the morning of Vice-President
Hendricks's funeral. The Secretary was absent at Indianapolis and all
the Departments were closed. The next morning I went to see General
Upshaw :first. He asked me, the first question, if I intended to come
out here. I told him l did not. He said that General Atkins required
all traders who were licensed to give J;heir personal attention to the
business and to be here. I told him that that knocked the bottom out
of it with me, for I was not coming. "Well," he says," let us go and
see the Commissioner. He has been running the Usage Agency and
has made the appointments there, and l would rather he would settle
the question himself." So we went up to see General ~1\.tkins.
Q. He told you the Commissioner had b~en running the Osage Agency f
Does not the Commissioner make all the appointments ~-A. Yes, sir;
but General Upshaw had been Acting Commissioner in the Commissioner's absence just previous to that time, and the Commissioner had
gotten back. We went to General Atkins's office and I told him what I
wanted; that I wanted a license for Schiffbauer and myself at Gray
Horse and at Osage, two stores combined. He objected to putting two
stores in one license and wanted me to take one store alone. I told him
that l had never been a merchant and knew nothing about merchandising or anything about Indians, and I was not willing to embark in that
sort of enterprise alone without the assistance of some man who had
some experience and knew something about it.
He still objected to putting two stores in one license. ·I said to him
that if be could give Schi1l'bauer a license for one store and could give me
a 1icense for one Rtore I did not see why, if we preferred it that way, he
could not give the two together; that it would amount in substance to the
same thing. He said it was not customary and be could not make any
exception in my case to any regulation. I told him certainly not; that
I was not a man that any exception ought to be made in favor of. He
sa1d he knew that.
·
He then turned and asked me if l was going out there. I told him l
was not. Be said, ''You will have to take your family and go there."
I said, " General. I would not do that; I would not carry my family
there for the whole Territory." He says," That settles it, then."
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Before that, though, he asked me about the Gray Horse store. I told
him this : That when l came here I went first to Gray Horse, and then
I went to the Osage AgP-ncy and there I saw Agent Hoover, the agent
of the reservation. My visit there was to him especially. I made an
appointment to meet Agent Hoover in his office at night at Osage. I
told him that I was going on to Washington, and that I was going to
try to save that Gray Horse store for those gentlemen. I did not tell
Hoover I was going to apply myself for a license anywhere, bat that I
was going to try to help those gentlemen save their store, and inasmuch
as be was agent there I wanted to know what he thought as to whether or
not the store shoulu be there.
He told me that he did not wish to be placed in the attitude of volunteering advice to the Indian Department, but that his opiniou was that
the store ought to remain there; that it was a convenience to those IHdians and almost a necessity, and that be knew very well that if he was
to remain and live anywhere in that country he would want tl1e store to
be there, aud it ought to be there; that juugiug of the I1~dians by
himself he thought it was a convenience to them and ought to remain.
I stated all that to General Atkins. He told me he had intended to
abolish the store at Gray Horse; that it ha<l been represented to him
that the Indians were kept out there away from the supervision of tlJe
agent. I told him that to remove that store would be in my opinion a
very great hardship to the Indians; that it was 25 miles from the
agency or from any other store; that it meant that every Indian who
wanted a pound of meat or a sack of flour, or anything to eat or wear,
had to come from 20 to 40 mile~ for it and haul it from 20 to 40 miles
back in a wagon, that it was a hardship to them.
I told him, furthermore (and that is the case), that there were times
in the year when it was impossible for those Indians- to get to the
agency; that the roads were in such a condition as to make them almost impassable at times, and in winter that the weather was very severe out here at times, and besides that, th~t in times of freshets there
were creeks to cross between there and the Osage Agency which became impassable.
After considering the matter he told me this: He says, " I£ you will
go to Gray Horse and take that store, under all the circumstances, what
you say, and the agent wants it, I will reconsider my determination to
abolish it." I told him I did not want the Gray Horse store alone.
" Well," be says, '' that is all I can do." I thanked him and left the
office.
I went back to Schiffbauer and told him that it could not be done;
that was at dinner. I said to him, however, that I hat! made a trip out
here and from here to Washington, and that I was done with it and was
going back home to practice my profession. I told him that General
Atkins could make no exception, of course, in my favor, and that I '
could not agree to his regulations to come out and take the store alone,
and that I was out of it and done with it, but that I was not willing for
him to go back empty handed, and I now wanted to try and save the
store for him.
I got Schiffbauer to go with me to General Upshaw's office immediately after dinner, anu I told General Upshaw in substance about the
same thing, that I could not agree to what General Atkins wanted;
that he did not want to give me what I wanted and I did not want to
take what he could give me ; that I was done with it and he could consider me out, but that I had been here and made inquiries in regard to
Schiffbauer's character and I could not see any reason wby he could
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not haYe the store; that his property was out there at Gray Horse and
I could not see why he should not keep the store at Gray Horse, or at
least be permitted to haul his property into Osage and keep the store
there, as General Atkins had told me that if he abolished the one at
Gray Horse he intended to establish one at Osage; that he must have
that many stores on the reservation.
General Upshaw told me to come back about 3 o'clock. We went
baek at 3 and he said, "I have not had an opportunity of talking to
the Commissioner; come and go up with me to the Commissioner's
office." We went up into the Interior Department, and when we got to
the door I said to General Upshaw, ''You go on in there and talk;
General Atkins don't want to see me any more," and I walked into
.young Mr. Lamar's office, the private secretary to the .Secretary, and
General Upshaw went into the Commissioner1s office.
In a little while General Atkins came into the room where I was
talking to 1\ir. Lamar. jr., and says, ''I have been thinking about what
yon said to me, and after considering the whole matter I do not see
wlJy, if I could give you a license at one place and Schiffbauer one at
another, it would make any difference to give both of you the two stores
together, and I will do it if 1ou will take your family and go out there
and attend to it."
I hesitated a while and finally I said, "It makes no difference to you,
General Atkins, whether I take my family or not if I go myself." He
said it did not. I told him that I would consider it and thought that I
would accept and try it. He says, ''If you do, send on your bond and
the lieeuse will be issued.'' That was the way I got it, sir.
Q. \Vllile in Washington seeking this position, had you any conversation with Secretary Lamar about it ¥-A. For about five minutes
during my visit there I saw the Secretary. While General Upshaw
was talking to the Commissioner the Secretary sent for me·. I went
into his office and found he was engaged in talking to General Walthall
and General Catchings, of Mississippi, and Congressman Lowry, of Indiana-! was told it wa.s him. After those gentlemen left I sat, down on
a sofa, and I was not in the room more than five minutes The Secretary came up to where I was and shook hands with me and says, ''Have
you and Atkins fixed up your matter¥" I said, ''No, sir." He said,
"What is the matter¥" I said, " General Atkins had some regulation
that I did not know anything about or I would not have come on, and
he doesn't want to give me what I want, and I don't want to take what
he wants to give me, and that is the end of it." He said, " I am sorry.''
I said, ''It doesn't make any difference, I will go back home." Just
then we were interrupted, and that is every word that has ever passed
between us as to ~ license there or anywhere else.
Q. You were an old friend of General Upshaw's, you. say¥-A. Yes,
sir ; I have known him for twen~y years.
Q. Were you in the Confederate service ¥-A. I was not.
Q. Was he ¥-A. I think not ; I do not know.
Q. Do you know where he gets his title of "general''¥7 A. I never
heard it until he was appointed Assistant Commissioner.
Q. Did Hoo\"'er, the agent, know your history and relationship when
you a~ked him whether he thought the Gray Horse store ought to be
maintained ¥-A. He did not. Agent Hoover did not know my relatiolll:;hip to the Secretary until after [ had obtained a license and built
my store· house; gotten my license and come down and located the store
at Osage.

374

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Q. What li.cense or licenses did you get ~-A. I got a license which
authorized Mr. Schiffbauer and myself, under the firm name of Branham & Schiffbauer to trade as Indian traders at Osage Agency and
Gray Horse creek in the Osage H.eservation.
Q. You then formed a partnership with Schiffbauer, did you not~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What were the terms of that partnership~-A. The terms of the
partnership were that all expenses were to be borne evenly; that I was
to have $2,000 from the firm and the balance of the profits were to be
divided evenly.
Q. What amount of money did you put into the firm ~-A. Six thousand dollars.
Q. And that you paid to Schiffbauer t-A. I paid part of It to Schiffbauer for ~hat he had at Gray Horse, and the other portion I put in
the goods I purchased in Saint Louis.
Q. Was Schiffbauer interested in the store at the agency~ -A. In
our firm ~ Yes, sir ; certainly he was.
Q. The firm carried on the business at both places ~-A. Yes, sir; at
both plaees.
Q. .And the license was to the firm ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q . .At both places ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were any written artieles of partnership drawn between you '? A. Nothing more than a receipt which I took from him. There were
no written articles of partnership. I took a written transfer of one-half
of the property at Gray Horse; that was all.
Q The agreement upon which you were to divide ·p rofits was never
put in writing~-A. No, sir.
Q. Now, was not this the arrangement: Didn't you tell Schiffbauer
that you could hold t·he .license at both places and that nobody else
could, and that in consideration of that you must have $2,000 more of
the profits tb.an be had, and jt was to be charged to expenses ~-.A. I
did not tell him anything of that kind, sir. The $2,000 that I got was
to be charged as expense.
Q. How long did your partnership with Schiffbauer continue ~-A.
It eontinued one year.
Q. You then bought him out ~-A. Yes, sir; at Gray Horse.
Q. Did he want to sell out~ -A. He did not want to sell at Gray
Horse.
Q. Why did he seil 01-.A. Some time in the summer I was writing to
General Upshaw and I made the remark on some other matter (I have
forgotten what, it was a friendly letter of some character) in speaking
of the disagreeable life that a man had to lead at Osage Agency; that
General Atkins wanted me at the beginning to take a store by myself
at Gray Horse, and I thought that he knew what w~s best for me better than I did myself, and that at the end of the year I did not know
but what I would try to make the arrangement. I ne\er beard anything more of it. I did not know that General Atkins ever saw the
letter. But some time in the fall, I believe, or that late summer (I have
forgotten when it was) of last year, General Atkin:s made a trip through
this country and came to Osage Agency. In the interview that General
Atkins had with Mr. Hartley and myself, just before he left, at the
agent's house, Colonel David's, he said to rne, "You said once tllat you
believed I knew better than you did about your taking a store by yourself; do you still think so¥" I laughed and said, "I do not know,
general; I have not thought anything more about it. That was the
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remark I · made to General Upshaw, but if you desire me to do it I am
willing." " Tell, he said," I have come to the determination"-- Q. 'Vait a moment. Was that General Upshaw or General Atkins
who said that ~-A. It was General Atkins. He said, ''I have determined to break np totally all branch stores; they give me more trouble
than all the balance-not the stores themselves-but when one man
bas it everybody else wants one, and I have determined to break them
up all over the country, and I would prefer not to renew any more licenses of that kind. Now, I wish you would take a store either here
or at Gray Horse, and you can have which yon please." I told him, of
course, I would take the one at Gray Horse. I said, '·Geueral, you will
give us until our license expires, will you not, to make the change!"
He says, "I have given every Republican and everybody else that
privilege, and I do not think I will deny it to you and Schiffbauer.
You can have until your license expires to make the change." When
the license expired the change was made.
Q. But ~·ou say that Schiffbauer did not want to sell out at Gray
Horse ?-A. Not at Gray Horse; no, sir.
Q. Did yon make him sell ont~-A. I simply told him what the Commissioner said, that was all, and he sold out; that he would not renew
that double licem;;e any more.
Q. Would he not renew the license at Gray Horse for both of you~
A. He probably would have done that, but I did not ask him to do that.
What be would bave done in that respect I do not know, but perhaps
I can throw some light on it in this way: I said to General Atkins, in
the interview up there with Hartley," Well, I can just turn the Osage
store ovf'r to Schiffbauer~'' He said, ''Certainly." When he came
down towu, however, it seems that some one had told him that Schiffbauer was not a Democrat, and 1 asl.;ed him again when I went to say
good-by; I sa.id," General, I will just turn the Osage store over to Schiffbauer and I will take the Gray Horse store." He said, '• Is Schiffbauer
a Democrat~" I said," I do not kuow; he tells me that he is, and I
believe what he says. Others say that he is not." "Well," he says,
'• I canuot promise about that." He told me it was not because Schiffbauer was a Republican, as he told me in Washington; that he had
granted as rnatly licenses to Republicans almost as to Democrats; that
it was no sine qua non to him that a man had to be a Democrat, but inasmuch as Schiffbauer had been represented to him as a Democrat and
• others denied that be wa~, that he wanted to know if he bad heen acting perfectly open with him, and he would wait to find that out before
renewing his license.
I told :Schitl'bauer in regard to that, and he still said he was a Democrat. I said, "Schiffbauer, come, go on to V\- asbington and you ran
get your license at Osage without any trouble; I am confident you can
get it. Come with me and you eau go there and can stat·e to the Commissioner what ~·on say, a.nd I have no doubt in the world you will get
It." He said he tlJougbt he could get it himself, but be did not want
the Osage store if it was not connected with the Gray Horse store.
\\t-hen I went on to 'vVaslJiugton, in my conversatiou with General Atkins I spoke of this matter-no, wlJen I was going to sell out to Brenner he says, "What auout :Schiffbauer, doesn't 11e want that store1" I
told bim Schiffbauer :said he did not want it, hut was willi11g to ::-ell to
Brennt'r. He says, " Under tho:se circumstanees tllen, if Schifl'uaner
does not \vaut it, ;you eau sell to .Brenner." I ~-;aid, •' I aw glad to
hear that, general, because Schiffbauer felt a little ::-ore o\'er what you
told me, and I told him that I knew he could get his license if he would
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come here and ask for it, and I am glad to be able to tell him that I
was correct." He says~ ''You were correct, and if he wants it he can
get it yet. If he does not want it Brenner can have it." 'fhat is all I
know about whether he would have issued a license or not.
Q. VVhen you returned from ;your visit to Washington did you communicate to Schiffbauer the fact that Brenner was going to have the
store at Osage ~-A. Do you mean on my return from that visit~ It
was before we went to Washington; the tl'fms of sale to Brenner between Schiffbauer and myself had been mat1e, and he was cognizant of
the fact that Brenner was coming on there to take it, and be told me to
say to the Uommissioner that he did 110t want it.
Q. He understood that he was not to have the store at Osage1-A.
Yes, sir; because he did not want it. But he was confident he could
get it if he did want it.
Q. But he 8till wanted to retain his partnership at Gray Horse '-A.
Yet:), sir.
Q. A11d that you would not consent. to ¥-A. No, sir; I "ould not
consent to that.
Q. When you mad(' that partnership with Schiffbauer how long did
yon expect it was going to continue '-A. I expected it would continue
as long as there was a Democratic Administration, Rir.
Q. But in fact it terminated at the end of the year ~-A. Licenses are
always issued for one ;\ear. I thought it would be ren~wed.
Q. And you supposed at that time when you made the partnership
that it would run during the Administration ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was this $2,000 that you were going to take a sum which you expected to take out of the profits of the business during the continuance
of a Democratic Administrat.i on '-A. It was to be an annual payment
of $2,000 as loug as tue partnership existed.
Q. And if the partnership had existed three years it would have been
$6,000 that you would get more than Schiffbauer would get ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. What reason was therefor that ~-A. It came up in this way, sir:
When General Atkins told me in the room of Mr. Lamar, jr., that if I
would go there he would give us the two stores, I went back to the hotel
(it was about supper-time) where Schiffbauer was and I told him what the
Commissioner had said; I told him the Commissioner absolutely required
me to go out there. The understanding was, when Schiffbauer and I
applied for this license, that I was to remain in Oxford and practice my•
proft->ssion, where I had a cert}l.int.y of ma.kiug a li\ring lor myself and
family, and that he, who was not engaged in business at the time here
at Arkansas City, would go out there and run the business, I coming out
here as often as I thought necessary to look after my interests. That,
however, we found waR an arrangement that could D:Ot be made, as we
ascertained that the only condition upon which we could get this license
was tuat I was to give up my praetice in Mississippi and come here and
make this my residence and gi\~e it my personal atte11tion, which would
have been a sacrifice (not contewplated when we applied for the license)
of my practice there which I thoug-ht, at a low estimate, was worth
$2,000 a year.
I told Schiftbauer that I did not think I waH willing to come, and we
were considering coming, he saying coming along that we could make
money out here, that he was certain we could make it. To me it was an
uncertainty. I knew very little a bout it. Fina1ly it. was agref'd between
us that if I would accept what. the Commissioner offPred us and give up
my practice and come here, that the firm of Branham & Schiffbauer
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woul<l make up the $2,000 that I gave up, and which was not contemplated at the time that we applied for a license, and that it. should be
taken out of the firm as an expense in order to let me Jose l1:1lf of it and
he lose half. We agreed that t.lle losF; of m;y practiee should be borne
equally between us, I losing half and he losing half by the amount being
taken out as expense, which would make my share of the profits the
arne, $1,000 to come out of his half and $1,000 out of mine.
Q., You were to take out of the net profits $2,000 a year and then
divide tlle balance ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did Schiffbauer give his time to the business as much as you
did ~-A. He did.
Q. He had had some experieuce in merchandising, had he not ?-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And you had none?-A. X one, except a little experience I had in
running a drug store once, but that diu not amount to much.
Q. You did not give any personal attention to the drug store, !.presume, while you were practising your profession ~-A. Schiffbauer had
buc little experience as an Indian trader, not as much as I thought he
had.
Q. His brother wa~ employe<l there, was he not?-A. No, sir; his
brother and himself were once merchants herem Arkansas Citv.
Q. Was not his brother at either store while you were in partnership
with him ?-A. No, sir; he was not. His brother was mayor of Arkan·
sas City all the time.
Q. You expected this partnership, covering the two stores, would run
during the entire continuance of a Democratic Administration; that
was your expectation ?-A.. That was our desire, and I had no reason
to suppose that it would not.
.
Q. Did you not tell Schiffbauer that, situated as you were, there was
no doubt that would be the case~-A. I told him that I thought I could
keep the license the1 e for us ; that we could keep the license.
Q. During the entire continuance of the Administration ?-A. Or that
I coul<l, I do not know which. I know it was my thought at the time
that if the Commissioner would license us he would renew our license,
if there was no good reason to revoke it.
Q. Schiffbauer then expected, in agreeing to let you take that $2,000
out of the profits, that he would have a business with you during the'
continuance of the Administration, did he not ?-A. I presume t.hat he
did. He had every right to think so.
Q. Then at the end of a year yon told him that be had got to sell
out~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you uot, practically ~-A. I do not think so, sir.
Q. He did not want to St>ll out at Gray Horse ~-A . Not at Gray
Horse.
.
Q. But you insisted that he should ~-A. I mean thi~: Scbifi'bau~r
had every reason to suppose, and so did I, that when the license was
granted lor the two stores it would be continued that way during the
continuance of the Administration; but Schiffbauer had no reason to
suppose that if General Atkins changed his mind and refused to relicense
us together for two stores, that if General Atkins upon consideration
determined to break up all branch stores in his Department, that an
exception would be made of us, and that we would be eon tinned ; and
he had no right to suppose that if I had only one store there that it
would be divided that way; in other words, that we would be partners
in one store, and when they were divided I could take one and he could
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have had the other. The only uifference that was made between Schiffbauer and I in the division was that -I got the choice of the two stores.
Q. Tha't is, that he could have the other if he was a Democrat ~-A.
No: sir; that he could have the other if he had acted openly with the
Department and with the Administration.
Q. When you came to settle up did he agree to the payment of this
$2,000~-A. I have received the $2,000. I got it at the last payment
of the Indians, in January.
Q. Did Schiffbauer agree to the payment' willingly ~-A. At first he
did not~ but afterwards he said it was all right. At first he objected to
it and wanted to see whether we had made anything or not. But after
the inventories of both stores were taken and we had sold out the Usage
store to Brenner and he saw what we had made, the entire results of
one year's lmsineRs, I spoke to him again about it and he said" That is
all right, I am willing to agree to that; go on."
Q. At that time did you not tell him that the only question that there
could be about it would be whether you took that out of what you were
to pay him for his share, or whether you were to take it out of the collectiom; 1-A. No, sir; I did not. I told him this : I told him that, according to the agreement, that $2,000 of expense could have been taken
out any time along during the year, and I told him I was going to have
it. But I never threatened to take it out of what I was to pay him at
all, sir.
Q. But you told him you were going to have it, anyway ~-A. I told
him I was entitled to it and was going to have it.
~- Did be not object on the ground that you were not entitled to it inasmuch as the two stores were not kept up and the partnership was not
continued ~-A. He said something about that. He did not say I was
not entitled to it, but he S<:tid this: He says "vVhen we entered into
our partnership I expected this thing to run along all the time during
the Administration; l did not expect to have to go ont in one year." I
said," Schiffbauer,ifit ran one year I was to have the $2,000. If it ran
two yeara I was to have $2,000 each year. If it ran three years I was
to have $2,000 each year. As it ran over a year I do not see that
that makes any difference. 'rlle question is simply, what is to pay for
the time we run."
Q. You expected to make money by coming here ~-A. Yes, sir; I expected to make money or I would not have come.
Q. You expected to make as much as you made in your practice at
home ~-A. I thought so, or I would not have come.
Q. Then how did it become a matter of justice and fairness to recompense you for leaving your practice at home~-A. It was because while
I expected and hoped to make it, it was not certain, and because I gave
up at home a practice which was an absolute and certain living to my
family and myself as long as I lived, if I chose to keep it. Whereas
Schiffbauer had his property in the Territory and was not in any business here and did not sacrifice anything to come. More than that, when
we went on to apply for the license it was never contemplated that 1 was
to give that up. And there wasanotherrnatterthat I mentioned to him,
and that was that when I did give my practice up and came to Osage
and took charge of that store, I was the book-keeper of that establishment during the t,i me, and I saved the store by coming there the salary
of a book-keeper.
Q. What became of Florer ~-A.. Florer was a clerk with me.at Osage.
Q. Is he wHh you still ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What kind of a man is he ¥
0
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The WITNESS. In what respect?
The CHAIRMAN. What does he do'
A. He is our head clerk.
Q. Is he a man of good character ~-A. I think so.
Q. Is be a gambl er~-A. I never have seen him gamble.
Q. Don't you know that recently there was $800 lost or won by Florer
in the Territory by gambling ~-A. I never beard of it.
Q. You made no partnership with Florer ?-A.. No, sir; none whatever.
Q. How much <lid you give Schiffbauer for his interest in the Gray
Horse store~-A. I gave him cost and carriage for all new goods, all
goods that had been bought by the firm of Branham & Schiffbauer.
Q. Then you gave him one - half'~-A. Yes, sir; we took the inventory and then divided by half. We put the buildings and improvements at $1,450, and there were other articles that had come over from
the firm of Finney, Schiffbauer & Co., and other things, like fixtures
and furniture, some that had come from them that we just put a value
on.
Q. Bow much did you get, in round numbers, out of it, out of the
Gray Horse store on the dissolution ~-A. I paid him thirty-five hundred and ninety and some odd dollars in money and he got some of the
articles. He got a buggy and a pair of mules and some other articles
that ran it up.
Q. And then you took the $2,000 out of the collections ~-A. Yes,
sir; I took that out of the collections.
~- You tried to get the annuity paid at Gray Horse 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Had you anything to do with the establishment of the store at
Hominy Oreek ~-A. Nothing further than the fact that General Atkins
asked me what I thought of it, and I told him I thought the store at
Gray Horse was a necessity, and from all that I could learn I saw no
r~ason for the one at Gray Horse that did not apply with equal force
to the Hominy Creek store.
Q. Did the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ask you that by letter~
.A. No. sir.
Q. Was it when he was out here~ -A. No, sir; it was when I was in
Washington.
.
Q. Was that the time when Hale & Phillips got a license ~-A, They
got a licens~ soon after that.
Q. Were either of them there at that time for the purpose of getting
a lieense ~-A. They were not. They had applied for a license, but were
not in W a~hington.
Q. Was Brenner there at that time ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He was applying for a license for them or aiding them in getting
it ~-A. Not that I know of; I never heard him say anything about it.
Q. What were you in Washington for at that time ~-A. Partly to
try to get a payment made at Gray Horse, but at the same time also to
get the consent of the Commissioner to let Schiffbauer and myself sell
out to Brenner at Osage.
Q. Brenner was an old acquaintance of yours ~-A. He is a citizen
of Oxford, Miss., and I have known him a long time.
Q. vVbere is Phillips from ~-A. I understand from Tennessee. He
toh1 me tllat him:::;elf. I never knew him before [ met him at Osage.
Q. Had he ever been in the 'ferritory before he came to Hominy
Creek ~-A. Oale & Phillips were:> tra<l~~rs allla~t year at Osage Agency.
They broke up tile :store there allll went to Hominy Creek.
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Q. You did not broach the subject to the Commissioner about the
Hominy Creek store until after he had spoken to you about it ?-A. I
did not. It was either in reply to a question of his, or a question of
John Atkins; I do not remember which.
.
Q. Who was John Atkins ~-A. The son, I think, of the Commissiouer. I never saw him before I met him in Washington.
Q. Hafl he any position there ~-A. My impression is that he is his
fatller's private clerk or secretary.
Q. Did you understand that this son of General Atkins was trying to
get permission for Hale & Phillips to go to Hominy Ureek ~-A. All I
know is that .John Atkins asked me about them. When I went to the
Commissioner's offiee he was busy at the time, .and John Atkins saw
me. He came to the door and we were talking out in the hall, and
something was said either by Mr. Atkins or myself, I think by Mr. Atkins, who was asking about his friends down here at Osage--or to go
back a little: When GeneralAtkin~ came to Osage, John Atkins came
with him, a,IJ(l in that way got acquainted with all the traders and the
parties down at Osage, and he was inquiring about them, and when he
came to Phillips, and asked me about Hale & Phillips, he asked me
what I thottght about that store down on Hominy Creek. I think he
said be bad been an old friend of Phillips, and he said Phillips had
askecl him to help him get the store and he would like to see him get it
if lte conld. He asked me what I thought about it. I made the same
remark that I made about the Gray Horse store and about the Hominy
C1·eek store, and he said, "I wish you would tell my father that. He
is vt'r.Y much inclined to give them that store, and I would like very
much to see them have it, aud I think if you would tell him that he
woulrl probably give it to him, as you know the state of facts down
there." I said I di4l not like to volnnteer in the matter, as it was not a
matter of mine, but if the Commissioner sbould.ask me my opinion, that
I would give it to him. He says, ''I am going to make him ask it,"
or something of that sort, I do not know what. But anyhow we went
back there, and in some way Mr. Jolin Atkins brought the conversation around so that the Commis~ioner did ask me what 1 thought of establishing that store there. General Atkins asked me then, and said,
"Do I 11nderstand you to say tbat you think it is for the benefit of the
Imlia~~" I said yes, that I did. He repeated it: ''Understand me, I
do not mean for the benefit of any of the traders down tber~, but do you
consider it for the benefit of the Indians; that is what I am looking at
solely.'' I said, General, I do."
Q. It would be pretty natural for you to suppose so, woul(l it not~
A. \Vb.v-that is the truth; y~s~ sir.
Q. Did you ever try to get Agent David to mrtke the annuity payment at Gray Horse for the Big Hill Indians ~-A. I attempted to get
a payment made there. I spoke to General Upshaw about it, and General Upshaw spoke to the Commissioner about it.
Q. But before tbat ltad you not tried to get the agent to make the
annuity payment there ~~-A. I bad not, sir.
Q. Had you bad no con Yersation with the agent about it ~-A. I had,
ancl the agent approved it, and wrote a letter to General Upshaw, or to
the Commissioner, one, to General Upshaw, I think, saying that be did
approve of it.
Q. The agent bad no power to make it of his own motion ¥-A. None,
wba.te,er; and therefore I never asked. .lim to do it. I simply asked
Colonel David. what he thought of it, and when I found that he ap-
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proved it, I asked him if he would state that to the Department, and
he said he would most willingly.
Q. Was he in favor of it when you first spoke to him about itt-A.
He never objected to it in any way. The minute I spoke to him about
it he said he thought it was a good thing and ought to be done.
Q. Did he say anything about its making him some trouble and expense to do it ~-A. None that I know of; not that I remember at all.
Q. Was there or not any claim on his part, or suggestion on yours,
that if he did it he was to be compensated for it in some way ~-A.
None whatever.
Q. When the agent recommended it who wrote the letter,-A. I did.
Q. And he signed it ~-A. Yes, sir; he signed it and put a postscript
to it.
Q. Had you been in the habit of writing Agent David's letters to the
Department~-A. I had not.
Q. But in that instance you did do it ~-A. I did.
Q. Were you f}uniliar with his correspondence with the Department
in other matters f-A. With the Indian Department~ I was not, excepting in regard to a controversy that arose in some way between him
and the United States marshals, in which he got me to assist him to
write some letters. It was a conflict of authority between the police of
the reservation and the deputy United States marshals of Kansas.
Q. Was it not a common practice for him to seek your advice as to
what he should say to the Indian Depart.ment "? -A. It was not a common practice.
Q. You did advhw him in some matters ¥-A. In some matters I did;
when he asked me I did.
Q. You told him what letters to write ~-A. I told him what I thought,
and in that instance l speak of· I wrote some letters for him which he
changed and wrote to suit himself afterwards.
Q. Do you think any person but yourself could have secured those
two licenses, one at Gray Horse and one at Osage t-A. I think the
officers of the Department could answer that question better than I.
But I do think tltat if others had made the same representations of the
state of affairs there, and had been backed by the opinion of the agent
in charge, put tllere by that Administration, that the store ought to
stay, tltat it would ltave been given.
Q. Agent Hoover succeeded Agent Miles, dill he noU-A. Agent
Hoover was there when I went there. My understanding is that he did
succeed Agent Miles.
Q. Agent Hoover recommended the continuance of the store at Gray
Horse, did he not ~-A. Agent HoovTer told me tilat in his opinion it
ought to stay there, and I told the Uommissioner so, and Agent Hoover
knew I was going to tell the Commissioner so when he told me.
Q. Do you know whethcl' Agent David was ever asked that question
or whether be ever made any recommendations on the su~ject ?-A. I
saw a let.ter from the Department, which I believe is a sort of form of
letter sent evt~r·y y~ar, that if he had any recommendations to make of
changes be should report them; and his reply to it, as well as I remember, was that he did not see that any changes were necessary.
Q. Do you know whether he ever had any correspondence with the
Department or the Department with him as to the advisability of keeping that store there '-A. I do not.
Q. What has become of Agent David '-A. Agent David was at
Osage Agency last January when the payment was made·. Since then
I have not seen him.
1
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Q. Do you know where he is '-A. I think he is in Washington City;
I heard that he was.
Q. Do you know where he came from '-A. Detroit, Mich.; at least
he told me he came from there.
Q. Are you aware of the fact that pretty much all the traders down
there think that you are so " solid" with the Administration that you
can get anything you want ~-A. If I have any confidence in their statements made under oath before this committee, I am aware of that fact
now; I was not before.
Q. Have you a partner now ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. Sheddan ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What are the terms of partnership between you and Sheddan ,_
A. The terms of partnership between Sheddan and myself are an equal
division. He put in his half and I put in my half, and we divide everything evenly. Our salaries, however, which are allowed, are different.
He gets a salary of $1,000 a year and I get a salary of $2,500 .a year.
Q. Did he have any money to put into the business ~-A. He borrowed the money to put in.
Q. He had none of his own t-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know of whom he borrowed itt-A. He borrowed it of Mr.
Florer, and Florer borrowed it of Samuel C. Davis & Uompany, of Sa,int
Louis.
Q. Do you know whether there is any private arrangement between
Sheddan and Florrer as to a division of profits between them ~-A. 1
know of none whatever. But I do know that every firm there has been
required to make affidavit that no one except those whose names appear
in the license is interested, either directly or indirectly, in the business
of the firm. I was not there at the time, but Sheddan has made an affidavit, and it is on file in the Department. He is a man of the strictest
integrity, in my opinion, and I cannot have any suspicion of anything
of the kind.
Q. He had been a book-keeper, and did not have any means of his
own ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Is there anything else that you want to state in connection with
the matter of your business as an Indian trader ~-A. This has been a
very long examination, and I have tried to keep up with it. Whether
I have stated everything or not, being kept constantly on the push, I
cannot say. I do not think of anything else right now, unless it is in
regard to a conversation that was detailed here between General Atkins,
myself, and Mr. Hartley, when we went to see the Commissioner.
Q. You mean at the time he was at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you recall anything of that conversation th-at you omitted to
state before '-A. Yes, sir. I did not repeat that conversation at all,
excepting as to the points the Senator asked me about.
Q. What was there about that which you desire to explain ~-A. It
was this: Just before dinner, the last day that the Commissioner was
at Osage, some gentleman at the agency, I do not remember now who,
told me that Hartley had applied for a license at Gray Horse. I became indignant, and I went to Hartley, who was standing up near the
agent's office, where the Commissioner was talking, an<l I said to Hartley that I understood that he had made that application. He said that
he had. I told him that he knew as well as I did that that was au effort
to break me up at Gray Horse; that there was not room for two stores,
and that if he made the efi'ort to break me up there, and pushed the ef-
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fort, when it could do me no good whatever, that it would be war to the
knife between him and I for the balance of the time that we were down
there. He said that he did not look at it in that way; that he did not
want to injure me, but he wanted to do the best he could for himself,
and he did not regard it that way and was sorry l talked that way;
that he would have been glad if I had been present when he made application to the Commissioner, and thought of sending for me, but just
didn't do it. I said to Hartley," Now, immediately after dinner (it was
just dinner-time then) I am going up to the agent's house to see General
Atkins. I am going to make my statement of the condition of affairs
there, and I want you to come along with me, and if you have anything
to say in reply to say it, and let us settle this thing uow once for all."
Well, we went. Just before we got there Judge Rogers pushed by us,
and when we got into the room Judge Rogers was already in the parlor.
When the Commissioner came in from his dinn er we saw that the judge
had something to say that he diu not want us to hear, or at least we
presnmed he haf1, and so Hartley an<l I steppe' I out, saying to the Commissioner that when Judge Rogers was through we would like to see
him. Judge Rogers t.hen left there after a while, and I told General
Atkins what we had come for, and that Mr. Hartley was there by my
in,·itation. Then I told him exactly what I thought about that store
there. the busin ess that we had done that year, and the business I thought
we conld do. I told him I thought we could do a business there of from
$30,000 to $35,000 a year certainly, but more than that we could not absolutely count upon, though we were going to try to do more than that;
and it was possible that we could do more than that, but that that was all
we could couut on with any certainty. I also told him that there was
not room there for two stores. I said to him, " General, whenever you
decide that you do not want me there, then let me go, and give the store
to some one else; but do not break up the store. And whenever you
decide that you want to put another store there too, all I ask is just to
give me the opportunity of selling out to the man, and let him have it
all. It is a very good thing for one, but it isn't worth anything for two."
Mr. Bartley then said, in substance, that when he made application
for the store his impression was that there was more business done
there and could be more done there, and intimated, I think, that he still
thought so, although he did not intend to dispute my word about it.
That was about the substance of what be said at that time. General
Atkins then said that Judge Rogers had applied for a license there and
be had refused it, I believe. He said, ''I have come to the conclusion
that the store ought to stay there, and that there is not room for two
stores." Then the question turned on the Hominy Creek store, and a
conversatiou was had between Mr. Hartley and General Atkins, I taking no part in it, about a store down on HominyCreek. ·
Q. What is the amount of business that you do at your Gray Horse
store ~-A. Last year Sehifl'bauer and myself did a business amounting
to soll;ething under $:1-0,0UO is my recdlection, though I have not seen
the books for some time. This year we are doiug more. I think our
sales from the 19th of last December to the present time are somewhere
between $20,000 ancl $25,000, for about :five mouth~; but I do not think
that that is a fair criterion of the business we can do there this year or
any other year; I think it is an OYerestimate.
Q. Does that cover a period of the year-from the 19th of December
last until now-when you do an exceptionally large amount of business
or a small amount of busiuess ~-A. It covers a period of the year when
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both the January credit is extended and the April credit is extended,
and in this instance it covered more than that. The card system that
we had extended up to the 1st of .April, but for some reason the gentlemen at t.he agency did not seem disposed to give us any satisfaction
about renewing it. The result is that from t.he 1st of April until no'Y
there has been no restraint whatever on the merchants a bout trading,
and we have traded (not a great many, but some of t!J em have) more
liberally t.han would have been the case if the card system bad been
kept up. Whenever a trader speaks of what a store can do in the way
of business, it means wbat we can do and not overtrade the Indians
for more than they are going to get paid.
Q. Then, in round numbers, that Gray Horse store has a business
which amounts to about $40,000 a year ~-A. I think we can do a little
more than that this year, but I do not think we can, year in and year
out, count on more than that. I think we will do a lmsiness this year
of about $50,000.
Q. Forty thousand dollars a year is about the amount of business
that is done by a store at the agency, is it not ~-A. What they are
doing now I do not know. I ran a store there for nine months, and did,
on an average, a business of about $40,000 a year.
Q. That i.s about the same amount you do at the Gray Horse store,
is it not ~-A. No, sir; it is more. I did more at the agency for the
time I was there than we do at Gray Horse.
Q. Whose fault is it that the card system has fallen into disuse ; is
it yonr fault or the fault of the stores at the agency J?-A. It is not mine
nor my partner's fault in any way. Who else is responsible for it I do
not know.
Q. Diiln't your firm agree to send a runner in once a week with those
cards by which the traders were to govern themselves ~-A. Last year
the arrangement was to send in once a week, and this year the arrangement is to send in once in two weeks.
Q. Did you keep up that arrangement ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You did not fail in that ~-A. No, sir; my part1ner has been to the
ageuey twice, to try to get a J enewal of the agreement, or get them to
say what they were going to do, and he has reported to me that he
could get no satisfaction whatever out of them. The last time he went
he marked up, anyhow, for himself, and he was the only man at that
time who had put scratch on a card since the 1st of April.
Q. Tell me something about the character of the country between the
Gray Horse store and the agency during the winter months of the year,
as to whether it is always practicable for the Indians to come in to the
agency ~-A. The character of the country between Gra.v Horse and the
agency, so far as its general character is concerned, is about the same
as it is through the Osage Reservation generally . . There are hills and
plains and prairies, and they get very muddy and very hard to drh·e
over in a bad, rainy season. This year they have not been ~o bad, hecause we have had but very Jittle rain. In the winter of 1885-'86, Ire
member, in Janua.ry, 1886, the roads were almost impassable on account
of the snow and cold weather; and there are times in the spring, in the
rainy season, when the creeks there (one creek, especia1ly, Bird Creek.
and Clear Creek, right by the agency), are impassable except in a canoe
or skiff:'. Of course they run down in a few days, but there are times
when, if those Indians are out of anything to eat, they could not get it
until the stream:::; run down. If there were no stores anywhere else they
could not get to the agency to buy any supplies.

TNDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

385

Dy the UHAIR::\1AN:
Q. Have the streams beeu i mpassable during the past year ~-A. No,.
sir; not to my knowledge.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. You say you were to have $ ~~000 out of the partnership before
making au equal division ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That, you say, was what yon were to get. V-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that was because ;yoLl had a business at home and did not
want to leave it unles~ you had some certa inty of a salary ~-A. It was
because right iu the midst of our efl'ort to get a license an obstacle
arose which was never contemplated. that I must make this sacrifice
and come here, and 8chiffbauer and I agreed to each pay half of it.
Q. As a matter of information let me inquire this: Did the Commissioner of Indian Affairs know anytiling about this arrangement ~-A.
He did not.
Q. And he never has known about it ~ -A. No, sir.
Q. You ne\·er said anything to him about it ~-A. I never said anything to the Commissioner about it, and tbe Commissioner knew nothing about it that I know of, until (as General Upsllaw told me yesterday
or the day before), some one said somethin g to them about it and he
asked me if it w;;s so, and I said it was.
Q. So that you never imparted that information to tile Commissioner?A. No, sir.
Q. How much farther from tile place where you g-et your supplies is
the Big Hills Agency or tradersilip than the post where the Indian
agent is; how much farther do you have to haul your goods ~-A. Last
year we hauled them 10 miles less disr,an ce, but this year we h~ul to a
greater distance. To explain that: Last year all of us at the agency
shipped our goods to Coffeyville, which is 65 miles from Osage, where
the goods were shipperl to this point (Arkansas City), which is 55 miles
from Gray Horse. This year, however, the extension of the railroad
enables tlle Osage trader~ (and all do it with the exception of Mr. Brenner), to ship to Cedarvale, where we begin to ship our goods by teams,
and then we lmYe to llaul them 3.5 miles, which is about 28 to 30 miles.
less than formerly. E\~er since I h a ve been in business at Gray Horse I
have been getting my goods iu.this way.
Q. The cost of carriage i::; greater in proportion to the distance between the two placcs.-A. Ye~, sir.
Q. And you necessarily put tllat additional cost upon your goods,
whether much or little, do you not i-A. No, sir; we try to sell our goods
at exactly what they sell for at the agency, and sometimes for a little
less. :My sole object has been this, to give the Indians out there everything that they can get at the agency at the same price, and they have
the additional advantage of not being compelled to go 25 miles to get
what, they want. We keep up with their prices pretty well. I ran a
store there for nine months and I know the price of goods has been
pretty much the same all along.
Q. As we understand, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs furnishes
you a schedule of prices and allows you to sell only at a certain percentage allove what the goods cost yon, -put on the shelf~-A. Yes, sir;.
my understanding is that an order of that kind has been issued.
Q. Do you undertake to follow it '? -A. I undertake to follow it in
substance.
Q. \Vbat do yon mean by that, that ou some articles you charged
just the per cent. of profit which was allowed, and on others less or more,
u534 CONG - -- 25
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so as to make it aYerage ?-A. There are some things on which we cannot get the percentage allowed, while there are other things, in the way
Df trmkets and articles not neces!:lary for their use, for which we can get
more, and I try to make tlJe average what the law allows.
Q. You sa.v that yon sold about $40,000 worth of goods last year, and
think you will prol>ahly sell $50,000 worth this year ?-A. No, sir; I
.said I thought 1 would sell $50,000 this year, but that we conl<l couut
upon about 840,000 wortll ~vear in antl year out.
Q .....1\._s I understand it there are about .300 of those Indians who !live
jn the ueighl>or!lootl of these big lJills close to your post; is that so"?A. I <.lo not know, sir. l\Iy understanding is that there were about 400,
.or between 400 aiHl4GO within reach of that store.
·
Q. It has been stated here, I believe, that tuere were about 50n in that
neighborhood ?-A. I think that is au overestimate. I never counted
tlJem.
Q. And also tlJat there were between 300 and 400 at Hominy Creek,
.and then tlle balance, in the neighborhoo1l of 1,500, ,.,.~ere :tt tue other
posts. Is that about right., do yon think~ How many are there alto·
getlJer ~-A. I do not know po~ith~ely, but I have al wa).'S understootl
tllere were about 1.500 or l,GOO.
Q. About how m'auy of them trade at your place '? -A. When I first
came out to thiR country in order to se\3 wllether I wanted a store or uot,
and whether I would come here, Schiffbauer and Florer at Gray Horse,
in answer to my inquiry, told rue tlJere \.ere 400 or 425 Indians~ about
that number, tbat could be counted on who were within that radius.
Since then 1 have never inquired into it nor asked a question about tue
matter. • The bands, however, are all numbered, the exact number 111
th :~ band and in a family, and if I was desirous of knowing it, it wonltl
be simply a matter of mathematical calculation.
Q. I only desire to get at the approximate number. The most of
those Indians trade at your place, do they not"?-A. Yes, sir; they
mostly traue there.
Q. And there is but oue store tllere uow, and that is yours ~-A. Ye~,
.sir.
Q. Yourself auu Sheddau ~-A. Yes, Rir.
Q. There are four stores at the otlle\ posts ?-A . There are four at
the agency.
Q. Anu one at Hominy Creek r-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How is it, if tllere are font stores at tlle agency and you Lave only
got one, and you have more Intlians contiguous to your post tllan the
agency stores have to theirs, that you do not sell more goods than tltey
do, more than any one of them ' I understantl. you sold about $3:">.000
worth of goods last year '-A. What they sell I do not know; I ean
only tell you what I sell. I llave not said that 1 did.not sell more or
·or less than they. I said that last year, according to the leugth of timP
that the store of Branham & Schiffbauer was at Osage we did a larger
business there than the store of Branham & Schiffbauer. did at <tray
Horse.
Q. 'Vhat is your belief from your generall,nowle<lge of tlle situation
.as to whetber you sell more goods than any other one or two of the otuer
tores '?-A. 'Vhether I can sell more goods than any one tuere I do 11ot
know. But I cau sell more goods, I think, safely than any one store
there; not than any two. If yon will allow me to explain that more
fully I will do so. The trade at the Gray Horse store is ntluaule, not
.so much because it is large, but because it is exclusively a full-blood
Indian trade. \Vhereas the stores at the agency baye the entire half-
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t.>reed trade, a part of which is good and a part of which a man had better not have anything to do witJJ. But at the same time if he chooses
to sell to lmlf-breeds and to keep a good half-breed stock on hand he
-can sell a large amount of go~ds, but some of it he may lose his money
-on. It is just about the same as it is in domg a general business elsewhere, except that some of these half. breeds are a litt.le harder than the
generality of customers.
Q. You haYe stated tuat when you heard that Hartley had made au
.application to the Commissioner for a license to trade down there you
• became indignant. Had you any rigb.t to become so ?-A. l thmk l
bad.
Q. For what reason "~-A. Because I thought that Hartley ougllt to
·k now that two stores there would do little or nothing except to counteract each other, and that neither of them would make anything; and
'i nasmuch as all the trarlers had been doing everything they c~uld to
break up our store there and to try to brmg us into the agency, I thought
it was just simply a renewal of what I had understood had been done
-once before by Bartles and Dr. Bird-an effort to break us up without
doing him any good.
Q. Had you any right to conclude that he simply wanted to break
yon up~ Didn't they have a right to go where they thought they could
do better tllan they were at the place they were trading ~-A. That was
llot it, 1 tbink. 1 think Hartley simply wanted to get out there.
Q. He diu not want to go there sin· ply to break up him~elf~-A. I
do not know, sir.
Q. ls is not true, now, that you were insisting- tllat ;you sLould control tllat tradership post down there at all hazards ?-A. lly no means.
~1y only tllougut \Yas tbi~: That Hartley without making any money
himselt would injure me, anu that that was his desire, and 1 did not see
why he wanted to keep rne from making money down there if he did
not make any himself.
Q. But 1 cannot undert5tanu why you slwuld conclude that Hartley
uesired to ruin you. TIJat seems to be a little obscure.-A. I cannot
make it any plainer.
Q. I do not believe yon can. It is baruly presumable that tbat is
what be wanted to do. He had no spite against you, bad he ~-A. l
do not think be had any per~onal spite against me, but there is a
.sort of business spite that pervades us all tbere all the time.
Q. TIJat il'l Rim ply that each man must do the best he can, is it not "?
The ambition you all !.lave is to get tile most money you can and do the
l>est business you can "~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And that is all Hartley wanted to do, was it not ~-A. I do not
k11ow what be wanted to do, but 1 just thought this: Th~t he thought
I had a good thing down tbere and he would break it up, and if that
Rtore was broken up none of us would make anything, and the Indians
woulu come in to the agency to trade.
·
Q. You settleu it by saying that you would not stand it ~-A. That
was a personal matter between Hartley and myself. I never threatened Hartley in any wa~T ·
(~. Did you know anything about Judge Rogers having made an application "?-A. Nothing. 'l'he Commissioner, however, told me that
.Judge Hogers had just made an application for it.
Q. At any rate yon prevented the Commissioner from issuing a license
to anybody else to come down tLere ~-A. No, sir; I did not preYent
bim from doing it.
0
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Q. But it was preYented; lte dill not do it, did be 1-A. I do not
tltink the word'' prevented" is exactly the word to use. I presented to
the OommisRioner what I tbougllt was the state of affairs tllere and he
concluded not to do it.
Q. How many white people do yon have around your tradership post;
I mean teamsters, haymakers, housekeepers, and employes generally~
A. We have Mr. Florer as our head clerk and lVIr. George Goodwin as a,
herder. .Mr. Florer has his wife and daughter there and l\fr. Good win
has his wife and little child tbere, but they are not in any employment.
Those are the only white people we employ there, except that when we
wish work done there are a class of white people in the reservation who •
get permits to come there and work, and when we want work done like
building a corral we employ them to do it, or if we need a well dug we
employ them to do it, or if we build a house we employ carpenters to do
it; but they are not in g('neral employment at all.
'
Q. Can you give any idea of how many there are of those people~
A. I do not know.
Q. Are there any cattle traders about there '-A. No, sir; not that
I know of. There are some not very far from us. 1\fr. Pollock ltas a
ranch 10 or 12 miles from there.
Q. And cowboys come in there to trade witlt you, do they not ~-A.
X o, sir; I do not thmk one in a month.
Q. How many of these wl.l1te people do you ba\e trading with .lOll
compared witll the traders at the agency proper ~-A. I suppose that
where we have one white person to trade with us they have forty to
fifty at the ageuc.r.
Q. What do you have a herder for; do you keep cattle ~-A. We keep
catt.le to kill for bee f.
Q. For the agency~-A. Yes, sir; for the Indians. All do that. 'Ye
have to have a herder of beef cattle, for we sell them, and we have to have
a man to take charge of them. We buy cattle and bring them in from the
8tates and herd them. In the summer we try to buy them and get the
benefit of fattening them some. In the winter we kill them as soon as
possible after getting them, in order to keep from feeding them on corn.
Q. Tllis general order which has been issued, that cattle shall not be
kep!i ou the reser\'ation by traders, does not apply to you gentlemen
who have post-traderships and keep cattle, does it ?-A. I nev-er beard
that it did. All I know is that it has always been the custom for the
traders to sell beef to the Indians; tllat the Indians always bought
beef and sold it to them.
Senator BLACKBUR~. Every trader is required to keep !)eef cattle on
lland for the supply of the Indian demand.
Q. There has been testimony here that there was an order of the Department prohibiting an Indian agent or trader from keeping cattle, as
l understood it. That does not apply to simply what you keep to be
butchered for the use of the Indians ~-A. lnever ltearu of that or(ler,
sir, uutil now. I do not know anything about what it applies to.
Henator BL.A.CICBURN. This reservation was not included in that
order, I suppose~
Senator OULLOl\L I believe it was.
rrhe WITNESS. I do not know wltat it applies to.
Q. It was stated here that a eertain Indian agent was charged with
violating the regulations of the Indian Bureau because lte kept cattle
down tltere about his reservation for speculation, and that that was one
of the grounds perhaps on which he was not allowed a renewal.-A. 1tfy
understanding was (from what I could catch only) that he had rented
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some land awl was pasturing some cattle down tllere. That '\\e did not
do. We simply kept beef cattle down there to sell ; we did not raise
cattle.
Q. How many cattle do you keep on hand for beef?-A. Since I have
been down there we have been getting them at the rate of fifteen in a
bunch. and the last time we got any we got thirty.
Q. You say this man Florer is now with you as your clerk, I belimTe~-A. Yes. He bas been with me ever sinee I first went to the
agency.
Q. Has he any interest in your store ~-A. None whatever.
Q. Has he ever had any interest in it ~-A. He never has.
(~. He llas no contingent interest or otherwise, except his salary~
A. ~o, sir; only a salary of $1,500 a year.
Q. This Hominy Creek tradership is about how many miles from
your post ~-A. Distances in that countr.v are guessed at not measured,
and in locating the Hominy Creek store Hale & Phillips endeavored to
locate it 25 miles from both places-the agency and Gray Horse.
Q. It was first located at some other place, was it not ~-A. Yes, s~r;
it was first located some 15 or 18 miles from us.
Q. And you insisted it should be moved farther away ?-A. Yes, sir;
I objected to it, because l thought instead of putting it down whertit would be convenient to trade with these Hominy Creek Indians,
that be was putting it. where he could catch all the Hominy Creek In-.
dians when they attempted to go to the agenc~·, and at the same time
make a raid on those coming to Gray Horse. I di<l not think that. was
right, especially as General Atkins h<td asked rce if the distance where
they wanted to put that store, was not about the same distance from
me and tlJe same distance from the agency that Grey Horse was, and I
had totd l::im yes. .And I told Hale that if the Commissioner authorized him to put tile store there, with the explanation of any one that it
was put that distance, that he ·ought to put it that distance.
Q. So he moYecl it farther along ~-A.. Yes, Slr: he did.
Q. And got 3Q miles farther from you ?-A. X o, sir; I think it is
-called 25 miles. I never haYe been there.
(~. And it was through your influence that it was pushed farther
away from your place 0?-A. I objected to its being there. There was
110 quarrel.
Hale said he <lid not want to put it where it could injure me, or where the Commissioner did not intend it to be. Hale &
Phillip8 told me that tlley wanted to put it there if it was 25 miles from
me. They contended it was 25 miles, but when they got the map and
measured and found they were not that distance away, then they said
the~y would locate at some other place farther off.
Q. I do not know but what it has been asked you alread.), but I will
ask you again: Have you ever received any interest, directly or indirectly, for securing or aiding Brenner to secure a license to trade ~-A.
None in the world, or for any other man.
Q. \Vas there any promise made to pay you anything ~-A. Never.
(~. So that you never have gotten anything out of it and never ex·
pect to get anything out of it ~-A. No, sir; nothing whate,·er. I
would like to make one statement of a matter that I omitted to refer
to. You asked me a question if that $3,000 was not paid me for my
~en·ices in procuring a license.
Senator OULLOl\I. 1 did not ask you such a question.
The vVITNESS. vVhen I was in \Vashington at the time that General
Atkins was not willing to gi\'C what we wanted and I did not want to
come out llere, the morning that I tllought the matter was at an end;
0
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wh.en I went back to the hotel I told Schiffbauer that I was o•ut and
would go back to :Mississippi, but that I did not like to see him go barjk
there empty-handed and disappointed; that I saw no reason why he
should not bave his store. and that I would try and help him get it if
he would go to the Commissioner with me. .At that time he made the
remark, ''If I do get it you will not suffer.'i I said to Schi:fl'bauer,.
''Don't talk about that; I do not want }lnything; I am simply helping
you."
Q. Where is Schiffbauer now~- A. He js here jn Arkansas City,.
sick, I believe.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Yon were asked bv the chairman about this man Florer, a,s to
whether he was a man of good character, and you said he was.-A. Iu
my opir:.i.on he is; yes, sir.
Q. Was he not a former trader at the agency f-A. Por many year~
he was.
Q. Under the previous Administration ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did he cease to be a trader there~-~. Iu October, J 833, 1
think. My reason for thinking so is this: Florer sold, as I under;Jtand,
to Mr. Da.vidson, ancl when he sold. to Davidson he sold his good- will
for three years for $1,500. General Upshaw tleut me a copy of that
agreemP.nt. rrhe three years expired in October, 1~86. I theu applied
to sell out to him; Schiffbauer and I wanted to sell out to him, but
did not get any satisfaction from the Department about doing it.
Q. Then his license as a trader was uot revoked, but he sold out bii'l·
self "? -A.. Yes, Rir.
·
Q. You tried to get a partial payment of th~ annuity of the O.sa~::e
tribe of Indians made at Gray Horse~-A. I did.
Q. Ancl the then agent approved of that request of yours "? -A. He
did.
Q. And you did not get it done~-A. No, sir.
•
Q. ~'hen you and the agent, both put together, did not have influence
enough to have that done~-A. It seems so; it was n.:;ver done.
Q. Hal'l th~re ever been any partial payment of the annuity made
there ~-A. \'Ve could not get that done, and I ha\e been informedColonel vVllite can tell you whether it is true-that an order has come
that it is not going to be done.
Q. vVas there ever, to J'Our knowledge, any whole or partial payment
of annuities made at Gray Horse since you have been there~-A. Ne,·er.
They are all made at the agency. .My reason for asking for this payment was this: If the traders at Osage would simply let the Indiaus
come and go as they please. and trade where they want to, and use only
legal or proper exertions to get them to trade with them, I had no objection to the payment being made at the agency and said so all the
time. But all last year every now and then there would be Indians
sent out or come out to Gray Horse during the time that payments
would occur and raise the cry around Gray Horse, "Come in to payment," aud the Indians would all come in to payment. Those that carne
in to tlle summer payment began to come in there in :May before I left,
and the payment was not made until July, but they were kept there a
good while aud great inducements were made to make them come in to
the ageney and camp around there before the payments were made, and
to keep them there to trade after the payment was made. The idea
was this: We had a card system and under our agreement a new credit
wa.s extended to the Indians immediately after payment, and their oh-
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ject was to keep them i11 there a litrle while after tile payment so that
when their credit was good and a new one opeued they would get the
:first lick at it, and during that summer t!H'Y got a pretty heav.r lick at
the Gray Horse Indians.
In the fall before the fall payment the same thing was tried. Hunners were sent out there (I do not know l>y whom) for the Indian~ to
come in to a feast; that they were going to gi,·e them a feast; and
immediately, in a few days, a paymeut would be made. Colonel David
said that he had no intimation w!Jeu the payment would be made, and
did not know wllen it would be mad(•. But it was all we could do at G-rav
Horse, and all that Florer and I could do at Osag·e, au<l all that tile
agent could do with the llelp of the go,·entor of t.he tribe, to keep the
Indians from going in there to payment, when there was not goiug to
be any payment made. And in order to ~top tlwt I thought I "·ou!d
try to see if I could not get them paid wher·e tht•y were, and the agent;
1ndorsed that, not only for that reason, lmt lle had this special reason
for doing it, that when they all col.lecte<l together there be could nut
prevent borse-racing and gambling, nor conl<l he keep whisky out of
the reservation. There Wt:'re parties who brought whisky there regularly at the payment, and when the whole tribe were collected around
the agency together he had great trouble about gambling and whisky_drinking, and lle thought to disintegrate tllem and pay them at two
places or three places, after the Hominy Cr-eek store was established,
was best for them.
In addition to this, my information is that under the old regime, wllen
they were paid. in provisions autl supplieR, 110t money, there were two
other places besi<les the agency where those supplies wef'e furnished.
Right iu the neighborhood of tbe Gray Horse store was a station where
the supplies were sent, aud wllen tlle Iudiaus drew supplies instead of
money the Government sent the supplies there al)(l issued theru from
that point. And at Ol<l Hominy Ureek station, when tlle llominy Creek
store was another Rupp1y station, tbe Government sllipped supplies and
issued them from there. So tllat the Government, wlJeu tlley issued
the supplies, <lid not seem to think that the Indians could come and
haul them from the agency as the traders now se1~rn to think they should
do wben they have to bny them themselves.
I repeatc<l that to General Atkins, by the \Yay, when he was talking
to me about tbe Gray Horse and llominy Ureek stores, and especially
when I :first went on to Washington and asked for a license for Schiff·
bauer and myself, a!::l a reason why that store ougllt not to be brokeu
up. That, however, is entirely hearsay. I do not know that tllese
supplies were shipped to those points; it i~ only general talk there.
Q. Now tell me this: Is it true that you ha,ve, because of any influence yon have or are presumed to have with the Indian Bureau ol·
the Interior Department., undertaken in anywise to manage the general
tradersi interest or aff'airs in this reservation beyond the conducting- of
your own business as formerly representeu in the two stores tba.t you
l!ad, and now in the one store ?-A. I have not; and more than that, I
have ever; in all my life, endeavored to attend to my owu business
properly and quietly and to let e\'erybody else alone; and I never
asked people so in my life to let, me and my business alone as I have
since 1 ha.ve beeu ou that resen'atiou, but it- seems utterly impossible
'for tbetr1 to (lo it.
By Seua,tor CuLLO::\I:
You say you never tried ,'O hard in your life to be let alone as
since yon have been on tbe reserYatiou ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~.
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Q. You have a pretty good rea~on L(;>r that, have you not; all that
you wanted was to be undisturbed at your post of trade was it not~
A. All I asked, sir, was to be allowed to quietly go on and attend to the
busineRs of the store that tbe Department had licensed me to run.
Q. Aud keep everybody else away ~-A. I did not mean it in that
light.
Q. \Vel!, is not that a fair way to put it ~-A. No, sir; I <lid not mean
to keep everybody else away; I only mean that they should just allow
us to go along harmoniously and peacefully, which they do not do at
.Osage at present.
Q. You have stated that when you heard that Mr. Hartley was applying for the privilege to come down there and trade you became indignant. You were struggling to be let alone and to keep him away
from there when he wanted to come there, we.re you not~ In other word!:!,
bas it not been your purpose and power from the beginning to control
that Gray Horse tradership and keep everybody else from having any
interest. in it excepting as you took in a partner? -A. It has been my
purpose t\l_> to this time, and it has been my power, to have a license to
trade at Gray Horse and to have only one store there, and it is my de'ire still.
Q. Of course it is, and you intend to keep it so if you can ?-A. Ye~,
ir; if I can.
Q. Tl'rat is exactly why I say you are struggling harder to be let
a.loue now than you ever were m your life~- A. And I have been let
.alone up to the last few months.
Q. I never saw Mr. Hartley before, but he looks and acts like a gentleman, and·'J want to ask you a question right here: Did you regard it
as an unreasonable tlling 1or llim 'Yhen he felt that he could do better
:as a post trader out at the Dig Htlls than he could where he was, to try
and get a license to go there; was that unreasonable in him ~-A. I do
not quite comprehend your question.
Q. I say do you believe that .l\1r. Hartley was unreasonable, tltiukiug
that be could do better in business if he could get a license to trade
.down a.t the Big Hill country than he was doing at tlte agency; was it
·um'easonable for him to ask for iL ~-A. If .Mr. llartie.v belie\ed (as included in your question) that he eoulfl do better at Gray Horse, and
simply desired a store down there because he felt he could do better,
thet1 it would not ba'\'C been unreasonable. Dut I did uot think then,
.and J do not think yet, that that was wlH.t he ought to hav.e belim·e<l;
l thought otherwise, and I think lle ought to have thought otherwise,
.and believing that, I think that was not hi.s intention.
Q. I believe you admit that you tried to get the Go,·ernment to p<l.Y
tile annuities down at your store ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. llow many of the Indians would get their annuiti.es there; as many
as four hundred and fifty '? -A.. I do not know, sir; the effort was to
lwsc tl \'e bands paid there.
Q. 'l'hat would make probably four hundred and fifty Indians ~-A.
Well, there are seventeen bands in the reservation.
Q. You included those who were contiguous, did you not ?-A. l'o,
sir; not all of those. They were scattered some, and I asked for the
payment of fi'\'e bands there. There were seventeen bands of full-blood
Indiaus in the reservatio~n, and over four hundred half-breeds. I asked
for the payment of five bands.
Q You stated, I think, at some time during your examination, that
there were fonr hun(lred and fifty who came there to tradl'. How much
money would that amonnt to if tllere were four hundred and fifty of
0
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them and they received $150 apiece ?-A. They get $160 apiece-uot
quite $160, but about $158, I belieYe.
Q. So that they get in the neighborhood of $70,000 there every
year ~-A. Somewhere in that neighborhood.
Q. It is a matter of considerable interest to you as a trader, is it not,
to have that $70,000 put down there at your store ~-A. Yes, sir; it is
a matter of considerable interest to me, and it would have increased
the profits of my store. But, at the same time, I said publicly there
after the effort had become known, I said it all the time, and I said it
to General Upshaw at the time I applied, that if they would let the
Indians come and go as they pleased, and simply offer inducements to
them which were proper in the way of trade and in the way of goods to
come and trade with them, I did not desire any payment out there, and
was perfectly willing to have it remain as it was. But if they were to
be continually pulled into the agency on the cry of "Come to payment,'
theu I would like to have it maue the other way.
Q. Was it the custom of those traders to announce to the Indians
that there would be a payment on a gi\~en day when there would not
be an;v ?-A. I do not wish to say it was the custom of the traders, but
it was done by somebody.
Q. The rumor would go out that they were going to pay the Indians
at tlle agency at a gh'"eu time, would it ?-A. I will explain that in this
way: Our payments are due there quarterly, the first of every three
months, but they have never been paid since I have been there exactly
on time. Right now there is a payment due us on the 1st of April
whicll bas not been made. The result of it is there are times when the
Indians are waiting every day and hour the announcement from the
agent to come in, a1Hl some Indian would come along and say, "Come
in to pa,ymeut," aml they would go in and wait until the payment came.
Q. \Vhen a payment is made the Indian agent makes it ~-A. Yes,
ir; either the Indian agent or some special Indian agent.
Q. And if he had made it at your place he would come down there
with the money to make it there ~-A. He would come there with a
check·book.
Q. They pay iu check~, do they ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that, after all, the chief purpose you bad was to build up your
store, and keep everybody else from having one there ~-A. The chief
purpose I had was to protect my store.
Q . .And build it np ~-A. No, sir; I did not think it needed building
up; it was to protect it in what it was legally entitled to.
Q. Do yon know a man named West, a post-office inspector ~-A.
Yes, sir; William A. West; be is my brother-it1-law.
Q. Did be llave anything to do with getting a license for Hale &
Phillips at Hominy Creek ~-A. Nothing whatever, that_! know of.
Q. Ile hatluothing at all to tlo with it~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did he have anything to do with getting a license for yon ?-A.
~othing whatever.
Q. Or anybody else?-A. Nothing that I know of, except it might be
proper for me to say that I understood that he recommended Mr. Brenner to come here to Kaw .._'\..gency. l\'lr. Brenner told me that West,
among others, recommended him as a proper man to be appointed out
here at Kaw Agency.
Q. Where is West now ?-A. lie is still a post-office mspector; I do
not know where he is.
Q. Yon said awhile ago tllat ;ron had only one other relative, I believe, in the Indian service. This man is in the postal service ~-A.
Yes, sir.
0
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Q. Have you uo otlH~r

relativ~s

in the scrYice scattcl'ed aroullll here?-

A. No. sir.

Q. Or anywhere else ~ -A. Yes, sir; my fattier is in vVashington
City.
Q. But there are no otl1ers here ?-A. No, sir; no others. I believe
I stated that the superintendent of tile Cllilocca school here was my
my cousit1.
Q. So that there ia the doetor, the superintendent of the school, and
l\lr. \Vest who are relatives of yours in this neighborhood ?-A. West
is the chief iusp~etor, and llis office is right by Postmaster-General
Vilas's office in the Post-Office Departrneut at Washington.
Q. I supposed he was out here looking over post-officen.-A. No, sir.
He has nm-er beeu here that I lmow of.

TESTIMONY OF :FRANK P. SCHIFFBAUER.
FRANK P.

ScrrrFFBAUEI~.

hadng bt:'en duly sworn,

wa~

interrogated

as follows:
By the CH.t..IR1rAN:
Question. You are a brother of the ::\lr. Schiffbauer wlw was in partnership with :Mr. Bran bam ~-Answer. I am.
Q. vVllere is your brother~-A. He is at home here in this city.
<l. \Vhat is his conditio11 '?-A. He is quite unwell to day, and was
aken wor.::;e about 12 o'clock.
Q. Has he been sick long ?-A. Yes; he bas been sick seveu weeks
to-day.
Q. \Vith what diseal-;C '! -A. He bas inflammation of the bowels and
stomaciJ.
Q. Has lw beeu out of his room uuring that time "?-A. Yes, sir;. he
has be<>n out twice during that time to take a short ride, that is all.
Q. \Vhat is his condition to day ~-A . He is worse to-day than he
has been for several days.
Q. Was his condition such that you were sent for ~--A. Yes, sir; I
hau to go dowu to tbe lwuse about 12 o'cloclr to-day and haYe just returlled from there.
Q. ls he in a, condition whicll would allow his testirnouy to be taken
at present ?-A. No, sir; not to day, I do not think.
Q. Where is his regular physician ·~-A. His regulae physician i...·
away and I had another physician there to-da.-r.
Senator BLACKBURN. I know of .1\tir. Schiffbauer's sickness, and do
not think it is necessary to establish it fnrtber. I am satisfied he is
not well enough to be here.
The CHAIRMAN. I wanted it to appear in the reco.r:d.
Senator BLACKBURN. Let it appear as by agreement known to us; I
am satisfied with that.
The CHAIRMAN. Very well; we are all satisfied he is too sick to appear.

TESTIMONY OF WELLER M. HUBBELL.
\YELLER 1\I. HUBBELL, haYing been duly 'Worn, was interrogatell as
follows:
By the OIIAIR)I.AN :
Question. Where do you reside ~-Answer. At present I am residing
at Geuda Springs, Sumner County, Kansas.
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Q. Is that near here ?-A. Yes~ sir; it is about 9 miles distant.
Q. HaYe you ever been an Indian trader ~ -A. Yes, sir; I have.
(~. At what place ~-A. At the Clleyenne nnd Arapahoe Agency.
Q. By yourself orin partnersbip?-A. I was in partnership withl\Ir. ·
Doty and .l\Ir. Reynold.s.
Q. What was the uame of tile firm ?-A. Reynolds, Doty & HubbelL
Q. 'Vhere was yonr tradership located ji -A. The post-office is called
Darlington. It is rigilt at the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency.
Q. How long were ~- ou a trader ¥-A. Two years the last time. I h:Hl
been a trader pre dons to that time.
Q. You were a member of the firm of Reynolds, Doty & Habbeli fo r
two years ~-A. We got our license in 1883 and were kicked out iu18S£J ..
about October.
Q. Your license, 'vbich expired in June, 1885, was not renewed ~-A .
~o, sir.
Q. Did you make application for its renewal ~-A. Yes, sir; we made
npplicatiou as usual about a month ahead of the time of its expiration.
Q. Who were traders at tbat agency~-A. At that time Hemphill &
W oy and T. Connell.
Q. There were three traders there then ~-A. Yes, sir ; three stores.
Q. What was the amount of trade at that agency then ~-A. The
first year, ot· both years, we bad about $65,000 worth of trade each
year.
Q. What do you think the whole trade was there ?-A. vVe bad th~
smallest stock and the smallest store. The others, I think, did more
than we did ; I do not know that.
Q. That would then be from $180,000 to $200,000 of trade at that station ¥-A. Yes, sir.
•
(~. There was s0me trade, then, from the cattlemen, was there not?A_, Yes, sir ; a good deal of trade came from them. We did not get
much, however, except the Indian trade.
Q. Afterwards, when the cattle leases were cut off, the whole trade
fell off there, I suppose ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you make any effort to get your license renewed ~-A. Yes,
sir; I went home to Louisville, Ky.-Q. .Are you a Kentuckian ~-A. Yes, sir. I went home about the last
of June, 1885-Q. Before you come to that I will ask you this question: What proportion of the trade there was from cattlemen and what proportion
from the Indians ~-A. I could not give you any opinion about that, as
pretty nearly all our trade was from the Indians. The cattlemen dealt
more largely with both of the other houses.
Q. What I wanted to get at was how much trade was cut off there
by the cutting off of the cattie leases. Can you give an approximate
estimate of that ~-A. Well, the Indi~ns at that time that were fed by
the Government were supposed to be six thousand in number, but when
they came to count them there were only thirty-six hundred of them.
().. How much annuity did they get ~-A. They did not get any money
annuities at all; they got supplies.
(J. They got pay for their leases from the cattlemen ~-A. Yes, sir;
and they managed to sell ponies and got money in that way.
Q. Tben we will drop that branch of the subject. Please state what
efforts yon made to get your license renewed.-A. I went home, as I
was telling you, on a visit, and while l was gone the clerk that we left
iu charge telegraphed me that a man had come on there and claimed
that he had a license au<l was going to run that agency there entirely,
or something to that effect, and that we would have to get out.
0
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Q. 1Vllat man was it ~-A. He diu not mention the name. I waited
for further developments, as I coulrl. not believe hardly that they woi.lld
refuse to grant our license, and I was not very uneasy until I had a
letter, along about the middle of July, I think it was, about the 20th
maybe, that all the old licenses were io be revoked and new men were
to be put in, and then I packed up and went to \Vashington to see what
it all meant. When I arrived there I had an interview with Mr. Atkins.
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.
Q. Were yon acquainted with him~-A. No, sir; but I was introduced to him by lVlr. 0. 0. Stealey, of the Louisville Courier-Journal.
Q. What did he say ~-A. He talked like he was going to make a
clean sweep at the start. I staid there about a week and talked with
him about every day, and brought in some recommendations and papers
that I had gotten together.
Q. Did you inform him of your politics ~-A. Yes, sir; I told him I
was a good Democrat. One day when I was talking to him I told him
I did. not feel like going until I got a definite answer from him one way
or the other, and he said," Well, you can go home, and if I find there is
business enough there for three traders we will give you the third tradership; at any rate," he says," we do not intend to harm you, and you shall
stay there long enough to get your business in shape and get out of it
without any loss of money." 1'bat promise was made in the presence of
:Mr. Andrews, who was then appointment clerk in the office.
I went homo feeling like I was in pretty good shape anyway, and we
did not make any stir about it until along about the 1st of September,
I t.hink it was. However, prevjous to that, the Commissioner had extended the licenses of ~til the traders there until the 21st of October,
without any particular application. That l1arlbeen done before I reached
Washington. But along in September there came a telegram from
Acting Commissioner Upshaw to tlle agent about the matter. I may
be wrong in some of these dates, for my memot·y is not very clear about
H. But he tt>legraphed to the agAut to know what steps Reynolds,
Doty & Hubbell were making to get oft' the reservation. That was an
astonisher to us after the promise that had been macle. We had been
looking for a license, or an extension, or something of the kind: We then
wrote some letters to vVashington~ and we found that the Uommissioner
was off in tlle \Vest here inspectiug schools. llowe\er, I got track of
him and I started to try and catch hin1 before the ~1st of October. This
was along about the 1st of October. But I missed. Lim. I went up to
Halstead, wllere lle ha(l been to a ~chool the day before, and found be
bad skipped for Arizona. So I missed him, and I had to wait untill10
O'Ot arouwl to the agency. lie did not get around there until after the
time was up, autl we eoul<l get no satisfaction from "\Vashington; the
word from there was that we had to get off promp~ly on the ~1st.
By t::;enator BLACKBURN:
Q. \Vas that when your liceuse expired ?-A. No, sir; our license expired on the lOth of June previous to that. He granted all three stores
an extension, at least two of them, and I think one store had their license
until the following spring before it expire(l. But Hemphill & \Voy and
our house had licenses which expired about the same time, and he extended us uutil tlte 21st of October.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Who were the persons whom he had appointed there f-A. \Valter
B. Barker and C. Y..Meeks. Barker I understood was from Mississippi,
and Meeks was from Tennessee.
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Q. DiLl yon untlerstau ti that Barker was a personal friend of the Secretary of the Interior and was appointed at his request, and that Meeks
was a personal friend of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ?-A. Yes,
sir; that was the understanding, and I think I heard Barker say that he
\YaR au old friend of 8ecretary Lamar's.
Q. Where were Barker and Meeks at that time ?-A. Barker came
along just before our time was up.
Q. Which came first, Barker or .1\-Ieeks Y-A. I have forgotten. l\feeks
llad. been there and staid quite a while along during the summer. Barker
had made a trip or two down there and staid a few days and left.
~. You knew that each one was licensed ?-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Did Meeks make you any proposition in regard to business ~-A.
\Yell, he intimated that be would be willing to take in a partner who
ltmlerstood the business. We understood amongst ourselves that we
conltl have gotten in with Meeks under his tradership license; that he
\\·as willing for that kind of thing to occur; I do not know whether
the Department woulcl ha\·e l>een or not.
Q. He either proposed to yon or gave you to understand that if ~-ou
~,·onld take him in au<l trade on his license it would be all right ?-A.
YeR, sit·; we to fu mish all the money and he to put in llis lieeuse.
Q. You did not make tlutt arrangement with him~ -A. No, sir; we
could not see any money in that business at that time. vVe lla(l hopes of
getting a license of our own, or having an extension so as to be able to·
work our goods oft' and get rid of our Indian goods.
Q. How much di·d Meeks want for the use of llis license ?-A. lle did
not make any definite propositiou.
Q. But be proposed to put in his license and not any money ~-A. He
did not say anything about money. We did not encourage the iuea
much, from the fact tllat there were three of us in it anyway, and then
again we bad hopes, as I say, of gettiug an extension.
Q. And you did not know whether that proposition would be recognized by the Department, did you '?-A. No, sir. If General Atkins had
told us, right at the start, that we would have to leave there iu Octo·
ber, we should ha,·e been better fixed for it; we were not expecting anything of the kind.
Q. Had you gone rigllt along buying goods ~-A. We bought tlle
goods that were called for every day; we did not buy any fancy or unsalal.lle goods while tllings were uncertain, but we bad a fair stock.
Q. Yon came from Washington expecting from what General .Atkins
told you tbere that your license would be renewed or that you would
l1an~. time enough to close up your business and get off without loss~
A. He told me tllat as plainly as a man could.
Q. Now how did yon get out of the business ~--I\. Well, we sold our
house to Barker.
.
Q. Was tllere any loss on it ~-A. We sold it to llim at a discount.
"\Ye lost about $1,500 on the house, I think it was. I think it cost
$4,000, and we got $2,500 for it, which we thought was doing pretty well.
We found they were punching us, the time was up, and we had made
no effort to reduce our stock materially, and we thought by standing in
with Barker pretty well we could get him to take part of the stock oft
our hands, and we concluded it would be better to sell him tlle llouse
and get out of it the best way we could.
Q. So you sold him the house for $2,500. while it had cost you, $.J.,OOO.
Did he take any of the goods "t-A. Yes, sir; about a thousand dollars,.
worth of one or two lines, tinware, crockery, and such things.
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Q. What did you do with tlle rest of your goods ~-A. We sllippecl
t hem up to Caldwell all(l kept tllem tllere for a while, and they are now
in Colorado; we are trying to get rid of them yet. ·
Q. "Vere there collections due you there ?-A. There was about thirtythree hundred dollars on onr books.
Q. Ha,~e you collected auy of that ?-A. I do not think we ha\e collected $:!00 of it.
Q. Taking the whole transaction, what 'vas tlle result financially~
. . \... 'fhe resnlt is that we <lfe ten OL' twelve thousand dollars out by tlle
transaction. So far a~ the firm was concerned it broke ns up. There
is one indiddual melllber of the firm who was a rich InlLII, but Doty and
1ll_rse1t' a1'e left perfectly flat.
Q. ft ~trande1l you "?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. If you ha<l kLown when yon left Washington that yon had to go
-o nt by the ~ bt of October, could yon ha.ve made such arrangements as
would lHt\·e S<lxed yon this loss, OL' a considerable portion of it "?-A.
Ye~, sir; we could ha,-e savell seven:tl thousand dollar.s. There were a
great many rancbe~ a ron nd through the Uhickasa:w conn try and down
t o the ~onth and east of us to whom we could have sold large quantities
o f p:oods b.r pnttiug them down in price, and of eonrse we would have
sol<l them at cost ratlJer tllan to have carried them back to Kansas.
Q. How fat <liclyou h~n·e to carry them back toCald welU-A. About
110 miles.
Q. You feel that a promise was made to you which was uot k~pt ?~\... Yes, sir; it looked a little to me as tllough they waute<l to get us in
a corner tllere and get us in as bad a shape as possible.

By Senator CULL0::.\1:
Q. vVhere was Barker wht•n you were <.lickering- with llim about the
'<tle '? -A. I ''as not at the ag-eucy at that time. l\I,y partner made that
deal witll him. I was at Caldwell, knowing we lJad to get out. tryiug
t o secure a lJouse to move tbe goods into, and attending to some other
business. l\Iy partner ma<le tllat deallJimself. Caldwell is on the line
west of llere about 33 miles.
By the

CnAIIt:\IA~:

Q. Did you eYer see tll(:~ Commissioner afterwards about this matter?.A. lie was at the agency, lmt at that time we had made the deal witll
Barker and I did not lla,-e much to say to him.
Q. Did yon tell lJim about it '~ -A. Yes, sir; I told him about tlle
way we llatl l>eeu treated. \Ve llad writteu tlle whole thing to him time
au<l again.
(l. Dhl yon tell him yon were a Democrat then '? -A. I do not remember tlJat I <lid tllen.
·
Q. Ami tllat you ha<l been in tile Confederate sen·ice; don't you Iemember telling him tllat ~-A. I believe I did.
Q. And didu't he say,'' \Vhy didn't you let me know that before~"
A. I do not remember his making that remark; he might have done it.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. The Oommissiouer was never in tlle Confederate service, was he e1
- .A.. I was au ex-rebel, and still I held a license to trade for three years,
from 1883 to 1885. I llaYe been a Democrat and a rebel too, but I had
a lice11se nnder a Re}Hl blican Administration to trade down there with
the Indim1s for three years.
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Q. And you thought if it was a good recommendation under a Repub·

lican Administration it ought to be under a Democratic Administration ~
-A. Yes, sir; it goes to show that they did not look at politics very
much in those days. "~ e were astonished when they ~ommenced working this tradership Lu::,iu~:ss.
By Senator BLACKBUR~:
Q. It looks as thougll the Commissioner di<l not pay much attention
to politics either, when you told him you were a Democrat and he put
yon ont anyhow.-A. \Veil, he had fixed it up to ~nit himselt:
Q. How ma.ny traders are tllere at that phtce "?- .\.. Only two now, I
thiuk.
Q. In reference to tlw effec\t llad npou the bulk of the trade there b.v

tile removal of the eattlemen, i~ it 110t trne that a good deal of your
money that yon got in . rour traLlB with the Ir11lians the Indians had received from tlle catth~meH upon their leases of lancl "?-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. So that in order to measure the deduction wlticll Hboul<l be m::ul~
from tlw bulk of tbe trade yon wonl<l Jm,·e to take that into account;
not simply what tbecattlemen trade<l, but the additional resources that
were given to the Indians to tr~1d0 by rea~ou of tlle pJ.yments maue 'by
th e cattlemen on these land leases?-.:\.. Yes, ~ir; tuat is so.
Q. You say there were tlwught to l>e G,OOO Lmlians there~--:--'\.. Yes,
sir; the number the Government issned rations to; bnt in counting
them they onl.v amounted to 3,GOO. That was iu 1885.
Q. That was under this present Administration °?-A. Yes, sir.
(~. So that under the preceding Republican Administration the Gov(•r nment useu to issue rations regularly to G,OOO Indians, but when this
A(lministration came iu there were only :3,GOO there; the balance had
all dir<l or run away 0?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How could that ba,Te been done unless the agent on that reservation
wa:.-; in collusion with this effort to plunder and rob the Government ?A. T!Je agent haLl nothing to do with it. It was impossible to conn
tht•tn except in the way it was done. They rounded them up with the
tuilitary and got them in line.
Q. Bnt the other Administration ought to hav edone that, hadn't it~
A. Philip Sheridan had to go down there with two or three regiment:;
~~r troops to do it.
Q. But thia Administration did do it and found there were only 3,GOO
ln(lians there instead of 6,0001-A. Yes, sir. The way that was <lone
was. the Indians draw rations on check, or usetl to. Each head of a
fclmily carries a ticket issued the first ,of every month for the rnemberH
(Jf his family. If he bas a child born he goes in and reports that as one
a.dlle<l to his family, butt if one of the family dies he makes no report
0

it.
Q. IIe makes no record of the dead. ~-A. No, sir.
Q. How long bad. this robbery been going on, the issuiug of rations
to u,OOO instead of 3,600 Indians f-A. I do not know; it was the first

()f

I knew they were issuing to so many when I saw au account of it in the
paper" at that time.
Q. vVas it not the agent's business to know how many Indians he
was issuing rations to 'q -A, Yes, sir; it looks like lte ought to know,
but then tbe agent coul<l not go all over the country and count every
Indian there; they never conld get them all together at any time.
Q. This agent who came in 1885 found out how to do it ~-A. It was
Philip Sheridian who found ont the number.
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Q. But lw did not .find out uut~l after General Atkins became Commissioner of Indian Affairs ?-A. ~o, sir.
By the CHAIRl\I.AN:
Q. They are wild Indians, are they ~-A. Yes, sir; as wild as any of
them.
The CHA.IR~IAN. All there is to it is, tllat wl.Jen General Sheridan
came there to gather the tribes in, tlley got 3,600 Indians together, but
whether they got them all in or not nobody knows.
The WITNESS. There were probably thousands scattered outside.
T'he Indians were all suspicions of anything of that kind, and you
could uot get them together.
By Senator OULLO~r:
Q. As a matter of fact, the Go,'ernmen t had trieu by several means
before to uo that~-A. Yes, sir; and at one time they tried to do it by
the aid of the military, but made a, failure of it in some way.
By tlJe OrrA.IRM.AN:
Q. They were a class of Indian~ who went off' on the war-patll if they
got a chance, and they were pretty difficult to count 1-.c\... Yes, sir;
they were perfectly wild. Tlley were scattered for 200 miles up and
down the Canadian and vVishita Hivers. The:v made a break there in
1885. The time of the Dull Knife raid was in ·1878.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. In 1885 were they f'ngaged in any hostilities "(-A. Nothing· only a
general plan.
Senator CULLOM. How did the soldiers happen to get <1own there~
Senator BLACKBURN. They made a threat that they were going on
the war·path, but never went. [To the witness.] Did not General
Atkins send Frank Armstrong, a special examiner of the Indian service,
down there to inquire into the number of Indians there Wl're, and was
it not upon the report of that special examiner of the Indian Bureau
that the military were called in and this count had, anc.l it was found
that instead of six thousand there were but thirty-six hundred Indians;
is not that the record ~-A. I was not there at the time; I was away.
Q. And Armstrong was there in person-sent there by the Indian
Office 0f-A. I heard that he was.
Q. A11d he is the man who made the count ~-A. Well, there was a
difference in the views of the agent there and General Sheridan as to
. the plan to be taken about these leases. The agent was in favor of the
leases going ahead, as they were not doing the Indians any harm, and
they were getting a revenue out of them. Armstrong, when be first
came there, coincided with the agent, and talked that way until Phil.
Sheridan came· there and told what he thought about·it, that the ]eases
ought to be oanceled.
Q. Who was agent there, then ~-A. Colonel Dyer; a ver.v fine man if
be was a Hepublican.
Q. When your license as Indian trader was first granted~ was it not
taken out in the name of Doty~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You were trading nuder a license as a partner of Doty, without
appearing in tl1e licenRe yourself, were yop. not 'l-A. No, sir.
Q. How was tllat 0?-A. The way it came about was, I applied for a
license and Doty already had one, and Reynolds was a personal friend
of both of us, and he found I was trying to get down there, and he
wanted to get Doty clown there to trarle, and he proposed that I should
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go in with Doty and himself and share the profits and go down there
(I had bad some experience in the bu~iness and Doty had ;not), and we
would run the thing as Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell.
Q. Yon had some capital, had yon noV?-A. No, sir; not much then.
Q. Di<l Doty haYe any capital ~-A. No, sir; Reynolds put up the
moi:it of the money, and we were to run the business.
Q. TIJeu Reynolds was to put up the money against Doty'slicense ~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. It seems that that practice had been reaching back a long way~
A. \Yell, be was the tinancial partner of the concern, and th~ license
was is~med in the uame of Heynolds, .D oty & Hubbell; we n~ver did
any business under Doty's license.
By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. The license was issued to the firm before you did business at all~
- A . Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Doty held a license of his own, did he not ~-A. Yes, sir ; he got
it the year previous.
Q. At bis request that license was canceled and one was issued in
lieu of it to Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell ~-A. No, sir; I do not think he
requested anything. I went into the agent's office and told him how it
was, and be suggested that we had better take out a firm license.
Q. Doty had a license to trade at Darlington in his own right ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And :ron and Doty and Reynolds agreed that you would go in together, and that Heynolds would put up the money, and instead of
going on under Doty's license, at the suggestion of the agent, you gave
np that license and took one in the name of the firm of Reynolds, Doty
& Hubbell ~-A. The agent said we would have to do it; it was not
Doty's suggestion nor mine.
By tbe CHAIRMAN:
Q. So that, in fact, no business was done by the three members of the
firm under the Doty license ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. \Yas any business done at all under the Doty license by anybod~- ?-A. No, sir. I had in an application and they were on the point
of granting me a license on my own account.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. \Vhen Reynolds made this proposal ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You ~ay that Meeks came down there. He had been .licensed by
tbis .Administration by Commissioner Atkins, and be came there, and I
understand he did not make any direct proposition as to how much
money be wanted, but he intimated enough to let you all understand
t bat be was willing to put in his license and let you all do business with
him?-...!\.. Yes, sir ; that was the understanding.
Q. You did not accept that proposition ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did be not get another man to accept it and go in with him on
ho 'e terms ?-A. He went in with another man, 1\lr. Hays, but I do
110t k uow on what terms.
Q. How long did he and Hays continue in business 1-A. They dissohed rt:ceutly.
(),)3± CC NG--26

•
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Q. Did not Hays furnish the money and Meeks the license ?-A. I do
not know what the arrangement was. ~fr. Bays is here and can tell
you.
Q. Was not Meeks's license revoked about that time by telegraph~
A. I understood it was.
Q. Had there not been a man named Connell down there trading as
an Indian trader ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before that time-before U~85 ?-A. Yes, sir; and up to 1885.
Q. Was not IIays and some gentleman, who subsequently went into
partnership with Meeks, a partner of Connell's f-A. I understood so.
Q. Was it not the general understalHling that Hays furnished the
money in that case and Connell furnished the license ~-A. I heard so;
I do not know wh,ethcr it was so or not.
Q. Was uot that the general belief there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was it not the general belief that Connell had no capital invested in that partner.:3hip of hi:3 aml Hays's ~-A. I cannot say that; it
was generally understood that Ha,ys had most of the money in there.
Q. Did not Hays claim tllat Connell had swindled him out of $40,000
or $50,000 in that 1ransaction ~-A. I heard tllat he did; I cannot remember that be ever told me anything of it.
Q. You beard that expressions as the opinion, then ~-A. Yes, sir; but
then it might be wrong.
Q. 'Vas it, or was it not, generally understood there that, in point of
fact, Hays had Connell at work there for him under his own (Connell's)
license, at a salary, aml did not Connell refuse to turn over the profit"
and property to Hays ~-A. They bad a difficulty in settling up; I
never understood exactly how it was. They both had licenses for the
Jast year they were in busmess.
Q. But before that time Hays had none. Now, about these building
of yours; you say they cost $4:,000 ·~-A. That is my recollection; somewhere in that neighborhood.
Q. Did not the firm tell Barker, at the time the sale was being negotiated to him, of these buildings, that the cost was $3,500 ~-A. I never
told him so. It was more than that, I know. It was something near
$3,800 to $4,000; that is my recollection about it.
Q. You say Barker took about $1,000 worth of your stock off your
hands ~-A. That is so.
Q. \-Vhat method of valuation did you adopt ?-A. I think he took it
at cost aud carriage ; I am not sure about that; may be there was a discount on it. That trade was made with my partner also after I bad left.
Q. Who was Barker's clerk ?-A. I understood l\fr. Charles was clerking- for him after I left there.
Q. Did be not buy some of your buildings too; didn't your :firm sell
$4,000 worth of buildings instead of $2,500 worth ~-A. That was my individual business-my dwelling house. I sold my residence, that cost
me $700 or $8UU, for about $300, to Barker or his clerk.
Q. What was the value, the invoice value, of your stock of goods on
the lOth of Octoter, 1885, approximately ?-A. I can tell yon what it
invoiced at after we got it to Caldwell, but at that time I cannot say.
After we had got it to Caldwell aucl weeded ont some of it and shipped
a little bill of drugs to a party down in Wichita, &c., it amounted to
about $8,000, after knocking off all the extra expenses and cutting down
the damaged goods.
Q. Your license expired on the lOth of June, 1885, did it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When did you close up your business there ~-A. After we made
the trade with l>arker they extended us from the 21st of October lll' til
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we got ready to move in, which was probably two or three weeks afterwards.
Q. That would be in November ~-A. Yes, sir; sometime in ~ovember.
Q. Did you close out and remove your stock of goods from the reservation as early as the month of November, 1885~-A. Yes, sir; we moved
()Ut in November.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q . .After you made the trade with Barker, you were selling your own
goods, so far as you had an opportunity to sell them, up to the time you
left, except those you sold to Barker ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Did you move out as soon as Barker commenced business there~
-A. Yes, sir, anu before, I think. l was not there, but I think the boys
went right to work packing up.
Q. Yon think that was in November, two or three weeks after this
21st of October ~-A. Yes, sir; and we had figured on having at least
six months to wind up our business there according to the promises the
Commissioner had made me in Washington, even if he did not give me
a license.
Q. About that telegram sent by General Upshaw fixing the 21st of
October for you to close up there. Was that a peremptory order for you
to close by that date, or was it a telegram of inquiry as to what if auy
preparations you were making to close up by that time ~-.A. It was
worded something like this: " What preparations are Reynolds, Doty
& Hubbell making to get off the reservation¥" That is about the way
the thing was worded.
·
Q. .A.nu there was an extension of a few weeks given after that ~-A.
)rot until after we had consented to sell our buildings to l\Ir. Barker.
I always thought that Barker got the extension for us; we asked him
to, and he said he would.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Do you think this system of having licenses expire every year is
a good system ¥-A. No, sir; it is very bad, unless they run it as they
did in old times and renew the license of every man of good moral character who is in business there. It is liable to break any of them up to
have their license revoked.
Q. Yon think it is a pretty hard thing for a man who is in th.:tt trade
to get out of it, do you not 1-A. Yes, sir; you accumulate a class of
goods that you cannot sell anywhere else. We are trying to work off
our old stock in Colorado, in the mining towns.
Q. And so far as the new trader is concerned he can take your goods
and give what he pleases for them ¥-A. Yes, sir. Mr. Doty informed
me that he offered to sell our groceries and such things as that to Mr.
Barker for Saint Louis prices and 10 per cent. off, but he· would not take
them, and we had to cart them back to Oald well. .A cent or two a pound
Qn sugar for freight is quite an item.
Q. What better law do you think could be made with reference to
these licenses 1 You would not expect a law which would allow a man
to remain til ere always 1?-A. No, sir.
Q. vVell what would you sugge·st ?-A. I should say that the old law
was pretty good as it was carried out. Under that any man of good
character could get a license to trade down there, and could put up a
bond ancl get the recommendation of the agent; that was all that was
required when I went there. A great many licenses were taken out in
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that way. Parties would come around and see if there was any opening,
ami if there was they would start in, and if not they would. go ofl:'. That
thing will regulate it~elf pretty well if left alone.
Q. Now we ha\e a Democratic Administration, and. we will suppose at
the end of four years there should be a Hepublicau Administration, and
then if Republicans were put in in the place of the Democrats who are
now in, would there not be the sa rue lvsses as in your aud other cases "? A. Yes, sir.
Q. It is a bad system, you think ¥-A. Yes, sir, it is a bad system;
a man is foolish to go down there and trade upon any such terms.
Q. Suppose licenses were issued for a period of five or six years so as.
to run past the date of the Presidential election ordinarily, and there
was an arrangement or requirement that if the new-comer could not
agree with his predecessor as to the price to be paid for the goods
on hand, there should be an arbitration, and be should take the goods
at an appraised value; what do you think of such a plan ~-A. That is
the way I would have it fixed if I had the arrangement of it. They
have such a regulation in the military department, and they have no·
such trouble as this.
Q. You mean for post traders f-A. Yes, sir; for post traders.
Q. If the new post trader comes he has to take the old goods at such
an appraised valuation ?-A.. Yes, sir; and if the two parties cannot
agree, a council of t.he post is called in to fix the value.
Q. You tbink that would be a better regulation for the Indian ser\ice ~-A. Yes, sir; I think it would be a great deal better.
Q. It would not be so much a matter of financial life or death to the
trader, then, whether a change was made or not ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Is not the result of such a practice in the Army as to post traders
thi:s: That the same post traders stay there all the time ~-A. No, not
neces8arily; for tlte.v sell out. Jake Evans, down at Fort Reno, is the
only one who has held on to his post tradership, that I know of.
By the CHAIRl\IAN :
Q. Why should not a trader continue to hold his place as long as heis efficient in his business and a man of good moral character; why
should he he turned out ?-A.. I do not see any reason for it.
Senator BLAOKBURN. Because they all get rich, and we want to give
the other fellows a chance.
The WITNESS. They are subject to the will of the officers there at
any time.
Senator BLACKBURN. You mean subject to the orders of tbe military
officers "?
The vVITNESS. Yes, sir; if the post trader is not doing right they can
put him out and have his license revoked.
The OH.~tiRJ\IAN. And then there is an arrangement so that he can
get a fair valuation for his property. If it is shop-worn it simply goes
for what it is worth~
The vVITNESS. Yes; that is the case.
The select committee then adjourned until Thursday, May 12,.1887,.
at 9.30 o'clock a. m.
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01'1 Y, KANS.,
11ltursday, 1lfay 12, 1887.
The select committee met at 9.30 o'clock a. m., pursuant to adjournment.
ARKANSAS

TESTIMONY OF FRANK LABADIE, Sr.
FRANK LABADIE,

Sr., llaviug been duly sworn, was interrogated as

f~1llows:

By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Yon were at one time a trader at Osage, were you not ~
Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. You have some Indian blood ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How much of a store did you have there at Osage ~-A.. I did not
run a regular store: I kept a restaurant, and in addition to that I wa.s
<>bliged to keep confectionery, canned fruits, and fancy goods.
Q. It was not a large store ~-A. No, sir; it was a small store.
Q. How long had you had that trader~llip ~ -A. Tile first license I
.got was, I think, in 1884; in 1883 or 1884.
Q. Did you retain that one year or two years ~-A. One year; I only
ran under a license one year.
Q. Did you try to get that license renewed ~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you do towards getting- it renewed "? -A. I made my
application, tiled my bond, and got the agent to approve of it and to
forward it on to Washington for me.
Q. "\Vbo wa~ Commissioner of Indian .Affairs at that time ~-A. I believe the last time it was Commissioner Atkins.
Q. 'vV beLt did you hear from your application ~-A. I never hear<l
from it.
Q. D1d yon receive no answer at all ~-A. . No, sir.
Q. Did you write again about it ¥-A.. Yes, sir; I got i\Ir. David, the
ageut, to write and indorse the letter, and I got l\lr. Hobmson also to
indorse the letter for me.
Q. You mean after you had sent on the bond ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. David was tlle agent~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVho was the agent who indorsed your application ~-A. . Mr. Miles.
Q. There was never any attention paid to it whatever "?-A. None
that I know of. I asked Mr. Miles when lle went to Washington if he
would see the Commissioner and ask him something about it, and I believe Mr. Miles told me that be had said somethiug to tbe UommissionPr
about it, and that they would see into it, or something of that kind;
but I never heard anything more from it.
Q. You never had any communication from the Indian Office at all
in reply to your application for a renewal of your license J? -A. No, sir.
Q. And you were never infor;med by the agent that it would not be
renewed ~-.A. No, sir.
Q. You got no explanation of it iu any way ~-A. I saw Mr. Atkins
last fall when he was at the agency and asked him about it, and he said
he was not aware of my application for a license being there. I told
him that it was; that it had been sent to vVashington, and he said that
whenever he returned to Washington he would attPnd to it, aml if he
should forget or neglect it for me to write and put him in mind of it.
That is the reason I wrote tllis letter and had 1\Ir. DaYid aud .Mr. H.c binson indorse it.
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Q. That was afterwards, and he said when you told h.m that he had'
never known yon had made application ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you do with your little-stock of goods ~-.A. What little·
stock of goods I had left we used up in the restaurant on the table~
that is, the canned fruits, such as we could use.
Q. You think at least you ought to have had some attention paid to,
your application '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you on good term8 with the Indians ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You speak their ianguage '-A. A little.
Q. Did you keep up your restaurant '-A. I have it yet.
Q. You got a permit for that ¥-A. I do not know-not for that. I
do my own work.
Q. I suppose your trade was not large '-A. No, sir.
Q. How much did it amount to ~-A. The Indian trade don't amount
to anything, only at my table, in the trade for the goods; it was more
of a transit trade than anything else. All the trade I have from the
Indians is mostly at my table-my own labor.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was this license of yours a license as an Indian trader ~-A. I
do not recollect; I did not fetch the license with me, but I have it.
"Licensed trader," I believe, is at the head of the licen::;e.
By the CnAIRMAN:
Q. It was one for which you had to give a bond ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
(,J. How much stock did you have on hand when your license expired "?-A. I had very little stock on hand at that time.
Q. Can you give us an idea of what its value was ~-A. I had nostock on hand to amount to anything, except some few canned goods.
I dealt only on a very small scale. I did not consider myself on a footing with Indian traders.
Q. Give us an idea about it if you can.-A. Probably I may have had
$23 or $30 worth of canned goods on hand.
Q. That was all the stock you had on h<1nd ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. You were not interfering at all with the traders ~-A. No, sir ; not
at all. When I made my application it was not my intention to do so,
and it is not yet. I guess the traders can all speak on that point.
Q. The point of your complaint is that no attention was paid to your
application ~-A. Yes, sir; that is what I complain about.

TESTIMONY OF DAVID HAYS.
DAVID llAYS, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:.
By the CnAIRMAN:
uestion. You have been au Indian trader at Darling~on, Ind. T.,
haYe you not ~-Answer. Yes, sir.
(~. That is in the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Reservation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did your license expire in 1885, or did you ha\e to have it renewed
iu 188.3 f-A. Yes, sir ; it expired in 1883.
Q. \Vas it reuewed ~-A. No, sir; not indi\idually, it was not renewed.
Q. Do you kuow ~lr. :\leeks !-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did he come there with a license 1-A. Yes, sir; S1.) he informed
me, that he came there with a license.
Q. Did yon make some arrangement with him to trade ~-A. I did.
Q. 8tate what it was ~-A. I was to pay him a certain sum.
Q. For the use of his license '?-A. \Veil, we had a license jointly.
l\feeks surrendered his indiddnallieense.
Q. And you took a license jointly ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did he put in an~y money ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did he stay there at the store himself~-A. He was there a little
of the time.
Q. What were you to pay .l\fr. Meeks ?-A. The total was at the rate
of $2,000 per annum.
Q. He putting in no money, Lut a license being obtained for Hays &
1tieeks ~-A. Yes, sir.
,
Q. He had an individual license when be came there, as be said~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you pay him anything under that arrangement you made with
him ~-A. Yes, sir; I paid him.
Q. How much money did you pay him ?-A. I paid him about $1,000,
I tllink.
Q. How was it to be paid, in quarterly installments ~-A. It was to
be paid each month; some of it iu advance, and some of it each month.
Q. How much did you pay him down ~-A. I think it was $250 that
I paid him down.
Q. The license was finally canceled, was it not ~-A. No, sir; it was
not canceled to my knowledge. You refer to the Meeks & Hays joint
license¥
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
The WITNESS. No, sir; it is not canceled.
Q. It expired, then ~-A. It expired, and a renewal was refused to
either one of us, or to both of us.
Q. You were to pay him $2,000 for a year's license ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. .And you only made a payment of $1,000 on that~-A. I paid him
$1,000, and then made some other arrangement with him.
Q. Did he assist in the store at all ?-A. For a little while he did;
yes, sir.
Q. And then went away ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~. "\Vhere did he go to ?- . A... He went back home, I understood.
o. He went to his home in Tennessee ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know what town in Tennessee he was from ?-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. From what place did he come ~-A. He came from Sardis, Tenn.
Q. In your negotiations with him did you learn whether he had any
money to put in at all ?-A. Well, from the g-enera] conversation I had
with him I inferred that he had not any.
Q. He never claimed to have any money ~-A. He claimed that he
had the promise of ruoney, but owing to circumstances changing, the
circumstances existing at the time the promise was made, he either
could not get it or there was some doubt about his getting it; I am
not positive which he said.
·
Q. There was no arrangement that he was to pa~- any money at any
time, was there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. "\Yhat was that arrangement ?--At the time tllat we c1tanged tbi,
$2,000 a year arrangement, I sol<l ont to him, and he wa · then to pay
$4,000 cash.
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Q. I do not care to go into that matter as to how yo: t got out of it,
but simply to learn what the arrangement was between ytm at the start.;
how long dit.l you continue under the arrangement to pay him $2,000
for his license ~-A. It was six months, up to the time that we made a
different arran gem en t.
By Senator BLAOKBURN.:
Q. Had you been trading before that time at that place j? -A. I had
not myself, personally.
Q. Had you been interested in a trading store previous to that time~
-A. Yes, sir; I had a store there.
Q. vVith whom "?-A. With Mr. Connell.
Q. When did that business begin ~-A. I believe that began in 1881
or 1882.
Q. Did you continue that bu-s iness, the partnership business of your<
self and Connell, from 1881 or 1882, on untill885,-A, Yes, sir.
Q. It continued until you went in with Mr. Meeks ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Upon what terms did you and Connell do business there from
1881 or 1882 onward; did you and he have a joint license i-A. No,
sir.
Q. Who held the license ~-A. The biggest part of the time Connell
had the license, and the last year we each had a license.
Q. Then what business you did there from 1881 or 1882 on was done
un<ler a license held solely by Connell; that is, until the last year of
your association in business with him, when each of you had a license~
-A. Yes, ~ir.
Q. Did you ever open a store there on your license ~-A. No, sir.
Q. All that business of yours was done under the license that Connell
held individually ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~. Who was Uommissioner of Indian Affairs at the time Connell got
that license under which you did business ~-A. 1\Ir. Price.
Q. Did Connell have any money ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did he ever put a dollar into that business ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Was be not, and bad he not been for some time before that, su,ported by charity; at the time that he got his license from Commissioner Price was he not supported by charity in the town in which you
and he lived ~-A. Well, he had been sick and was not able to do anything or make any money, having a family on hand, and some of his
friends assisted him.
Q. Yourself among the number, is it not so ~-A. Not necessarily,
for I am not speaking of myself.
.
Q. What were the terms on which you and Connell went into partnership; what was he to get and what was he to furnish ~-A. Connell
was to act as a clerk.
Q. He was to act as your clerk and to furnish the. license ?-A. Yes,
sir; and it was so agreed in writing.
·
Q. You bad a written contract with him ~-A. Yes, sir; I bad.
Q. What were you to pay him ~-A. He bad the privilege of taking
out $100 a month from the sales, and one-third of the profits over and
above the expenses and interest on the money.
Q. Was this $100 a month salary to be deducted from his one-third
interest ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you were to furnish all the money or capital ?-A. Yes, sir;
to furnish all the money and be responsible for all transactions. A.ll
. goods were bought in my name exclnsiYely, or were co be bought in my
name.
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Q. Then the nontract between you and OonLell was, th...tt he was to
furnish the license and stay there as a clerk, and you were to give him
one-third of the net profits; you furnishing all the capital, and lle to
have one-third of the net profits, from which was to be deducted $100
a month, which he was authorized to take out of the sales ~-A. Iu regard to his furnishing the license, if I understand you that that was tlle
consideration, it was not exactly it.
Q. Well, bow was it~-A. As far as his furnishing the license wa
coucerued that would not haYe been any consideration. But I was uuuer the impression a.t' that time that for~ a man to have a license to trade
in the Indian Territory be must be there himself and live tllere. .A.fterward.s I found out I was mistaken, and as Connell's intention was, aud
our agreement was, that be should manage tl1e business, as I was running a numl>er of branch houses in that t;tate, oue at Wellington and
•one at Winfield, where I managed the business alone and made that as
a branch house there; ~s he was to manage it under those circumstances
I had the license placed in his name.
Q. Did you g·et the license for him ~-A. I had a good deal to do with
the getting of it.
Q. You helped him to get the license ~-A. Yes, sir; that is, some of
my friends diu it to favor me and help him. I did not do it particularly,
so far as that is concerned, and did not help get it perhaps so much a·
he did.
Q. He was the holder of the license, and your name was not in it
>dtuing those years t.hat you did business with him, JOU furnishing all
the capital and paying him this salary~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You bought all the goods in your own name ~-A. Yes, sir; I did.
After I got into it, to the extent of a bout $70,000, I wanted to have my
name in it, and I then found it was not absolutely necessary for me to
live there. But he refused to ha\e my name put in, and I put my name
in tllen in the renewal license.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Connell refused to allow your name to go in with his in the liceuse1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then did you not make application to Commissioner Price for
.a license, to protect yourself against Uonuell ~-A. Yes~ sir.
Q. And did he not refuse to give it to you ~-..c\. I was so informed.
Q. Were the facts in the case, as to the terms aud conditions upon
which you and Uonnell were dealing, placed before the Commissioner
-of Indian Affairs, Mr. Price~ Did he know that you were furnishing- all
the capital and this man was being paid a salar.v under a written contract between you ~-A. From the report I g-ot in regard to my application I must infer that he knew it; yes, sir.
·
. Q. That business between you aud Connell terminated at what time~
-A. I tllink I took possession in November, 1885.
Q. It ran from 1881 or 1882 up to November, 1885 ?-A. Yes, sir.
t~. \Vho put you in possession ~-A. I just took possession.
Q. H:ulu't :you ma.de application to Commissioner Price to be put in
posses~ion '~-A. Perhaps the deputy United States attorney for Kansas was there in my behalf, and perhaps he is entitled to the main credit
of gettiug· possession.
Q. Did uot Connell take possession of all the g-oods and stock you
had then•, and claim to control it in his· own right, and refuse you po session of it ~-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did you appeal to the courts for it ~-A. There were no courts I
could reach to appeal to.
Q. Did you have any suit with him~ Was there not a suit instituted.
in the court here to determine the question as to whether he had any
interest in that stock of goods ~-A. Oh, yes, sir; there have been se\Teral suits.
Q. And was it not always decided that he had no interest in it ~-A.
The court decided that he was merely a clerk and bad no title or interest in any of the goods, buildings, or property; that it was my personal
property; and since then other cases have been de<;ided in the same way.
But what I meant was, there was no law I could reach to put me in
possession of the property there.
Q. Your only chance of redress was through the Indian Office in
Washington ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you tried to get redress in that way and could not get it
under Commissioner Price ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did you come out of that partnership arrangement between
you and Connell that ran from 18:;1 or 1882 down to 1885 ~ Did you
make money out of that venture ~-A. No, sir.
Q. How much did you lose ~-A. I know about the amount of business done there, and I know about the profits made there, and as near as I
can estimate I suppo. e my loss could Ilot be much less than $100,000.
Q. UnderthatUonnellpartnership~-A. Yes, sir. Iknowtheamount
of goods I purchased, and I know the amount of profits made there and
what the expenses were, and I know that my loss must have been at
least $100,000.
Q. That was not on account of lack of trade ~-A. No, sir; the trade
was enormous and the profits were enormous. The profits on hides
were equally as great as on merchandise, and for several years the trade
amounted to the neighborhood of $100,000. There were very few goods
old at less than 50 per cent. profit, and from that up to 100 per cent.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. But you did not get it~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Did you make complaint to the Office of Indian Affairs under thisAdministration-I mean since the spring of 1885-and ask that you be
given possession of the books which had been denied to you by Connell ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did they give them to you~ Did General Atkins or General Upshaw put you in possession of the books of the firm ~-A. Each one
.,aid they would, and General Atkins finally gave me a written order
for the books to be turned over to me.· But the Department has still
got them, and I am still wanting them.
Q. 'rhe Department has them now ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. They took them away from Connell, did they ~-A. Yes, sir. If
you wish, I will explain that matter to you.
Q. I think you had better do so.-A. After a stormy time in getting
possession of the goods that were there in the building, when I came in
the morning into the store (this was after I bad gotten possession), the
safe and everything I found had been ransacked and the books were
gone, and I was informed that Connell had got in there in the morning
before I came and had gone through the safe, and so on, aud carrieu off
the books.
Previous to that time I was in Washington, in July, 1885, I think it
wa , when Commissioner Atkins was absent ~-.nd General Upshaw was

INDIA~

TRADERSIIIPS.

41I

acting Oommissionel'. I explained to the genera.! my relatior.s with
Connell, the difficulties I had bad with him, and showed him the papers,
contracts, &c. General Upshaw appeared to take great interest in it,
and seemed to be anxious to do all he could for me, and he went and
examined the contract very closely, and had his attorney, the attorney
belonging to the Department, examine it, and expressed the opinion
that there was no que~tion about it and that all that property was
mine. He also gave me some advice in regard to getting pos~essiou
of it, and said if I did not get possession to let h1m know and be.
would put me in possession.
Then after Connell took these books away I went to Washington
again, and again took the papers, &c., and laid them before Commissioner Atkins, who investigated them and came to the same conclusion, that tllese books were my personal property solely, and gave
me an order to the agent, or the then acting agent, Captain Lee.
I went there and presented this order to Captain J..~ee, that Connell
should turn over those books to me, and when I pre~ented the order to
him l1e became indignant to tltink tltat a civilian should be the hearer
of nn official order to him, and tbe result was tha,t he. received the
books of Connell antl kept them and said he would commuukate furt her with the Department.
AIJont this time, however, Connell and I had an agreement, as a com p!'Omise, that. the books should remain tllere with the agent until a certain time. This was in January, I tliink, and we agreed that the books
should remain with the agent un til May, an.cl WM should both try and
:e t~ what we could collect, urge all tlle collections we could, and Captain Lee appointed his chief clerk as treasurer to receive all moneys eollecteu, and it was agreed that the money should be turned over to him.
'rhere was no objection to this by Connell. It was also agreed that on
the 1st of May he shoulu selPct a man, and I should select a man, who
should then arbitrate a fiual settlement between us. We both agreed
to that. It was provided that if those two persons who were selected
coul1 l not agree, then they should 8elect a third man to decide it; not in
regal'd to the questiOn of the books, but in regard to what he might owe
me or I owe him.
However, Uonnell never appointed or selected a man to act on his behalf, and I could not get him to appoint one. The agent down there
urgerl. him to do so, but be never could get him to make the appointment. We came up there in the office frequently, and tried to get him
to carry out the compromise, but each time he had some excuse, that be
wanted to get off a telegraphic dispatch, or something of the kind, and
so nothiug has been done, and the books are still there in the office, and
I am still appealing for them.
"
Q. In whose custody are the books at present ~-A. They are in the
custody of the agent at Dar·liugton. I am informed by attorneys that
there is no law by which you can reach them there. I brought suit
ag·ainRt Connell for a settlement, but on account of an error that the·
..~heriff' made in serving tlle papers (b.e dated them wrong) why he fought
tht"' case, and beat the case.
Q. Did l\leeks take any ad vantage of you, or swindle or rob you, in
J·onr dealings with him, whilst you were in pa.rtnership )~-A. No, sir.
Q. 'fhen the difference in your experience with Meeks and Connell
w-as about this, W<lS it not, that Connell did rob you and 1\Ieeks did
not ?-A. \Veil, I do not mean to convey the ioea that I approve the
management l>y the Indian Department of Indian traders; the facti.
I do not approYe of it.
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Q. I think it might be better in very many respects.-A. I did uot
approve of it at all; but if I must be frank and honest about it, why
Meeks was my savior.
By the CHAIRMAN·:
Q. You were in Washington in July ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVas it in July, 1885, or in July, 1886, when you had this talk about
the books; was it last July, or a year ago last July ~-A. Do you mean
the last talk l had about the books~ That was in December, 1886.
Q. But you said you were there anrl had an interview with General
Upshaw ~-A. Yes, sir; that was in 1885.
Q. When did your arrangement with Meeks begin ~-A. It began in
November, 1885.
Q. Had your arrangement with J.\tleeks commenced at the time you
were talking with General Upshaw and with Commissioner Atkin ~
about being put in possession of the books ~-A. The arrangement had
not commenced at the time I had the talk with General Upshaw, but it
had COH1menced at the time when I had the talk with Commissioner At.kins.
Q. Did either General Upshaw or Comwissioner Atkins ever know of
the arrangem~nt which you had made with Meeks, so far as you know;
.did you tell them f-A. No, ~ir.
Q. This controversy about the books was not concluded at Washington until after Meeks was in with you, was it~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did they or not, either of them, ask you what your arrangement
with Meeks was~-A. No, Rir.
Q. Do you know whether tl.H'Y ever learned the nature of the bargain
whiCh you had made with Meeks ;?-A. Yes, sir; they did learn in re.g a.ru to it.
Q. When ~-A. I think it was in July, 1886.
Q. II ow did they learn it ~--A. Meeks informed them of it himself.
Q. Did they communicate with him and ask him about it f-A. They
:req nested the agent to a~o~k him.
Q. Who was the agent ~-A. Captain Lee, of the United States
A..rmy, was the acting agent.
Q. What was the nature of that order, do you remember ~-A. As
near as I can remember, the telegram to Captain Lee stated that serious
insinuations had been made to the Senate committee that Meeks had
m~ed his license to obtain a clerkship from Bays. And it said that
"You will use all legitimate means to ascertain the fact, ,and if it i
found to be so, immediate action will be bad, or taken, in regard to it.''
Tbat is about the substance of it. Captain Lf!e came to me and showed
it to me aud\vanted to know what I had to say. I told him, judging·
from tbat dispatch, that I was not the one to be inv~stigated, but that
it was Meeks; that be might go and see Meeks or I would see him
again. l\Ieeks was right there, and told him all about the arrange.ment; that he had a written contract, and was ready to produce it
whenever he wished to see it; that he considered his transactions were
perfectly legitimate, and that he never aimed to sell anything; and he
did produce the contract, and Captain Lee informed me that be so reported to the Department.
Q. And he forwarded the contract to the Department f-A. He either
forwarded it or reported the substance of it. The contract of itself
was so drawn up (and it was dictated by l\leeks; I had nothing to say
about it) that it made it a public thing of itself. The conditions were
that I was to pay him so much, and that I must buy all goods in my
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own nan1e and infol'm tlle parties tllat he was not respons-ible, aml that
I must also inform the clerks that I alone was responsible for their
wages~ and tllat lle was not responsible to them.
Q. \Vllat time was this investigation made ~-A. I think it was in July,
]886.
Q. When did the license expire ~-A. The license expired in December; I think it. was the 17th of December. In Septembet·l was informed
by the Department that owing to the manner in which I had managed
my affairs in the Indian Territory no license would be granted either to
me or to Mr. l\Ieeks under any circumstances.
Q. You mean after the expiration of your license ~-A. Yes, sir ; and
that they were in hopes I would vacate as speedily as possible. That
waR the substance of it.
Q. About when was it that a change in the arrangement between.
you and Meeks was made ?-A. I think it was either in May or June~
Q. Wtw took your place; did you sell out to anyone,-A. Yes, sir~.
Q. To whom ~-A. The licenae is in the name of Settle & Calu well.
Q. You sold out to tllem ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, in regard to this Connell controversy. He claimed that he
waiS a partner and as much entitled to the possession of the books and
goods as you were, did he not ~-A. He never made any such statement.
The substance of his statement was that a good many people in the
Indian Territory ha\e vast wealth avd own a great deal of property,.
<1Ud yet could not control it or get possession of it. I do not know that
he ever claimed it in that way. If he made any pretext why he claimed
it, it wonl<l be about on the style, as near as I can remember, tllat in
the Indian Territory there were a good many people who had considerable money invested anc.l yet could not claim ownership or get possession.
Q. He claimed a right to the goods ?-A. He had me infer, from that
kiud of consideration, that he could take the right.
Q. He was in possession, and you had hard work to get him out ~
.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Then he carried off the books under some claim of right ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. vVhat was his claim of right to the books; you have been in
court; what did he assign in court as the reason why he was entitled
to the goods and the books ~-A. I do not remember that he ever made
any statement of any special claims.
Q. Did he write letters to the Indian Office on the subject, so far as.
you know ~-A. Not that I know of.
Q. You do not know whether he did. or not ~-A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. When were the cattle leases revoked in that Territory ~-A. I belieYe it was in June, 1S85.
Q. The cattle leases were not in operation, then, during.your last years
of trade ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Has that cut down the amount of trade at that agency ?-A. Oh,
yes, sir; it has cut it uown considerably.
Q. What is the amount of trade there now as compared with the
amount of trade there was there before the cattle leases were rmroked ~
A. I can only say from my own experience-Q. You were tllere for some time afterwards, I understand ?-A. Yes,
sir. When I was prepared for business there, and carried a stock, my
business ran at the rate of about $50,000 a year, though of course it did
not run to anything like that amount for the last year, for I was not
prepared for it.
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Q. Do rou mean before or since the leases were revoked~ ··1\. Siu~
the leases were revoked. I do not mean that I did that, but when I
·was prepared with stock [ did business at that rate.
Q. I do not know whether yon can answer my inquiry or not, but
what I want to ascertain is how much diminution of trade there was at
the agency, taking all the stores growing out cf the revocation of the
.cattle leases, how much did that cut it down ~-A. I think the trade
ran in the neighborhood of $250,000 a year, that is before the leases ran
.out, during the time of the leases.
Q. How much has it amounted to since ~-A. I think the trade has
dropped off $150,000.
Q. So that the trade there now is not over $100,000 ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Do the Indians trade at the agency now to the extent they formerly dill ??-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Don't they go up to Caldwell a good deal to trade ~-A. I do not
think their trade there amounts to anything to speak of.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. After these cattle leases were revoked, did you not have some
goods on hand, no longer adapted to trade there, that you shipped
off~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. A part of your stock had evidently been laid in with a view for
that trade which was lost upon the revocation of the cattle leases ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And that part of your goods you shipped away, they being no
lon~·er marketable there ·~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vas it or not a fact that you had made another arrangement with
Meeks by which you were to sell out to him, and that you were invoicing, or in the act of invoicing, your goods to make that transfer at the
time that the agent, Captain Lee, came in with this telegraphic order
to iuqniro into the way in which :1\-feeks was using his license; is it
not a fact tllat you had made a different arrangement with Meeks by
which he was to tal\ e, as purchaser, a part at least of your stock off
your hands, and were yon not in the act of invoicing the goods at the
time when Captain Lee, the agent, came in with this telegraphic order
to inquire into the methods :~\-leeks was employing and the way he was
using his license ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that not in July ?-A. I think it was in the first part of July
or the latter part of J uue.
Q. Was his license revoked then ?-A. No, sir; because his license
was joined with mine.
Q. It was a joint license, then; it was originally in his own name,
and a joint license for him and you was substituted after yon had gone
into this agreement ~-A. Yes, sir; it was not revoked, but he was informed tbat it would not be renewed.
Q. He was notified that it would not be renewed ~-A. Yes, sir; either
individually or jointl:v.
·
Q. That there would be no more licenses granted to him or to you, or
to either of yon1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is it or not a fact that t,he extension given to you to do business in
that Territory was granted you by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
for the purpose of enabling yon to get out with as little loss as possible
with the goods that were left there on your hands~
The Wa'NESS. The extension ~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
The Crr.A.IRMAN. "'\Vhat extension?
Senator BLACKBURN. The extension of his license, the l\feeks license.
[To the witness.] When did your license run out~
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The WITNESS. On the 17th of December, 1886.
Q. When <lid you quit there ~-A. I quit there-I think it was the
1st of February.
Q. It was extended, then, from December 17 up to February ~-A.
Yes, sir; I had an extension for that time.
Q. For what purpose was that extension given to you 1-A. For the
purpose of enabling me to sell off more of my goods.
Q. Was Meeks included in that extension, or just yourself f-A. Just
myself.
Q. Meeks got no extension ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did Meeks have anything to do with the store after that fall~
A. Meeks had nothing to do with the store ; all connection between us
was stopped when the sale took place. Meeks obligated himself in
writing (there was a contract drawn up) to buy the stock and did buy
it, and the conditions of sale, &c., were set forth, and also that he was to
receive nothing more out of the store, no wages or anything-in fact, it
did away with the other contract entirely. And when Meeks failed to
comply with his part of the contract, of course he bad no further inter-

est.
Q. What was the reason he failed; because he could not get any
license ~-A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. The Department refused to license him any more ~-A. Yes, sir.
Nothing was said in our agreement about his license; still, at the same
t ime he could not use his goods without having a license.
Q. You knew he could not make good his contract with you if he1
failed to get a license ~-A. Not without a total loss.
Q. And from that time he hau nothing more to do with the store ~A. . .:No, sir.
Q. Aud you were allowed to re•nain there until February to get rid
of as much of your goods as you could ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who was the acting agent down there then; Captain Lee ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Diu Captain Lte make a report in answer to that telegram ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. vVho succeede<l Captain Lee as agent there ~-A. Mr. G. B. Williams, of New York.
Q. Do you kuow whether Captain Lee, or 1\fr. Williams acting as
agent, reported to tile Indian Office that it appeared that Meeks had
not done any intentional wrong, or made any report at all favorable to
1\Ieeks ~-A. I did not ~ee the report.
Q. What did you un<lerstand, if anything, about that ~-A. I understood that Captain Lee reported the facts, and in ad<lition did report
that Meeks did not think he was doing any wrong, and state<l some explanations that Meeks made why he entered into that sort of an arrangement.
Q. And yet. after that report was made, the Commissioner of Intlian
Affairs notified you and Meeks that neither of you could have any renewal of license ~-A. Yes, sir.
By the Crr.A.IRl\I.AN:
Q. Did you lmow that .l\Jeeks was a personal frie.lHl of Commissioner
Atkins when yon made this arrangement with him ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. lie claim~~l to be his personal friend, did he~-...\... Yes, sir.
Q. Did he state in what particular the friendship consisted ~-A. Yes,
sir ; he stated that his family had been Commissioner Atkins's friend
tor.the last twenty-five ;years.
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TESTIMONY OF GEORGE S. HARTLEY (recalled).
GEORGE S. HARTLEY was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. I understand that you desire to correct a statement made
by you yesterday. You may make any correction in your testimony
that you desire.-Answer. In my direct testimony before the committee, given yesterday, I am told by my friends-and I recall it, too-that
I stated there was no streams that became past fording between the
agency stores and the stores in the country. I remember now that
there is a stream right close to the agency, which I did not then have
in my mind, Clear Creek and Bird Creek, which form a junction right
at the agency, and they sometimes get beyond fording; and the same
stream, Bird Cr-eek, surrounds the agency and has to be crossed in
going to the Hominy Creek store; consequently, when it is past fording ·
at one place it is at another.
Q. I understood Mr. Branham to state that the stream~ between Gray
Horse and the agency had not been impassable during this last year~
A. Yes, sir; that is so, but occasionally they do rise to such an extent
as to make them impassable.
TESTIMONY OF FRANK P. SCHIFFBAUER (recalled).
FRANK P. SCHIFFBAUER was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Please state to the committee in what condition you found
your brotller this morning.-Answer. He is no better; he is still quite
sick.
Q. Is he yet confined to his bed ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVas he able to get any sleep during the night ~-A. Very little,
not ov-er a half or three-quarters of an hour during the whole night.
Q. He is not then in any condition to testify to-day ~-A. No, sir; not
thi · morning.
Q. Were you financially interested with him in his tradership business ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What have been the financial relations between you and your
brother ~-A. Since we have been away from home we have had everything in common; we know nothing of individual property; it all belong8 to Schiffbauer Brothers, and what belongs to one belongs to ·
both.
Q. And that same arrangement applies to the goods owned in the
Tenitory and your business here ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you know that there was any order or regulation that a trader
must make affidavit that no one was interested with him in his business
as an Indian trader ¥-A. I knew that used to be the case years ago. I
was in the business in the Territory away back from 1875 to 1877, and I
knew at that time it was a regulation. But since that time, coming out
of the Territory in 1877, I paid no attention to it, and did not know
whether it was a regulation still in force or not.
Q. Is it not true tllat that regulation haJ fallen into "innocuous
desuetude" until recently, so that it was not regarded by your brother
as being in force while he was tbere until just before lle closed busi-
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·ness '-A. I have been s informed~ but I have not paid any attention
to the law particularly.
Q. Having then some personal interest in the matter, do you know
.anything about the sale of your brother's interest in the partnership at
the Osage Agency-not at Gray Horse but at Osage ; do you know
anything about it personally ~-A. I do; I was present and helped to
make the transfer.
Q. Do you know whether your brother had cash offers to sell from
other parties be~ides Mr. Brenner~-A. Yes, sir; he had.
Q. From whom ~-A. From one gentleman who was a physician at
theageiJcy, Dr. Dodson, and from another gentleman, Mr. Simms. Simms
wanted to make the purchase, and I believe the sale was to be made to
him and a brother of the former trader there, Mr. Hamilton, jointly.
You ask me if I knew that he had offers of cash sales; is that the question~

Q. I mean cash sales or any sales ; what other offers had he at that
This sale to Meeks & Hamilton, as I understood, was to be
.a cash sale if made. The sale to Dr. Dodson, if made, I understood was
to be a part on time.
Q. And at full prices for the goods ~-A. Yes, sir ; at cost and carriage, and the buildings at cost.
Q. Do you know how much the buildings at the agency cost ~-.A..
I know, but I have really forgotten. It seems to me the original buildings and improvements there were $2,200, or something like that.
Q. What did they sell at when they were disposed of to Brenner¥
-A. The buildings, corrals, and the first improveme.n ts went at 15
per cent. less t1.an cost. There was a cellar built immediately back of
the store, adjoining it, covered over, and some other improvements, I
forget what, that went at actual cost without a discount. Some $150,
I believe, was the cost of these improvements that went at actual cost;
but the improvements proper went at 15 per cent. less than cost.
Q. What did Brenner get the goods for; at what rate~ - A. The understanding was that we added 15 per cent. to the original cost to
cover transportation.
Q. You took the invoices and made that computation ~-A. Yes, sir.
I was going to state that when we had received goods we added 15
per cent. to invoice prices for cost of transportation. He was to take
the goods marked at cost, less 15 per cent., which would leave the original cost of them, which was the price he was to pay.
Q. Was the bargain concluded at that figure ~-A. Yes, sir; with
this exception, which came about in this way: When I went down
there Mr. Branham was running the Osage store and had in his employ
Mr. Florer and Mr. Finney as clerks. Florer had gone through the
stock and straightened it all up, counted and marked it; and had taken
it down on slips, virtually had taken the invoice, and Sheddan had
copied it. When Brenner came there, which was, I think, the next da,y
or the day following, we told him what liad been done; that I was not
present, neither was my brother; that it had been done by Florer, who we
thought was a disinterested party, and we asked him if it was satisfacton.,. to him to take that invoice as it was taken. He said he would
look it through, that he did not see any particular objection to that,
and thought he would take it. He began going through the stock and
he found a few things that were marked more than they ought to cost, I
believe, one or two things where some mistake was made in it, and he
conelnded he would have to go through the stock agaiu, and the gentleman whom he hired as his b~okkeeper, Mr. Reome, I believe, and
tim~ ~-A.
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myself, Brenner, and Ha1tley ran thr~ugh the stock a second time~ anc~
that invoice fell considerably short of the inroice taken by Florer.
Q. How much short did it fall ~-A. My recollection is some $500.
I will not be positive as to the exact amount, lJnt it was somewhere in.
that neighborhood. I was dissatisfied with it, and told him I did not
think we had gone through that stock in any way which made it proper
to make a transfer on, and I preferred going through it again and doing
the thing right. l\Ir. Branham and Mr. Brenner went up stairs to l\lr.
Branham's room and they had a consultation, and when they came back
Branham sain he did not have time to stay there and retake that invoice; that he had to go to Gray Horse and have the transfer made
there and go to doing business, and that he was going to let the thing
go. I found if Branham sold out to Brenner, the best thing we could
do was to let ours go too, and we took the last invoice of Brenner's.
Q. Which was some $500 short of the first invoice ~-A. Yes, sir;
and the sale was made ou the basis of Eastern cost.
Q. The basis the invoice was to be taken on was original cost of
goods, practically, was it not ~-A.. Yes, sir; it amounted to that. It
was to be taken at cost figures, and the 15 per cent. deducted wl.Jich
had been added for transportation, which would lea\e them invoice
figures.
Q. And if the first inventory was mainly correct, the sale really went
at $500 less than that ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember the exact language which Mr. Branham used
when. he said be wa-s going to sell ~-A. My recollection is that the
language was about as I stated; that he had to go out to Gray Horse
and get the transfer made there and go to doing business, and he had
concluded to take Brenner's invoice.
Q. Your brother and yourself had something to say about it, did you
not~-A.. My brother was back at Gray Horse at that time.
Q. And you represented him ~-A. Yes, sir; I remained at the agency
to close up that business.
Q. You had something to say about it. Wh::tt clid you assent to that
reduction of $500 for ~-A. I bad told Mr. Branham I was dissatisfied
with it and desired to retake it again; that if there was only that
amount I would take it, but if there was $500 more I wanted it; that
I bad reason to believe that Florer had taken it properly, and could not
see why he should want to take it any other way, and I believed that
the amount of goocls was there that he had on his invoice.
Q. Why didn't you make a stand for it and demand it ~-A. When
Branham sold out and said he was going away and was going to take
that, I did not see where I could gain anything by it.
Q. Was that a thorough in,·oice that you and Brenner took~-A. No,
sir; I did nQt consider it so. We went through a stock of goods that
invoiced something over $4,000 in something less than half a day.
Q. Why didn't your brother, and you in conjunction with him, accept these offers for coGt and carriage for your interest there which were
made, as I understand it, by other parties ~-A. The offer of Dr. Dod&on was made after we went to the agency to transfer the stock from
Branham & Schiffbauer to Brenner, and it was contingent upon his se·
curing the license. Ho telegraphed the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
and receivecl word back that he could get a license. At tllat time we
went to Branham and told him the circumstances anfl what the offer
was, and I forget just 3xactly what his objection to Dodson was at that
time; I do not recall to mind just now what it was. In relation to
Simms, when we spolB to Branham about that, Branham said. "Well,
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that just means Jiamilton, and I do not propose to go out to Gray Horse
and do busmess and have to :tight Hamilton here."
Q. Why did he say that; what was the trouble with Hamilton ~-A.
I do not know except that he was a pretty good Indian trader.
Q. Be was known to be a good Indian trader, was he ~-A. He had
that reputation.
Q. Be was an energetic and pushing man ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You do not remember what the objection was to taking Dodson's
ofl'er~-A. I cannot call it to mind just now; no, sir.
Q. Do you know anything ~bout the transfer out to Gray Horse~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did that go off~-A. Well, after we had concluded to take
the offer of Brenner, or that invoice at Osage, then half an hour after
that Branham and I got into a buggy and drove out to Gray Horse
that evening. Branham had said that he would take all the goods that
were out there, that were salable, at cost. He said he had not made
up his mind exactly as to what he would do about the building.
We went to Gray Horse and the next day began invoicing, and we
invoiced. all the best goods, the most salable goods, such as groceries,
flour, and everything of that kind; that was taken at market prices.
As to the dry good~, a large proportion of them he would find objections
to, and as to a goorl many things he said he did not want them at
all. In regard to other things he would just simply say, '~I will give
yon so much for ~·our share of that," and we generally took it.
Q. Did you let him have them at jnst what he wanted them for ~-A..
In most every instance we did. We soon found out there was no use in
raising any objection, as it was that or nothing.
Q. What was the final result ~-A. The final result was that we came
out of there with a lot of goods on our hands which we left there mainly,
and the most of them are there now. He said if he sold his half of
them he would sell our half and give us what they brought, and we left
them there, and they are there yet. I have a memorandum. of the goods
which are there.
Q. What do they amount to in value ~-A. I forget what they do
amount to; I suppose some four or five hundred dollars all told.
Q. Those are the goods that he would not take at any price ~-A.
Yes, sir. He said, "I own half of these goods, an.d I feel that that is as
much as I can afford to put on them, and when I sell my half if I can
sell yours I will do it."
Q. You did not think it was a fair price that he was offering at all~
A. No, sir; in fact,, in regard to some of the goods, he would not offer
any price at all. IIe said that he felt that the IDOJley he had in there was
all that he could afford to put in that class of gooas. We found that any
protest on our part would not cut any figure. I knew there was to be a.
discount off on the invoice as we went along, and some things were
worn out and we cut them down very close. I would ask him whether
a certain thing wa8 net, or whether there was 15, 10, or 5 per cent. commg off of it, and be said no, any prices we made as we went along went
at that rate. He became indignant and said my sarcasm didn't affec~
nim at all. I told him I was glad of that; that I did not mean any sar.casm, but I wanted to understand as we went along, and my sole aim
was not to owe the concern anything when we got done.
Q. What price was put on the buildings ~-A. The buildings wer'~
erected first by Finney, Schiffbauer & Co., and cost them some $2,800.
When the transfer was made from Finney, Schiffbauer & Co. to Bran.
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ham & Schiffbauer they were invoiced at $2,800. In this transfer
Branham said, "I will give $725 for your interest in the building."
Q. That was cutting off' $350 from what it had been appraised at~
A.. For that year's use, and they were cut down a thousand dollars for
the first year's use.
Q. Did you accept that willingly ~-A. Oh, yes, sir.
Q. Your testimony is being recorded and is going to be printed, but
no one who reads the reeord will observe the smile with which you make
that statement. Therefore I will ask you if you really mean that you
accepted that offer willingly ~-A. No, sit, I did not; and I did not mean
to say that. I remarked to him that I thought those buildings were
worth what they cost the firm. I will state further that the buildings
consisted of a store building and residence. My brother remained in
charge at Gray Horse and used the residence a" a dwelling, and the
firm charged him $125 for the use of that building for a year.
Q. Had there been any depreciation of the buildings during the year~
-A. That is a bard question to answer. That was the only building
there.
Q. I mean all those buildings; had they depreciated any during the
year, apparently ~-A. No, sir; only from the natural use they were
put to.
Q. Had any improvements been put on them during the year~-A.
Very little, if anything. I think there were some changes made in the
corrals, or perhaps a corn-crib built or something. I believe the impro\ements were invoiced at cost; I think they were. It was a small
item anyway, of about $30, I believe.
Q. Do you know anything of the arrangement by whi t·h Mr. Branham
was to receive $2,000 per annum out of the profits of the business before the profits were divided ~-A. I know the statement my brother
made to me•of that matter when be returned from Washington, where
be had gone with Branham to secure the license.
Q. What did your brother say it was ~-A. I know what was said
and done.
Senator BLACKBURN. I want the record to show here that I made
the ~mggestion that, as we are still taking testimony in this city, where
the witness's brother is living, and as we hope that he may be able to
gi-ve his own testimony before the committee yet, I think it is better
to have his statement of the matter than to take the statement of his
brother.
The OH.A.IRM.A.N. I will aecede to that suggestion. If the witness's
brother improves in health aml is able to come before us, I would very
much prefer to ask hig:t abouf, it. But I will state here that I went
down this morning to Mr. Schiffbauer's to ascertain his exact. condition,
and I find that be is in no condition wbatever to testify-. However, I will
postpone asking the question until just before the committee leaves this
city, hoping that we may be able to get the witness's brother to testi:(y
on this subject.
The WITNESS. I ·can answer directly as to what the arrangements
were ai, the closing of the business.
The CHAIRMAN. Were you there then~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir ; I was there.
· Q. What arrangements were there in that respect at the closing of
the businesc ~-A. At the fjime this invoice was about completed, I was
over at my brother's hou,se copying the invoice. Mr. Branham came
there and wanted o see my brother, and they together went out, and
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the question was asked IDJ' brother" Where do you want this $:.1,000 to
come from; out of this invoice or out of the first payment~"
Q. Is this something that your brother told you or did you hear it
:yourself~-A. That was the talk out there at that time, and the same
conversation was repeated afterwards in my presence.
Q. Very well, state what you heard .-A. rrhe talk that I heard was
that Branham wanted the $2,000 out of the concern money, and my
brother had told him that he did not think he was entitled to it. He
asked him the question if he thought he was entitled to it, and he said
he certainly was. My.brother said, •' 1 do not think so." The answer
was, "That is neither here nor there; all I want you to say IS wiJether
this shall come out of the invoice or out of the first payment."
Q. What was replied to that ~-A. My reply was that it would not
come from either place with any consent of mine.
Q. What did Branham say to that ~-A. He said he should have it
anyway.
Q. Was there ever any account stated to see what the profits had
been during that year of business there~ You took an invoice of goods
to sell out at Gray llorse.-A. Yes, sir; the final wind-up showed that
t he concern bad made about $5,900. This $2,000 was not considered
in that showing.
'
Q. Taking that out it would be $3,900 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that out of this profit yon and your brother, if there was $4,000,
would get $2,000, and Branham would get $4,000; that is the practical
result of it, as I understand it ~-A. Yes, sir; that is the amount of it.
Q. In the course of this conversation with Branham di<). yon tell him
what you would give him if he would sell out. to you ~-A. Yes, sir;
that was repeatedly brought up during the invoicing of the stock. He
would say, ''If you were buying these goods you would not want to
give any more for them tllan I am offering you." I made the suggestion,
and so did my brother once or twice or ottener, that if he, Branham,
would put us in his place, or insure us a license, we would take the
goods at cost and carriage and add 25 per cent. to it.
Q. And would. you ha\7 e been willing to do that ~ -A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is there anything else you desire to state to the committee ~-A..
No, sir; not that I know of at this time.
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Branham about his ability to keep other traders out from Gray llorsc ~-A. No, sir; I did not
myself.
Q. You were not there personally during that period ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. What. was the style of the :firm in which you aud your brother
were interested at Gray Horse before Branham came in ~-A. Finney~
Schiffbauer & Uo.
Q. You bad the same interest then with your brother that you have
had ever since ¥-A. Yes, .sir; we have had the same interest since 1865.
Q. The firm of Finney, Schiffbauer & Co. put up those buildings~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. At what cost did you say ¥-A. About $2,800; I am not quite certain that that was the amount.
Q. Bow long did tha.t firm continue ¥-A. A little over a year. Their
license expired in October, 1885, but tht>y did business until Branham &
Schiffbauer succeeded them. and their license was dated December 16,
1885.
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Q. So that it was a little ov-er a year ~-A. Yes, sir; a littLe over a.
ye~tr.

Q. And the firm of Finney. Schiffbauer & Co. put up those buildings
at a cost of $2,800 and used them a feaction over a year ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the firm of Branham & Schiffbauer became the purchasers,
aud there was a cut made on those buildings from twenty-eight hundred
to eighteen hundred ?-A. Yes. sir.
Q. Did you make any complaint of that ~-A. Ye~, sir.
(.-l. When you boug-ht them from the firm of Finney, Schiffbauer &
Co. for Branham & Sclli:ffbauer you objected to that reduction ~-A.
Yes. sir; I said it was not fair to the selling parties.
Q. You had a one-third interest in selling and a one-half interest in
buying~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And they were cut $1,000 for one year's use,-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And then, after they were used a year longer, Branham became a
purchaser from Branham & Schiffbauer and they were only cut from
eighteen hundred to fourteen hundred and fifty, which was a cut of
$350 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you think that was as heavy a cut for the second year's use as
$1,000, three times that amount nearly, had been for the first year's
use~-A. It does not average as much.
Q. It just lacks two-thirds of it. Now, about this $2,000. You say
your brother was not satisfied when Branham put you and him out;
that your brother was not satisfied to pay that amount, and said he
did not think it ought to be done ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is it or not a fact that after your brother became sa.ti.:-;fied as to
what the profits of the store had been that he expresRed his satisfaction and willingness that that $2,000 should be paid ~-A. Never to me;
on the contrary, he objected to it..
Q. I ask you frankly, because Mr. Branham has testified that such
was the fact.-A. My brother never stated that to me and never did to
Mr. Branham in my presence.
Q. Did you, or your brother to your knowledge, bring to the attention of the Indian Office any of these matters which you now complain
of in the settlement that you had with Branham ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You do not know that the Indian Commissioner or the Indian Office ever did know, or know yet, anything about the conduct of Branham in any of these matters of which you complain ~-A. I have only
Mr. Branham's word for that. He told us that the Commissioner knew
all about it, that is about the $2,000 business.
Q. No, no; I am talking about the cut on the buildings and the
prices at which he took the goods, and the refusal to take part of them
at all.-A. No, sir; I do not know that the office knows anything abont
that.
·
Q. So far as you know that was a private matter between yourself,
your brother, and Mr. Branham~ -A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you or your brother make any complaint to the Indian Office
a bout being badly treated by Branham in regard to the matter of prices
put ou goods, or his refusal to take any portion of them ~-A. No, sir;
we have not as yet.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. At whose instance was a cut of $1,000 made wben Branham &
Schiffbauer boug-ht out Finney, Schiffbauer & Co. ¥-.A. It was at the
instance of Mr. Branham.
Q. Yon got cut, then, at both ends ~-.A.. Yes, sir.
0

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

423

By Senator BLACKBuRN:
Q. In reference to the invoicing of your stock-did Branham make the
.s ale to Brt3nner, or did your brother make it, or did you ma1ke it; wbo

made the trade ~-A. Branham made the trade originally; but my
brother was down there, and they told him what the offer was and he
sent for me to come down.
Q. Before he acted ~-A. Yes, sir; and we consulted in regard to the
matter over there, and made up our minds that perhaps that was the
best we could do, and that we bad better accede to it and 1ake it.
Q. It was after tllat that this Dr. Dodson made a proposition to buy,
was it noL ?-A. It was after tllat before be foun<l he could get a license.
He had made a propo ~ itiou prior to tuat time'.
Q. And he found afterwards that he could get a license Y-A. Yes,
sir; but at that time we had accepted the proposition of Brenner.
Q. The proposition that Dr. Dodson made to you was a better proposition than the one Brenner made, was it~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you at any time think of accepting Dr. Dodson's proposition~A. Yes, sir.
~
Q. You did contemplate its acceptance~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Wby did you not take Dr. Dodson's proposition ~-A. Because we
had not any assurance that he could secure a license, and Branham was
~roweling us to close the business up, so that be could get out to Gray
Horse and get the bm,.iness there straightened out.
Q. When Dr. Dodson found that he could get a license, why didn't
you take his proposition then, if it was a better one ¥-A. One reason
was that Branham refused to go intq the arrangement, and another
reason was, as I stated, that I think we had accepted Brenner's propotion.
Q. Did Dr. Dodson ever back out or decline to make good his proposition ~-A. Not to my knowledge.
Q. You had no trouble of that sort ~-A. No, sir. He never declined
to carry out his proposition to me, and if he did to my brother I never
heard of it.
Q. Yon told Brenner that you were willing to take the invoice as
made by Florer~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And Brenner did not want to do that ~-A. He said he would see
about it; that be would go through the stock some.
Q. l understood you to say that when be undertook to go through
the stock he did find tbat some mistakes had been made in the Florer
invoice ~-A. Yes, sir. Do you want me to state what the mistakes
were 1 ,
Q. If you want to.-A. My recollection is that one thing he objected
to was S()me hose that were marked to cost 12~ cents, and which he said
he could buy at 40 to 60 cents a dozen. The~ were claimed to come in
bundles, but. had been put in a box in which hosiery came which had
cost a great deal more than those that were in the box. That was one
item. Another waa an Indian fan marked to cost $1.15, which he
claimed he could buy for a great deal less money, and Branham, I believe, finally convinced him that he could not. And there was one shirt
in tbe clothing department marked to cost a dollar and something
which should not have cost over 15 cents; it was a mistake. The whole
business did not amount to $5-the mistakes lle fuund and pointed out
to us; but on that ground he wanted to go through it again, and did
go through it, and made the difference I stated.
Q. In finding the mistakes you haYe alluded to. he did not go through
the whole stock, did he ~-A. Not at the warehouse, I believe; they were
full packages iu there, or nearly all, and he took them.
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Q. Was there any proposal made to settle up and diviue th~ ,-tift'ercnce between the Florer invoice and the one which you ~nd Branham.
had taken together~-A. Yes, sir; I ~ried to get him to do that finally,.
and offered to split the difference and let it go.
Q. But he would not do that ~-A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did Mr. Branham know, when he got Brenner to come over there,
that Dr. Dodson had made this otter~
The WITNESS. Did Branham know this at the time he sent for Brenner
to come over~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
A. I really do not know; I th:nk not at that time.
TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM

B:·

LITTLE (recalled).

WILLIAM R. LITTLE was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. I think I did not ask you the other day what you knew
about the apparent transfer of Whistler, Pickett & Uo. to William B.
Shaw, jr., at the Sac a nd Fox Agency. Wllat became of the Whistler,
Pickett & Co. goods when tlwy ceased to be traders ~-Answer. They
were transferred to the Shaw building, or toW. B. Shaw at the old Gibbs.
building-the building that belonged. to Gibbs the man who was in
company with Whistler, Pickett & Co.
Q. I understood you to to say that you furnislled an affidavit to the
Department that Eddy was not at the olu vVhistler, PiCkett & Co.
store, but that to all appearances things were going on there just as
they bad gone on before, with the same persons there and everytlling;
did you so state ~-A. I did.
Q. Was that the affidavit in which it was claimed that you bad made
a misstatement~-A. It was.
Q. Did you in that affidavit make any statement with regard to
' Shaw's having auy other goods, or had be not taken any of the goods
at that time ~-A. I do not t.hiuk Shaw had taken any of the goods at
the time that I made th!l.t statement.
Q. Now, what goods, if auy, did Shaw first take from the vVhistler,
Pickett & Co. store; wba.t portion of the goods did he ta,ke at fir~t f A. I reaey could not say wlH1t portion of the goods they were.
Q. Whose interest wa.s it ~-A. What goods were taken there I understood. belonged to Gibbs's interest.
Q. The "Company" of Whistler, Pickett & Co. was a Mr. Gibbs ~-~L
Yes, sir.
Q. Who was Mr. Gibbs ~-A. I think he WdS l\Ir. Shaw's father-inlaw.
Q. Did Gibbs, or not, draw out from the Whistler, Pickett & Co. ~tore·
some portion of the goods; did he take a portion of the goods from the
store ~-A. That is what is understood.
Q. Where did those goods go to ~-A.. They went to the Shaw store ..
Q. Where was the Shaw store ~-A. It was in the Gibbs building.
Q. Gibbs owned the building ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And lived in part of it ~-A. It bad been a hotel run by. Gibbs,.
and Gibbs had a dwelling-bouse about 40 feet from the hotel, and
they converted the hotel into a store when Shaw got a license to trade·
there.
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Q. Did Gibbs continue to reside in part of it ?-A. Gibbs did.
Q. When Shaw first commenced trade did Gibbs have anything to ·
do with the Shaw store ¥-A. He was there all the time ; I do not know
what connection he had with it.
Q. He lived in the building V-A. Yes, sir; he did.
Q. Do you know whether he actually engaged in selling goods ¥-A. I
do not, but I know that he bought goods for the Shaw trade at Red
Fork, such as tobaccos, cigars, and things like that. That was the first
bill of goods that Shaw put in.
Q. Were they bought in his own name or in Shaw's name
Edward Shaw told my brother that Gibbs bought them himself, or put
them in the store.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. You said Edward Shaw told your brother and your brother told
you
Yes, sir.
Senator BLACI{BURN. I object to that.
The WrrNEss. My brother can tell you what Shaw told him.
Senator BLACKBURN. I object to that.
The CHAIRMAN. That perhaps is rather remote.
The WITNESS. We have not anything for it except Shaw's word.
Senator BLACKBURN. I want Shaw's word; I don't want somebody
else's word.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you understand that Eddy's license was revoked, or did he
resign ~-A. He claimed that he resigned.
Q. " 7 hat became of the rest of the goods at the old Whistler,
Pickett & Co. store ~-A. They were all removed to Shaw's building.
Q. Was Eddy there at the time '-A. Eddy came there and staid
about two or three days, if I remember right, and then went away.
Q. Had he been there from the time when he first came, at all, until
the time of that removal of the goods '-A. He was not there from
January until July.
Q. When were the goods removed ~-A. They were removed in July.
Q. When did he first come '-A. He first came there to the agency
early in the falJ, when he tried to make some arrangement with my
brother and I. Then he cam A back in January, and staid I do not know
just how long, a few days, and went away, and from the time he went
away in January he was not back uutil about the 14th of July.
Q. Who were actively about the Whistler, Pickett & Co. store before Eddy came there in January; what persons were engaged actively
and to all appearance in the trade before Eddy came there ~-A. Pickett, Leon Whistler, and William Parnell were the parties who staid in
the store all the time, and Whistler was around and about the store.
Q. Do you mean Mr. Leon Whistler1-A. No, sir; I mean Mr. John
Whistler, the old gentleman.
Q. The father ~-A. No, sir; not the father, the uncle.
Q. And under the old Whistler, Pickett & Co. tradership John Whistler did not attend actively to the business ¥-A. No, sir ; he was
scarcely in the store. He would be around and about, but it was understood that he had a partnership interest.
Q. From January, 1886, to July, 1886, when Eddy is supposed to
have had some connection in some way with the Whistler, Pickett &
Co. store, who were in the store then ~-A. There was Mr. Pickett, Leon
Whistler, and William Parnell.

'-A.

'-A.
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Q. The same ones who were in under the old tradership '-A. ·Yes,
sir; the same clerks.
Q. And Mr. Eddy was not there ¥-A. Mr. Eddy was never there.
Q. When these goods were moved up to the Shaw store, the final
transfer, who then went into that store to trade '-A. Leon Whistler
took charge of tht\ business ; he was considered the head clerk. Ed.
Shaw was in the store, a brother of William B. Shaw.
Q. What became of Parnell '-A. I do not know whether he worked
there very long. I know he worked for some time, but how long I do
not know.
Q. He went up with the goods, but how long he staid you cannot
tell '-A. No, sir.
Q. How long did Leon Whistler stay '-A. Leon Whistler staid there
abont two or three months, I think; two months at ~east.
Q. Where is Pickett now '-A. I do not know.
Q. Is he at the Sac and Fox Agency ¥-A. I do not know ; I have
not been there. I have not heard of Pickett's whereabouts since I left
the Sac and Fox Agency.
Q. Where is Whistler '-A. Whistler is living there.
Q. I mean John Whistler,-A, Yes, sir; he is at the Sac and Fox
Agency.
Q. Which of them was it that gave bond for some one up here '-A.
That was John Whistler.
Q. Have you not heard that John Whistler has not been seen since
.abOtlt the time the bond was forfeitetl '-A. I have heard that he has
not been seen, and that no one has known where he is for about three
months.
Q. And the supposition is that he is following up this principal to
try to get his money, is it not '-A. Yes, sir. He had gone on the bond
of some desperado down there who had committed some offense, and
the fellow had forfeited the bond and it is supposed that Whistler is
now in pursuit of him to try and get his money.
Q. Did Shaw continue all the while at the store so long as you staid
thete '-A. He was around about the store there. Oftentimes lle would
go away and be gone for several days and sometimes for a month at a
time.
Q. Did he engage much in the actual selling of goods at the store'A. He scarcely was l>ehiud the counter doing an,y tradmg in that way.
He was often in the little apartment they ·had for an office there looking over the books, and was around about the business there.
Q. Do you know what Mr. Shaw's age is '-A. I do not know.
Q. From appearances how old would you judge him to be '-A. I
should judge he was about thirty-five or thirty-six years old, or along
in tha,t neighborhood.
Q. What has now become of Mr. Gibbs '-A. I have heard that he
is uot at the agency; I cannot say where he is.
Q. Do you know why he left there '-A. I believe the reason was
that he had not behaved himself, and the Indians had protested against
his being there a great many times; they wanted him to Jeave the
agency, and I think the preseut agent took some steps towards making
him leave.
Q. Who is the present agent '-A. :Moses Neal.
Q. He is coming here before the committee, is he not '-A. I believe
he is.
Q. What paper was it that you were asked for the other day when
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you testified; was it not a letter from Mr. E. John Ellis ~-A. I believe it was.
Q. Have you any letters with you which you received from Mr. Ellis ~-A. I gave Mr. Paul, the clerk of the committee, some letters that
~Ir. Ellis had written to me in regard to the business I engaged him to
look after for me in Washington.
Q. Is this one of the letters you refer to [handing a letter to the
witness 1]-A. Yes, sir; that is one of them.
Senator BLACKBURN (after examining the letters in question). I will
.ask you, Mr. Chairman, to have this letter put into the record. It is
dated the 24th of April, 1886.
The letter referred to is as f llows :
WASHINGTO~, D. C., .April 24th, 1886.
WILLIAM R. LITTLE, Esq.,
Sac and Fox ..Jgency, Indian T'y:
MY DEAR MR. LITTLE: I received your letter of April 12th a few days ago. The
Commissioneroflndian Affairs declares that he has not been able to hear from 1\lr .
Neal, the agent at your agency, and wonders why that official does not communicn,te
with him in regard to you. I am satisfied that Mr. Atkins is coming to a knowledge
of the truth of affairs there, inasmuch as he told me that he was thoroughly satisfied
now that he had been deceived as to Mr. Eddy; that he knew that Whistler & Pickett
were still there in the store, and that he should terminate Mr. Eddy's license very
soon. I told him of your hardship. He laughed and said: "Well, Little ought not to
~omplain, because his store has been open all the time, and I do not intend to oppress him."
Go ahead in your course. Keep your eyes wide open, and inform me of everything. I am satisfied that the Commissioner is on our side, and that all will be well.
Keep me advi!>ed, and quietly ascertain if Mr. Neal has written to the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs, what he has written, and forward me, as soon as possible, the document I spoke of in my former lt~tter, attested by the India.n agent.
\Vith great respect, I am your obedient servant,
E. JNO. ·ELLIS,
Att'y at Law.
Confidential.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Wl.tat document. is it that Mr. Ellis refers to in his letter ~-A. It
waR in regard to an affidavit that I was to give, substantiating what I
had said, that I had not told any lies about Eddy's not being there,
which was the charge brought against me and the reason they gave
for not giving me a license.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. I understood you to say that Commissioner Atkins promised that
you should have a license~ -A. Yes, sir; he did.
Q. And then you were afterwards informed (I do not know ih what
way) that you could not have your license renewed because you had
made a misstatement about Eddy~-A. Yes, sir; that· was a fact.
The CHAIRMAN. Iu this connection I desire to put into the re,cord the
following correspondence :
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
SAc AND Fox AGENCY, I. T.,
October 16, 1885.
Messrs. W. R. LITTLE & Co.,
Sac and Fox Agency, Ind. Terr'y:
GENTLEMEN: I inclose herewith Department letter (copy) "C. C." 20, 280-85, dated
Oct. lOt.h, 1885, for your information and future guidance.
Very respectfully,
ISAAC A. TAYLOR,
U. S. Ind. Agent.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFr AIRs,

Washington, Oct. lOth, 1885~
A. TAYLOR,
U. S. Indian Agent, Sao and Fox Ag'cy, Ind. Terry :
SIR: On the 4th of September last you were notified that W. R. Little & Co., whoselicense as traders expired on the 8th of September, would be allowed to continue trading until further notice. You will now inform them that they will be given until
January 1st, 18~6, to close business, by which time it is expected they will be ready
to leave the reservation.
Respectfully,
A. B. UPSHAW,
..doting Commissioner.
ISAAC

The WITNESS. This notice was when my license expired, and I was
continued on from the time my license expired until January first, in
order that the McOlup.gs, who bought me out, could come and take
charge.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. And after that you were continued ~-A. No, sir; immediately after I was closed there, on January 1., 1886 ; there was a telegram sent
to me that I was expected at ouce to leave. Tilat telegram was received by my brother, who is here, when I was on my way to Washington to see about what the McOlungs were going to uo about coming to take my place and, why I bad been treated the way 1 had been.
Q. And that was iu January, 1886 ~-A. That was the 1st of January,
1886.
Q. But you did not leave ~-A. No, sir; I did not lea\·e because I
was in Washington when the telegram got here.
Q. And there is your letter from Mr. Ellis, which was four months
after that, and you still had not left, and he writes you that Com missioner Atkins is not going to oppress you.-A. I bad gone to Washington, you see, and the Commissioner had promised me the license.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But who told you that the reason you were rorced out was because
you had lie<l about the Eddy matter ~-A. That gentleman there [indicating Assistant Commissioner UpshawJ was the one who wrote the
letter.
Q. Do you mean Mr. Upshaw ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But you had to go all tile same, although tbe 0ommissioner had
promised yon a license ~-A. Yes, sir ; and lle learned the truth afterwards, but I think he was overruled. r think Commissioner Atkins.
would have done the straight thing by me if he llaLl been let alone.
Q. You have stated that Chief Keokuk made an atfidavit that you
were all right ~-A. lie did.
Q. Do you know whether that affidavit was ever sent to Washington 1-A. I tllink it was left with the agent to be sent to Washington.
Q. I see a cel'tifi.cate here signed by him ~-A. That, I think, is a copy
of it. I keep a copy, generally, of what I get.
Q. Whose signature is that lhanding a paper to the witness] ~-.A.
That is the signature of Charley Keokuk, Chief Keokuk's SOIL
Q. You think the one you sent to Washington was identical with
this ~-A. Yes, sir, I think so, but signed by his la tber. I have several
affidavits made by Indians as to my character and my trade with tbemtwhether it was bonora ble or not.
Q. They were all alike ~-A. Yes, sir; about the same.
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Q. This you suppose to be a copy of the one you sent to Washington
signed by the cllief "?-A.. Yes, sir; and I think it ought to be there.
The CHAIRMAN. I wili put this oue into the record to show the character of the one you sent.
The following is the paper referred to:
SAC AND Fox, IND. T. , Februm·y 20, 1886.
We hereby certify that we have been well acquainted with \V. R. Little, of this
place, and several of us have workeu for him, and we never have heard or known of
him cheatiug or defrandmg or making any false statements to our people. He has
always given perfect satisfaction here.
.
That we also know that be was badly treated at the last payment; that he d1d not
collect one-sixth of the money be had out; that he had carried these people for over
one year and a half without murmurmg.
We do know that Mr. Eddy is not here attending to his business; that there remain6 in tho store of Whistler & Pickett the same old clerks as did mouths ago; no
change except a new clerk of Mr. Eddy's, who atteniis to the post-office.
CHARLES KEOKUK.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. You have stated that Eddy said that he resigned; did he resign
or was his license revoked ~-A. I could not tell you that.
Q. You do not kuow about that ¥-A. No, sir.
Q. Did one or the other happen to him-his resigning or his license
being revoked-shortly after you sent your affidavit on to Washington ?-A. My affidavit was sent on there in January; I made the affidaYit WhilSt { WaS in V\Tashington.
Q. When did he either resign or have his license revoked ~-A. The
next following July~
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you not also make an affidavit after you got home ~-A. Yes,
sir; I did, to about the same effect I had before, and got other affidavits,
too.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. \Vben did that affidavit go on to Washington ~-A. As soon as I
found I had been accused of telling a lie.
Q. About what time was that~-A. I think it was along some time
in March.
Q. Some time in March you heard that your statements were discredited, and then you went to work and made ;your affidavit and got other
statements of other people, and they wme sent on ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, what time did they get on there~-.... I could not say what
date it was.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. This one which has been put into the record is dated February 20,
1886~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you think that was about the time~-A. Yes, sir; it must have
been about that time.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was it iu the spring of 1886 that these statements from other parties, au<l 3'0ur second affidavit, went on there ~-A. Yes, sir; it must
have been.
Q. And then in July this man ceased to be a trader, whether by resignation or removal you do not know¥ -A. No, sir; I do not.
Q. Was Eddy ev ~r interested down there as a trader or not '-A. I
do not know, sir; it was very bard for me to tell.
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Q. I know he bact the license, but was he really ever interested there
as a trader~-A. I could not tell you that. It did not appear to me that
he wa~. If I bad an i~terest in the Indian Territory among strangers
I should certainly have been there m3·sel f to look after it.
Q. Did yon or not, in your affidavit filed with the Department, say
that Edd r, was not interested as a trader there and had no interest
there at
~-A. I believe I stated that I did not think he had any intere8t there, and I do not yet think he had; but I could not say positively, for I do not know.
Q. Are you positive whether you incorporated that statement into
your statement which is on file~-A. I may have stated that I did not
think he did have an interest.
Q. You are positive you did not state it as a fact ~-A. I could not
say that. That affidavit I gave the Department and it probably can
bring it up. It would be hard for me to tell whether he had an interest or not . He wa~ a man I was not acquainted with and I had talked
but very little to him.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Your statement to the Commissioner was that Eddy was not there
attending to business ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And the Commissioner thought he was, did he not~ -A. Yes, sir;
he did.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. While you were at Washington at that time did you or not tell
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General Atkins, that you had six or
eight thousand dollars' worth of goods at your store¥-A. I think I
made a statement of what goods I had about the time that the .l\1cClungs made an agreement with me.
Q. Then whatever estimate you put upon your stock to the Commissioner you meant was the value of it at the time that the McUlungs
made a proposition to buy you out ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you did not mean that that was the value of the stock you
had on band at that time?
The WITNESS. At whieh time~
Senator BLACKBURN. When you were talking to the Commissioner
in Washington.
A. Uerta{nly not; it was at the time the McClungs were to buy me
out.
Q. Was your stock l~rger when the 1\fcClnngs proposed to buy you
out, or afterwards, when you were talking to the Commissioner in Washington ~-A. It was reduced, because we had been trading with the Indians awl I had been trying to run my stock down; I was not laying in
any new goods. After the McUJ ungs came to see me they said, "You
furnish plenty of sugars and co:ti'ee and tobacco and such stuff' as that
for the Indians, t.o keep the trade going, because we will come here at
the end of January and take aU those staple articles off your bauds."
Then we began to let our stock run down.
Q. Did you tell t.he Commissioner iu your interview that you bad been
replenishing the stoek since the McUlungs proposed to buy you out,_
A. I told him we were buying provisions and coffee and supplies for the
Indians, which we were.
Q. Did you tell him that your &tock was being reduced in value all
the time ~-A. No, sir; I do not think I told him that.
Q. It was a fact, thm ·gb, was it not
It was in some of the ar·
ticles.
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r~. I mean as a whole, as a stock ~-A. Yes, sir, it was; the lVIcClung .
Brothers dicl not want to take the stock off my hands.
Q. What was the value of your stock at the time you were in 'Vashington ~-A. I expect in the neighborhood of $4,500.
Q. When were yon first notj.fieu to quit ~-A. It is right here [looking for a paperJ; I do not remember the date of it exactly, but it was
along in September, 1885.
Q. When did you quit trading there ~-A. I was continued on until
January, 1886; an extension of time was given to 'De, at which time the
McClungs, I thought,, would come and take my place, wllich they agreed
to do in buying me out; I closed up in Januar.v anrl waited until I got.
permission from the Indian Department to open my store on the strength
of the Commissioner's prom\siug me a license when I was there.
Q. What I want to get you to huswer is this: You were notified that,
you must quit when your license ran out in September, 1885 ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Now, when di(l you actually quit trading there ~-A. I actually
quit trading there last July.
Q. In July, 1886~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You ran ten months, in round numbers, after the expiration of
your license~-A. Yes, sir; I did; but it was on the strength of the
Commissioner's gtving me a license, which he had promised to do.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. During that time your store had been closed for some period~
A. Yes, sir; several times.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
. From three to five days, and sometimes
Q. For how long a time ~- . .L\...
a week; General Atkins would open my store and General Upshaw
would close it up.
Q. How many times was it closed during those ten months ~-A. It
was closed twice.
Q. So that you ran ten months after the expiration of your license,
and were only closed up twice during that time for sh9rt periods ~-A.
Yes, sir; I do not remember how long I was closed the first time, but
it was over a month; the first time I was closed up when I was in
Washington; it was nearly a mouth; I left it closed when I went away
from home, and I was gone nearly eight weeks before I got back.
Q. Was it open when you got back ~-A. Yes, sir; it was open, but
it bad not been open more than two or three days at that time.
Q. Did not the Commissioner of Indian Affairs telegraph the agent,
while you were there in Washington, to giYe you permission to go on
and do business ~-A. Yes, sir; but it was after I had been there se\"tln
weeks waiting for an answer.
·
Q. ~rhen it was closed nearly two months ~-A.. It was closed ne~rly
seven weeks.
~- How many times was it closed after that ~-A. It was closed once
after that.
Q. For how long ~-A. I think it was plosed for three or four days.
Q. Who recommended Eddy to be an Indian trader ~-A. I do not
know who recommended him.
Q. Do you know whether Civil Service Commissioner Oberly did ·~
A. I beard that be did.
Q. \Vas that the understanding· "? -A. Yes, sir; that was the understanding in that country. l think Mr. E. Jolm Ellis told me iu Washington that he had been recommending him, and I do not remtlmber but
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what the Commissioner of Indian Affair::; sa,id that. Oberly was a friend
·Of Eddy's.
Q. Diu you state in your affidavit that vVhistler, Pickett & Uo. were
tile owners of that store down there which was being run in the name
·of Eud.v ~-A. I did.
~
Q. Were they the owners ~-A. Yes, sir; they were the owners of it.
Q. At that time ~-A. Yes, sir ; at that time.
Q. Although Eddy claimed to be the owner ~-A. There had been no
.arrangement made when I left there.
Q. How long· were Whistler, Pickett & Co. the owners of that
store ~-A. For eight or nine years.
Q. What date did you state iri your affidavit that they, in~tead of
Eddy, were the owners ~-A. I do. not remember what the date of my
statement was.
Q . Up to July ~-A. No, sir; not to July; I made a statement long
:b efore that.
Q. Did you state that up to the time of the making of that affidavit
they were tile owners and Eddy was not ~-A. Yes, sir; I did make
;that statement.
Q. Now about these Whistlers; are they Indians ~-A. They are half
breeds.
Q. Do they belong to the tribe ~-A. Yes, sir; they do.
Q. They have a right t;) be down there and stay there as Indians and
members of that tribe ~-A. Yes, sir; but they have not been able,
as Indians of the trib ·, to get a license from the present Commissioner.
Q. Why not ~-A. I do not know.
Q. This man Gibbs, you say, behaved so badly that the Indians repeatedly protested against his being dowu there ~-A. Tha,t is what he
did.
Q. Was he not formerly an Indian trader there ~-A. He was ..
Q. Under whose administration ?-A. He had been there a bout fourteeu :years.
Q. And up to how late a date ?-A. Until Eddy came down tilere and
represented to buy him out.
Q. That was in 1885 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He had been an Indian trader there for fourteen yeara, and continued to be uninterruptedly until Eddy came there in1885 and bought,
or pretended to buy, him out ~-A. No, sir; he had been interrupted
very often. He would go off and stay awhile and come back again.
Q. He would come back and get another license~ -A. No, sir; he
would not get another license; he was the'' Company" of Whistler,
Picket & Co.
Q. Was all this bad behavior going on for several years ?-A. I
could not tell you; I was not there.
Q. When did you first go there ~-A. About four years ago.
Q. Was it going on then ~-A. I could not tell you that, for I did not
go around to see about llis actions.
Q. When did he begin to misbehave ?-A. I heard several complaints
about ilim about a year before in regard. to his being out of the way,
but I uever saw anything wrong with the mau myself. He and I had a
litt!e hog-killing scrape one day; he killed some of my hog~, but that is
all I had against the man.
Q. Did ~ou write u. letter for Chief Keokuk, which was sent on to the
Department~--\.. I wr)te a letter for Ohief Keoknk which was inter0
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preted to me by his iuterpreter and. the United States interpreter. I
drafted it as he sat there by me aud told me what to write.
Q. About what date was that ~-A. I could not tell you the date of
that letter.
Q. Did he sign it ~-A. I think his son signed it.
Q. Are you sure~-A. I believe I am sure, if he did not sign it. I
often do a good deal of business for Keokuk now.
Q. Is it possible you sign en it ~-A. It is possible, and that he touched
the pen. I have often written them, and he would approve of them,
his interpreter being right with him. .
Q. That letter was sent on to the Department~-A. Yes, sir. I
know there was quite a "kick-up~' about that letter; I heard of it afterwards.
Q. Are you sure that Keokuk's name was signe(l to that by him, by
his son, or by you, and, if so, by which one~-A. Charles Keokuk signed
the letter himself.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Has he the same name as his father~-A.. One is Charley and one
is Moses.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. The old one is Mos6s ?-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. The Mr. Oberly who you understand recommended Eddy, and
who practically secured his appointment, is the man who is now a Oivil
Service Commissioner, is he not~-A. Yes, sir; I so understand.

TESTIMONY OF LABAN J. MILES.
LABAN J. MILES, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. You have been an Indian agent, have you not~-Answer.
Yes, sir.
Q. At the Osage Agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you been an Indian agent at any other place ~-A. No, sir;
at uo other place.
Q. How loug· were you agent at the Osage Agency~-A. From July,
187~, until September, 1885.
Q. About seven years~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is your present residence ~-A. Arkansas City.Q. What is your employment or occupation now ~-A. I am merchandi~ing.

Q. You of course know the law and the system in regard to the appointment of Indian traders, do yon not~-A. Yes, sir; I am familiar
with it somewhat.
Q. You know that they are licensed for a year; that their licenses are
supposed to expire at the end of the year, and are liable not to be renewed ~-A. Yes, sir; I am aware of those facts.
Q. Do you think that is the best system that can be adopted for contrl>lling trade with the Indians on the reservations ~-A. No, sir; I do
not.
Q. What do you think would be a better plan ~-A. If you will allow
me to explain my views on that subject I will do so.
6534 CONG--28

434

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

The CHAIRMAN. I should be glad to have you do so. I have called
you as a witness because I know that from your long experience as an
Indian agent you must have some ideas upon the subject which we
should be glad to know. Will you please state, in your own way, what
you care to say on the subject~
The WITNESS. There has been a difference of opinion always, so far
as I have known, as to the construction of the old law in reference to
Indian traders. The first experience I had in connection with it was
soon after I entered the service. It would seem that the Indian Office
held the absolute right to place as few or as many traderRa t, the agency
as they pleased. That was under Mr. Hayt. Wh en I went to the
Osage Agency there were two traders; one had failed an<l auo thei' was
appointed from Nebraska who did not commeuce tradiug except uominally. But in the winter of 187,--i-'79 he went to Washiugtu:1 and there
made an arrangement by which he sold his franchise to the other trader
for a consideration, and under the tacit agreement, as he claimed, with
the Indian Office, that he shonld be tbe exclusive trader at the agency.
But under the old law it was recognized that an agent must l'ecommend a trader bP.fore he would be licensed; in fact, that was one of the
clauses of the law. and the Indian Office aRkecl that he secure the recommendation of the agent before that arrangement would be permanently made. I was in Washington at the time, and the trader who had
bought the franchise, and had alrearly one trading post, came to me,
and at the same time there came a General Mc:Neal, who was an Indian
inspector. MeNeal and myself both decided that it was not a good
thing to do and that we would not recommend the matter. So we both
went to the Indian Office and opposed the granting of a license to a
single trader at the Osage Agency.
Now the construction I speak of is this: Under the old law it says a
person of a certain character, filing the necessary bonds, can be allowed
to trade, and the liberal construction .that was placed upon that was,
that any person filing the necessary bond and desiring to trade with
the Indians would be allowed to trade with them. That was the broad
construction.
The conservative construction of the law was that it was nominally
under the control of the agent and the Indian Office, the Indian ageut
to recommend and the Indian Office to approve. I will say that, so far
as I know, the general construction which I always placed upon the
law, that any person could be allowed to trade if he would file the necessary bond, was carried out at the Osage Agency, with tbe exception
of an application which was made, first, by Skinner and Rogers, to establish a trading post outside of the agency, and I gave Skinner and
Rogers my reason for not recommending the license.
Q. Do you mean a license to trade at Gray Horse ~-A. No, sir; they
asked for a license to trade on the Arkansas River south of Gray Horse.
Afterwards there was a license asked for to trade at Gray Horse, in regard to which I gave the same reasons I had given for not approving
the other license. With those exceptions, I think every license applied
for at Osage received the recommendation of the office, and all were
granted, and all opened trade except one.
The Indian Office, perhaps in 1881, granted one license without referring it to the agent, and in that case I thought it would be prejudicial
to the agency, and I asked that the license be revoked, and it was revoked by the Indian Office. The reason I had for that was the simple
fact, in the first place, that I did not consider that the granting of a
license should be a valuable franchise for the benefit of individuals, as
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I belie,-ed tl.wt. the opening of trade was the proper means of getting
the Indians the competition that was necessary.
Q. Now let me ask you this question: What reason exists in the Indian Territory why their trade should not be subject to the same laws
as it is everywhere else, anrl that as many traders should go into the
business as see fit to do so¥ In Arkansas City any man may come and
open a store. What condition of things exists in the Indian TerritQry
to alter this, and why should not every man be permitted to go there
and open a store, provided his character is ascertained in some wa.) to
be good ~-A. I think be should, but still I think the granting of a
license is necessary from the fact that it places a man under certain restrictions and it is a protection against 1;raders crowding in there who
are unfit to be in the Territory. In other words, it places them under
restrictions to the Indian Office to not enter into a trade that is contraband.
.
Q. Do you think that every man who desires in good faith to invest
his money in the enterprise should have a license to trade if he is a man
who bears a proper character ~-A. Yes, sir; that is the construction I
have put on the law; that is the idea I should have of the way the Indian trade should be conducted.
Q. And his character is to be ascertained, of course, by the reco mmendations of his fellow-citizens and the indorsement of the agent~
A. Yes, sir; to the Indian Office.
Q. If that were the law would there be more people crowding into
the agency to trade than the trade would warrant ~-A. I think not.
Q. In your opinion it would insure the competition which exists outside of the Territory, anrl the result would be fair prices for the goods
sold ¥-A. Yes, sir. To illustrate, if a man received a license to trade,
and he wanted to trade at the Osage Agency, the license not being a
valuable consideration, any other person could get a license to trade
there, and if he went to the agency and found there was not trade
there sufficient to warrant his going there, he would stay away and not
invest in trade.
Q. And if he wanted to buy out any one who was trading there, he
could arrange with that trader to buy him out on equitable terms ~-A.
Yes, sir; that was frequently done while I was there.
Q. But supposing the license to be a valuable franchise and a uewcomer wants to purchase of somebody already there, can he then negotiate on even terms in regard to it~-A. No, sir; I should think not.
Q. We are told that in military circles the post trader who succeeds
another has to purchase the stock o~ hand at an appraised valuation l A. Yes, sir; that is so.
Q. What do you think of that idea, if the present system is continued~
Do you think that would be a good arrangement ¥-A. Yes, sir; I should
think it would be entirely fair for both parties.
·
Q. Do you think that Indian traders ought to be changed on account
of their political opinions '-A. I never presumed at all that it was a
political matter.
Q. Is there any more reason for changing a trader in the Indian Territory because he is a Republican or a Democrat, as the case may be, upon
the change of an Administration than there would be to do it in Arkansas
City ~-A. There might possibly be some more excuse for it, but I think
no more justice in it. I would place it about this way: I would suppose
there was no more reason for changing a trader at an Indian agency
.,han there was for discriminating in favor of or o.gainst a man becausf\
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of his politics in the letting of contracts for supplies for the Govern ment service.
Q. Well, to get back to my question. I think it would strike everybody as a proposition not to be entertained for a moment, that if the
Republicans carried the election all the Democratic traders in Arkansas City should be forced out to make room for Republicans. They
would not like that, would they ~-A. Probably not.
Q. Is there any more reason for forcing them out in the Indian Territory, on that account, than tllere is for forcing them out in Arkansas
City '1 -A. No, sir; I do not think there is, under the law.
Q. I am not speaking about the law, but I am speaking about it as a
matter of justice. In other words, is there anything in the condition
o'f affairs in the Territory whieu makes it necessary to have the people
there, who are trading with the Indians, of the same political opinion
or persuasion as the existing Administration ~-A. No, sir; I should
not think it was necessary at all.
Q. It is simply a question of honesty, character, and enterprise ~-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACICBURN:
Q. There is this difference, though : No Department of this Government, I believe, bas the right to appoint the merchants of this city, but
they do have the power to appoint and designate the traders who shall
be allowed to trade in the Indian Territory ~-A. Yes, sir; under the
eonstruction of the statute.
By the CHAiRMAN :
Q. It would be tolerated in Arkansas City or in Wichita that the
Administration should appoint the traders in those places, would it~
A. .No, sir ; I presume not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Do you mean the merchants~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
Senator BLACKBURN. Neither your Administration nor ours ever
claimed the right to do that.
The CHAIRMAN. What is there in the nature of things which makes
it any more proper for the Government to do it in the Indian Territory
than in Arkansas City ~
The WITNESS. I do not think there is anything; that is my opinion.
Q. The Indians are supposed to be the wards of the Nation, and it is
supposed to be the Nation's part to see that they are not imposed upon,
and, as I get at your opinion, that is the only reason why the Government should exercise any supervision over the matter at all ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Then unless an Administration sets down all traders who do not
vote and agree with the Administration as absolut~ly bad there is no
reason why they should put in men belonging to their party only to :fill
these traderships, as far as I can see. Suppose a license is to be issued
for a definite time, do you think one year is too short a time ; in other
words, would a longer time be more desirable, of course there being the
element to be considered that there could always be a suspension for
misconduct ~-A. As I always recognized or understood the law, I do
110t think it would make much difference; but if it was understood that
a man's time was absolutely out at the expirat·on of his license, and
that there was no chan0e for a renewal, a Jonger time certainly would
be more desirable.
Q. If an Indian trader supposed that be could only trade one year on
a reservation at an agency, and at the end of that year his trade would
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absolutely cease and ~onwbody else would take his place, would anybody go there f-A. I hardly think they would. I can answer that
only by giving wy opinion. I should not want to take a license under
those conditions at all.
Q. While you were agent on the Osage Reservation I believe you
were never in favor of the establishment of outside stores.-A. No, sir;
I never was.
Q. You think all the stores should be conducted at the agency
proper -A. Yes, ~:;ir.
Q. \Vbat are your reasons for that J?-A. The reason I always urged
in favor of it was that the trade was supposed to be directly under the
control of the agent, while to have trading stores 25 or 30 miles away
from the agency praetically took them out from under the supervision
of the agent ; and that as the agency was centrally located, and the
agents were all men of leisure, their wants could be accommodated
without lo.'s of time. and the Indians naturally all come to the agency.
But the greatest reason was that in locating outside stores it took them
away from the agency and away from the supervision of the agent,
practically.
Q . And also kPpt them away from the Government in:fluence at the
a gency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tba.t must necessarily be so, must it not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. An Indian has leisure, and while it might be an ineonvenience for
him to comP. to the agency, you think at the same time it would be a
benefit to have him come there ~-A. I do not think it is any disadvantage at all for him to come.
Q. Is it possible for an agent, located at the agency in the Osage
Re~ervation, to have tbe same supervision over the Indians when they
do not come to the agency to trade, as he can have when they do come
there to trade ~-A. No, sir; he would not see them as often, a.nd of
course coulu not have the same influence over them.
Q. \Vhen stores are located at Gray Horse and Hominy Creek, in
what way can an Indian agent be brought into relations with the Big
Rill and Hominy Creek Indians ~-A. I suppose they come in regularly to payment at the agency twice a year, and that would be the
only time he woulu see them, unless he went to the pl:tces where they
lh·e.
Q. 1f be went to see them, unless he gathered them all in at the
stores, he would llave great difficulty in seeing them ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is to say he wouid have to travel about to the different
places where t11ey were located ~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. 1 think you recommended the granting of a license to Bartles &
W is meyer to trade at Gray Horse, after the other store wa~ established
there '~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was that an indication of your being in favor of having any store
there at all '? -A. No, sir; and I think nobody reading the recommendation would. so conRtrue it.
Q. When did you go out of the service ~-A. On the 15th of September, 1885.
Q. You were there, tllen, several months after the time when General 1. tkins became Oom missioner of Indian Affairs ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you make any representation of your opinions on this subject conet>rning which we have been talking to Ol)mmissionel' Atkinsthe quest,ion of outside stores ~-A. In the spring of 1885 there was a
report asked for in detail in reference to the trade at Osage Agency.
I can only give, casually, my recollection of that report, but the basis
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of my report, as I remember it, was this: The Indian Office asked
for a report of the number of traders located at the agency, the value
• of
the improvements they had made, the amount of the stocks they
· carried, and a general report of the trade at the agency. In that report
I tried to be very careful and give as nearly the true valuation of the
property as I could, as I ascertained it irom the different traders, and
also·in regard to the amount of stock they earried. Either in that report, or in a prior or subsequent report on the subject, l said that I
would not take the responsibility of recommending that the traders'
store at Gray Horse should ·b e abandoned, or that the loss that would
be necessarily incurred by the abandonment of that store should be
made. But I clearly indicated to the office, all the time, that I believed
the establishment of a store there in tlle first place was a mistake.
The reason I took that position was because the granting of the license
at Gray Horse was a matter that bad been acted upon directly by the
Indian Office. I had refused to recommend the granting of such a
license, for the reasons I have already stated. But tlie applicants
went to the Indian Office and received their license direct. Of course
the Indian Office had a perfect right to grant the license under the law,
without any reference to the agent, and I took the ground that it
would be insubordinate for me to censure the Indian Office for an act
of their own, and on tllat ground I would not assume the responsibility
of saying to the Indian Office that that store should be removed. All
I said was that I thought the establishment of stores outside of the
agency was a mistake.
You have asked me about the other license which I did recommend.
In the recommendation of this other license, mention was made of the
fact that if ·t hat store was to be maintained I thought it but justice
that other traders should be permitted to go to the same place; that it
would be an unjust discrimination if one man should have the exclusive trade at Gray Horse.
Q. Can anybody carry on any trade or occupation in the Indian Territory, upon any Indian reservation, without the permission of the
Commissioner of Indian Afl'airs; or is there anything anybody can do
in the Indian Territory, in the way of business, without first obtaining
permission from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-A. I do not
think there is anything that would be considered a .busine~s that could
be carried on there without his permission, unless a man was a citizen
of t be Territory.
Q. When you speak of citizens of the Territory I suppose you mean
the full-blood lndians~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. They can t.r ade without a permit~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But a person who is not a full-blood Indian cannot pursue any
occupation in the Territory without permission of the Indian Bureau tA. No, sir; he cannot, as I under~tand the law.
Q. If the Indian Commissioner is properly informed and exercises
proper judgment in the matter, that is all right; but suppose lle is misinformed, does it not give a great opportunity for injustice to be done¥A. Yes, sir.
Q. Does it not have this effect, to make everybody who pursues any
occupation in the Indian Territory feel that he is dependent on the will
of the Commissioner at Washington for permission to continue llis occupation ¥-A. Yes, sir; undoubtedly.
Q. And can a man be independent if he feels i•n that way ~-A. Not;
entirely so, I should say.
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Q. Is not this just the difficulty in the matter, that persons who are
t here, feeling their dependence upon the will or the whim of the Commissioner, either one, lose to a certain extent their self-respect and independence ~-A. It is rather a humiliating position to be placed in.
Q. Any person who is pursuing an avocation there is constantly liaable to be misrepresented by his rivals in business, is he not ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. I would like to inquire as to the prices that were charged by traders at the agency when you were there. Were traders then obliged
to post up in their stores a schedule of prices allowed by the Indian
Office ~-A. Yes, sir; of the leading articles.
Q. And that was approved by the agent ~ -A. Yes, sir; they were
required to put up a schedule of prices and submit it to the office.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. To which office ¥-A. To the agent'~ office, and the agent was supposed to forward it to the Indian Office.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. The regulation required that it should be submitted to the agent
for the information of the Indian Office¥-A. Yes sir. Let me explain
a little here in regard to it, inasmuch as I was one of the violators of
the law and the instructions, although I think I stand probably on the
same footing with every agent who was in the service at that time, and
probably the same rule applies to every agent in the service to-day.
Some regulations emanating from the Indian Office with reference to
trade with the Indians were published in pamphlet form. That publication I first saw when I had been in the service probably about two
years, and so far as I know the regulations were recognized as so entirely impracticable that I never heard of an agency where they were
complied with. I understand from outsiders that portions of those same
instruction~, probably in a modified form, have been required to be complied with under the present Administration. Possibly agents are a
little more particular in complying with them than they were before,
but I venture the assertion that there is not an agent in the service of
the United States who is actually complying with the technical rules
of those instructions.
Q. Is it not impossible for them to do so ~-A. It is impracticable; I
will not say impossible, for all things are possible.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. In what respect do you regard them as impracticable ¥-A. I will
refer to one of the instructions as an illustration : Under the old regulations one of the requirements was that when a trader bought a bill of
goods he should transmit a copy of the bill to the agent's office showing the price at which the goods were bought, in another column the
price at which he proposed to sell the goods, and that the agent should
forward the same to the Indian Office with his recommendation as to
what he considered the proper percentage of profit, and that the trader
shall hold the goods so purchased in abeyance until the Indian Office
passes on the question of the amount of profit that should be allowed on
the goods, which decision should be returned again to the agent, and
if it is approved by the agent, having been approved by the Indian
Office, he can proceed to sell the goods.
Q. Are you quite sure now that you are quoting tha!i correctly ~-.A.
That is as I remember the instruction.
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Q. In that case the agent was superior to the Com missioner of Indian
Affairs ~-A. Not at all.
Q. Because after the Indian Office at Washington had approved it,
it still did not go into effect until the agent on the ground approved
it '-A. No, sir; the agent forwarded it to Washington with his approval or disapproval.
Q. Then, if the Indian Office approved it, it did not make any difference whether the agent approved it or not ~-A. No, sir; he simply
transmitted it through his office.
Q. What was there impracticable about that ~-A. The impracticable
part of it was the time that it required in order to do that kind of bu~i
ness with an office a thousand or twelve hundred miles away. It would
take the mails thirty days to get around, and with the amount of work
that was on hand in the Indian Office it caused great delay.
Q. You say that it takes thirty days to get a mail from here to the
Indian Office '-A. Very often it took thirty days, and the probability
is that the regulation was ignored by every Indian agent in the serdce.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. What was the nearest railroad station to the agency when you
went into the service ¥-A. Coffeyville, which was 65 miles distant. I
understand that similar rules to the ones I have described either have
been or are proposed to be put in force by the Department now. I
would simply express the opinion that they are impracticable.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Have you seen the rules you speak of¥-A. ~o, sir; I have not
seen them.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Suppose the rule to be this: That a sehedule is issued from the
Indian Jffice at Washington, stating the profit which may be charged
on certain lines of goods, specifying the lines of goods and the amount
of profit which may be charged on the different classe8 of goods, and
that the trader must conform to that schedule of prices, do you think
it is possible, at an agency like the Osage Agency, for the Indian agent
to know whether the traders do conform to it in all respects or not f A. No, sir; I do not think it is possible for him to know whether they
conform to it or not.
Q. Do you think that is to any extent an improvement on the old system so far as it affects the prices charged the Indians ~-A. I could not
say as to that, for I do not know the practical workings of it.
Q.. What is the distance from Washington to the Osage Agency, as
near as you can state ~-A. I think it is about 1,200 miles.
Q. Does it not occur to you that is is rather a difficult undertaking
for a man sitting in an office at Washington to run· a store, or direct
how a store shall be run, in the Indian Territory 01-A. I have no disposition to censure the office in any way, but I will say this, that I
think competition is by far the best remedy for the present condition of
affairs.
Q. If a man has never had any practical experience with the Indians, or with the trade on a reservation, must it not be a very difficult
thing for such a man, as Indian Commissioner, to gather up and understand the true conuition of things at the various agencieH ~-A. Yes,
sir ; it m Ul'\t necessarily.
Q. And he must depend very largely upon the agent, I suppose ¥-A.
Yes, sir.
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Q . And suppose the agent goes wrong, who is going to watch him Y-A •.
The inspector.
Q. But supposing tlle inspector goes wrong, who is going to watch
him ~-A. The special agents. The special agents come in first, I believe.
Q. Awl after you get past them, wlw is to determine about it Y
Senator BLACKBURN. The Indians, 1 suppose.
Q. Upon the whol<•, the poor Indian is likely to suffer, is he not, if
be is a poor Indian f
The WI'l'NESS. Do you mean in trading ~
The CHAIRMAN. In trading, and in all respects.-A. I will say to
you, Mr. Senator, from the little experience I have had with the traders
down there, that no one ever need be greatly alarmed about the capacity of ·an Indian to take care of himself in trade if there is good competition.
Q. The only trouble, then, is the danger of a monopoly in trade ~-A.
That is the only difficulty. They will buy goods and get flour aud calico as cheap as anybody who comes to town if there is competition.
We have them in town here every day and we know that from experience.
Q. They will drive a sharp bargain ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBUR :
Q. What are the duties of an Indian agent on a reservation; I ask
for information Y-A. It IS pretty hard to define them.
Q. You said, iu au swer to a question by the chairman, that it was
impossible for the agent to know whether tho~Se outside stores, the
stores other than tbm;e at the agency, conformed to these general regulations in regard to th e price of goods or not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Why is that ·~-A. If the stores were at the agency be comes in
contact with the Iudians daily, has easy access to the stores, and can
see their operation8 tllere daily; they are under his eye, ~o to speak.
Q. Is it not his lm:::;iuess to go to the stores wherever they are located Y He might as well travel that 25 miles as to have five hundred
Indians do it.-A. Au agent has not time to do all those things.
Q. That is what 1 am trying to find out; what keeps him so very
busy Y-A. The amount of work that an agent has in his office, and the
character of the work, consumes a great deal of time.
Q. ~bat is what I am inquiring about, for [ have not been able to
find that they do a blessed thing in the world, and I want to ascertain
from you what they do.-A. Well, in the first place, there is a system
under which the agent has to work. I think an Indian agent should
know the contents of ev~ry paper that goes iu or comes out of his office.
That of itself is more work than an agent can do if he scrutinizes
every official paper that comes in and out of his office and pasRes upon
it and understands it.
Q. How many official papers, on an average, pass through his office
in a day ~-A. I could not give you an estimate as to the number.
While I was there I bad three clerks.
Q. \Vould it average a dozen official papers a day~-A. Yes, sir; I
presume so.
Q. Would it average twice that numbed-A. Probably not twice
that. number.
Q. My mail averages forty letters a day, [ reckon, and that is a
very small part of the work I am presumed to do, and I am not given
0
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much credit for doing it, either. ~ow, as agent, you had three clerks,_
A . Ye~ sir.
Cl What, was it that kept-you four gentlemen so busy all the time
tha.t you could not go to t1.e ~t'ore at Gray Horse or lihe one at Hominy
Creek'
The vVI1'NESS. Bow often'
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, say tllree times a week, or once a week,
or once a month. I should have thought you could have gone once a
day. It seernH you wanted those five hundred Indians to come over there
to buy a pound of soap or a pound of flour.-A. I visited every camp in
that reservation, 1 think in J874. It took me six weeks to do it. At
annuity payment time it probably takes constant work for thirty days
at the agency.
Q. In paymg them ofl'¥-A. In preparing the pay-rolls, making the
payments, and adjusting those tllings. In the early part of the admin·
ist '<ltion of my office, while I was there, one day in the week was set
apdrt for the settlement of difficulties with Indians.
Q Do you mean difficulties between themselves ~-A. Yes, sir; difficulties between themselves. Two days in the week were set apart for
the i~sning of rations belonging to them. That was during the early
part of it Later, there was the superintending of the constructing· of
hou.ses on the reservatwn, and the looking after the school and interests of the school.
Q. But they have a school superintendent now to do that ¥-A. Very
well; he is supposed to be at the school-house every day.
By the CHAIRMAN:
_
Q. He is under the supervision of the agent, is he not~ -A. Yes, sir.
Prior to the establishment of the law in reference to scholars, I think I
may safely say that I spent three months in every year in soliciting
scholars for that school.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. The agent does not have anything of that kind to do at present,
does he '-A. I could not say; they d.id not when I was last there.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. There is no compulsion that they shall go off to outside schools
now '-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Was that a part of your business as agent, to solicit pupils for the
school '-A. I made it a part of my business.
Q. Did the law make it a part of your business ~-A. The law is very
indefinite.
Q. It does not say anything about it, does it,-A.· No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Does not the law make it the duty of the agent to look after tlle
welfare of the Indians in all respects ~-A. Yes, sir; it does.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Tell me, when was this store first established at Gray Horse f-A.
I do not believe I can give the date.
Q. Was it before the present administration under Commissioner Atkins came in ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. It was established while you were agent there ¥-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Did you ever recommend a removal of it ~-A. I do not think I
did.
Q. There was not any effort made by anybody to get a license for a
trading store at Hominy Creek whilst y.m were there, was th~re~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What did you do about that ~-A. I did not recommend it. It
was just beyond Hominy Creek.
Q. Who was it that tried to get that license ~-A. Mr. Skinner and
Judge Rogers.
Q. And they failed ~-A. They stopped right there ; they did not go
beyond the office at all.
(J. But afterwards Hale & Phillips got it ~-A. I understand so; that
is since I left the agency.

TESTIMONY OF DAVID T. LITTLE.
DAVID T. LITTLE, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
• By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Your name is David T. Lit tle ~-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. And you were a partner with your brother, W. lt. Little, in the
tradership at the Sac and Fox Agency, were you not ~-A. I was not a
partner; I was a clerk in his employ.
Q. To Whom was the license issued '-A. W. R. Little and Brother,
D. T. Little, at the time they were issued, but I never had a dollar in
the business. I was a clerk when I :first got there, and we put them in
as for both. I thought I would go into the business after finding out
how the business ran, and the :first year ran out and then I thought I
had better go on and take hold ofit some time again, but :finally never
put a dollar in the business.
Q. Was there at that time any regulation, so far as you know, that a
trader should make an affidavit that no one was interested with him in
the business ~-A. I was not interested in the business at all. The reason my name was on the application was, I supposed I would apply most
any time during the year, but I did not do so.
Q. You contemplated, when the license was issued, that you might
become interested, but you did not become interested ~-A. Yes, sir;
that is so.
Q. You remember when the license which was given to your brother
expired ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember anything of the McOlungs, one or two brothers,
coming tb.ere to make a bargain with your brother for a tradership
there ~-A. Yes, sir ; I do.
Q. When did they come "?-A.. I think they came in October.
Q. After the expiration of the license ~-A. Yes~ sir.
Q. And while an application was pending for its renewal ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Did you know of any bargain between them and your brother,_
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you present when it was made ~-A. I was present while
part of it was made, most all of it. During some of it I was busy and
could not attend all the time.
Q. Were the J\IcOlungs both there at the time the bargain was made,_
A. Yes, sir.
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Q. One of them lived in Tennessee and the other in 'fexas ~-A. Yes'
sir; the oldest one, I believe, lived in Texas.
Q. Did either of them represent himself to be a friend of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ~-A. They said that either they, or their father,
was an honored friend of the Commissioner's. I do not remember
whether it was themselves personally or their father, but it was one or
the other.
Q. 'fbey represented either th~mselves or their father to be a friend
of the Commissioner's ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What ba.rgain was made between til em and your brother, if any~
A. Tb<'y staid there several days and looked around, and finally told
n~· t hPH' bmriuess. They were there a couple of days, I guess, before
'ltP\. :11 't n:-; thetr business.
They showed $Orne letters they bad with
them. I did not see the letters myself; at least I did not read them.
Q. Who were the letters from, as you understood ~-A.. I understood
they were from the Commissioner of Indian Af!'air8. They agreed to
buy the property and take possession the first of January.
Q. On what terms ~-A. They were to pay cost and carriage for the
stock and pay for the buildings.
Q. Was the price which they were to pay for the buildings agTeed
upon at tllat time ~-A. I believe it was.
Q. This was iu October ~-A. I think it was in October; yes, sir. It
was at the time that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the committee had passed through that country. The Commissioner happened
to be there while :McClung was there.
Q. Had the bargain been made before, or after, the Commissioner
came there ~-A. The bargain had been made the day before the Commissioner came in, and they were going away the next day, and we
beard that the Commissioner would be in the next day, and they said
they would stop over and see him.
Q. Do you know whether the Uommissioner was apprised of what
they had done ~-A. Yes, sir; he was; at least tiley so reported to us.
Q. Did they go up to the hotel to see the Uommissiouer ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And informed you that they had told him they had made an arrangement to take the store the first of January ~-A. Yes, sir; and
that evening wo received a paper from Bloomington, Illinois, a paragraph in which stated the news of Mr. Eddy's appointment at the 8ac
and Fox Agency. That was while the Commissioner was there, and we
showed it to the McClungs.
Q. Who showed it to the McClungs ~-A. I showed it and my hrother
did, and he took and read it, and he said, ''Boys, there is nothing in
that; I will see about it"; and he took the paper anu was gone al>our an
hour and a half (it was in the evening), and he came back aml said to
my brother not to be worried;" the Commissioner", he. says, '·says that
shall be changed. He says we will hold this place, and you go ahead
and keep your ~Stock up, and we will be here the first of January".
Q. McClung said that ~-A. Yes, sir. Ue says, ' ·Alt!Jough Eddy
may have his license, we will get our license here. The Commissioner
has told us he will move him either to Shawneetown or Wellstown."
Q. The Commissioner told the McOlungs that Eddy should go to
Shawneetown or Wells town ~-A. Yes, sir; and that thPy should have
this place; that is what they came and told us that evening.
Q. The McClungs went away and tile Commissioner went away~
A. The MeClungs went away the same morning about an hour or an
hour and a half after the Commissioner left.
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Q. Did you ever see the l\fcClungs after ~hat ¥-A. No, sir.
Q. What was the course of business after that; what did you do
then ¥-A. We went along w{th our business as usual.
Q. How long was it before Eddy put in an appearance ¥-A. About
five or ten days after the McOlungs had left.
Q. What did EJdy say 1-A. Edcly came in on Saturday night and
I saw Lim on Sunday. He carne down to the store and I was outside.
He said he was very sorry, <IS he understood we had made an arrangement to sell out to the McUlungs. I told him that m,y brother had. He
said be was very sorry. He said he had a licem;e to trade there and he
would be the only licensed trader that woulcl b e there. He said he
thought we had made a bad break by selling tu the McClungs, but he
would like to help us out if he could; that if he had been there in
time he would have made arrangements with us that he thoaght would
be satisfactory, and so that we would get out of it in good shape. I
asked him about what arrangement he would have made. First, he
asked me if they bad paid anyt ,iug clown on the purchase. I
told him I did not t.hink they bad. He said, " r will pay you $500
down now, if you will back out of that;" he says,'' I would ratller have
this position that you boys have here than to be where Whistler,
Pickett & Oo. are." They were a little out from the sr~ reet off where
business was done mostly. I told him that I di.d not suppose we
could do anything, as we had made an arrangement with the l\1c0lungs
and intended to stick to it; that I supposed they were men of their
word and that we intended to be the same. He said he could make
an arrangement with us; that if there was no money paid it was easy
to back out of it. He said he could fix it; that he could buy onethird or one-half.
He said he would not stay in the Nation. He
told me, ''I would not stay here; I have other business coming off this
fall far superior to that of an Indian trader, and I would not stay
here for the trade." He·said, ''I want to get a good man to run my
business and I will either put in one-half or one-third." I told him
that we could not do it; that we had made an arrangement with the
McClungs. Finally he went into the store and repeated the same
thing over to my brother, and was in the store afterwards.
Q. Did he say anything about any arrangement by which he would
put in his license and not put in any money ; did you hear that¥A. He said we could pay him so much for the use of the license, or
arrange it as we wished; that we could pay him for the use of the
license and we could run it in lfis name, and that he could come down
every payment and see how things were· going along.
Q. Did he state how much he thought he ought to have if you ran
it under hi~ license~- A. No. sir; he did not state, as I remember.
Q. But he would buy one-third or one-half, or let y~u run it under
hi:-; license '~-A. . ..£Ps, sir; "Or," he says, ''I will buy it all, and hire
you boys to run tlle busine~s for me."
Q. He was ready for an.v kind of a proposition 1-A.. He appeared to
be rea·tv for anything. He tried to give me a little game of talk about
the ot!Jer traders trying to get the start of us all the time, and said if
there was any other way to help us out he would do it. He meant
. Whistler, Pickett & Co. I understood.
Q. None of his offers were accepted 1-A. None of his offers to me
or my brother were accepted.
Q Because your brother llad agreed to sell out to the McClungs and
had told the Commissioner about it~-A.. Yes, sir. He came to me the
same evening and asked me if the McClungs had applied for the post-
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office which we had in the store at the time. I told him I did not think
they bad. " Well," he says, " I will get that.''
Q. And be did get it, did he not ~-.A. Yes, sir; he said he had a
friend named Oberly, I believe, and another gentleman that he said
would get him what he wanted.
Q. Be said he had a friend by the name of Oberly, aud through him
he could get anything he wanted ~-.A. Yes, sir; through IJim and another gentleman from Illinois somewhere, I forget his name.
Q. Did you understand, then or now, that this Oberly, who was lli
friend awl through whom he could get anything that be wanted, wa2
then superintendent of Inrlian schools, stationed at the Department~
A. Yes, sir; I afterwards inquired who this Oberly was and my brother
knew and he told me.
Q. You made no bargain with Eddy, nor did your brother. What
did Eddy do, so far as you know ~-A. .At' that time he went off to the
cattle range and staid a few days at the Pawnee; he staid there a day
or so and came back, and on the following Sunday after he was there
he and Whistler fixed up and drove off to take a ride, and that afternoon we held a cotlncil in the store-room above the store, and on Monday morning I heard that he had bargained to buy the store out, but
their time I believe was to expire the 1st of January, and he went off
and s~aid until the lst of January.
I believe he came back on the 2d of January, or somewhere along
there, just before the payment came off. He came back and said that
he was to · take possession of the store as soon as the payment wa
made, and that we had to close ; that he had letters in his pocket to
that effect. He told the Indians and our clerk that we were off; that
our time was up the 1st of January and the McClungs were not going·
to take the place.
We were closed the 1st day of January and staid closed until the
5th. The payment came off on the 4th or 5th, I think. We were
closed, and the Indians had come around and asked what was wrong.
We were trying to keep things going until the lst, thinking the payment would be made about the last of the month and we would try to
get what money was out and owing to us. But the lst came, and the
agent was away after the money at Saint Louis, and my brother and
the agent had written for an extension of time for fifteen, twenty or
thirty days, I do not know which it "Was, until the payment would be
over; that he could not get around with the money in time.
Well, the agent did not get back, I think, until the 2d of January,
and we closed on the 1st, and the payment came off I believe on the
5th, if I am not mist~ken. The agent came down in the morning and
told us that he had not received anything from the Department and
could not understand what was the matter.
Q. What morning was that~-A. The morning before the payment
was to come off, or the night of the -'th, I think it was. We were very
anxious about it.
Q. Who was the agent ~-A. Agent Neal. He came down in the
morning of the 5th, the morning of the payment, and he says, "Boys
I will take the responsibility on myself for to authorize you to open up
and collect in the store at any rate."
Q. He told you, then, when you were to open up, that he had the
money for the payment ~-A.. Yes, sir. Re came in with the money for
the payment a couple of nights before, and said he would take the responsibility of letting us open the store and collect in the money.
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Q. Til en, what had not come the night before was the commission~
A. Yes, sir; they had not received permission from the Department, ·
but he took it upon himself to authorize us. So we opened up that day
and collected.
Q. Right there let me ask you this : Do you know whether Edd.v ti:ied
to influence the Indians not to pay you ~-A. Yes, sir; he did. He told
them that he was the trader there and we had to leave. He also did
the same thing last July; he went right into the council and told them.
Q. Bow long did Eddy stay there then ~-A. They took the inYoice,
I think, along about the 12th or 14th. They commenced about the 12th.
I bad not anything to do ; our store was closed, and the post-office was
over there ; Eddy had got it.
Q. Eddy had got the post-office ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And had a clerk ~-A. Not at that time.
Q. The post-office used to be in your store ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He had a friend in the Post-Office Department, too, apparently YA. Yes, sir. They commenced about the 12th, if my memory serves me
right, and they ran over the invoice. Eddy was not in the store ; he did
not pay much attention to the invoicing. He was very slack, I thought,
for a man who was going in to buy eight or nine thousand dollars' worth
of goods. He let Whistler's men do the invoicing, an.d once in a while
he would go in and help them an hour or so and then was off again,
and he left there the 18th or 20th of that month.
Q. My attention has been diverted for a moment. You say that
Eddy did not pay much attention to the taking of that invoice Y-A.
Not as much as I think I would pay to it, or any other man who was
really buying into the interest.
Q. How much of an invoice was it, altoget.her Y-A. I think it invoiced
him between six and seven thousand dollars.
Q. And he let Whistler, Pickett &Co. take it about as they pleased YA. Yes, sir.
Q. Did they take it carefully Y-A. They appeared to run over it very
quickly and were not as careful as I have seen it done.
Q. How much longer did Eddy stay aft~r that Y-A. He staid until
the 18th or 20th and then he left.
Q. When did he next come back ~-A. He came back about the 29th
of June or the 1st of July, somewhere along there; about the 27th of
June, I think, because we had a payment in July.
Q. Were you there all the while from the time when Eddy left, about
the 19th of January, up to the 1st of Jul,yf'oUowing~-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Was Eddy there at allY-A.. I never ~aw him there, and no one
else did.
Q. Could he have been there a nil you not have known it Y-A. I do
not think so. I was at the store twice a day and ~ome~imes three ti roes
a day, and the clerk that he sent there was in the post-office for the first
two months.
Q. He sent a clerk there who went into the post-office ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did the clerk do anything in the way of selling goods ¥-A. Not
for about a month or two months ; he was a delicate man.
Q. At the tim~ this invoice was taken with Eddy, were all the goods
of Whistler, Pickett & Co. there, all that they had had, or had some of
them been taken away by Gibbs ~-A.. I could not say.
Q. Was it before or after Shaw opened up at the Gibbs placeY-A.
I could not say there were any goods taken from the Whistler, Pickett
& Co. store to Shaw's store; I never saw any taken. there.
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Q. Was it before or after Shaw opened at the Gibb. place that this
iuYoice was taken ?-A. It was before.
Q. It was taken before Shaw opened at the Gibbs place 1-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. And you do not know whether any goods were taken from the
Whistler, Pickett & Co. store up to the Gf'bbs place or not 1-A. No,
sir.
Q. You know that Gibbs was a partner there, do you not '-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Now, while Eddy was gone, how did the business go on at the Whistler, Pickett & Oo. store 1-A. It went on just the same as when Whistler, Pickett & Co. had it. There was no change in the clerks except
there was one there that Eddy had sent there. He had charge of the
books, I guess, through June, and after there was some complaint and
some talk around the agency there about how Eddy's head clerk had
nothing to do with the business, they finally made some change and he
took charge of the books, I think, about June, maybe a little before,
but not much.
Q. Do you know what your brother sent on to Washington by way
of affidavit about this matter; whether he sent to Washington an affidavit that Eddy was not there, and that Whistler, Pickett & Co.'s business appeared to be going on just as it was before ~-A. Yes, sir; he
sent such an affidavit; at least he left it to the agent to send off, I believe. I remember it well enough.
Q. Do you know whether that was the reason given to your brother
why he did not receive his appointment after the McClungs disappointed
him ¥ If you do not know of your own knowledge you need not state.
(No response.)
Q. Did you ever see a letter from General Upshaw in regard to the
matter1-A. Yes, sir; telling him that his license would not be granted
on account of his making misstatements or misrepresenting the affairs
of Eddy at the agency; that he had told falsehoods in the matter, and
on that ground he would not receive any license.
Q. The goods of Whistler, Pickett & Co. finally all went up to Shaw's
store, did they not 1-A. Yes, sir; on the 1st of July they commenced
to remove them.
Q. That is the time that Eddy came there the second time ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. What members of the Shaw family were at that store then ~-A.
At the Shaw store there was W. B. Shaw and Edward Shaw.
Q. Did you ever hear either of the Shaws say that their father was
so near the Commissioner that they could do about what they had a
mind to there, or anything of that sort ¥-A. Yes, sir ; I heard Ed ward
Shaw say so.
·
.
Q. What did he say ~-A. He came to me at the time we were expecting to bear promptly from the McClungs, or my brother was; Ed.
<~arne to me and told he me, kind of secretly, says be: "Will. has a license
to trade here "-that is his brother. I says, '' Is that so 1" and be says,
"Yes; it came in to-night. He received a telegram from Miss Cook last
Wf,ek, and from father, asking him which be preferred a trading store
at the Sac and Fox Agency or at W ellstown,'' and be said that his
brother telegraphed back that he preferred the Sac and Fox Agency,
and," he said, ''to-night our license came in." Says I, ''flow did you
happen to get it~" ''Why," he says, "father can get them; he says
he was in the Department when McClung was there, and l\fcOlung and
the Commissioner had a good deal of trouble," he says,': about their
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n·H gettiu~~ this trading post here, as they had been promised, aud be

had g-iveu it to Eddy, and. they said they would uot luwe any trading
post if they could not get the one at the 8ac and Fox Ageucy. Ho had
offered them on e in vYyoming, or some place in the North, and they
said no, if they could not get the one they were promised first they
would not have any, and," lw says, '~Atkins turned around and says,
uow, 1\Ir. Shaw, what can I do for you '? And the old gentleman told
him what he would like to ha\Te, a trading post for the boys, and he got
it." I said to him, "I wonder if my brother can't strike the old gentleman and get one too~" He said," You might write to him." His father
had been out the fall before.
Q. Did he or not say anything about his father's intimacy with Com·
missioner . .L\..tk!ns
.
?-A. He said he was very intimate with the Commissioner.
Q. Did he tell in what tlle intimacy consisted ~-A. No, not that I
remember.
Q. Wllether there was any relation between them or between their
families ~-A. No, I believe not.
Q. Have you at any other time heard either of the Sllaws speak of
t he influence whicll tlley llad at the Department tllrough their father~
A. There was a little trouble with the boys there in the fall, I think it
was in August, and Edward was ordere<l from the Territory by the Indians, by tile Indian council there, an<l he claimed that when he got
horne Senator Dorsey and his father would straighten that matter up
witll the Indian Department and he would be back in a few days. The
gentlemaa I speak of had a cattle ranch in Texas, and Ed ward used to
work with him on the rancll.
Q. Did either of the Shaws havB a controversy with Moses Neal, the
agent ~-A. I believe W. B. Shaw had.
Q. Do you know whether he told the agent that he would have his
trade or his father would have him bounced ~-A. Yes, sir; I beard so.
Q. Is that the general report around there ~-A. Yes, sir; that js the
general report.
Q. About that time, or soon after, did William B. Shaw the elder
-come out there ?
The WITNESS. Do you mean the old gentlema·n ?
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.-A. Yes, sir; he came out last fall.
Q. Did he give the agent orders what to do about the business '~-A.
He thought the agent was rather slow in making the paym~nt to uR.
He said he did nor; see why the agent had not got the money and paid
off the Indians long ago, for it had been sent to his credit thirty days
before he left Washington, and he said he would see to the business
when be got back home; that the agents were so careless and neglectful
and did not pay attention to the welfare of the traders, no matter how
much they were out; that they did not try to hurry the business along
for them.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. After those charges were made by your brother about Eddy's having no interest down there as a trader, and complaints were forwarcled
by him to the Indian Office at Washington, was there not an investigation ordered by the Indian Office into that matter ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. An investigation was had to see whether it waR true or not that
Eddy was bellaviug as your brother had represented ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. About what tim was that ~-A. I think it was in May some time;
I am not sure.
0534
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Q. What was the result of that investigation ?-A. The a 0 ent took
the investigation himself.
Q. Do you mean Mr. Neal?-~!\.. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know what report he made ?-A. No, sir; I do not; I did
not see it.
Q. lf I remember the statement of your brother, his license expired
there in September, 18~5~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In point of fact you continued to trade there until June, 1SSG, did
you not ~-A. We continued to trade there until the 1st day of January, when we closed.
Q. But I want to know the last day you ever did trade there; that
was July, 188G, was it not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So your brother's license ran out in September, J 885, and be did
continue to trade, and did not quit trading there permanently until July,
1886 ; now how many times was that store closed between the 8th of
September, 1885, and July, 1886, when you quit trading altogether~
A. It closed on the 8th of September, 1885, and it closed on the 1st day
of January, 1886.
Q. Was it closed any other time ~-A. It closed on the 6th day of
January again. It opened up on the 5th of January and closed on the
night of the Gth.
Q. It closed on the 8th of September ?-A. No, sir; we did not close
then.
Q. When did it first close '-A. It was first closed the 1st of January.
Q. You closed on the 1st of January and opened on the 4tl.t or 5th of
January ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then you closed again when °!-A. We closed again on the 6th of
January, and it was closed then until the 11th or 12th of February or
the 13th, I tllink. I think the telegram was sent from Washington.
Til ere were two telegrams came in the one mail sack; the snow was deep
at the time. My brother was in Washington then, and one came about
a week before to the agent, asking liow our goods were, if they were on
the shelf or in boxes, and if not to have them boxed at once and for us
to leave the Territory.
Q. When did the other one come '-A. The next one came when we
had a heavy snow there in February.
By the CnAIRMAN:
Q. I understood you to say something about two telegrams coming in
one mail ~-A. Yes, sir; three telegramsc arne to the agent, and two
came in one mail; that was about the 11th or 12th that tlley got there.
The two telegrams came and one he opened and read. It asked, had
the orders been enforced-that was the first telegram-the second one
came and asked him bad he enforced the orders about our leaving.
Q. Who was that from ~-A. From General Ul)shaw, I believe, if I
am not mistaken; I am not positive about it. I think tbe agent has
the telegrams yet. Be opened that first one and read it, and be opened
the second one and it Raid, "Countermand all further orders tor ,V. H.
Little. Open store and run."
Q. Who was that from ~-A.. That was from J.D. U. Atkins. I read
tllat myself; his sou carried it down to me. I was at the llouse, and
the next morning I opened up.
Q. Then the third telegram, what was tha.t one you referred to ?-A.
That was the one telling us to open.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Your license expired, then, on the 8th of September, 1885
Yes, sir.
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Q. You did uot close at all but were permitted to trade nntil the 1st
of January; you closed on the 1st of January and reopened on the 4th
or 5th, and closed again on the 6th or 7th of J anuar:y and staid closed
until the lOth or 12th of February.-A. It was between the lOth and
15th of February.
Q. .And then you weut on trading again; did you close any more up
to July, the date at which you closed permanently ~-A. No, sir.
Q. They were the only interruptions ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tell me if you have heard, siuce this committee was organized to
inquire into· these matters, that the traders who had lost heavily by reason of being put out of their positions were to be -reimbursed, or that
Congress was to pass any bill for their relief ~-A. No ; I do not know
that 1 have heard tllat Congress was going to pass any bill for their relief.
Q. Have you ever seen through the newspapers of this country, or
has it been circulated among those men who used to be traders and are
not now, that this committee was coming down here to ascertain the
facts, and that they were going to be reimbursed or their losses made
good to them by having relief bills passed for their benefit ~-A. No;
I never heard that they were going to get anything. I heard that this
committee was going to meet at some place in the \Vest to take and
investigate the matter.
Q. With a view of doing what ~-A. To investigate the matter of our
being closed out without any serious charges having been preferred
against us.
Q. v'"Vhat was the understanding as to the result that was to follow
that; what was it for ~-A. To see if they could not manage to collect
the money that was owing them down there or to have it gotten in some
way. That is what I understood the committee was appointed for.
Q. The underst.anding was that this committee was to come out West
for the purpose of looking into and making an investigation of the facts.
which was to inure to the benefit of those traders who bad lost money
by reason of their having been required to give up their traderships ~
A. Yes, sir; if they were put out unjustly.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. llow many licensed traders are there now at thB Sac and Fox
Agency ~-A. I believe there is but one licensed trader there now.
Q. vVho is he ~-A. W. B. Shaw. He has two stores.
Q. Before your traders' license expired, how many stores were there~
-- A. 'rhere were two besides ours.
Q. vVhistler, ]-'ickett & Co.'s store and the store of Chief Keokuk?A . .Before his expired there was none but Whistler, Pickett & Co.'s and
m:v brother's.
·Q. And they were licensed traders?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Chief Keokuk has always traded there, J understaud '? -A. \Vell,
he had not been in the business before, since I went there, until last
fall.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN L. WOY (recalled) .
._foHN };. \VoY

was recalled and further examined.
By Senator llLACKBURN:
Question. l{,eferring to your testimouy given before the committee
the other day, I want to ask you what sort of a business man your partner, Mr. IIempbill, was '? -Answer. I think he was a fine business man;
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that is, he was a fine scholar, a learned gentleman, and a hauker, perhaps for twenty-fixe years a president of a bank, and bad been cashier
many long years previous. Ile had grown up in the banking business.
Of course, I am referring to that kind of business now.
Q. "'\Vas it Hemphill's son or his nephew who was your book-keeper
or elerk~ --A. Mr. llemphill's son was our book-keeper.
Q. \Vhat sort of a business man was be ?-A. A Yery fine business
man; I think his books will show that.
Q. \Vas he a good band to buy stocks of g:oods~- . A... I think he was,
for a young man.
Q. vVas he ever trusted to do that "?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you eYer tell a prominent. resident of this city that he had
·gone to New York and laid in a stock of goods not fitted for that trade,
which were badly selected and were comparatively of no account ~-A.
No, sir.
Q. Ur that he had overstocked too much ~-A. Yes, sir; I think 1
may have said, as we all said, and as I think he himself would say, that
in one particular lin.e he overstocked us a little; but it was simply one
line of goods, clothing, and that was the only ':ne in which we were
.overstocked for that immediate payment.
(~. That was all that you told him ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~ . I think you said (and if you did not, please correct me, for I speak
from recollection only) that when yon quit business down there and
moved your stock of goods away that what was left on your hands was
worth $9,000, approximately ~ -A. Yes, sir.
(~. Did you bring that remaining part of your stock to this city "?A. The most of it we did; .some of it is there yet, -I guess.
Q. \Vas it not app-raised here "l-A. Yes, sir; after it got here.
(~. \Vas it not appraised at $2,750, or at less than $3,000 ~-A. I think
the approximate appraisement was $:3,770 or $2,780.
Q. That is the stock left on hand that you put in at $9,000 in your
testimony~-A. Yes, sir; I supposed that the actual cost of it was that
-or more, and I think so l:.-ltill.
Q. It did not get damagell by being· moved from that agency to thi:-:;
place so that its \'alne deer~ase<l from $9,000 down to $2,775, did it.~
A. No, sir ; not altogether from damage ; it was materially damaged ;
it was ratller carelessly packed. and o( course a great many tbings
would become damaged by the reshipping and the tedious time it wm;
.on the way, going tllrough tbe river~, &e., as the waters were extremely
high ; the first goods we loaded laid two weeks at the Cimarron bank
bctore they could be forded, autl when they were forded they got wet.
·o f course.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. This appraisal at $:3,773 \Yas had under some proceedings in bankruptcy or insolvency, was it not ~ -A. Yes. sir.
Q. It was appraised as au insolvent stock ?-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBUl~N:
Q. \Vho were the appraisers ~~-A. A 1\'Ir. T. V. l\IcConu and a l\lr. P.
Wycko:f:l'.
Q. vVere they competent for that duty, aw..l hon~st meu ?-A. I think
t hey were ::ts competent as most persons would be to appraise that style
-of goods, India~ trinkets, beads, paint.:;, and· a great deal of stuff that
I presume neither of them had eYer seen before; but they did the be~St
they could.
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Q. They were sworn to a fa,ithful discbarge of that duty, were they
not ~-A. Yes, sir; they were.
lly the OnAIR.l\IAN:
Q. These goods had a valne in the Territory for the Indian trade
which. they had not here in Arkansas City amongst civilized people?A. Yes, sir; they had. For instance, they would appraise an article at
a certain value when it was possibly worth five or ten times that value
here or anywhere else; but they did not know its value.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Were they not both of them merchants ~-A.. I think so.
By the OHAIRl\IAN:
Q. Is it not universally true that bankrupt stocks are appraised with
reference to the fact that a forced sale is to be made of them ?-A.
Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Who was your attorney ~-A. J mlge Pyburn, of this place; at
least be is the attorney who made up the assignment papers.
Q. He is a gentleman of high character and standing1-A. Yes, sir ..
Q. You would not hesitate to believe any statement he would make,.
would you ~-A. No, sir. At least I do not think I would.
Q. Have you ever said to any of these former traders that it was
likely or probable, as a result of the work of this committee of investigation, that there would be some relief come to them for the losses
they had sustained ?-A. Speaking of our buildings and the condition
of things, we thought that possibly something might be done, and I
may have insinuated something of that character, but I do not know
what the point of ,the resolution was that was passed. I have discussed it with others, and others have expressed. it to me just as
forcibly.
Q. Has there been any talk of that kind ~-A. I have read it in the
papers.
Q. How was it to come about '~-A. I have not the least idea.
Q. Was Congress to pass a law to reimbur.:~e you for losse's incurred ?-A. You will have to read the resolution and take that for the
basis of whatever I said.
By the CnAIRMAN:
Q. Do you know how much that stock of goods that was appraised
at $2,· ..., ;; realized at a cash sale ~-A. I think the assignee told me it
realized something like thirty-two or thirty-three hund.red dollars.
Q. And it is not all sold yet ~-A. Yes, sir; it is all clo.sed out now.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. They appraised it at $2,775, anu closed it out at $3,200 "?1-A.
Ye.~, sir.
By the CHAIRJ.VIAN :
Q. It went at more than the appraisal ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How was it soW, at auction ?-A. It was sold for a time in aretail way, and then finally at auction, and finally when it got to be so
that the auctioneer could not draw a crowd to purchase it, and there
were no bidders, then the assignee made au inventory, he and the
auctioneer, and the auetioneer took the remainder at whatever lle
would gi\·e for it.
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TESTIMONY OF CHARLES E. CAMPBELL.

'CHARLES E. CAl\IPBELL, having beeu dul~- sworu, was interrogated
as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN :
Question. Where do you reside ?-Answer. At Larned, Kansas.
Q. What is your present occupation ~-A. I am in the insurance and
loan business.
Q. What had been your business in former years ~-A.. From 1872
until1881 I was engaged at an Indian agency in the Indian Territory
as a clerk, and subsequently was in trade there, at the Cheyenne and
Arapahoe Agency, contracting for the Government.
Q. Have you ever held a trader.ship yourself ~-A. No, sir; I ran a
livery stable at one time.
(~. A person has to be licensed to do anything there, does he not ~
A. I ran tllat business for some time without a license, but the inspector got after me.
Q. As I understand it, a man cannot transact any business iu the
Territory, legally, unless he has a permit or license, except he be a fullblooded Indian ~-A. None whatever. My idea is that an Indian of any
blood, a half or quarter blood, could transact business without a license.
Q. · Tllat is not so at present, is it ~-A. I never heard it disputed, and
I never looked the matter up.
The CHAIRMAN. I understand that under some law or regulation,
half-breeds require some kind of license in order to trade, though I
think there is this exception to it, that an Indian of any blood can do
business which he himself conducts alone.
Uaptaia WHITE (special Indian agent). He can trade or sell goods,
and. he might keep a livery stable.
The CHAIRMAN. \Vhen did you first become a clerk in a trader's
store~

Tlle vYITN.Ess. I think it was in 1881.
Q. In wlwse store were you a clerk ~-A. In the store of L. Candee.
(~. How long did you continue to be a clerk in that or some other
store ~-A.. I was with Mr. Candee for sixteen months, was out of business for the next three or four months, and then went in with Reynolds,
Doty & Hubbell on the 5th of July, 188:3, and remained with them until the 15th of July, 1885, two years.
Q. And after that~-A. After that, on the 1st of November of the
same year, I went with D. Hays, or 1\-Ieeks & Hays, and snbsequently
with Uald well & Settle, the present traders. I was with them only a
month.
(~. Do you know what Hays's politics is and has been 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What ~-A.. He is a Democrat, and says he always was.
Q. About the trade at Darlington, in the Cheyenne and Arapahoe
Agency, how does it compare wit.h what it was before the cattle lease'
were revoked as to volume ~-A. I do not think it is much more than
60 per cent. of what it was; I think it is about 60 per cent., but it is
very much more divided now than it was then.
Q. Wby is that ¥-A.. After the cattle leases were revoked, General
Sheridan or the Secretary of War authorized the employment of a large
number of scouts at each of the militar.Y posts of 'Vright, Supply, and
Reno-! til ink forty to eighty at each of those posts-and they gave to
the military tm(ler the rigllt to trade with tlle Indians, which cnt off a
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part of the Indian trade, and which made, in fact, a 'l arger number of
traders than ever before, through this scouts' trade that the military
have a right to, as soldiers that come on the reservation. I mean the
whole trade is 60 per cent.
Q. Do you mean that the licensed traders had GO per cent. as much as
they bad before ~-A. No, sir.
Q. What proportion do you think the licensed traders now have of
what tlu~.r had before the cattle leases were revoked ~-A. I think they
have about 40 to 50 per cent. of it; 40 per cent. would probably be the
€Stimate.
Q. So that yon do not think it would be half as large ~-A. I think
the legitimate trade they are entitled to would be fully llalf. But many
want things that the Indian traders are not autllorized to buy, and, not
being enlisted scouts themselves, they give their money to a scout to
buy what they want from the military trader, and the scout buys it and
gives it back to the Indian, who really belongs to the licensed trader.
Q. The regulation is tlJat the Indians cannot trade atta military post~
A. Yes, sir.
·Q. But they do trade tllrough the scouts ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. WlJat do the Indians want to do that for~-A. Sometimes there
is an article which they see at the military trader's that takes their
fancy, and which they are desirous of obtaining, but which cannot be
gotten of a licensed Indian trader, or it may be a more convenient place
at which to buy. Many were camping near Camp Supply, and when
the scouts went up there they took not only their immediate families
but their distant relatives and fi'iends.
Q. Would the difference in the prices of goods make them do that,_
A. No, sir; the prices were about the same, but if they wanted to trade
with a licensed trader tlley mig-ht have to travel 50 or 60 miles to do it.
Q. Do you know l\ir. M~eks ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who were you a clerk for when he came to the Territory ~-A. I
was not a clerk for anybody. I was putting in a hay contract at a military post.
Q. Did you know of the arrangement between Hays and l\feeks-their
business arrangement ?-A. Not nntil some time after its consummation.
Q. How did you come to learn, at any time, what the nature of the
arrangement was ~-A . .Mr. Hays showed me his contract when he considered it was necessary I slloul<l know.
Q. vVhat was that contract J?-A. It was that in consideration of his
.obtaining a license to further trade at that post, Hays was to pay him
$2,000 per annum, and that all goods should be bought in the name of
D. Hays & Co.; that Meeks's uame should not appear iu any invoice,
and that the clerks and other employes of the store should not be in
aby way dependent ou :Meeks for their salaries, l>ut must look to Hay
for their pay.
Q. Do you know about when that contract commenced? -A. A bou!;
the 20th of November, 1885.
Q. During the uext six months how much of the time was :Meeks
present at the store ~-A. I do not think he came there until the first
of tbe next 1\Iav. He went off to Teunessee aud c.ame back the .fir~t of
the following lVlay.
Q. Did you ever llave any conversation with him about his relations
with the Uomrnissiouer of Indian Affairs ?-A. Yes, E:ir.
Q. 'Vhat <lid he say about it ?-A. He said tlJat Commissioner Atkim; was a. Yery old friend of his family's, and would be wilJing to do a
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great deal for him, cver,Ything in reason for him; I do not think he exl)ressed the idea that he would do anything for him, but simply that he
would like to favor him if he could.
Q. Did he say anything about his being a political friend of the
Commissioner's 6?-A. I do not think be sai<l that; I tllink it was a
personal, family affair.
Q. What was 1\ieeks, a Democrat or a Repn blica n ~-A. A Democrat 1
naturally.
Q. l\1r. Hays, when he was before us, said something like this, if Iremember right: That prior to the present Admini~tration, the trader2
sold goods for 100 per cent. profit, and that it haC. been cut down to a
less profit than that under the present Administration. 'Vbat have
you to say on that subject ~-A . I have known them to sell at 1,000 per
cent. profit; a certain class of articles, I mean. I can give yon an instance of it if you wish me to. We can buy a gallon of cowry shells at
a dollar and a half, and there are twenty-four hundred in a gallon, and
they are sold at a dollar a hundred.
Q. Do yon mean to be understood, or not, that there was auy such
general profit made ?-A. No, sir; only on articles of adornment; a
very few articles. There was no average profit like tllat.
Q. How about the average profit years ago compared with what it is
now; was it greater in.the past or about the same 1-A. vVhen there
was a single trader there only, goods were sold at less than they are
to-day; that is my recollection.
Q. You mean as a general result of the trade ~-A. Yes, sir ; I coul<l
buy my coffee and sugar for a dollar less tllan I could now, I mean
when I left.
Q. Do you say yon could buy sugar and cofl'ee cheaper a half a clozen
years ago, at tile time there was but one trader there ?-A. Yes, sir;
I could buy it cheaper six or seven years ago, when there was but one
trader there, than now when there are three.
Q. Was that because the price of goods was lower then, or because
they were sold at a less protit ~-A. 1 think they were sold at a less
profit. I refer to George Reynolds, who was the Indian trader there
for several years. I think he sold goods, on an average, at a cheaper
rate than you could ha.Ye bought them for within the Jast four or fiye
years. We had more expense in the way of transportation in thoRe
days. vVe had to lJaul goods 165 milos then, and now they only haYe
to be hauled 112 miles.
Q. You were a clerk there up to about two months ago ~-A. Yes.
sir.
Q. Have you ever seen or heard at that agency of a schedule of
prices telling what profits might be m~de on certain lines of goods?A. Yes, sir; I have seen it -very nften.
Q. Is that schedule of prices strictly followed now 0?-A. No, sir; I
never knew it to be followed.
Q. Do you feel positive about that 0?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. .N-o attention was paid to it ~-A. I cannot s~.y that no attention
was paid to it, but it was not complied with as a matter of fact.
Q. "\Vllat traders arc doing business there now ~~A. W. B. Barker
and Settle & Caldwell.
Q. You were employecl iu the store of Settle & Caldwell '?-~1... Yes,
sir; I was with tllem onl.v a month. TlJey had hardly coniiUCilCed business wiJen I left, aud were not fairly stocke<l np. 'l'b ey bought Hays
ont au<l had not mauy goods wh<:>n T left.
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Q. Speaking of the fact that goods are not sold at schedule prices,
do you refer in that connection to W. B. Barker as well as to Settle & ·
Caldwell OJ-A. Yes, sir.
Q. It may be due to you, perhaps, to allow yon to explain why yoa
are not still a clerk there. You may make any statement about that
~-ou wish to.- A. I was ordered out of the Territory.
.
Q. By whom ~-A. By the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or the
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, I do not rep1ember which. I think it
was by the Commissioner on a letter from the office of the Secretary of
the Interior.
Q. Do you wish to make any statement about it ~-A. I have no
further statement to make, only that I know of no reason for its being
<lone except a political reason.
Q. Were you not a Democrat ~-A. :'1·o, sir; I am not.
Q. Have you a copy of the letter ~-A. I think I have a copy of the
letter which was sent to the agent.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. 'Vho was the agent there t.hen ~-A. G. D. Williams was tile
agent.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you know of any reason why you should have been ordered
from the Territory ~-A. No, sir; I do not. I tried to conduct myself
properly, and do not remember violating any rule, regulation, or law.
Here is the letter which w~s furnished to me by the agent [producing a
letter and bantling it to the chairman]. I wish to state that at the time
that order was given to me I was nn<ler bonds to the War Department
to perform certain duties at Fort Reno until the lst day of next July.
Q. What duties ~-A. l was delivering corn under contract. The
contract is not yet completed. It is a 30 per cent. increase and is liable
to be called upon at any time. 1 was also employed in the store of
Settle & Caldwell.
Q. Is there anything in the regulations which pre·vented your being·
employed as a clerk while it was your duty to deliver corn ~-A. No~
sir.
The CHAIRMAN. I will put this letter into the record.
The letter referred to is as follows:
(One inclosure.)
Refer in reply to the following authority,

~o.

14,6G5, 1887.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington,· February 9, 188i.
Sm.: I inclose herewith a copy of Department letter to this office of the 27th ult.,
authorizing the removal of Charles E. Campbell from the reservation under your
charge, under the provisions of section 2149 of the Revised Statutes of the United
S~-ates. this office having been officially ad vised Of his presence thereon \Yithout authority.
You will take the necessary measures for carrying this order into etf<'ct, and repon;
your action to this office.
J. D. C. ATKTNS,
Commissioner.

G. D.

\VrLLIA:MS,

Esq.,

United States Inclian

Ag~:nt,

Cheyenne and A.1·apaho Agency,
Darlington, Indian Te1Titory.
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By the UHAIRJHAN:
Q. The reason given there is that you are on the resen·ation without
authority ~-A. Yes, sir; I know it is, but I deny that.
Q. As you understand the regulations, there was nothing improper
in .vour being a. clerk there ~-A. Nothing- at all.
Q. An<l you say you were under bond to execute a contract for the
deltvery .of corn at Port Reno at that time 1-A. Yes, sir; from the date
given there it must be that the o_fficial report that he refers to in that
letter was made some time previous when I was not a clerk with Settle
& Caldwell, which commenced on the 17th of Februar.v, and of course
there was not time for a report to reach the Interior Department and
au answer to come back to the agent in t.he two jntervening days.
By Senator BLA.CKBUR~:
Q. When had you ceased to be a clerk in the other trading store~
A. I did not really cease to be a clerk there. 1 was around there and
did all Hays's writing, made out his bills, and really was in his employ,
b ut did uot give it all my time or but a Yery small portion of my time.
Q vVere you (lrctwing any s tla,ry ad c tel'k: for Hays~ -A. For the
work that I did there [ got my goods at cost and carriage and did not
pay any profit. I was not. regularly employed there.
Q. How long had that been going on ~-A. From the previous May
until February. In the mean time, though, I had obtained this contract.
Q. A contract with the War Department~-A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. This corn contract was a contract with the War Department~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you, having authority from the War Department to fulfill a
contract there, are told by Commissioner Atkins, by direction of the
Secretary of the Interior, to get out of the Territory ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you go~ -A. I protested against it through the agent, and the
agent forwarded the letter to the Commissioner of Indian .Affairs; at
least that was my request; I don't know whet•aer he did it or not. 1
rotested against it, but when the answer to Settle & Caldwell's applicatiou
for the approval of my appointment as clerk came back, they said that
all the other employes named in their letter would be approved, but
they must beg leave to be excused from confirming the appointment ·of
Mr. Campbell.
Q. Have you done anything wicked there ?-A. I know of nothing I
have done. I think I am about as clear as anybody in that country,
and I can bring testimony to establish the fact.
Q. Except that yon are a Republican ~-A. Yes, sir. It ma:r be a
c rime to be a fGepublican, but it is not elsewhere.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Were all of those employes of .Caldwell & Settle who were app roved by the Department Democrats?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. They don't allow any Republicans to remain out there ?-A. I
g uess not ; no, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. \Vhat has become of your corn contract ~ -A.. I have filled the
original contract, but I am still subject to be called upon for 20 per cent.
more on the original contract. The original contract is already filled. I
have bought the corn and am ready to put it in. I have twenty-five to
t wenty-eight thousand pounds of corn at Darlington.
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Q. Oau you go there to see about it?-A. I think I could go there, bnt
t here is objection to rny remaining there.
Q. Technically speaking, you can not go there to do anything about that
corn without a permit, can you ~-A. Well, I think I could. I should ?O
to the post, though, for fear of being jerked up at the agency.
Q. I mean, if they chose to enforce the laws against you, as they understand it, you would not be permitted to go there at all ~-A. No, sir;
l do not. think that.
Q. You put that on tho ground that you would have authority from the
\\~ar Department~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you would rely upon the protection of the War Department as
against the action of the Interior Department ?-A. And also on the
ground that it was my residence there, if they objected to my passing
through. You see I have been residing there for years.
Q. But this letter says that "llaving been officially advised of his
presence thereon without authorit.,y." They do not allow you to be
present without authority, as I understand this 0!-A. Very well.
(~. Supposing that IIemphill & Yvoy had ha<l sufficient time after
they understood they hafl to leave tlJe Territory, was there any opportunity for them to dispose maiuly of their stock of goods in the Territory '-A. I was not acquainted with their stock of goods when they
quit trading, an<l do not know what it consisted of.
.
Q. But they could have disposed of the goods they had at a better
au vantage there than they could by removing them ~-A. Of course,
with that class of goods.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You say you were ordered out of the Territory for no reason that
you know of except your politics ?-A. I do not know that that was
the reason.
Q. You suggested that yourself~-A. I do not know that that was
the reason ; but I cannot conceive of any other reason.
Q. And hence you conceive that must have been it. Now when
Settle & Caldwell sent on a list of employes they wanted to engage, the
letter came back saying that the Indian Bureau would make all the
appointments suggested except yours, and in answer to my question
you said they were all Democrats ~-A. All that I remember were
Democrats.
Q. I asked you if all the employes down there were Democrats, and
you said you thought they were ~-A. In all the stores, I think t.hey are.
Q. Don't you know·it to be a fact that more than sixty of the employes at Darlington, right now, are RepublicanB ~-A. I do not.
Q. Suppose that is shown to be a fact, then you are mistaken about
politics being the cause of your being driven out "?-A. I did not state
it as a fact, but only as a suspicion.
Q. I want to get at the value of the suspicion. Did you never hear
of any other charges made against you except as to your politics ~-A..
~o, sir; I neYer did.
Q. Did you ever bear that you had been reported to the Department
at \Vashington as stirring up trouble and strife down there among those
people ?-A. lf so it was false. I do not know that it was so. I never
heard it before, or ~uspected such a thing.
Q. Did yon know that you had been reported to the Department at
\Vashi.ugton witlt a. Yiew of having· this very oruer issuecl for your removal from that rese1Tation ~-A. I did not .
0
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Q. You dal not know of it nutil the notice came for you to lea Ye l That was the first intimation I had of it.
Q. Did that order from the Indian Office at Washington directing
you to leave that reservation have any such effect, or could it have any
such effect, as to keep you from going on thP military reservation (which
is under tho War Department, and not the Indian Department) for the
purpose of fulfilling any contract yon may have with the Quartermaster's
Office¥-A. It would have been almost impossible to fill it unless I could
have traveled freely in the country.
Q. There is a military reservation there '?-A. It is a small affair.
Q. But you have your rights there under the War Department ~-A.
But that was not sufficient; it did not cover enough territory. I wanted
the whole Territory. The corn was not there.
Q. You wanted the earth ~-A. I did not want the earth exactly, but
I would like to have the whole Territory.
Senator BLACKBURN. We will see what he was ordered out for.
The CHAIRl\fAN. You ought to show him.
Senator BLACKBURN. If he will stay here until we get through with
this thing he will find out.
~-\..

TESTIMONY OF JOHN C. KEENAN (recalled).

C. KEEN A.N wa~ recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Qu~stion> l asked you a question when :you were on the stand before a._·
tow hether auy correspondence with reference to the licensine; of Puckett
as trader at tile Kaw Agency had passed through your hands, and .Yon
saiu it had not. I thought perhaps, on reflection, you would think yon
did not understand what I referred to, or that I did not make myself
clear. Did you not write a letter to the Department for Puckett asking that Lesarge might be employed as a clerk or something of that
sort ~-Answer. At his request, yes, sir.
Q. And the letter came back to whom ~-A. To Puckett.
Q. It did nut come to you ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you see the letter when it came back ~-A. I did.
Q. Did the letter state why he would not be allowed to employ Lesarge as clerk ~-A. Yes, sir; it did.
Q. What was the reason given ~-A. Tha~ there was no trader a ppointed at Kaw; that there had been nobody licensed to trade at Ka w
up to that time.
Q. That was the fact I was trying to call your attention to, and you
evidently did not understand the purpose of my inqqiry. How long
vas that after Puckett had commenced trading there ~-A. I think it
must have been somewhere about two months; probably afterwards.
I think he probably had been trading two months when this notice
came.
Q. Do you know whether he then made a formal application for it?.A. Yes, sir; he told me so.
Q. That he then made a formal application for a tradership there?.A. Yes, sir.
The select committee theu adjourned until Friday, 1\fay 13, 1887, at
!>.30 o'clock a. m.
JOHN
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ARKANSAS

CITY,

KANB.,

Friday, JJ[ay 13, 1887.
The select committee met pur.sua,nt to adjournment at 9.30 o'clock

a .m.

TESTIMONY OF J. H. PHILLIPS.
J. II. PHILLIPS, having been duly sworn, was interrogatefl as follows:
By the CrrArR~IAN:
'
Ouestion. Please state your full name.-Answer. Jacob H. Phillips.
Q. You are an Indian trader~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vben were yon first licensed as a.n Indian traded-A. In February, 1886.
.
Q. \Vhere di<l you :first open a store or become interested in opening

a Rtore "?-A. At Osage.
Q. At the agency~-A. Yes, sir.
<...),. ln connection with wllom 0?-A. In connection with Mr. Hale.
t~ . .:\lr. Uale had been a trader there before ~-A. Yes, sir; he ha<l
l>e(' tl.

Q. Hale & 1\lcCague were the traders there before you obtained your
licen~e ~-A.

Yes, sir.

Q \Vhat became of .lVIcCague; tlid you buy him out ~-A . Yes, sir.
0 So that thereafter the firm was Hale & Phillips aml tbe license
was issued to Ilale & Phillips "?-A. Yes, sir. .r first got permi~sion to
bu.\- into the firm of Hale & .l\IeCagne.
0.
(~.
(~.
(~ .
(~ .

Did yon get a license in your .O '\nl name ~-A . No, sir.
You got permission by letter "?-A. Yes, sir.
Have yon that letter with you ~-A. No, sir.
By whom was the letter signed ~ -A. By General Atkins.
In what State did you reside before you were licensed ~-A. Ten-

lle~'- see.

Q. At \\·bat place ~-A. Centreville.
Q. \Vere you acquainted -..vitlt General Atkins "1 -A. No, sir.
Q . [ ~-:ee yon are recommended by Mr. Lowry; is he a Tennessee
man ?-A.. :No, sir; I think not.
Q. He recommended llale, probably, who was from Indiana ~-A.

Yes, sir.
Q. There i, among the recommendations a lettter of W. H. 1\feeks,
of Savannah, Tenn.: do you know him ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He was one of the parties who recommended yon ~-A . Yes, sir.
(~.\Vas vV. ll. Meeks a relative of C. Y.l\feeks~-A. Yes, sir; his
cousin .
Q. Yon are now trading at Hominy Creek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Diu you get a new license for that ~-A. Yes, si'r.
Q. Do you remember the <late of it ~ -A. I believe it was. the 29th
of December last.
Q. \Vas there any store at Hominy Creek before you went over there '1
-A. :No, sir.
Q. How did .von obtain your license for a store at Hominy Creek and
permission to t rade there ~ -A. l do not know that I understand the
onestion. r
.. Q. How did you get your license and permission to mo-..·e your store
from Osage Agency over to Hominy Creek ~
The WITNESS. You mean in what way did I apply for it'
The 0IIAIRMAN. Yes.
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A. Well, I applied iu person to General Atkin:; wilcu he was bert:\
and by letter, both.
Q. vVhen General Atkins was at the agency you applied personally
to him, did you~-..:-\.. No, sir; I did not. I applied to him after he had
left there; l applied to him here at Arkansas City.
Q. What did he say about the establishment of a store there at that
time ~-A. He told me that he had been applied to by others, and that
he would study over the matter, and if he concluded it would be a benefit to the Indians he would establish a store down there.
Q. He had not then concluded to establish a store there f-A. No, 8ir;
he uad not.
Q. About what time was it that you saw him in Arkansas City and
made application to him ~-A. I do not remember; it was some time in
the fall.
Q. I think I have heard it was in November '-A. It may have been;
I think it was about November.
Q. At any rate it was on his trip here '-A. Yes, sir; it was during
his trip here.
Q. He told you there had been application made by others; did yo a
learn who else had applied '-A. l understood him to say that Mr. Hartley had applied.
Q. Then you went to Washington, did you '-.A. No, sir; I did not go
there.
Q. Your application in Washington was by letter ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you have anybody in Washington to represent you ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. Didn't you write to auy one there to help you get it '-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know tllat anJ' one at \Vashington did try to he1p you to
get it~-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you know .Mr. Branham ·? -A. Yes, sir. Mr. Branham was
going to Washington, anu Mr. Hale and I both spoke to him and told
him that if the matter came up and he could assist us in getting a
license out there that it would be appreciated by us.
Q. Diu you not learn, after his return, that he diu help you in that
respect ~-A. Yt~s, sir; that be talked with General At.kins about it.
· Q. Do yon know General Atkins's ::;on, .John AtkinR '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did yon know him before you were appointed ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where did you make his acquaintance '-A. In Tennessee.
Q. Did you understand from any one tllat John Atkins used his influence to get yon out tllere ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q How much trade ha\e yon got out there, judging from the five
months oe so yon have been there '! -A. V\7 e have not been there that
long, but I suppose about thirty-fi\""e or forty thousand dollars a year.
Q. vVas therea store out there before you went ther.e~-.A. No, sir.
Q. Yon had to build one f-A. Yes, ,-;ir.
Q. 'There nm·er bad been a store there be1ore, had there '-A. No,
sir.
Q. Did you move your goods from the agenc,\, or sell out at the
agency ~-A. vVe moYed them ont.
By Senator BLACKllURN:
Q. When you moveu your trading store from the agency out to Hominy Creek, what did you do with your buildings ~-A, vVe sold them.
Q. Thatis, the buildings which you hatl at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVhat did they cost you and your partner ?-A. They cost us
$3,000.

I~DIAN

TRADERSHIPS.

463

Q. 'ro wlwm <lid you sell them '? -A. I sold tltem to two half-breeds.
Q. \Vhn,t did you get for them f-A. Six hundred dollars,
Q. Yon lost how much "? -.A.. Twenty-four hundred dollars . .
Q. How long bad you used those buildings; how old were they ?-A.
We had nsed tllem not quite a, year-about eight or ten months.
Q. They were not a year old "?-A. No, sir.
Q. \Vere they old when you bought them or did you put them up?A. 'rhey were old buildings and had been in use.
Q. You gave $3,000 for them and sold them for $600 f-...-\.. Ye", sir.
Q. liad a license to trade at Hominy Creek been tendered to Hartley before you and your partner got your license to trade there '? -A. l
do not know, sir ; I expect there had.
Q. \Vbo did :you understand that from f-A. From General Atkins.
(~. \Vas that on condition that he gave up his store at the agency~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. He had asked for a license at Hominy Creek and had been offered it provided he would surrender his trading store at the agency '?
_,..A, Yes, sir.
-Q. When you got your license to trade at Hominy Creek, was it or
nolJ made an express condition that you must give up your agency
store ~-A. Yes, sir; it was.
Q. He would not allow you to have them both f-A. No, sir.
Q. 1\ir. Hale was yom· partner~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He bad been trading before f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before General Atkins came in as Commissioner of Indian Affairs
he had been trading at the agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who did you and your partner buy those buildings at the agency
from ~-A. We bought them from Mr. Hamilton.
Q. Was he a trader there·f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Under the old Administration ~-A. Yes, sir; under both Administrations.
Q. He had been a trader under the former Administration and alsounder General Atkins ~-A. Yes, sir.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. His license was not renewed by General Atkins. His license ran
out after General Atkins's term of office began. Did he get a renewal
of his license ~-A. Yes, sir ; I think he did.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Do those Indians who live out there at Hominy Creek have any
difficulty in getting to the stores at the agency at any season of the
year f-A. There are some of the creeks which sometimes rise considerably.
Q. Do they get }'ast fording~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How do those Indians live there, all over that reservation; do
they keep on hand any supplies of cured or dried meats for the support
of themselves and their families, or do they live on fresh meats the
year round f-A. They live on fresh meats and bacon. They buy some
bacon; they save no bacon themselves.
(~. During the summer months are they constantly buying fresh meats
every few days to live upon ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vonl<.Cit or not be practicable for them to have fresh meats as
often if t-hey had to come a distance of 25 miles to buy it and keep it,
as if they could bny it in their immediate neighborhood close to where
they liYe 1-A. No, sir; I do not think it would.
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Q. Before your store was established at Hominy Creek, do :you know
how frequently those Indians came into the agency to gt>t fresh meats
during the summer months ?-A. I could not say bow often they came
there.
Q. Did they come there as often as they come to your store where
you are now to get it~-. .<\...
. No, sir; they would not come as often.
Q. Have they any ice- boxes or refrigerators or anything of that kind
in which to keep fresh meats in bot weather ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator CULL0~1:
Q. How much bacon do they ordinarily buy when they come to town
or come to yonr ~tore '~-A.. They buy from two to four dollars' wortll.
Q. Ancl take it home '~-A. Yes, sir.
<}. 'Jl.Jat means about how many pounds-a" side" or two of bacou,
as they call it¥-A. No, sir. We handle down there what are called the
"backs." They are just long strips, and they get two or three of those.
Q. They take home enough to last them about how long ?-A. I could
not tell yon that. They don't eat much bacon.
•
Q. When you were running your store up at the agency, how ofteu
did they come to the store there ~-A. I do not know how often.
Q. They came in as often as they needed meats, did they uot?-..~:.\... 1
guess su.
Q. Ami they do the same thing as regard~ your store where yon are
uow ?-A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Did tbey have any difficulty in getting to the agency store, do
;you know, when you were there~
The WITNESS. When we were at the n.gency ·?
Seuator CuLLO:M:. Yes.
A. No, sir; not that I know of.
{J. They were in the habit of coming in whene\er they wanted to '? .A.. Yes, sir.
Q . And ordinarily there was nothing in the way of their coming so
far as high water was concerned, or anything of that kind '? -A. No,
sir; it was not often that high water bothered them.
Q. How many Indians uo you have about your store~ -A. There are
something near 300, children and all.
Q. Do tlley do substantially all their trading· at that place '? -A. No,
sir; they do a part of their trading there.
Q. Some go to the agency. Do any otllers go to the Big Hills or the
Gray Horse store to trade t-1\... Some go to the agency and some to
Gray Ilorse.
Q.. They go to both places, or all three places, if they choose ~-A.
Y e~, :o;i r; some of them.
Q. How long do you sa~y yon have been there at thatpoint~-A. We
have been there since some time in February.
·
Q. So far as you know, Mr. Branham got the license for yon to go
down there?-A. No, sir.
Q. Who did get it; through whose influence did yon obtain it ~-A.
I think it was my own.
Q. You had personal influence with General Atkins yourself ~-A. I
do not know that, more than when I applied to him here in person, he
asked me several questions about whether we would be willing to give
up the store there, that these other parties were not willing to do it,
and if we wanted him to license one out there and one at Gray Horse,
that is, to give us two stores: I told him we did not; that all we asked
was a license out there, and we would give up our license at the agency,
and he told me he would study over the matter.
0
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· Q. That was a conversation between you and him when he was here¥A. Yes, sir.
Q. After that did you go to Washington °1-A. No, sir.
Q. Mr. Branham did ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And after Branham had been there and talked with the Commissioner you got a license ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q.
Had
you ever thought of asking for that license at :Hominy Creek
1
until the Commissioner of Indian Affairs made that trip out here and
you heard that Hartley had made application for it ~-A. No, sir; I had
not.
Q. Is it not a fact tllat Commissioner Atkins had left the reservation
before you ever made any application for it, and did you not, upon consultation with your partner, come over here to Arkansas City and here
.catch the Commissioner as he was coming back, and have the interview
in which yon made application at this place to him ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, I find among your indorsements here (among the indorsers
of Jacob H. Phillips, of Centreville, which is your name) the name of
W. H. Meeks, of Savannah, Tenn. ; who i~ W. H. Meeks ~-A. He was
.State's attorney of my district in Tennessee.
Q. I find here also the name of Hon. I. G. Harris, United States Senate ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And a letter from H. P. Foulkes, esq., of Franklin, Tenn.; what
was he f-A. He is ex-speaker of the Tennessee senate.
Q. Also the name of J. H. Moore, esq., of Uentreville, Tenn.; who is
he f-A. He is a prominent attorney there.
Q. Also the name of Ron. J. M. 'ray lor, a member of Congress from
there '-A. Yes, sir; he was a member of Congress from a different
district than ours, but was the ex-State's attorney for our district.
Q. And he is now a member of Congress ~-A. Yes, sir. I was also
recommended by our Congressman.
Q. Who was your immediate H.epresentative in the lower house of
Congress from your district at that time V-A. Col. John G. Ballantine~
of Pulaski, Tenn.
Q. Do you know . whether he went in person to urge your appointment '-A. Yes, sir; I do know tba t he went ; I have letters to that
effect.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Did you state how much the buildings at Hominy Creek cost you V
-A. No, sir.
·
Q. How much did the buildings at Hominy Creek cost you to build
them V-A. The store-house cost us $1,000, our dwelling cost us about
se,~en or eight hundred dollars; all of our improvements·there, corrals
and everything, cost us about $2,500.
Q. So that to go over to Hominy Creek you sacrificed $2,400 on your
buildings at the agency, and made an investment of about $2,500 in
buildings at Hominy Creek in the way of improYements V-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. And you made money by it too, didn't you '-A. I do not know,
sir ; we have not yet.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Have the creeks you referred to been impassable for any length of
time :-;ince you have ueen at the agency or at Hominy Creek '-A. Yes,
sir; sillce l han~ been at the agency, but not since I have been at
Hominy Creek.
u534 CONG--30
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Q. Were they impassable for any length of time ~-A. For probably
a week.
Q. You have never heard of any want or suffering among the Indians
because of their inability to get supplies before the outside stores were
established ?-A. No, sir; except they would buy meats there a.n<l they
would perhaps spoil on their way home, or something of that kind.
Q. An Indian does not eat beef every day, does he ~-A. He uoes if
he can get it.
Q. It is esteemed a luxury when he does get it, is it not ~-A. Not if he
has got the money, or close to it; he uses it all the time.
Q. He regards it as a luxury, does he not ~-A. I do not know that
he does. Tiley use it all the time if they can get it.
Q. How long will it take an Indian family composed of three or four
persons to eat up a hind quarter of beef ~-A. r do not know, sir. They
do not eat much in families. Generally when they get a quarter of beef,
if there are thirty or forty Indians around, they go to work and eat it
all up.
Q. They make pretty quick work of it ~-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. As a matter of information I will inquire whether any of the Indians located around your neighborhood there undertake to raise cattle
themselves ~-A. Very few of them undertake to do that. Since we
have been down there I expect we have sold some twenty head of stockcattle that they claimed they were going to raise, but the first time they
get out of credit they will kill them and eat them.
Q. They do not then really go to work systematically to raise stock
or anything of that sort ~-A. No, sir; not much.
0

TESTIMONY OF THOMAS M. FINNEY.
THOMAS M. FINNEY, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. You were a trader at one time at the Kaw Agency, were
you noM-Answer. Y€18, sir.
Q. You are not the Finney who was a member of the firm of Finney
& Schiffbauer '-A. No, sir.
Q. Did any person, while you were a trader at Kaw Agency, come
to you with a license or a letter saying that he could have a licensP.,
wishing to make some arrangement for your place and trade ~-A. Yes,
sir; there was such a person.
Q. What was his name '-A. His name was Engels.
Q. Where was he from i-A. He was from Humboldt, Nebr.
Q. Did he have a license ~-A. Yes, sir; he had a license.
Q. What proposition diu he make to you ~-A.. H'f made a proposition that he would hold the license and continue the business there, I
to run the business and to pay him a certain amount per month or per
year for the use of hil5 license.
Q. Did he name the amount that he wanted ~-A. No, sir.
Q He wanted to know if he could make au arrangement with you to
do business under his license and pay him a certain sum per month or
year for the use of the license~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you entertain the proposition ~-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Did anything more pass between you in regard to the matter,_
A. Nothing at all. I told him that the Commissioner of Indian Afl'ajrs
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would not listen to any such proposition in the first place, and in tile
second place I was there only by sufferance of the Department, and was
ready to go out, and was waiting only for somebody to step in and take
my place.
•
Q. You expected to have to go ~-A. Yes, sir; I expected to go out.
By Senator CuLLOM :
•
Q. Do you mean that you were waiting for somebody to step in and
buy you out ~-A. Tllat is what I was. hoping for; yes, sir.
Q. Bnt you did not know whether you would be able to do that or
not "~ -A. No, sir.
Q. Did you at any time receive a proposition from any one else to
take your business ~-A. Yes, sir; in an indirect way I received a proposition.
Q. In what way~-A. I received a letter from Washington in regard
to the matter.
Q. Have you that letter with you 1-A. No, sir;. I have not.
Q. Tell the committee about it; what took place and all yon remember about it.-A. Along in April, 1885, I think H was, I received a letter from Mr. Miles, the formP.r ageut of the Osages, stating tbat he had
been approached by a nephew of Commissioner Atkins proposing t.hat
he would obtain a license and I could pay him a certain amount per
year for the use of the license and remain where I was.
Q. Who brought you that letter ~-A. It came by mail.
Q. You say you received such a letter; what ha.., become of it ~-A.
I destroyed it.
Q. Did any one know about the letter except Mr. Miles and yourself~
-A. I think, if I am not mistaken, that Mr. Bartles, of the Osage Agency,
was present in _Washington at the time the letter was written; I think
so.
Q. Do you remember the name of the nephew of the Commissioner~
A. No, sir; I do not know his name; I did noL hear it.
Q. Did you understand whether he was then in or about the Indian
Office in Washington ~-A. It was my understanding that he was then
filling a position there; that was my understanding at the time, but I
am not positive about it.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. What was the man's name who came out there with a license and
offered to sell it or rent it to you ~-A. His name was Engels.
Q. What was his given or written name ~-A. I do not know.
Q. How do yon spell it "? -A. E-n-g-e-1-s.
Q. Did you see the license~ -A. :No, sir.
Q. How do you know that be bad a license there ~-A. I received a
letter from the Department stating that a trader bad been appointed.
Q. Did the letter from the Department tell you the name of the
licensed trader ~-A. No, sir; I think not.
Q. Then how do you know that Engels ever bad a license ~-A. He
told me about it.
Q. That is all that you know about it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. The record does not show that any such man
was ever licensed. [To the witness.] Then you do not know whether
Engels ever bad a license or not~
A. Only from what he told me.
Q. vVhen was that f-A. That was in April, 1886.
Q. You mean a year ago ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You <lid not entertain the proposition ~-A. No, sir.
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Q. vVlty not ¥-A. I had reasons for not doing it.
Q. What were they ¥-A. My reasons were, in the first place, I did
not think the Department would sanction any such thing.
Q. You did not think Commissioner Atkins wonld approve of that~
·.A. No, sir; my next reason was~ I was anxious to get away from there.
Q. When did you quit trading there ~-A . I quit trading there in
May, 1886.
Q. The next month after Engel~ was there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did yon not write a, letter to the Uommissioner of Indian Affairs
asking him to appoint your successor and send him out there or else relicense you, because your stock of goods had run out ¥-A. Yes, sir ; I
did.
Q. Didn't you say that your stock of goods was entirely out ~-A. I
am not positive whether I said that or not.
Q. Did you not tell him in your lettt>r that you wanted to get away
from there ¥-A. I have a copy of that letter here.
Senator BLACKBURN. Very well; let us have it.
The' witness pro(luced the letter called for.
Senator BLACKBURN. This is a copy of a letter written to the Commissioner of Indian Affair~ March 10, 1886. This was about a month
before Engels came there~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will read this letter so that the stenographer
can take it and have it appear in the record.
The letter, as read, is as follows :
Hon. CoM. IND. AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C. :
DEAR SIR: The Indians at this agency are clamorous for credit. Expecting my suc-cessor would be appointed, I have not credited the Indians on their annuity, confining
my sales exclusively to the money due on their lease ; that has been insufficient to
support them, and as it has been the plan in the past to give them credit on their
annuity payment, which is not made until late in the fall, they are cut off from
obtaining the credit; my presence here on sufferance only, I have not felt justified in
purchasing goods only in very limited quantities. If it is the intention of Lhe Dep't
to still grant me an ext.e-nsion of my license, I most respectfully ask that positive
assurance be given me that I will ue granted the privilege of crediting the Indians
and allowed to collect at their annuity payment. I will then buy goods and supply
the wants of the Indians.
In case it is not the intention to further extend the time, I most respectfully ask
that my successor be licensed so that I may be relieved by April 1.
As this tribe of Indians have no other point to trade more than 20 to 35 miles you
will see the justice, Mr. Commissioner, in complying with the request I have made.
Awaiting a speedy decision and reply,
Very respec.,
T. l\L FINNEY.

'Senator BLACKBURN. You have also handed me a letter from Agent
Hoover, dated Osage Agency, March 24, 1886, in regard to the same
su~ject, which I will also read, so that it may go into the record.
The letter was then readJ as follows :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Osage .Agency, Mar. 24, 18b6.
Mr. THOS. FINNEY:
DEAR SIR: In reply to your letter to the Department, requesting to know positiv.e ly whether or not your license will be renewed, I am directed to inform you that
according to your suggegtio!l your present permit is revokerl, to take effect on the 1st
of April next. A new trader will be appointed for Kaw at once.
Very respectfully,
FRF.DERICK HOOVER,
U. S. Indian .Agent.
Per "G."
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By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Now, then, at your own suggestion, your license was revoked to
take effect April lst. When do you say you quit there '-A. It was in
May.
Q. This letter of the Indian agent says '·your present permit is reYoked to take effect on the 1st of April next," which shows that your
trading there was at the suffrance or the pleasure of the Department~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. That was your permit to trade after your license had been permitted to expire '...,:_A, Yes, sir; that was it.
Q. Now, that was to take effect on the 1st of April. When did you
say that you quit there ~-A. On the 1st of May.
Q. So that you staid there until May '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say a man named Miles wrote you a letter from Washington '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Was he then an Indian agent ~-A. No, sir.
Q. He had been an Indian agent~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. For what tribe '-A. For the Osages and Ka ws.
Q. For that whole reservation, including the Kaws '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What is his given name '-A. His full name is L. J. Miles.
Q. Where is he at present '-A. He is here in this city.
Q. Does he live here '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is thc.Lt the man who testified yesterday; was he on the witness
stand yesterday '-A. I understand th.at he was ; I was not present.
Q. Under whom had he been an agent~ Under what Commissioner
of Indian Affairs-Atkins or Price ~-A. Under Commmissioner Price.
Q. He wrote you a letter from Washington ~- ...£\... Y m;, sir.
Q. When ~-A. The letter, I think, was written some time about the
1st, of April.
Q. Was that before or after Engel::; had been trafficking with you,_
A. 'rhat, was before.
Q. That was before Engels came there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, let us look at this. In that letter he told you that Commissioner Atkins's nephew wantP.d to get a license for you to trade thereand go into partnership with you '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Aud you understood that that nephew of Commissioner Atkins
was then holding some position in the Indian Office in Washington'- ·
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Well, did you entertain that proposal ~-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Why not '-A. For the same reason that I refused to entertain
Engels's proposition.
Q. You did not t.llink the Department would approve of such a procedure as that~ if a clerk in the Indian Office at Washington, himself a
nephew of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, was to be the partner VA. No, sir; I did not.
Q. Then you thought this nephew of Commissioner Atkins, who was
a clerk in that Bureau, was undertaking to do something that t.he Commissioner, hi~ uncle, <lid not know anything about and would not submit to ~-A. I do not know as to that.
Q. "\Veil, then, Low was it; if it was not that, what was it '-A. He
may have known all about it.
Q. Did you think so ~-A. I do not know that I thought so.
Q. You say the only reason why you did not entertain the proposition was beca.use you were satisfied that the Commissioner would not
submit to it ~-A. Well, he might have submittt>d to it, but it might
have made trouble in the future ; that was my idea at the time.

470

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Q. Would it not have made more trouble for the nephew in the Dcin Washington thau for you ~-A. Yes, sir; I should think so.
Q. And yet you were afraid to accept it ~-A. Yes, sir; I was.
Q. What did you destroy that letter for ~-A. I keep uo letters whate,·er.
Q. Yon kept this one you gave me, au<l that was written before.-A.
1 mean I ke•~p uo letters outside of my letters from the Department;
HOlle in. connection with my own aJi'airs.
Q. Why don't you keep them 1-A. I have no reason for it; it is seldom I keep a letter.
Q. Here you produce, very promptly, letters written on the lOth of
March by yourself and on the 24th of March by the agent, and yet as
siugular a letter as this, written by an exagent under whom you had
served, and sent from Washington, telling you that._~~ officer of the Indian Department or Indian Bureau, a nephew of the Commissioner,
wanted to furnish you with a license and go into partnership and trade
with you, you did not think enough of to keep from tearing it up ~-A. I
was not positive that I had not kept the letter until I found, on looking
through my letpers, that it was not there.
Q. Now, are you positive that you destroyed it 1-A. I am not positive that I destroyed it, bllt I cannot fiud it.
Q. It flew away. Have you any idea whether it would be possible
to go over to the Kaw Agency and hunt around and gather up and put
together the scraps you tore up~-A. I do not think it would be.
Q. Do you believe it possible to find such a letter in the world ~-A.
No. sir ; I do not.
Q. Do you believe there ever was such a letter in the world ~-A. I
do.
Q. I am glad of that. Did you ever tell anybody about having that
letter ~-A. Yes, sir; I did.
Q. Who did you tell apout it ?-A. My clerk at the time saw the
letter.
Q. He is dead now, isn't he "? -A. No, sir; he is here in town.
Q. What is his name~-A. His name is Archibald N. McCague.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask that Mr. Miles, the ex-agent, and
this clerk of his, both, be subprenaed right away.
'fhe.CHAIRMAN. Yon will not need to trouble yourself about proving
that letter when we get through with it.
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, I would like to have a subprena issued
for both those men. [To the witness.] Did Mr. Miles, in that letter
which be wrote you from 'Vasltington submitting this proposition to ·
you, tell you what the name of that clerk in the Bure::tu, the nephew
of the Commissioner, was ~-A. My recollection is that he did not; that
he simply said it was a nephew of the Commissioner's.
Q. And did not name him ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did he in that letter advise you to accept that proposition ~-A.
~ o, sir; lle did not.
Q. What did he Hay about it~-A. Ue merely made the statement to
me that such a proposition had been made to him.
Q. That is, Miles did ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Be said that such a proposition had been made to him ~-A. That
it had come to me through him.
Q. He did not tell you whether he thought you had better accept it
or not ~-A. No, sir.
Q. He did not express any opinion one way or the other ~-A. No,
sir.
p~·tment
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Q. Did he say whether he thought it was a legitimate proposition or .
not ~-A. M~r recollection is that he said nothing of that kind.
Q. He said nothing in the world except to state the naked proposition ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. He expressed no opinion as to the propriety or advisability of
your accepting it ~-A. No. sir.
Q. You say that Mr. Bartles knew about this proposition ~-A. I am
not positive that he does, but my understanding wa~:~ that be was there
at the time, in \Vashington-Q. How did you come to think he knew about it ~-A. And that he
was approached by the nephew of the Oommi~:~sioner.
Q vVho told you that ~-A. Mr. Miles, .I think, told me that.
Q. Di<l he tell you so in the letter V-A. No, sir.
Q. You had a talk with Mr. Miles afterwards when he came back
here '? -A. YeR, sir.
Q. What did be tell you in that interview ~-A. He told me the same
that be had i11 the letter.
Q. What else '? -A. He told me that his recollection was that the
nephew had. through Bartles, approached him and told him t.hat he bad a
proposition to make to me. His recollection was that he wanted about
$2,000 for the use of that license. He told him that he would submit to
me any fair proposition, but be would not submit any such proposition to
me, because I was not making any such money and could not afford to
give any such money.
Q. That is what 1\liles told you be said to Commissioner Atkins's
nephew¥-A. Yes, sir; to Bartles.
Q. Did Bartles or l\1i1es tell you that~-A. Mr. Miles told me that.
Q. D1d be tell you that he said that to OommisRioner Atkins's nephew
or to Bartles ~-A. I understood that he said that to Bartles.
Q. That Ba-rtles had told Miles that he would submit any fair proposition to you. but would not submit that, because you were not making
enough money to warrant it¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then the only objection Miles had to it was the amount of money
required "?-A. The only objection that he had to writing that letter to
me, I understand-Q. Was the amount that was asked-he bad his figures too high~
A. Yes, sir; very high for Kaw.
Q. Was that the on1y objection that Miles had to it ~-A. That was
the only objection, so far as I know.
Q. vVhere did that interview between you and :Miles occur, when he
told you of this ~-A. In this city.
.
Q. About what time~-A. I saw lVIr. Miles this . morning, and had a
talk with him.
Q. Did all this interview you have been telling me about occur this
morning ~-A. I went to Mr. Miles this morning about that letter.
Q. Did you ever go to him before~-A. No, sir.
Q. Then I understand that you never had any interview with Mr.
1\-Iiles on the subject of this letter which he had written you from Washington from the time the letter was writt-en until this morning~-A. 1
had on one other occasion. About two weeks ago I spoke to him about
it, and told him my recollection waR that I had such a letter.
Q. Where did that interview occur ~-A. Between here and the Kaw
A~ency, while I was attending the Kaw payment.
Q. How did you happen to meet him ~-A. We rode there together
.in a buggy.
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Q. About two weeks ago ¥-A. It was lon~<:>r than that; it was about
the first of April.
Q. It was about six weeks ago, then ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tell us all about that interview ·~-A. That was all that was said·.
I asked him if such was the case; that my recollection was that I bad
received a letter from him at one ti-me, but it had almost passed out of
my memory.
Q. You were not right sure you had such a letter ~-A. I was pretty
sure I had such a letter.
Q. There was a doubt in your mind about it ~-A. No, sir; but I was
not certain that it came from him. I asked him if he had ever written,
such a letter, and he ~aid he had.
Q. That was all that occurred in tha,t interview ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you never had any more talk with Mr. Miles from the time·
be wrote you that let.ter from Washington, about this matter, until this.
morning ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Bow came you to think of it about six weeks ago~ It had almost
pas~ed out of your mind, you sa.\·; what brought it back ~-A. I wa
thinking of this committee's meeting here.
Q Of course. You knew there was a committee of the Senate coming out here to inquire into these things, and that put it into your
bead ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you told Mr. Miles you had a recollection of having had such
a letter from him and wanted to know if it was not so, and he confirm~d
your don bts by telling you it was so, and tht~re the matter dropped~
A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ask him the name of the man ~ ho made that proposition f
-A. No,sir.
Q. Why did you not ask him that~-A. I do not know.
Q. Nor can I tell. Here was a man making a proposition, through an
ex-agent of the United States, to you to get you a license of your own,
not to sell you his license.
The CHAIRMAN. No ; that is not so.
Q. Was he to get a license for himself or you ~-A.. For himself.
Q. And he was to put it at your disposal and you were to have the
use of it for so much money 0!-A.. Yes, sir.
Q ..And the name was not given you in the letter, and you afterwards
had an interview with Mr. Miles, a year afterwartls, and refreshed your
memory alJout it, and still it never occured to you to ask what that
man's name was ~-A. It never did.
Q. This morning you had a talk with him before coming on to the
witnAss stand ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. When were yon subpamaed as a witness in this case ~-A. About
half an hour ago.
.
Q. SincP. you had that talk with Mr. Miles ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who did you report your talk with Mr. J\iiles to, this morning~
A. l spoke to Mr. Paul, the clerk of the committee, about it; be is the
only man.
·
Q. You had a talk with Mr. Miles this morning about a letter he wrote
you last April a year ago ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you let it rest ever since that time until last month, when
yon bad this short interview witiJ. him, a!Hl you had a full talk with him
thi~ morning and reported the result of it to l\'lr. Paul, the clerk of tt.is.
committee ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now, where did you have your interview with Mr. Miles this morning '-A. At his house where he lives.
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Q. You went there to have it~-A Yes, sir.
Q. Did he send for you ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You went of your own accord ~-A. I did.
Q. What did you go for ¥-A. I went to see Mr. Miles.
Q. What did you go to see him for ~-A. I went to see him about theletter.
Q. This same letter~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. The one that mysteriously disappeared '-A. There is no mystery
about it.
Q. You cannot tell wha.t became of it~-A. I cannot any more than
I can thousands of other letters I have received.
Q. Very well; what passed between you and Mr. Miles this morning
in his bouse; tell the whole of it now.
The WITNESS. What passed between us~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; tell every blessed word, all you can re~
member; what you said and what :Mr. Miles said.
The CHAIRMAN. Has this witness shown any disposition not to tell Y
Senator BLACKBURN. No, sir; on the contrary, he is as fluent a witness as I ever saw.
The CHAIRMAN. Then it is not necessary for you to urge him.
Senator BLACKBURN. I shall do it in my own way unless the chairman makes objection, and then I will submit it to the committee.
The CHAIRMAN. l do not make any objection.
Senator BLACKBURN (to the witness). Then, tell every blessed word
that passed between you and Mr Miles this morning.
The WITNESS I toirl Mr. Miles that when Mr. Paul was in the city
some time ago, on his first trip here, that I ha(l said to him, in conversation, that I had been approached by Mr. Engels, of Humboldt, Nebr.,.
as I u1Hlerstood, who tueu had a license to trade with tlle Kaws, proposing that [run the business there ancl be furnish the license. That
my recollection was at tllat time I told him I had a letter, but could not
recollect whether it was from him, and I came to him this morning to
find ont. 'rhat since that time, after Mr. Paul had left the city, it occurred to me, had come into my mind, that Mr. Miles was the man I
had received that letter from, and that I had come to him this morning
so as to be certain about it.
Q. Had you not asked him in April about that ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he then told you that he was the man ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And yet you went back again and asked him again if he was the
man ~-A. Yes, sir; I wanted to be positive about it. He told me that
he had written the letter I have described.
Q. Go on.-A. That is the conversation.
Q. That is all that occurred this morning ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You did not have anything more to say to him ~-A. Nothing
more.
Q. And he said nothing more to you ~-A. He said that such a letter
had been written and that it came to him in that way; that Mr. Bartles had come to him, if I understood him correctly, with this nephew,
wishing to make such a proposition.
Q. So that he told you this morning that the proposition was made
to him by Commissioner Atkins's nephew, who came to him in company
with Mr. Bartles ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In Washington ¥-A. It was made by Mr. Bartles, I understood
it.
Q. But in the presence of Commissioner Atkins's nephew ~-A. I .sO"
understood.

•
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Q. Did you ask him this morning wbat the name of that nephew
was ~-A.. I did not.
Q. Do you want to know what the name of that nephew is ~-A. I
am not particular ; no.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do.
The CHAIRMAN. I think you can get the information at the Department without any trouble.
Seniitor BLACKBURN. I do not believe it can be had anywhere except
from the witness; tllat is my understanding about it. [To the witness]:
That is all that passed between you this morning ~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir.
Q. You did not say anything to him about your intention to come on
the stand as a witness ~-A. I did.
Q. Then there was something else ~-A. I told him I was expecting
to be subprenaed.
Q. I asked you to tell every word that passed between you and Mr.
Miles this morning in Mr. Mile3's house. Please go on and tell everything that you said to Miles or that Miles said to you.-A. I have told
everything, so far as I recollect.
Q. But you told him you were coming on the stand this morning as a
witness to testify to the fact ~-A. I told him I was expecting to come.
Q. Had you been subpmnaed then ~-A. I had not.
Q. Then why were you expecting to come f-A. I heard that I was
to be subpmnaed.
•
Q. Who told you so ~-A. I do not know that I could tell you who
told me so.
Q. When did anybody tell you you were going to be subpmnaed ~
A . .1\iy recollection is that Mr. Paul told me I would be subpmnaed.
Q. \Vhen did he tell you that ~-A. About the first of this week, I
think.
Q. Why didn't you talk to Mr. Miles before this morning, then ~-A.
I have not been in the city; I have been absfmt.
Q. Where did Mr. Paul tell you about the first of this week that you
were to be subpmnaed as a witness ~-A. In my store, in the street
here.
Q. What did he tell you he wanted you to prove ~-A.. Nothing.
Q. And you heard nothing more of your being subpamae<.l as a witness~- A.. N 1t until they came to tell me I would be wanted here.
Q. "They;" how many came to tell you ~-A. General Upshaw and
several other gentlemen; Mr. Paul among the others.
Q. Do you say they came this morning to tell you you were to be
subpmnaed ~-A. I do not suppose all of them came there to tell me
that; they came there to purchase some papers.
Q. Was that before or after the interview you h~d with Mr. Miles
this morning- ~-A. It was afterwards.
Q. Did you have any talk with any one of them ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Neither with Mr. Paul or General Upshaw ~-A. No, sir; only at
the door here with Mr. Paul.
Q. How came General Upshaw to come there into your store ~-A.
Indeed I could not tell vou.
Q. Did you not see General Upshaw walk in there with me this morning "?-A. I saw him walk in there with a gentleman; J did not know it
was you.
Q. Is not the Adams Express Company's office kept in your store ~-A.
No, sir.
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Q. What express company has its office there ~-.A. The Wells, Fargo
Express Company.
Q. Didn't you see me come in there and sen~ an express package oft
this morning ~-A.. No, sir; I did not.
Senator BLACKBURN. I went in there and got the express agent to
:!.old up a package. Very well; you had no talk with Mr. Paul after
you had a talk with l\1r. Miles, had you~
The WrrNESS. Only at the door. I told Mr. Paul that up to this time
l had no recollection of the author of that letter, and that I had found
out that it was Mr. Miles.
Q. When did you tell him that ~-A. Now; just as I came into the
l 'OOUI.

Q. You told Mr. Paul that you had no recollection of the author of
that letter until now ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did yon tell him that for, when you say that six weeks ago
you asked Mr. Miles about it and he told you be was the author of it ?.A. I told him for the reason that I could not recollect.
Q. Now, right here: If Mr. Miles told you last month, in answer to
your question, that he was the author of that letter, then why did you
tell .Mr. Paul just now at the door that until now you had no recollection
of ·who wrote the letter; was t.hat the truth~
The WI'l'NESS. That 1 had no recollection~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; until now, to-day, when Mr. Miles told
you six weeks ago that he was the author of the letter ~-A. Well, I
mig·ht have told him six weeks ago.
Q. Told who, Mr. Paul ~-A. Yes, sir; Mr. Paul. But it only occurred to me, this conversation we had, this morning.
Q. Yon have told all that occurred between yon and Mr. Miles this
morning ?-A. I ha'\"'e.
Q. Didn't you and Mr. Miles discuss the question as to the testimony
you were to give here to-day about this letter ~-A. We did not.
Q. No reference was made to that ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Did you tell him that you were going to testify to-day ~-.A. I
tt>ld him I was expecting to testi(v.
Q. And that you were going to testify on the subject of this letter~
A. That I perhaps would testi(y on the subject of this letter if it was
lJrought up.
Q. Did you tell him this morning what you recollected as to the contents of that letter~-A. I did not, that is further than to tell him that
1 had a recollec!Jion of such letter being received and of such a proposition as I have described being made, and that I was not certain whether
he was the author of the letter or not, and that I came to him to know
positively whether he was or not.
Q. Did he reply and tell you that you ought to have been certain
that he was the author of it, in view of the fact that ·six weeks ago he
told you tbat be wrote it 1
The WITNESS. How is that~
Senator BLACKBURN. Did he reply and tell you that yon should
have been certain as to the author, because he told you six weeks ago
that he wrote it ~-A. No, sir; he did not.
Q. You were not satisfied with his admitting the authorship of it
·Once, but you wanted him to do it twice ~-A. Twice ; yes, sir. ·
Q. Didn't you believe Mr. Miles ~-A Yes, sir; I did.
Q. Then why did you want him to say it over again ~-A. I wanted
to extend my remarks with him.
0

0
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Q. Did you extend your remarks with him~ I wish you would g-o
on and tell me all about it.-A. I did to the extent I have told you.
Q. But you said you had all that talk with him as you rode over there
in a buggy six weeks ago ~-A. No, sir; not all the talk I had this
morning.
Q. You have made no additional statement of this morning's conversation.
The CHAIRMAN. The records wilt show whether he has or not.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, the records will show, but it does not
show that he made any additional statement. [To the witness.] You
stated to him then that you wanted to know, and described the letter,.
and he told you he wrote it. Now, what in addition to that occurred
between you and Mr. Miles this morning ~-A. Reference was made on
our first trip only to the authority of the letter, as I said before. The
• conversation that I had with Mr. Miles was passed this morning at
this house.
Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I want.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q . When Ivlr. Paul, the clerk of the commit;tee, was here last fall, I
understand that be came to see you and you told .him you had received
a letter of that nature, but you could not then remember who you received it from ~-A. Yes, sir; that is so.
Q. And then afterwards it came to your recollection that you received
it from Mr. Miles, and you asked him some six weeks ago whether you
had not received a letter on that subject from him and he said that you
had ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And this morning you went to see him so as to make it perfectly
certain that you were not mistaken in his being the author of the letter~-A. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. That is all.
By Senat,or CULLOM:
Q. Do I understand you to say what was the amount he offered; WllS
any amount specified in the letter ~-A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you remember whether or not the letter gave the name of the
person ~-A. Mty recollection is that there was no name given at all ; he
only spoke of the nephew.
By Benator CULLOM:
Q. l thought you said in the early part of your testimony something
about $2,000 ~-A. I said that, but that was not in the letter.
Q. But you got the information from some source, ~id you not, that
it was $2,000 that this unknown man wanted ~-A. 'rhat was what Mr.
Miles told me.
Senator CULLOM. That seems to be regarded as the average annual
value of a license down in this country.
The WITNESS. That is what he told me about it.
Senator BLACKBURN. They are worth much more than that; your·
man Connell made much more than that.
Senator CULLOM. It was $2,000 that the man wanted, as you understood from some source ~
The WI1'NESS. That is what I understood.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. And that was told you by Mr. Miles in your trip to Kaw in ihebuggy 7-A. That was told me this morning at Mr. Miles's residence.
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~. fl(j did not tell you that the morning you were going to Kaw in .
t he buggy ~-A. No, sir; be did not.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Mr. P.artles about this
mat.ter ~-A.. I llave not.
Q. Do you remember whether the letter stated that 1his nephew of
Commissioner Atkins was an employe of the Indian Office or not, or
whether you derived that idea from some other source ~--A. I think I
beard that from some other source; I do not think that was in the letter.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. From what source did you get that ~-A. I could not tell you
where I did get it.
Q. You just picked that up ~-A. Yes, sir; I picked that up.

TESTIMONY OF JACOB !!. BARTLES !(recalled).

JACOB H. BARTLES was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. I was not aware when you were on the witness stand before that you knew anything of this matter which has been brought
out by the last witness. Do you know anything about this letter having· been written, the one the witness has just spokfm of~-Answer. No,
.sir, I do not.
Q. Do you know anything about the matter in any way ~-A. I had
a talk with :young Mr. Atkins in regard to the suqject, the Uommissioner's nephew; at least he told me the Commissioner was his uncle.
Q. At what place ~-A. At Washington.
Q. Now state what that was.
The WITNESS. Do you want me to detail it as it occurred, or in what
wayf

'l'he CHAIRMAN. I want to get at this matter. It is all new to me this
morning. I want you to state it all, everything you know about it.
The Wn'NESS. 'l'he first introduction I had to Mr. Atkins was through
a druggist. there in vVashington.
Senaton CULLOM. You are speaking of the young man now 01
The WITNESS. Yes.
The CHAIRMAN. The first introduction was by whom~
The WI'l'NES~. It was through a druggist there in Washington. He
-said that he and Mr. Atkins exnected to get a license to go into trade.
The CHAIRMAN. The druggist did~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir; the druggist; and that he thought I understood the trade, and they wanted a little advice from me. That afternoon he said for me to come to the drug-store, and Mr. Atkins would
be there and he would introduce me to him. So I went around and the
conversation went on that they expected to get a license and go into
the Territory somewhere to carry on the business, he and Mr. Atkins
together.
Senator CuLLOM. Who, the druggist~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir; the druggist and Mr. Atkins together.
Senator CULLOM. Who was the druggist~
The WITNESS. I do not remember his name.
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The OHAIRl\IAN. Are you well enough a~qnainted with Washington
to remember where the drug-store is situated~
The WITNESS. I cap.not tell the street, but I could go to it if I was
there.
Q. Proceed with your statement.-A. Finally ~ir. Atkins got to talking about the Kaw Agency and wanted to know if the Kaw .Agency
would not be a goo1l point at which to start a bn~ines~:; . I told him I
did not think it wonld be. He wanted to know why; if they could not
make $4,000 or $5,000 a year there. I 1old him that t.hey could not;
that I did not th.iuk anybody outsi<l · of Tum Finney CL>ultl make a succe.· s there. He wanted tr> know what. it wa..; "'·ortll. I 1ol<l him that I
did not think it was worth more than $l.500 or $1,800 a year, and I
saHl, " If you are going into the Territory wh ,. don't you get a license
to go to Osage '?" He remarked that tuey ditl n ot have money enough
to go into business at Osage, bnt he thougllt they h eLd eoongll to go into
business at Kaw. That was about all tlle eon,Ter8ation we had at that
time.
Q. Did you have any subsequent conversation ~-A. A couple of days
afterwards we met again and the subject came up, and he asked me if
Finney was a gootl business man ami I told him that he was. He tben
asked if he would be a g ood partner. I tolcl him I thought lw would;
that I would be willing to go in with him as a partner.
Q. Is this Mr. Atkins you are speaking of~-A. Yes, sir; young Mr.
Atkins. He th en said, ''According to your statement about Kaw, I
kind of hate to go thel'e." He :.-;ays, '' { have got a position here in the
Post-Uffice Department-I think he told me-at a salary of $800 a year
(or about that a ' near a~ I can retlollect), and," he says,'' I would hate
to give that up aml go ont tllere if I could not make more money than
that." "Well," says I," my judgment is that you cannot "-that is, for
him to go in by himself to run the businesH as a green man. He then
asked if I thought be and Finne.v could go in together . I tolcl him I
did not know; that I did not think there was money enough in it to pay
two, "but," I said, ''you might make some arrangemeut of that kind
with Finney;" and I think that wa~:; about all that was said that <lay
in regard to it. But I discouraged him all the time in tryjng to get a.
license for Kaw, and I think in the presence of General Upsuaw on one
occasion.
Q. Proceed; you saw him again ~-A. Yes, sir; I saw him afterwards.
Q. What occurred then ~-A. Be told me to see Finney, and 1f they
could form a partnership in some way, mutually, why to let him know
and he would get a license to trade at Kaw. I then asked him why he
did not come to Osage, and told him there was more money at Osage
than at Kaw, and he Raid he did not have money enough to go to Osage,
and he did not want to borrow tbe money; that he would rather hold
his position there and stay in Washington than to come out to Osage
and borrow the money to go into the business; that it was all new to
him, and that if be made a failure he would be a total wreck, or words
to that effect.
Q. Is that all that was said ~-A. Yes, sir; I carne home and saw
Finney, and told him what the young man ha(l said, and Finney replied
that there was not enough in it to justify a partnership, and that, he
would rather go out; that there was not enough for two. That was
about all that was said between Finney and I.
Q. Did, or not, young Atkins say anything to you about getting
a license and having Finney carry on the business under the license ~• A. Yes, sir; as a partner.
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Q. Was l1e going to put any money into it ~-A. He said he had ·
rnrmey. It was my understanding that he could raise about $2,500, and
I supposed from the conversation that he intended to put that amount in.
Q. You do not know anything of a letter having been written by Nir.
Miles '~-A. No, sir; I have no recollection ofthat.
Q. Did you at any time see Mr. Miles in company with Mr. Atkins?A. I do not recollect whether I did or uot.
Q. You do not recollect that yon did, and you do not recollect that
you did not ¥-A. No, sir; Mr. Miles and I had a talk in regard to it.
Q. Where ¥-A. At Washington.
Q. Yon do not rP.mcml>er whether Mr. Atkins was present or not?A. I (lo not; I do not think he was.
Q. MileR did uot tell ;yon that he had written, or was going to write,
a letter~-A. No, .sir; I have no recoHection of it.
Q. In none of these conversations, as you understawl and recollect
them, did Mr. Atkins say anything about putting in his license and
having Finney do the business ~-A. He asked me ouce what he cou cl
:-ealize out of it if he coul<l get the license and let Finney run tlw
business, and I told him I did not know; that I did not think he could
realize much, because 1 did not think there was enough in it to diYido.
Q. Do"you mean that he asked what he could realize out of it . .by getting a license and lettiug Finney ruu the business while he staid in
the Post-Office Department ~-A. Yes, sir; he staying in the Pm~t Office
Department.
Q. And you told him ~~ ou did not think he could get much in that
way ~-A. Yes, sir; that I dill not think there was enough to divide up.
Q. Not enough to make it an object ~-A. No, sir.
By Senator BLACICBTJRN:
Q. In any of these interviews which you had with young Atkins, did
he ever say that his idea wa8 that he was to furnish no part of the capital, but simply the license "? -A. He did, in one respect.
Q. In what way was that ~-A. He asked if he could get a license and
Finney carry on the business and furnish the good8, what share of the
profits could he realize. I told him I did not think he could realize
much out of it, because there was not enoug11 in it for two.
Q. You had already told him that Finney, in your judgment, was the
only man who could carry on that business at that agency successfully,
had you not ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did Mr. Atkins ever go with you to Miles and get you to make
the proposition there for him ~-A. I have no recollection of it.
Q. Where was the conversation bad l>etween you and Miles about it,
in Washington, do yon remember ~-A. I could not say; we were together eve1·.v day or two.
.
Q. You do not think l\lr. Atkins was present ~-A. I do not think he
was.
Q. Did you ever have but one talk with Mr. Miles about it, in Washington or elsewhere ?-A. 1 could not i-><ty.
Q. Do you remember but the one conversation '-A. No, sir.
Q. When you came back here did you have a talk with .i.~lr. Finney
about it "?-A. I did.
Q. More than once ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Where was that~-A. 1 think it was at the Osage Agency.
Q. Did you tell him all that you knew about this matter 1-A. I just
told him abotlt what 1 stated awhile <:tgo, that .M r . ..._1\tkius wonld like to
form a partnership or make some arrangement in regard to the bus1-
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ness, and he simply said that he did not care about going into it; that
there was no money in it, and that he would rather go out.
Q. Then Finney was mistaken if he said just now that he never had
any interview or talk witll you on the subject at all ~-A. I think he is.
Q. DiU you tell Mr. Miles that Mr. Atkins wanted about $2,000 in
consideration of his furnishing a license for Finney to trade at Kaw
Agency ~-A. I have no recollection of it.
By the CHAIRMaN:
Q. Do you not remember telling Finney or Miles, that Mr. Atkins
wanted you to communicate a proposition to put in his license there, and
get the $~,000 from Finney for the use of bis license, and yon told him
that tflere was no use in making any such proposition as that; that you
would not communicate any such propo~ition as that, but that you
would communicate any fair proposition; was there not some such talk
as that ~-A. I do not recollect.
Q. Do yo a mean to say t bat there was not ~-A. I will not say that
there was or was not; I have no recollection.

TESTIMONY OF ARCH M. McCAGUE.
ARCH M. McCAGUE, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. Were you a clerk at any time for Mr. T. M. Finney ~-An
swer. Yes, sir.
Q. At the time he was a trader at Kaw Agency ~-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you remember to have seen a. letter written him by Mr. L. J.
Mile::; with reference to some arangement for a tradership in connection
with a Mr. Atkins, in Washington ~-A. Yes, sir; I do.
Q. You saw snch a letter ~-A. Yes; sir; I saw it and read it.
Q. Can you state, from recollection, the substance of the letter ~-A.
No, sir; 1 only remember the important part of the letter.
Q. What. was tbe important part of the letter ~-A. It was to the effect that a nephew of Uommissioner Atkins wanted to furnish a license
against Torn .Finney's experience, labor, and capital to run the trading
store at Kaw Agency.
Q. That, as you remember it, was the substance of the letter ¥-A.
Ye~, sir; that was the important thing in the whole letter.
Q. Where did you see it ~-A. I saw it in the trading store at Kaw
Agency.
Q. Has the matter been brought to your attention or recollection since
that time¥-A. No, sir; I paid uo attention to it.
·
Q. Have you talked to Mr. Finuey about it tllis morning ~-A.. Yes,
sir.
Q. He asked you about it ~-A. Yes, sir; we were talking about it,
and he asked me if l remembered it, and I told him tllat I did.
Q. Do you remember whether the uame of the nephew was mentioned
in the letter ~-A. No, sir; it wa~ not.
Q. Are you still a clerk for :Mr. Finney~-A. No, sir.
Q. For whom are you a clerk now, or what IS your present occupation ?-A. I am in the real-estate busiues:s llere.
Q. Do you remember about the date of thiR letter ~-A. I remember
about the date; I think it. was some time in April.
0
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By Senator CULLOM :
Q. What year~ It was the year before he gave up the business, was
it not ~-A. Yes, sir; his license expired December 20, 1885, and this
was written the following April; that is my understanding about it.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You think this letter was dated in April ~-A. Yes, sir; I think
it was.
Q. You mean this last month a year ago ¥-A. Yes, sir; a year ago.
Q. How long had you been clerking for Mr. Finney f-A. I went there
in 1883.
Q. Yon went there as a clerk for him ~--A. Yes, sir.
Q. And had been with him then until 1886 ~-A. Yes, si:-.
Q. How came you to read tllat letter ~-A. Simply because I was a
nephew of Tom Finney's and he made a confidant of me just like a
partner.
Q. You are a nephew ofT. 1\f. Finney, the trader ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And he made a, confidant of you 0?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you read that letter f-A. Yes, sir; I did read it.
Q. What did you do with it V-A. I handed it back to him.
~. Did you and be have any talk in regard to it at that time ?-A.
Yes, sir; he said he did not propose to accept any such proposition.
Q. Why not ~-A. He said, in the first place, that there was not enough
money for two there.
Q. ·rre did not want to divide ~-A. No, sir: and he could not afford
to divide.
Q. What did he say in the second place 1-A. In the second place,
he thought at that time that that gentleman was rather taking advantage of his position.
Q. Of whose position 1-A. Of his, Commissioner Atkins's nephew's,
position.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. That he was taking advantage of his relationship ~-A. Yes, sir;
of his relationship.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Did Mr. Finney object to that ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How was it going to hurt him ¥-A. It was going to hurt him
in such a manner that he could not get out with what money he had
made there.
Q. Why not ~-A. Becau~e he simply wanted to pnt up his license
against his money and capital, and have Finney go to work and run on
as he had, and at the end of tbe year to hand over half of what he had
made, and he could not see any money in that for him; he would not
make as much money by half.
Q. :F inney had been making some money then ~-A. Yes, sir; he had
been making some.
Q. How much '-A. He was there three years, and I think the books
would foot up about $4:,000 for the tllree years, if he got his accounts
collected that were out and sold his buildings for what he put in them.
Q. If be had. collected all his debts and got what the huil<lings cost
him, in three years' time his aggregate profit would have been about
$4,000 ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That was a little over $1,000 a year ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that was his objection ?-A. Yes, sir; it was purely a business
objection.
6534 CONG--31
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Q. Did he hand you that letter to read ?-A. Yes, sir ; he did hand
it to me to r('ad.
Q. And you read it and passed it back to him ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Were you the only clerk at that store ~-A. Yes, sir; I was the
only clerk.
Q. There was nobody in there except you and Finney ~-A. No, sir.
Q. What was the habit of that busine!:ls house in the matter of taking care of letters or filing· them; did you keep them or throw them
awa.y or wrap up goods in them ?-A. Some we threw away and some
we kept.
Q. ' What did you do with that one ~-A. That is more than I could
say.
Q. Yon never saw it any more ~-A. No, sir; I did not file the letters
away myself or pake care of his letters; l1e took care of them.
Q. How long had he received this letter before you read it ·~-A. We
had charge of the post-office there, and when we received the letter, as
soon as we got business in such shape that we bad time to read it, Finney read the letter and handed it to me.
,
Q. And yon read it and handed it back to him ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you do not know what became of it afterwards '?-A. No, sir;
I do not.
Q. How long a letter was it ~-A. I could not swear to the len,g-t.h of
the letter, but my idea is that it was about two pages and a half, probably.
Q. Was there anything in the letter excepting a statement of that
proposition, that a nephew of <Jomrnissioner Atkins wanted to furnish
a license to be put up against 1\fr. Finney's experience, capital, and
labor as a partner ~-A. That was the most important part of it, but
since I come to think about it, I think I remember something else that
was in the letter.
·
Q. Tell us about that.-A. It simply stated that a man named W.
E. Hardy was at Washington trying to get Tom Finney a license to
trade there.
Q. Who was Hardy ~-A. He is a Frenchman, I think, who has married a half-breed and has always made his home with that tribe of Indians out at Kaw.
Q. Had Finney sent him on to Washington to get his license ~-A.
No, sir; the Kaw tribe had sent him on in relation to some of their affairs. The tribe bad voted money to send him there.
Q. And this letter stated that be, Hardy, was trying to get Finney
relicensed "~-A. Yes, sir; but of his own free will and accord.
Q. Did Finney want to be relicensed ~-A. Yes, sir; he wanted to be
relicensed.
Q. Did you ever have any conversation with Finney about that letter, from the time you read it until this morning ?-A. I do not know
whether we did or not after that time.
Q. Do you remember any conversation which you bad with him ?-A.
No, sir; I do not.
Q. You do not remember of this letter or this proposition ever having
been mentioned between you and Finney from that time until this morning ~-A. Well, I would not swear to it.
Q. Do you recollect any such conversation ~-A. I cannot say that I
do. I could not name the date or when it occurred.
Q. You cannot remember ever to have had a talk with him since that
time until this morning ?-A. No, sir.
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Q. What time this morning did you have a talk with Finney about .
it~-A.

Yes, sir; I did have a talk with him; I had a talk ..with him last
night about it after he came in.
Q. About what time ~-A. It was about half-past eight.
~. At what place ~-A. It was going from the store to his home.
Q. Do you mean going from his store, here in this town, to his home~
A. Ye~, sir.
Q. Who allude<l to the subject first, yourself or Finney 1-A. I believe I alluded to the matter first.
Q. How came you to do that; what put the subject into your head~
A. Circumstances brought it up.
Q. Tell us what the circumstances were. More than a year had gone
by without its being· mentioned; what circumstances put it into your
head ~-A. The circumstance that there was a Senatorial committee
here for the purpose of inYestigating like charges, and that they had
Indian traders and anybody they could get information from in regard
to the matter coming before them.
Q. And that fact reminded you of it ~-A. And as a matter of fact I
knew tlley had subpamaed Tom Finney ; a certain gentleman had taken
his name when he was here before, and as the committee were here on
that business it was supposed they wouhl have Finney up before them.
Q. You were interested in it, then ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tell us that conversation you had last night, as far as you recollect, everything that passed between you and Finney.-A. I asked him
if he was positive that he knew the circumstances regarding that letter;
that that was one of the things this committee wanted to find out about,
and I considered it his duty to tell all that he knew about it.
Q. You urged him to come before the committee and tell about it~
A. No, sir ; I did not.
Q. What did ~Tou do ~-A. I simply told him the facts.
Q. Aud you told him that it was his duty to come and tell all that
he knew about it ~-A. I simply said it was his duty, and he said it was.
Q. That was clear. Well, go on ; that is not all the conversation you
bad, I reckon ~-A. It is all that amounted to anything.
Q. Whether it amounted to anything or not, I want you to state,
fully, all that passed between you and Finney in regard to this matter
last night.-A. That was all that amounted to anything concerning
that matter.
Q. Then I will ask you to tell what passed ·between you and Finney
last night about this matter that did not amount to anything ¥-A. I
have already given you all that passed.
Q. That is all that passed between you; and you state that on your
oath ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You had another talk with him this morning, did you not ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. At what place ~-A. Out at his home this morning.
Q. How came you to go out tbere~-A. I went out there to get my
breakfast; I board there.
Q. Was it before breakfast or after breakfast that you had this talk
with him 1-A. It was after breakfast.
Q. "\Vhat conversation did you have with him about this matter this
morning after breakfast V-A. He said that he was going down to see
Major Miles, so that if he was subprenaed before this committee that
he could give positive evidence, with a proof of what he said.
Q. What was he going to have a talk with Major l\1:iles about ¥-A.
So that he would not have to perjure himself in what he said.
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Q. He did not wan3 to perjure himself, did he ¥-.A. No, sir; he did
not.
,
Q. .And in order to keep from doing it he wanted to see what Major
Miles would say ~-.A. No, sir; he wanted to be perfectly sure of what
he was saying.
Q. Now, was that all that passed between you and Finney about this
matter this morning ¥-.A. No, sir; it was not.
Q. Tell us all of it.-.A. He asked me if I was going down town. I
said, yes, that I was. He says, "We will go around by Major Miles's
together," and we did so.
Q. Did you find Major Miles at home~ -.A. Yes, sir; he was at home.
Q. Dicl any conversation occur there between Finney and Major
:Miles ?-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you stay and listen to it ~-A. Yes, sir; I sat and listened
to it.
Q. What was that conversation, all of it, now, so far as relates to this
matter ?-.A. Finney asked Major .1\files regarding a certain letter.
Q. You mean the letter which bas been referred to ~-A. Yes, sir;
the letter which has been referred to, asking him again if he had
written it.
Q. Had be ever asked him before about it ¥-.A. He said he had; that
is all I know about it.
·
Q. vVhen did Finney tell you he bad asked him before ¥-A. He told
me that he bad a, ked him before this morning; that he had heretofore
ask~d 1\l~jor Miles about it.
Q. So he asked him over again ~-A. Yes, sir; it had been quite a
time-some time had elapsed since he bad asked .1\iajor :Miles about it.
Q. How long a time had elapsed ¥-A. I imagine about six months.
I do not know tlmt he ~tated it. He said it had been quite a little while
ago, and so many things had come up he might have got it mixed up
with something else, and f.,r that reason he asked Major Miles about it
again this morning. Major :Miles told him that be had written it, and
his authority was that Mr. Bartles, in a drug store at Washington, had
spoken to him, Major Miles, as coming from Mr. Atkins, the young man,
regarding this license business, as I have heretofore stated.
Q. Did Major Miles tell Finney this morning, in your presence, that
1\Ir. .Atkins had come to him in Washington in company with Bartles
to get him to make this propoRition to Finney ~-A. I do not remember
now whether he said .1\fr. .Atkins was in company with Bartles or not,
but I rather think he was.
Q. Major Miles said that to Finney this morning in your presence¥.A.. Yes, sir.
Q. Who signed that letter that Finney received from Washington and
handed over to you to read after he had read it; w.hose name was attached to it ¥-A. Why, l\fajor Miles's name.
Q. L . J. Miles ~-A. Yes, sir.
.
Q. Did you ever forget or become uncertain in your mind as to whose
name was attached to it ~-A. No, sir ; I never did.
Q. You knew Major Miles had written it, did you not ~-A . I knew
that Major 1\Iiles had written that letter.
Q. You never did forget that ?-A. I never tried to forget It; l tried
to· think of it.
Q. You never thought anything more about it ~-.A . I never thought
any more about it unti~ yesterday.
Q. Do you mean yesterday or laRt night ?-.A. Last night.
Q. After dark ?-A. Yes, sir; after dark.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

485

Q. vVhere was I~inney ye~terday ?-A. Finney came up from Gray
Horse yesterday, and arrived here about half past 6 or 7 o'clock, or
somewhere along there.
Q. Did you see him lJefore be got here?-A. Yes, sir; I did. I saw
him half-way between here and Kaw Agency.
Q. How came yon to me6t him out there ~-A. I went out on purpose
to meet him.
Q. Wllat for ?-A. Because I wanted to tell him that he was wanted
up in Arkansas City.
Q. To testify about this matter ~-A.. I supposed to testify before this
Senatorjal committee.
Q. About what ~-A. About the general business.
Q ....A. bout this proposition ~-A. No, sir; not about this letter or
proposition, but in regard to all tllat he knew about it.
Q. You never had thought of this until after dark last night 1-.A..
No, sir.
Q. vVho told you to go after Finney ~-A. Nobody.
Q. \Vho did you tell that you were going after him ~-A . NI.r. Armstroug.
Q. Did you tell anybody else ~?-A:. Yes, sir; l\1r. Owen, another part·
ner of mine.
Q. Any body else ?-A. Yes, sir; I told my grandmother.
(~. An~ body else ~-A. No, sir; I <lid uot.
Q. Had you any talk with anybody connected with this committee
about Fiuuey and his testimony lJefore you started after him ~-A. No,
sir.
Q. Yon were not sent for him ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Yon went of your own volition ~-A. Yes, sir; I did.
(~. Yon started for the Kaw Agency to get l•'inuey and bring him
here ?-A. I expected to meet him.
Q. If you had not met him yon would baYe gone on until yon got
him to lJring him before the committee ~-A. To uring him here, and if
they \Yauted him they could bring him before the committee.
Q. llow did :you know they wanted him ~-A. Because tlley hatl sent
several subpmnas lately to llis store for· him; 1\Ir. Lauuon, wlw is at
his store, told me so.
The CHAIRMAN. \Ve bad not subpmnaed him, I think. We found
that l1e was alJseut, anu we have been sending to tl.Je store e,·ery day
to see if he had returned, and I understood last night that somelJody
was to be sent to bring him in.
Senator BLACKBURN (to l\1r. Paul, the clerk of tl1e committee). Has
any subpmua been issued for Mr. Finney~
Mr. PAUL. vVe have sent to his store every day to sen·e a subpmna
upon him, but he has been absent.
·
Senator BLACKBURN. Did you know of his being st>nt for~
l\Ir. PAUL. No, sir; I did not; I neYer heard of that until now.
Senator BLACKBURN (to the witness). You started after him expecting to meet him between this place and Kaw, and if you did not
meet him you w_e re going to Kaw to tell him that he was wanted before
this committee~
The vVI'l'NESS. I was going to tell him that the committee had been
over to the store to sulJpmna him.
Q. The committee has not been there to subpmna him.-A. Well, the
man who was sent; that is what I mean.
Q. And yet you never thought about this proposition or letter until
you got back to town here to-night ~-A. No, sir; there are a good many
other things that I did not think of.
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Q. In this connection ~-A. Not in connection with that letter.
Q. In connection with this committee work down there ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. What were they ~-A. I supposed they wanted him to state what
his loss was in being forced out there.
Q. You sat here this morning and listened to the testimony of your
uncle, Mr. Finney, did you not ~-A. I listened to a part of it.
Q. Didn't you hear it all ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You heard this part of it about this letter ~-A. Yes, sir ; I did.
Q. He was not asked anything about his losses, was he ~-A. Not in
my presence he was not.
Q. If Mr. Finney bad been in doubt for the last year or more as to
who wrote that letter to him from Washington, he could at any time
have satisfied himself by asking you, because you knew whose name
was signed to it, could he not ~-A. Yes, sir; I suppose be could.
Q. You had forgotten about it~ -A. I had not ; the fact is, as I said
before, I had not thought of it, and the first time I did think about it at
all was when it was broached to me.
Q. By whom ~-A. By l\{r. Finney, last night.
Q. After you got back to town ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. I thought you said you told him first about it ~-A. I told him
first; yes, sir.
Q. Tuen he did not remind you of it, but you reminded him of it~
The WITNESS. Do you mean of the one who sent it~
The CHAIRMAN. What you told him first was that J\fajor ~files sent
it.
The WITNESS. No, sir; I dicl not tell him that l\'Iajor ~liles sent it,
first; I only spoke of the letter that he had. received.
By the OHAIRl\fAN:
Q. Did you speak first or did he speak first about it V-A. I spoke
first about it.
Q. Do yon know anything· about a man named Engels coming
there ~-A. Yes, sir; I do, with a son-in-law of his.
Q. vVere yon present this morning when .1\'Ir. Finney testified about
it 0?-A. No, sir. It was Engle; it was not Engels.
Q. Do you know whether he had a license or not ~-A. He said that
he bad a license.
Q. Did he show it to you ~-A. I did not see it; no, sir.
Q. Where did he say he lived ~-A. He said he li\Ted in Nebraska;
I do not remember the particular place.
·
Q. Did you hear any conversation between him and your uncle
about business, or anything of that sort ~-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. But you kuow that a man who said his name.was Engle came
there with his son-in-law claiming to have a license~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long did be stay there ~-A. I do not remember; it was just
a few days, though.
Q. He staid some few days there ~-A. Yes, sir; I do not remember
just the length of time; it has been quite a while ago.
Q. Who did he stop with, do yon remember ~-A. I believe be staid
at our house. I know he ate some meals there, and it rather strikes me
staid there.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. \Vhat has become of him now, do you know
No, sir; I do
not.

'-A.
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By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. You never heard of him after he went away '-A. Yes, sir; I

heard tbat he came up to town after he left there and recommended
that Tom Finney should be relicensed to trade there.
Q. He recommended it in what way ~-A. He recommended Finney
as being a good mau for the place.
Q. To whom did he make his recommendation ~-A. To the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; he sent it on with his resignation. He resigned his license and sent on a paper recommending that Finney be
retained there. That is all hearsay. I did not see the letter, but suppose it is on file, if he sent it to Washington.
Q. You think it is on file at the Indian Bureau ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Who told you that; who did you hear that from 0~-A. I heard it
from Tom Finney.
Q. That is to say, from your uncle ~-A. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. We have sent two or three times this morning for
Major Miles, but he is out on business and has not returned. When he
comes in we will examine him. I do not think we have any other witnesses present. Chief Keokuk and his interpreter are on the road, but
have not yet arrived. I do not know whether I shall need to put them
on the witness-stand or not. Moses Neal, the agent, is also expected to
be here.
TESTIMONY OF WALTER B. BARKER.
WALTER. B. BARKER, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as
follows:
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Question. Please state your residence and your present occupation.Answer. I am now a trader at Darlington, Indian Territory, for the
Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribe.
Q. What place did you come from to occupy that position ~-A. 1\Iacon, Miss., is my home; that is where I claim my residence.
Q. When were you licensed to trade at Darlington ~-A. I think my
license is dated the 30th of June, 1885, or about that time.
Q. Now, without having to ply you with any number of questiops,
just go on and state to the committee how you began as a trader there,
whether you bought out anybody who was formerly trading there; and
if so, what party you bought out, and all the circumstances connected
with it.-A. In the first place, after receiving a notice that I would be
licensed I went to Darlington. I .g ot there, I think, about the first of
July, and at that time the Cheyennes were aboqt to go on the war
path, and I thought if that was the case I did not want. any tradership
there. I spent three whole days there. I went over and called on Mr.
Hemphill, who was the only trader that I spoke to or had any talk with
on business.
Q. Do you mean the 1\Ir. Hemphill who was a partner with Mr.
Woy ~-A. Yes, sir. I went in there and made my headquarters with
him mostly; but abo'It the only talk we ever had about business was
that I said to him that he had more goods at the time than I could
handle, especially if the cattlemen were going to leave there.
Q. Had the cattle lease men been ordered out there ~-A. Yes, sir.
I said to him, though, "Mr. Hemphill, I would like to have a proposition from you." Well, be said he was not prepared to make a proposition; that his partner was then absent, bu~ that he himself would never
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consent to take anything less than cost and carriage for his goods.
And in this conversation he went on to tell me how he happened to be
there. He said that he was the president of a bank at his home, somewhere in Wisconsin, and that a relative of his wife, Mr. Candee, had
obtained a license to trade there, and that he bad furnished him with
some money, and after running the business a while, he ran it in such a
reckless, extraYagant way that he saw he was about to lose what he
had invested, and that his only salvation was to sell out his bank stock
and go down and put in the balance of the money, which he did; that
he himself had had no experience in the business, and that he thought he
would do well if he ever got back the money he bad originally invested
in the business. I think that was about all I had to say to him, in a
business way, at that time. I then returned toN ew York, being at that
time connected with a business house there.
Q. You were traveling for a business house in New York at that
time ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. At what salary ~-A. I was getting a guaranteed salary of $4,000,
and a commission of 5 per cent. on all sales exceeding $~0,000. In a
few months the affairs of the Indians quieted down, aud I concluded
I would go back there and see what could be done. I first. went to
Washington. This, I think, was in Octol>er. I do not think it was
earlier than the lOth of October, 1885. I went there to see Commissioner Atkins in order to ascertain from him whether it was his intention to retain three traders tllere. Snell ueing the case I did not
want the bu~iness.
Q. You did not think there was enough business there for three
tratlers '1 -A. No, sir. I asked him the question whether he intended
to retain three traders there, and he said th<tt was a matter he could
not determine; that he could not promise me an)Tthing al>out it, not
knowing what the reduction of the business would be on account of
the:::e cattlemen being removed. He told me that I could go out there
and look into tlle matter, and he said tllat he would mucll prefer, if I
could arrange it, that I should make a purchase of either one of those
three traders; that it would save him a great deal of annoyance, or
something of the kind. I told him I appreciated that and would certainly do so if I could consistently with my own interests. So I went
on·t there. .l\Ir. Woy in the mean time had returned. However, during
this time I had receh. ed a letter from Mr. Hays.
Q. Hays was another trader there ~-A. Yes, sir. 1\Ir. Hays in his
letter stated that he owned the business that was run down there in
the name ofT. Connell, and he said he would like to know whether he
could meet me somewhere to negotiate about business; tlJat he would
like to sell out to me. I did not answer that letter, thinking I would
go out there myself, and I received a telegram from him a week or ten
days after that, asking me if I would not meet him in Saint Louis. I answered him tllat I was going to Darlington and would pass through
Saint Louis at a certain time, and said if he would meet me there I would
see him.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Where was he then ~-A. He was at Wichita or at Darlington, I
am not positive which.
.
Q. It must have been Wichita, I think.-A. Yes, sir; I believe it was.
He asked me if I would not meet him in Saint Louis. So I went there and
met Hays, and he went on to tell me virtually what be had written in
this letter. I told him I was going on down there and if he would go
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!tlong we would discuss the mat,ter when we got down there; that it was
no use talking about it there in Saiut Louis. So he and I went down
together. On the way down he wanted to stop at his home, at Wichita,
and as I was taken suddenly unwell I staid over tlwre, which I did not
intend to do. 'vV e staid there a day or probably two days, and then be
and I we11t uown together. In the mean time I had discovered that
Connell's license ran until, I think, some time in 1\larch.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. This was in October ~-.A. Yes, sir; it was in October, and his
license ran until 188G. Commissioner Atkins told me at the time that
he was certainly going to let these gentlemen stay there until their
license expired, and give them reasonable time to wind up their business after it expired. So that I concluded on that account, in the first
place, that I would not entertain a proposition from Hays, for if I was
going into the business I wanted to go in at once. So I said to Hays
that 1 did not think it was of any use for him and I to be discussing
this matter, and I went on to give him my reasons. ~'.Another reason,"
I said, ~'Is, you have about as large a stock as Hemphill & Woy. and so
far as I haYe seen there is only one stock I would undertake to buy out,
and that is the stock of H,eynolds, Doty & Hubbell; it is a clean stock,
and is less in amount, and I am going to negotiate with Heynolds and
going to help you out with Meeks; that will be your only chance I under1'\tand, as .1\Ieeks is licensed here.'' I fir~t went over to see Hemphill
& \Voy, and told them that it was useless for them to make me any
proposition; that I did not think they could make me one that I would
acct>pt, and for that reason I did not think it was necessary for them to
make me a proposition, but at the same time they could make me one if
they wanted to. .As to the selling of their stock, they said something
to me about it, I arn uot positive what, but to the l>est of my recollection
they wanted to sell th eir goods at :.:5 or 33 per cent. discount, or some thi ng of that kind, and I told them I had had a talk with 1\Ir. Charles,
who "·as in charge of their goods, ancl l\1r. Charles hau said that he
would not give a price exceeding 25 cents on tlw dollar; that I would
be eandid with thtm. :\1r. Charles was their stock man to keep up their
stod\:.
Q. Did be l>uy goods for them from time to time ~ -A. I do not know
whether he purchased goods, but I guess lw did, though, for I afterwardl) employed him to buy my goods, and I ratller think he bought a
gre:tt many of their goods.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Do you employ him still ?-A. No, sir; he is not in my emplo.'~
no w. So 1 said to them then that I would buy their storehouse, l>nt
their residence I did not need; I had no family and cons"qnently no
use for it. 1 also told them I would buy some of their goods such 1 as tltey
.conhluot carry off conveniently-tinware, crockery-ware and the like.
I would not say how much I would buy, but would try and help them
out, aud for those goods I thought I would give them cost and carria:,!;C. I asked them then what they would take for their buildings, and
they went on to tell me what they cost, and insisted on my making
them au offer. I told them it would be folly for me to make them an
offer.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. What did l\1r. Hemphill say their buildings cost
He said
their storehouse, warehouse, corral, and everything cost in the neigh0

'-A.
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oorhood of $13,000. I said, "If that would be the cost it would be folly
for me to make you an offer. .Just tell me what your figures are on
them, and I cau tell. you Yery soon whether we can trade, or I will make
you an offer." They told rue then that they would sell me the storehouse and the residence for $5,000.
Q. Did that include the corral ~-A. Yes, sir; it included everything.
Q. Tiley said they would sell you all their buildings for $5,000 ~-A.
Yes, sir; everything. I told them I did not want their residence, but
that I would give them $3,500 for the balance of the buildings.
Q. What did they value the residence at ~-A. They valued it at
$1,000.
Q. And that left the balance of $4,000 ~-A. Yes·, sir.
Q. And you offered them $3,500 ~-A. Yes, sir. They said they could
not think of taking that.
Q. When they offered you all their buildings for $5,000 they meant
to include the residence 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And did they mean in that valuation at $5,000 to put the residence at $1,000 ~-A. I asked them what they valued the residence at,
and they said $1,000.
Q. Cl'hat was not the cost of it ~-A. That is what they valued it at;
they did not say what the cost was. I told them I thought I was making them a very liberal bid. I said to them, " I will make you a proposition to lease your buildings, and I do not want you to give me an answer now; I wish you to think about it, and I will come here to-morrow
morning at 9 o'clock and you can give me an answer." This was in the
afternoon between 2 and 4 o'clock. My proposition was this : to take
their buildings for four years, to pay them $1,000 annually in advance
for four years; and I said to them, "I am a stranger to you, and you
do not know whether I am a responsible man or not. I will guarantee
to satisfy J 0U that this payment will be made to you for four years
whether I stay here or not; and," I said, ''think of it now and I will
come in the morning at 9 o'clock, and you can give me your a,nswer."
Q. That was a rent you were offering them of $1,000 a year, guaranteed to their satisfaction, which should run four years whether you
said or not, making an aggregate of $4,000 in the way of rent for
buildings for which they asked $5,000 ~-A. Yes, sir. I said, in the same
connection, that money was worth 10 or 12 per cent., and as I figured
that, at the end of four years they would get $4,400 for their buildings.
Q. Were you to have the residence included in this lease ~-A. No,
sir; I told them I had no use for the residence and did not want it. I
went around the next morning and Mr. Hemphill was in there. I did
not have any conversation with him, but Mr.- Woy met me and we
walked out on the gallery, and I said, "I have come to get an answer
to my proposition." He said, ''Well, it amounts to this·: So far as I am
individually concerned, I think we ought to take it, but," he says,
"Hemphill feels that it is a loss that we cannot sustain, and he feels
that the Government will not allow us to lose that much money, and,"
he says, "he declines to take it, and of course I must do so; but,"
he says, "my judgment is to take your proposition of leasing the buildings." And in the same connection he went on to say that the buildings were there, and they would ue away, and they did not know what
their chances would be of collecting their rent, whether they would be
allowed to come in there or not. I said I would give them a guarantee
for their money for the four years whether I was there or not. I believe that ended my negotiations as to them.
1
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I then went over to see Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell. I had my conversation with Mr. Doty. I said ;.o him, "To be frank with you, I
think you have got the best stock of goods, tlte only stock I can buy
with any advantage, and I am willing to buy at least the better part of
your goods." I asked them then what they wanted on the goods, and
they told me (according to my recollection, though I am not positive
about it) that they would o:fl'er me their goods at 90 cents on the dollar.
In the mean time, when I was in New York, I will say that I bad written Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell that I did not think that I could use
their goods, but I offered them $2,750 for their store-house, which they
declined, and before I returned there this time I saw a firm up there in
Caldwell and they offered to build me a house, and hand over the keys
to me, for $2,500, which would have suited me better than any house I
could have bought in Darlington. So I concluded then I would not even
take their building at $2,750; that I would not even renew the offer. I
went in and told them that I would take their building at $2,500; that
from their :figures on stock I could not entertain their proposition, but
I would give them $2,500 for the building.
In the mean time Mr. Doty told me that their building account showed
about $3,500 for the cost of the building. I said, ''I will give you $2,500
for your building." and I made the same proposition to them that I had
made to Hemphill & Woy, with this exception: I told them that I
would take their crockery ware, and such goods as they could not reremove very well, at cost and carriage with 10 per cent. deducted. My
reason for making a difference in that proposition between them and
Hemphill & Woy was, I was told that Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell bought
goods on long time, and I knew if they did so they paid more for their
goods than men paying cash for them. That was my object in making
a deduction of 10 per cent. in my offer to them.
They declined my offer, and I told them then, ''I am going to leave
here at 12 o'clock to-day. I have an offer up in Caldwell, from a party
there, to put me up a bouse for $2,500 which ~ill suit me better than
yours, and unless you accept my proposition I shall have to take that
house instead of yours. I dislike to do it; I would rather have your
house because it is on the ground." So just before the stage left, probably an hour before, Mr. Doty came to me and told me he would accept
my offer, and I gave him $2,500 for the house. This was in October.
Q. Bow did sou pay him-in cash ~-A. I gave him a check on New
York, on Latham, Alexander & Co. I then employed :1\-Ir. Chandler to
look after my interests, as I knew I could not open there for some time.
It was uncertain at what time these gentlemen would get away.
In the meantime I bad suggested to Commissioner Atkins when I was
in Washington that I thought he ought to give Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell an extension beyond what he had given them, to close out their
stock. I told them that I was going to do that. So I went to New
York and left Mr. Charles there, and they had their goods there and
were going to close them out, pack them up and ship them off, which
they did; and I think about the 1st of November :Mr. Charles, according to my request, came to New York to make my purchases, and my
goods were shipped out there and I opened business. Mr. Doty was
still there, and got off' the last of their goods about the time I opened,
which .was on the 7th of December, 1885.
Q. You opened business regularly there as a trader on the 7th of December, 18R5 ~-A. Yes, sir. I want to make a statement also in regard
to a matter which occurs to me at this moment. There bas been a letter
read here from me in auswer to one written by Hemphill & Woy. \Vhen
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I saw Commissioner Atkins in October I said to him, "I ha\e received
a proposition from a firm down there, Hemphill and Woy, which I do
not think is right. I do not think they intend anything wrong by it,
but I do not want you to ask me what it is. But I want to say this to
you: If th~y ever want to clerk for anybody down there, if I were you
I would not a1low it."
Q. vVhat was that propositiOn ~-A. It was the proposition that was
r.e ad here in that letter. The substance of it was they wauted to know
if they could not make some arrangement by which I could employ them
as clerks; take the business and employ them as clerks.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. It was that they could carry it on on commis-sion or salary, I
think 0?-A. I have forgotten; the letter will show for itself.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You did not tell the Commissioner what the proposition was~
A. No, sir; I said I did not t.hink those men meant an.vthing by it at
all; that they did not think it was wrong, but that I did not feel that
it was right for men to do that.
Q. An<L you advised the Commissioner that in case they made application to be employed as clerks for somebody else down there not to
allow it~ -A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is tllere not a regulation issued from the Indian Office at Washington requiring all you traders to keep within certain limits of percentage of profit on the sale of goods ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you do that or not ?-A. vVe do it as far as it is possible.
Q. Do you pl'actically comply with it f-A. Yes, sir; we do. I will
explain that by saying that I think I would be very willing to take my
profit n t that percentage.
Q. You mean the average ?-A. Yes, sir.
(-l. Do yon charge above the average ?-A. We charge on some things
more than the regular percentage allowed.
Q. But clo you charge more than the aYerage profit allowed you by
that schedule ~-A. No, sir.
By the CIIAIRMAN:
Q. \Vha t you mean, if I understand it, is that you cannot get the
profit they allow on some kinds of goods, and so you do charge on some
lines Hbove the profit allowed f-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Aml in other things you charge less than the amount allowed?A. Ye~, sir. 1 woulcllike to state right there that I heard Mr. Campbell, who was on the witness-stand yesterday, state that we do not in any
case coufot·m to those prices. I went to Mr. Campbell when that order
was first issued and asked him about it, ancl he said, "Why, yes, that
is more tltan yon are getting now on your goods; it averages more."
And I will say this: That order requires a trader to file his duplicate
invoice with the agent, which I have been doing. When Captain Lee
was agent the filing of these invoices was not done from the fact, as
he remarked to me one day, that he had written to the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs that it would take thirteen additional clerks to do the
work required in thal! connection.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Captain Lee was the Army officer who was there temporarily acting as agent ?-A. Yes, sir.
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By Senator CULLOI\-I :
Q. Why would it take thirteen additional clerks for him to simply file
the papers that you would give him '-A. I mean this: That this order
requires that these invoices shall all be copied, as I recollect it, and that
there shall be run in columns what the goods cost, what the carriage
on them was, what we sell them at, and what that percentage is.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. How many traders are there there now ~-A. There is Settle &
Caldwell and myself.
Q. Only two u? -A. Yes, sir; there are two firms.
Q. There were formerly three stores there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. A Yery large pe-rcentage of that trade, it has been testified I believe, has been lost l.Jy reason of the order driving these cattlemen,
land leasers, o:ff~-A. Yes, sir; undoubtedly.
Q. vVho recommended you for an appointment at that place ~-A.
Hon. H. L. 1\luldrow, Pirst Assistant Secretary of the Interior, and exCongressman ll. D . .Money, of .Mississippi. I will tell you how I got
it. I think it was along in l\larch, 1885, 1 wrote to l\lr. Money, who lives
in my Congressional district, asking him if he could secure me a tradership. I stated to him in that letter that I wished, if he could, he would
call on the 1\-Iississippi delegation, or such number as he thought proper,
and get their indorsement and put in my application. In answer to that
be wrote me that he had gone to see Commissioner Atkins, and that as
it was a good deal of trouble to go around bunting up those Congressmen he had gone up to Assistant Secretary Muldrow's office and asked
him to go into the Uommissioner's office with him and recommend me.
Q. Diu the Secretary of the Interior have anything to do with your
appointment~-A. Nothing whateYer.
Q. You were simply indorsed by the Assistant Secretary, Mr. lVIuldrow, and ex-Congrdssman :Money, of l\lississippi ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you been in constant attendanee at this agency since you
have been trading there ~-A. No, sir; I have not. I llave been in business there about eigllteen months, and I have been abseut during that
eighteen months, including some time that I spent in going off to purchase goods, about six months. 1\Iy reasons for being absent iu that
way were these: In the first place, when I took this trauership I inten<leu,
if the business justified it, to take a partner. I had no idea of giving
up my New York connection. My idea was, befol'e taking· the business,
to have a mauager, which I supposed would be entirely satisfactory to
the Department, inasmuch as 1 wou ld give a bond, and if I was willing
to risk a man to run th~ lmsiuess for me thev would br. 'rllat was my
idea. But in 1\lay, 1886, I think it was, 1\lr.~ Meeks showed me a letteLr
from Commissioner Atkins iu which he said tbat lle understood, or had
been informed, that he (1\leeks) did not remain at the agency, and unless he did do so he should b::1Ne to surrender his license. Of course I •
expected to get. the same order whenever he found out that I was not
there all the time, and so I went to work and shaped my business so as
to be able to take charge of the business myself, which I now do.
Q. vVhat is the amount of trade which yon do there ?-A. I uo a
bu~iness. I guess, of $3.3,000 or $40,000 a year.
Q. How does your business compare with that of Settle &Caldwell~
A. They have only been there a short while and therefore I could not
say. 'Ve are very friendly and I am perfectly willing to divide the
trade. Certainly we have no collision at all.
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Q. Who was the agent on that reser\ation when you went down
When I first went down there Colonel Dyer was the agent,
and when I returned in October Captain Lee was the acting agent.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. How long had Colonel Dyer been there in command ~-A. ~Iy
recollection is that he had been there about eighteen months, so I understood.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Who succeeded Colonel Dyer as agent ~-A. Captain Lee, of the
Ninth Infantry, was detailed to act as agent and was put in charge on
account of troubles there.
Q. What sort of an agent did he make ~-A. If I am any judge of
what an agent should be, I do not think he could be surpassed or even
equalled.
Q. Was he so regarded by everybody there ~-A. He certainly was.
Q. Who succeeded him ~-A. Mr. G. B. Williams.
Q. Had Williams been there in any capacity before ~-A. Yes, sir;
he had been a clerk under Colonel Dyer and under Acting Agent Lee.
Q. He was a clerk under the former administration of the Indian Bueau and he was promoted by General Atkins's administration to the posi.t ion of agent there, which position he now holds ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In the selection of men to fill poRitions in tbe Indian Territory is it
regarded as absolutely essential that they shall be of the same political
belief as the au ministration which appoints them ~-A. I cannot answer
that question ; it would be with me.
Q. Mr. Williams had been there as a clerk under Commissioner
Price's administration and was promoted under General Atkins's administration ~-A. I do not think it has been the practice there.
Q. Who was the physician in charge of that agency when you first
went there ~-A. Dr. J. F. De Bra.
Q. Do you know what his politics were ~-A. He told me that he was
a Vallandigham Democrat, but everybody there told me that during
the Presi<lential election of 1884 they held a sort of primary election
.among themselves, and they all say that Dr. De Bra worked and voted
for Blaine in that election. I do not know anything about it, however,
myself.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. Where did you say that took place ~-A. In the primary that they
held down at the agency.
Q. Was there a vote down there ~-A. Yes, sir; but it was not
counted.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. It was not counted in the electoral college ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Dr. De Bra was not reappointed as physician on that reservation~
A. No, sir.
Q. Who was appointed physician ~-A. Dr. J. W. Grey. There were
two others licensed and one came there, but that was in my absence,
and I do not know anything about it.
Q. Did not Dr. Given come there with an appointment as physician
to that reservation ~-A. I was told so by Agent Lee ; I do not know
anything about it.
Q. When was that ~-A. It was in December, 1885.
Q. Did he stay there long ~-A. No, sir; they say he only spent a
few days there.
there~-A.

0

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

495

Q. What was the matter with him '-A. Well, I think they say he
was asleep the most of the time he was there.
Q. They could not wake him up ~-A. I believe that is what Dr. Given
attributed it to; he said he had been traveling a good deal and lost a
good deal of sleep.
Q. The truth is, and it is understood down there, that he was drunk~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And not fit in that condition to attend to his duties ~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. Is it understood down there that Dr. De Bra had anything to do
with getting him into that condition ~-A. Yes, sir; that is my impression.
Q. That he helped him into it ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is it or not understood down tllere that Dr. De Bra offered him a
cousideration in money if he would leave there and surrender his appointment ~-A. Yes, sir; it is generally understQod, and I heard Agent
Lee express the same opinion ; he expressed it to me.
Q. \Vhen you went on to Washington did Dr. De Bra ask yon to see
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his interest ~-A. He did.
Q. Did he tell you anything about what might happen to ymi in the
eveut of your succeeding in getting him reappointed ~-A. He did.
Q. \Vhat was it ~-A. JUr. Chairman, I would like to say, right now,
that I am glad Dr. De Bra is here. I understood that he was going
away. I am glad that he is here when I make this statement, which is
God's truth.
The CHAIRMAN. Is God's truth different from an.v other truth~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, it is the whole of it.
The CHAIRMAN. I asked the witness that question. Is there any
difference in truth~
The WITNESS. No, sir; there is not, I suppose.
The CHAIRMAN. I thought not.
The WITNESR. When I left there, as I was going off on the stage-the
stage leaving there about 1 o'clock, a few minutes before the stage left,
while it was standing in front of the hotel-Dr. De Bra came up and
approached me as I was coming out of the hotel, and he said to me :
''Now, you are going to Washington and I am unable to find out any
reason in the world why I am not reappointed." He says : ''You can
go there and tell them that these Indians here all like me, and that they
want me retained here; and," he says, "if you go there and make that
statement I am sure I will be reappointe<l; and," he says, "if you do
so, and I am reappointed, if you get $200 or $300 by express you need
ask no questions about it."
Q. What did you tell him ~-A. I said to him, "Doctor, I won't take
that as an insult, because I do not think you know any better, but," I
said, " anything in the world I can do for you I will do.''
Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I want to ask you.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. YoLl say you were first given a license to trade in the Territory
the 30th of J nne, 1885 ~-A. ·Yes, sir; my license was dated and issued
then.
Q. It was a license to trade at Darlington, Ind. T. '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You say that Mr. Money and several other members of Congress
and other people down in your section of the country recommended
you ¥-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. This list of appointments and recommendations which was furnished
us by the Indian Office does not indicate that anybody recommended
you except the United States Indian agent.
The CHAIRMAN. This license appears in the list sent here to be dated
January 21, 1887, which is the renewal of the license undoubtedly.
Senator CuLLOM. Where is the record of the first appointment 0?
The WITNESS. I will explain that. I made an application for the
renewal of my license at the proper time. I did not hear anything from
it, and I waited and waited, and I think I wrote about it a second time.
Finally I wrote on there to a friend of mine aud asked him to go to the
office and inquire about it, and he did so, and they told him at the office
that the matter bad been oYerlookeu, and that my license would be sent
to me by that mail, and it was sent.
Q. You do not know what is on file with reference to your appointment, do yon ?-A. All I know is my license reads, ''Upon the recommendation of llon. II. L. Muldrow and Hon. H. D. l\Ioney."
Q. Who is Mr. Muldrow ?-A. He is the First Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, as I said.
Q. HeiR in the Department there?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where is he from ?-A.. From l\Ii~sissippi.
.
Q. From your neighborhood?--....:\.. Yes, sir; he lives 35 miles from
my home. lie is not in my Congressional distriCt, however.
Q. He was formerly a member of Congress ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You canw out here about the 1st of July, you say ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you first began to make an effort to · buy out who ?-A. At
that time, I say, I made no effort except to have a little talk with )1r.
Hemphill as to what he would do. I did not make him any ofl:'er.
Q. But his statement of what it would cost satisfied you that you
could not trade with him; was that the reason you made him no ofl'er ! A. Ye~, sir.
Q. Then who did you go to ?-A.. To no one else.
Q. Then you went back to New York1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And afterwards you came down to Washington, in October ~ -A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What did you go down there for ?-A. I went down there to see
how many traders were going to be allowed at Darlington, as I stated.
Q. How many were there then ~-A. There were three at that time,
Hemphill & Woy, T. Connell, and Reynolds, Doty & llubhell.
Q. What did they tell you about tbe number that would be allowed
to remain there f-A. Commissioner Atkins told me tbat be could not
say until he ascertained about the amount of trade there, which would
of course fall off on account of the removal of the cattlemen.
Q. After you got through your conversation with the Commissioner
at vVashington, did you come out here immediate~y ?-A. Yes, sir; I
came from 'vVashington right here, I think.
Q. Who did you go to then ~-A. I went to Hemphill & Woy; well,
I had a conversation with Hays; he came down with me, and I went
in and looked at his stock casually.
Q. You went back to Hemphill & Woyto see whether you conld buy
them ont '? -A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Vhat was their proposition.-.A. I think their proposition was a
discount of 25 or 33 per cent. off their goods, and $5,000 for their buildings, including residence and all.
Q. 'Vhat did you offer tbern ?-A. I offered them $3,500 for their
bnil<lingR, exclusive of the residence.
Q. Yon did not want the residenc<.' ?-A. ~o, sir; I had no use for it.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

497

Q. Didn't you offer them after that $1,000 for their residence ?-A.
No, sir.
Q. Didn't you offer to buy tile residence tile very next day ~-A. I
never (lid.
Q. Yon did not offer to buy it at all~ at an.v price~-A. No, sir.
Q. Didn't you send J\1r. Cilarles in to see Hemphill & Woy with your
proposition to buy the residence¥-A. No, sir; I did not.
Q. You are sure of that ~-A. Yes, sir; I am.
Q. The re::mlt was you did uot buy either their goods or buildings ~
._1:\., No, sir.
Q. But you ofi'ered tilem $1,000 a year, in advance each year, for the
rent 'Z-A. Yes, sir.
Q. For a period of four years ~-A. Y e8, sir.
Q. How did you happen to make au offer for so long a period of
time ~-A. Just because I expected to stay there for four years.
Q. Were you assured you would stay there for four years ~-A. By
no means; but I felt sure that if I behaved myself I would stay there
that long, and I knew that I would behave myself.
Q. A good many other people did not succeed in doing so. You
were willing to take your chances, in view of your relations to the Administration, or the Department, and you offered $1,000 a year for four
years for the rent of those buildings ~--A. I did not do that on account
of my relations to the Administration.
Q. What was it, then~ You felt perfectly solid. with ''the power"
that be" there, d.id you not ~-A. Yes, sir. I said I expected that I
.s hould not be disturbed as long as I conducted myself properly and in
.conformity with .the rules and regulations.
Q. And you were willing to make them that offer ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But they declined it ~--A. Yes, sir. . •
Q. What did you do then~-A. I made a propoRition to Reynold"',
Doty & Hubbell.
Q. You tried to buy them out~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did you get along with them V-A. I bought their store-house
and bought $1,000 worth of their goods. I afterwards bought their
residence.
Q. What did you give them for their store-l10use ~-A. Twenty-five
hundred dollars and $500 for the residence. I bought that residence,
and the deed of it is in the name of a clerk of mine from Mississippi,
whom I employed there, who expected to bring his family out there.
Q. So you occupied it and own it ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. vVhat did you give for the residence ~-A. Five huudrecl rlollars.
They told me it cost $800.
Q. And you gave $2,500 for the other buildings ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And bought a part of the goods ~-A. Yes, sir; I did not buy the
residence at that time, but afterwards.
Q. What became of the firm of Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell ~-A.
They left there ; about the middle of October 'they left there; that is
to say, Reynolds never was there, and Hubbell left there about the
time 1 did in October, and left Doty there to wind up the business aml
rn ake collections.
Q. vVhy did they leave ?-A. Their license was not renewed.
Q. '\Vhy was it not renewed ~-A. I do not know.
Q. You seemed confident tilat yon could get your license renewetl for
four years. Did you take any steps to get them away ~-A. No, sir; I
flid not; on the other hand, 1 recommended that they should stay there
longer to close up their business.
6534 CONG--32
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Q. Still you did not recommend the renewal of their license ?-A. Nor
sir ; I did not.
Q. They wanted to stay, did they not ~-A. Yes, sir; of course they
(11(1.
Q. Their license was not renewed, and they had to sell out and go
away; pack up and move ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. .And you bought some of their goods aml property, real estate and
houses ~-A. Yes. sir.
Q. What beeame of those men ?--A. 11 hey took the remainder of
their goods up to Caldwell, as I understood, anu sold them out there; I
tlo not know how much, but a portion of them, and I learned that the
balance of them were carried to Oolorado by Doty, and Hubbell, I understand, is at Geuda Springs; I do not know what he is doing.
Q. Do :you know what the result was to these men in a business way 7
wlwtl.ler tlley lost much money ~-A. No, sir; l do not.
Q. You were uot loc.>king after their interests. But it is true that
neither Hemphill & Woy, nor Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell, either one of
those firms, could be relieensed ~-A. They certainly were not.
Q. .And it is also true that you got a license for that place, and you
felt so sure you could stay there for four years that you were willing to
contract to pay a rent of $1,000 a year fo~ that length of time ~-A.
Ye!';, sir.
Q. You opened business. there, I believe you said, about the 3d of
December, 1885 ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you started in with the programme that you would not stay
there much of the time yourself i-A. Yes, sir.
•
Q. And during the first eighteen months of your tradership, six
months of that time, or one-third of the whole time, you were away
from the agency altogether ~-A. During the eighteen months I was
there, I was absent altogether about six months.
Q. If you were absent six months during the first eighteen months
you were there, that would make it that yotl were absent one-third of
the time, as I understanu it ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How did you happen to change your programme and 8tay down
there~ I understand you remain there now altogether.-.A. I stated
that in my testimony, but I will repeat it if you wish. I stated that
when I obtained my license my idea was not to sever my New York connection, but to go down there and see what the business amounted to,
and if it amounted to enough to warrant it I proposed to get a partner
and let him run it.
Q. And you continue your connection with the New York house~-A ..
Yes, sir; and in the mean time to put a man there, a manager, which I
did do. I did not suppose~ of course, the Department had any objection
to that, as I had given a $10,000 bond, and supposed if I was willing to risk
my business with a manager they would be. But I think it was in lVIay
that Mr. Meeks showed me a letter which he had received from the Commissioner stating that he had been informed that he (Meeks) did not
give the business his personal attention, and such being the case he
would have to do it or else surrender his license.
Q. Meeks was running a store somewhere else, was he ¥-A. No, sir;
:\feeks had put in his license with Hays at the same place.
Q. You took the hint from that aml concluded you had better come
to your store and attend to it personally ~-A. Of course I did. .As I
said, I expected the same orders and shaped my business accordingly.
Q. "'\Vho was your manager, the one you sent down tllere first when
yon opened the store ~-A. I\1r. Charles had charge of my business at
0

!~DIAN

TRADERSHIPS.

499

t hat timL'. I opened ou tile 7th of D ecember all(]. Mr. Charles \Yas my
manager, ancl in the firi:it week of January 1-"lr. Eas tland, of Mississi ppi
came out, ancl he always staid there in charge of the business when I
was absent.
Q. Do you regarcl him as your manager, or is Mr. Charles your man ager ~-.A. I regard him as my manager in the business.
Q. Did he put any money into the concern with you ~-A. No, sir :.
he did not.
Q. Did l\ir. Charles put any money into it ?-A. :No, sir. l\1r. Cllarles
had some money on deposit there, $400 or $500, I think it was.
Q. After eighteen months elapseu you changed your programme and
went down there, and have remained there ever since, practically ~-A .
Yes, sir; I have been there ever since last October, I think.
Q. When you first went there ancl opened business there were three
other establishments at that place ?-1\. Yes, sir.
Q. IT ow many are there now ¥-A. Two.
Q. Your establishment and one other ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Yourself and. Settle & Uald well 0?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Tl10se are the only two firms there ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. That is one firm short of what there was when you went there ~ 
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Now let us see a little about this percentage business.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. l!.,irst let me inquire whether there is any other branch store in the
agency¥-A. I have a branch store at Cantonement.
Q. So that you have two stores ¥-A. Yes, sir.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. How far is that store from the place we are talking about "? -A ..
It is 65 miles.
Q. You have a license to trade there '-A. Yes, sir; I have.
Q. Alone, or have you a partner ¥-A. No, sir; I have no partner; it
is all my own business.
Q. It is your own store~-A. Yes, sir; I bad a license there, but the
renewal of my license I never have received. When they first licensed
me there I did not give an addit.ional bond for that place, and wheu
that license expired I made application, and it was some time before I
heard from them, and when I did bear from them, when they sent my
license to Darlington, I had a notice from the Department that whenever I filed my application for Cantonement they would require an additional bond, and so I sent my bond on and never have got that license ..
Q. You first began to trade there with a license without any additional bond at this new place ~-A. Yes, sir; I had a license, but they
said I could trade there under the old bond, which I hap. given for the
other store. That was always considered a part of Darlington. Connell
had a branch store there.
Q. Still it is how far away ~-A. Sixty-five miles.
Q. You do not undertake to stay at both places at once, I supppose t
A. :No, sir.
Q. They require you to stay at Darlington, but do not require you t ()
stay at the other place ' -A. They never have said they did require meto stay there.
Q. On what theory do they require you to stay at one place, and give·
:rou a license to trade at another place, without requiring yon to staL
there¥
The WITNESS. I will explain that to you if you want me to.
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Senator CuLLO:i.\I. I would like to ascertain that, as bearing upon the
consistency of this· Administration.
·
Tile "VVI:l'NESS. This plaee of Cantonement has always been regarded
as a part of the Darliugton Agency. The business there amounts to
about $5,000 a year, at tile outside. No man would take that business
aloue; at lea~t I have l>een trying to sell it out and cannot do so. It
would not pay any man to rnn it. It does not pay me. The only reason
I have for keeping up tile business is that I have been iu lwpes that
troops woul<l be placed up there, iu which case I could make money out
of it.
Q. IIow uid you man~ge to get that license; did you make your OWll
personal application for it?-A. I did.
Q. Did anybody recommeud yon '? -A. I bought out the concern that
was there before. It was 1\ir. Hays's business, but carried on in the
name ofT. Connell.
Q. Had he two stores ?--A. Yes, sir.
Q. He had a store somewhere else, too ?-A. Connell had that branch
store up there.
Q. How did he manage it; diu he stay at both places f-A. No, sir;
be had a manager there, just like myself.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Was it at the agency that the trader was required to stay, or was
be simply required to stay on the reservation ~-A. My recollection is
that the ·letter I saw said be would ba,Te to give the business his personal attention.
13y Senator CULLOM:
(J. You have that store now ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long have you had it ~~-A. I ba,-e forgotten. I do uot know
but what I bought them out before I openeu in December. I think iu
November I bought out that stock up there and retained 1\Ir. Counell's
manager-Mr. Campbell.
Q. Yon simpiy made application for it, aiHl it was granted 0?-A. Ye~,
sir.
Q. And you have not been relicensed, because they asked for a uew
bond, which you have sent on and expect to get a renewal upou ~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. How many Indial!s trade at that place ~-A. I really cannot tell
you. Agent Williams can tell you; he knows, of course, because there
is the roll. The number varies a g-reat deal. In the winter time they
go away off and scatter around tile country. and in the summer time
they come back in there. I should say, probably, there were a hundred
and seventy there, but there may l>e three hundred; I do not know. I
think I heard there were oue hundred and seventy_.
Q. Now, let us talk a little about this percentage business. You say
that schedules are made out by the Oommissioner, or the Department,
indicating the percentage of profit yon are entitlt•d to charg-e on tue
goods you sell the Indians ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. I think you also said that you did not follow it in detail, but you
aimed to follow it in the aggregate; is that the idea 1-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Are you sure you do that "? -.A.. I say I conform to it as near as
possible to make the average.
Q. How much lower do yon sell SOlllO thiugs, and bow much higher
tlo yon sell others ~-A. I do not know that I could tell you the percentage.
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Q. As a matter of fact, don't you charge two or three t,imes as much
as the schedule indicates for some articles, while you do not probably
charge as ruuch for some others? -A. Probably I do; and some of the
goods I :-:;ell at a loss.
·
Q. Because of the percentage ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Practically, do you pay much attention to that schedule of prices
furnished to you by the Commissioner~-A. We do now. I have in the
last fi \e or six months paid attention to it. Before that time we did
not pay so much attention to it. That is, as I told you, about Captain
Lee. We neyer did figure the thing out, the prices at which we sell the
goods.
Q. Why not ?-A. As I told you, Captain Lee said he did n~t have
the necessary help, and was not able to do it.
Q. Does the agency undertake to transcribe all these detailed accounts that you send in in pursuance to the regulation ~-A. I do not
know anything about that. I put my duplicate invoices on file there.
Q. Do you give them an invoice of everything you sell ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And just what you sell it at ~-A. I give a duplicate invoice of
my purchases.
Q. Do you give them anything which shows what you sell the goods
at ?-A. No, sir; that is stuck up in my store there.
Q. The percentage list ?-A. ~rhe prices at which we sell the goods.
Q. Do you adhew to the prices named in that list which you post up
in your store ?-.A. Yes, sir; we do.
Q. Literally ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In every instance "~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you post up a notice on the wall of your store that you sell
some things at twice the amount of profit authorized by the Commissioner ~-A. No, sir ; I did not say that. I have a list of prices put up
there of t.lle goods that we sell.
Q. But you sell some of your goods above the percentage which is
allowed by the Commissioner ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you put up a notice showing that? -A. No, sir.
Q. What do you post up ?-A. A list uf the prices at which I sell the
goods.
Q. Does that not sllO\Y that you are not adhering to the prices allowed, tlle percentage ?-A. Yes~ sir; the agent knows \ery well that
some of tllose prices are not the exact percentage allowed, but the average is.
Q. Does he come around and look for himself?-A. Yes, sir.
(~. How often does the agent visit the store to find out whether you
are complying with the regulations or not ?-A. He is in there every
day; I do not know that he comes around to Ree specially aJbout that.
Q. Has any complaint ever been made against any of you by the
agent f-A. No, sir.
Q. Has any complaint ever been macle by the Indians themselves
against tlle traders ~-A. No, sir'; none that I know of.
Q. They are perfectly satisfied with the prices that yon post on the
wall and that you are asking them to pay ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How far do I understand the Cantonment store to be away from
the Darlington store ?-A. It is 65 miles.
Q. How often do you go over there?-..:\.. I opened in Nov-ember ::tnd
ha,,e been up there three times since I opened the store.
Q. \Vllat is your arrangement with :vonr manager up there about the
conduct of tlle business, and so on ?-A. 1 pay him $50 a month and his
0
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board, and I have an Indian employe and pay him $20 a month and be
boards himself.
Q. What is his name ?-A. John New Haden .
. Q. Is he interested in that store with you ?-A. No, sir; he has no
.mterest whatever.
Q. Where does he come from ~-A. From :Mississippi.
Q. How many other employes have you there ~-A. Two; one at my
Darlington store and this man who is with my manager.
Q. Some inquiry was made by Senator Blackburn awhile ago about
Dr. De Bra's politics. You said he pretended to be a Vallandigham
Democrat, but voted for Blaine down there.-A. I said they said he did;
I do not know anything about it.
Q. You said you would. consider a man's politics yourself, if you had
.., our own way, in making these appointments. What do yon mean by
that ~-A. I mean by that tllat if I had the authority I would put my
friends in office, providing tlley were competent.
Q. Suppose they ran out 0?-A. Th~n I would get somebody else's
frien<ls.
Q. Yon belim·e iu the doctrine that "to the victors belong- the
. poils" ?-A. Yes, sir.
'
Q. Absolutely ~-A. Yes, sir.
(~. Not only as applied to post-offices, but to tra<lerships and e\·erything else ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Even to a poor physician at $1,200 a year ~-A. Yes, ~ir.
Q. You would make it apply to them and to clerks~ Would you
ttun out a clerk because he happened to vote for Blaine or some other
.good man ~-A. I would turn out a man to put in a friend who was a
goo<l Democrat.
Q. A mau would. not be a friend of yours unless he was a good Dem-ocrat, would be, in your estimation ?-A. I have some good friends who
are Uepublicans, but I never would put tbem in office.
(~. Now, let us look seriously at this. You would turn a trader out
who had a stock ofgoods down there; would put himoutofoffice without reference to what became of him, financially or otherwise, because
be was a R~publican and did. not agree with you, to pnt in a Demo,crat ?-A. I would not turu him out an<l break him up entirely.
Q. Bas not that been the result in many of these cases~-A. Yes,
~r· ir; but I do not think that is attributable to their being turned out; I
ihink tlley had chances enough to save themselves.
Q. Suppose tllat suddenly a new Administration slloultl come iu, or
'that the present Secretary of tile Interior should take a notion to turn
you out to-morrow, what would become of you ~-A. I will tell you. I
have not got in my stock to-day, at Darlington, in my $11,000 or $12,000
worth of stock, $l,UOO worth that I could not sell ii1 some of tile States.
Q. Yon think you could just pick up your goods and walk, and be as
happy as e\er~-A. No, sir; I would uot be as llappy as ever, for I have
$4,000 in buildings.
Q. What would you do ·with them ?-A. I have paid. $4,000 for them,
and I will take $2,000 for them to-da·y, and pay a man 15 per cent. interest ou the money.
Q. What is the reason why they have depreciated so rapidly in Yalue
:and are so much cheaper than they used to be~-A. They are worth
;that so long as I can hold. them.
Q. Do you feel that you are liable to be turned. out f-A. No, sir; not
a.t present.
Q. Not until this A<lmiuistration goes out~-A. No, sir; I am in there
yet.
0
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By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. Suppose the Republicans should win at the next election and you

should be put out, would you be surprised ¥-A. No, sir; I should go
to work and get out myself and save them the gratification of putting '
me out.
By Senator CULLOM:
Q. On the theory that ~' to the victors belong the spoils" you would
want to go out?-A. Yes, sir; and I should think tbeJT would want to
turn me out.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You will not complain if they should turn you out f-A. No, sir;
.and when a man comes down there to buy me out I will say to him, "I
know I have got to go, give me the best price you can"; and if I did
not want to take it I would haul off the goods and not say anything
about it.
By Senator CULLO::\I:
Q. Wouldn't you want more time "I-A. No, sir; I will pledge myself
right now not to ask for any extension of time.
CJ. Suppose there was only one trader appointed in the place of the
two who are there, what would you do then ¥-A. I should be willing
to go, for I have thought all the time that the others ought to go, and
I will not go back on that if there is a change of Administration.
Q. You stick to your proposition that the Republicans ought to go~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And tltat if the Republicans get into power the Democrats ought
to go ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You referred to some doctor who succeeded Dr. De Bra; what
was his name?-A. Dr. J. vV. Grey.
Q. vVho succeeded Dr. Grey ~-A. No one; he is the present agency
physician.
Q. Did not some other physician come in betu·een Dr. De Bra and
Dr. Grey~-A. Yes, sir; tllis man Given came in.
Q. He was the man who was sleepy, you say ¥-A. Yes, sir; drunk
Q. What evidence have you that Dr. DeBra got him drunk "! -A. I
said it was the general impression that Dr. DeBra got him drunk.
Q. Have you any knowledge on ttlat subject ?-A. I said I had not.
I said it was the general irnpr·ession, aond that Agent Lee among others
told me he believed that he c:lid it.
Q. That is Major Lee ~-A. Yes, sir; the acting agent.
Q. Do you not know, or is it not the fact as yon understand it, that
when Dr. DeBra was relieved lte took an account of stock and turnetl
the goods right over to Dr. Given ?·- A. I was not th~re and cannot
say.
Q. Have you not heard thatwastrue?-A. No, sir; Ihavenotheard
anything about it.
Q. Except the impression is that he got the doctor drunk ~-A. Yes,
sir; it was discussed there and langhed about.
Q. The new doctor did get drunk, there is no doubt about that ?-A.
I gues~ not.
Q. IIow long did he stay there ?-A. I do not know.
Q. \Vhere did Given come from-from Mississippi ?-A. No, sir; I
tlliuk he was one of Holman's constituents; he was from Indiana, I
think.
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Q. What became of him ?-A. IIe left there and 'vent back home, I
guess; I do not know; I neYer beard of him again.
Q. How long was he there ?-A. I do not lmow; fonr, five, or six
days.
Q. Have you not understood tllat when tllis man GiYen took possession and got drunk, that the agent had to call in Dr. DeBra again toattend to the sick patients of the post~ -A. No, Hir.
Q. You never heard anything of that sort ~-A. No, sir; but I suppose he would have done it if he knew that anybody was sick and needed.
attention.
Q. Dr. DeBra testifies tllat lle was called ou duty again and remained
on duty until another doctor came.-A. vVell, I say I was not there
and do not know.
Q. Dr. Grey is there yet, is he ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Where does he come from ~-A. He is from Indiana.
Q. Is he from Holman's district, too ~-A. No: sir; I think he is from
1\Ir. Cobb's district.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. vVhat iR this Hed Fork branch store there ~-A. Oantonement is.
the store. I am not at Hed Fork; a man named Chapin has that.
Q. That store is on the reservation, is it not ?-A. No, sir; that is in
Oklahoma.
Q. It is put down on this list, furnished by the Indian Office, as being under the agency. That does not touch your trade at all1-A. No,
sir.
Q. Did you have an assurance from Commissioner Atkins that there
would be but two traders at that place, at that agency ~-A. He told
me that whenever he felt that the business would justify a third trader
he would put him there. I never had any assurance that he would not
put one there; no, sir.
Q. Were you not pretty certain that he would not do so, in some
way ~-A. Yes, sir; I felt that he would not, on account of the amount
of trade there.
Q. Do you know whether or not when you were appointed by Commissioner Atkins you were understood to be a personal friend of Secretary Lamar ?-A. I do not know, sir. I am a friend of Colonel Lamar.
I am not as close to him, am not as intimate a personal friend of his asl\ir. Branham. I am not related to him. Commissioner Atkins knew
I was from Mississippi, but I do not suppose that when I was appointed
a trader he knew that I was q, special friend of Secretary Lamar's, and
I am not; I am not an intimate friend of his. I am a friend of his,.
though, I am proud to say.
Q. Yon are more than a mere friend.; you are an acquaintance, are
;you not ~-A. Yes, sir; I guess you might put it in that way.
Q. This partner that you intended to take into business witll you was
a Mr. Eastland, was it f-A. No, sir; I did not have any one in view
especially.
Q. But when you went there you intended to take in a partner, and
not give your personal attentiou to the business all the time '?-A. Ye::;,
sir ; that was my idea.
Q. Have you now given up your engagement with your Xe"· York
house 0?-A. I ltave.
(~. lias anybody any interest in your business there, directly or indirectly, besides yourself ~ -A. :No one whatever; every dollar of it belongs to me.
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Q. Did yon 11:-wc tlw money to put into the business ?-A. Yes, sir 7
I did.
Q. Have you any special reason for thinking that it was in May.
1886, that 1\ieeks showell you tlmt letter ~-A. No, sir. Here is my
idea about it: l\Iy business in ~ew York, my spring business, close3
about the 1st of April, and my recollection is that I staid t.here two 01~

three weeks probably, and went out tllere about the 1st of May. Meek
was either there when I got tllere or came soon afterwards and showed
me this letter; I am not positive which.
Q. It was not a telegram f-A. No, sir.
Q. Was there anything in it about serious insinuations llaviug been
made before the Senate committee to the effect that he wa:o; not giYinghis personal attention to the business ?-A. Not to my recollection ; 1
do not remember anything of the kind.
Q. Are you postmaster there ~-A. I am. Connell was the foruw1
postmaster and I succeeded him.
Q. What is it about this schedule of prices? Describe it as well as yon
can.-A. It allowed a certain percentage only of profit on different
goods.
Q. Can you tell upon how many different classes of goods the percentage is regulated; how many classes of goods is that sclledule diYided into ~-A. I think into dry goods for one class, boots aud shoes ~
and prob~bly bats, for another class, groceries for another class, hardware, crockery-ware, queens-ware, and so forth.
(~. Is there a miscellaneous class ~-A. I do not tbiuk there is; I uo
not recollect.
(J. Into how many classes, in all, are goods divided iu that schedule ?-A. I should think into eight or ten classes.
Q. Is there a chance to go outside of the schedule by having goods
not classified in the sclledule V-A. I think not.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. I want to ask one question of 1\Ir. Barker. Wha.t was the percentage of goods kept by traders at Darlington before you went tllere
thatwereadapted only to the trade of the cattle men and were unsuitable
for that market after these cattlemen were ordered away ?-A. Tllat
would depend altogether upon who the trader was.
Q. But take those three traders whose stock you looked into when
you went there; in round numbers, an approximate estimate.-A. I
think Connell carried a larger stock for cattlemen than any other
trader there.
Q. About what percentage of his stock was adapted to the trade of
the cattlemen ~-A. I should think about 60 or 65 per cent. of it.
Q. The majority of it then was fitted l'or the trade of the cattlemen~
A. Perhaps that is rather too large an estimate; probably 50 per cent.
would be more correct.
Q. About half of it, then ~-A. Yes, sir. It would be rather a difficult
matter for me to answer that correctly, for I was never in tlle cattle
trade and do not know.
Q. You bongllt out Connell at the station store ¥-A. Yes, sir; at the
branch store.
Q. About what amount of business do you do out there ·~-A. About
$5,000 a year.
Q. Did not Hays moYe a large portion of the stock of goods that he
and Connell bad out there after the cattlemen were ordered off, be·
eause the~ were unfitted for that market ?-A. He told me he did.
0
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By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. vVhatever Dr. De Bra may haYe sai<l to you at the time you were
. tarting for V\.,.ashington, you tolcl. him that you would try to help him
when yon got to Washington, did you not ~-A. I did.
Q. Did you try to llelp him when .vou got to Washington ~-A. I do
no t think I ever thought of it, 8~r, after that.
·
Q. But whatever tllere waR in that conversation it was not such that
sou felt it would be improper for you to try and help him after what he
bad said to you ?-A. To tell you the truth, after his remark to me I
hould not have done it, but very often to get rid of a man 3·ou make
such statements to him. I was n0t square and honest in telling him
t hat, that is the truth.
Q. vVhat you told him~ then, was not "God's truth," as yon say ~-A.
Yes, sir; it was; it was the solid truth.
TESTIMONY OF EUGENE E. WHITE.

EuGENE E. WHI1'E, having been duly sworn, was interrogated as fol·
lows:
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Question. Please state to the committee wllat State you are from,
what position yon hold under the Go,-ernment, if any, and when you
were appointed to it.-Answer. I live in the State of Arkansas, and I
a m a special United States Indian agent.
Q. When were you appointed to that position ~-A. In October, J 885.
Q. Had you ever been in the Indian service before ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Where are you on duty now 0?-A. At tile Usage Agency. I have
eeu on duty there since the lOth of March last, as acting agent of that
reservation, temporarily in charge.
Q. Who did you succeed or relieve there ~-A. . .Agent James I. David,
who wa~ suspended from office by Special Inspector Bannister.
Q. All'd you were assigned there in his stead ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. How many traders are there at that agency ~-A. There are six
.. t o res, some of them partnership concerns.
Q. Four of them at the agency, one at Gray Horse~ and one at Hominy
()reek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. You do not include in this statement the trader at Kaw ~-A. No,
"'ir; there is one trader there and that is under the jurisdiction of that
agent, with the superintendent in charge.
Q. When did you go on duty at the Osage Agency "?-A. On the lOth
of March last.
•
Q. Have any new traders come there and opened up in business since
th at time ?-A. No, sir.
·
Q. vVhat is your opinion as to the propriety of keeping that store a t
G ray Horse and the one at Hominy Creek; is it in your judgment to the
interests of the Indians to have those two outside stores kept up, or
would it be better for the Indians (I am not speaking of the traders now )
to h a ve them all at the agency ~-A. That could only be a matter of
opinion with me.
Q. I only ask for your opinion.-A. I ne,·er ha\e been down to Gray
Horse or Ilominy Creek, but my informa tion is that there is a large settlement of fnll-bloods at eacll place. or in the neighborhood of each of
hose stores, and being 25 or 30 miles away I would of course suppose
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it would be :aor·c cou,·enient to tllem to hanJ the store::; there, inasmuch
as they must have a store in their neighborhood.
Q. Yon think it woulcl be more conveniellt for tllem to Lave the stores
in their neighborhood ~-A. oo far ::.ts that is concerned I cannot see
any difference between the Indian and the white mau, when it comt>s t o
tile matter of convenience.
Q. Do you know wllether any of your pr~decessors, the agents there
before you, recommended t.he establishment of those stores or not?-A.
~o, sir; I do not. I have looked over the old letter-books somewhat,
but not fully, and did not find anything.
Q. Do you know anything about the granting of a license to :Yir. Brenner to trade at Osage ?-A. Yes, sir; when 1 was placed in charge I
found .l\Ir. Brenner trading there.
Q. \Vas lle licensed ~-A. In the first place I looked through tlte office for a. register of the t.r!lder~ ~m<l did not find any; none had been
kept by my predecessors. 'l'hen I looke(l for the licenses of those traders
which should llaYe been on file in the office, and failing to find one for
1\fr. Brenner I called upon llim to find iflw bad a license. He explained
to me that he did not haYe, but was daily expecting to receive a license.
I immediately reported to the Department that he was there in trade
and without a license but seemed to hav~ some reason to expect a license,
and on that account I had refrained, of course, from taking action against
him or closing up his store until I could report the matter and get advice from the Department.
Q. What did the Department tell you ~-A. They wrote me that there
had been some insinuations as to Brenner's conduct there, which, if susceptible of proof, would be held by the Department to be sufficient cause
for denying him a license; that he would be held to be an unfit person
to be in trade there, but for me to investigate fully all the complaints.
Q. And ascertain whether he was a proper person to trade there ?-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. Did you make that investigation?-~-\. Yes~ sir; I made diligent
inquiry.
Q. What report di<l you make to tile Department '-A.. I reported
that I could find no cause why a license should be denied him.
Q. Was a license then granted to llim ~-A. That report was made a
fe w days ago and I have not lleard anything from it. I held the matter
()peu for some time trying· to ascertain about it.
Q. In the mean time did the Commissioner of Indian Affairs instruct
yon to let him go on trading~-A. Yes, sir; that was implied in the
letter, and I recommended that license be granted him to date from the
time when he opened his store, which was in December or January,
understanding that he had a bond • on file at tile Department: He did
renew his bond for renewal of license, as I was informed, but the license
had been withlleld, and I recommended that it be granted to date from
the time wlleu he opened business at Osage. He had moved down
there from Kaw Agency.
Q. And that report of yours has been made too recently to be heard
from yet ?-A. Yes, sir; it was made three or four days before I came
up here.
Q. What do you know about the granting of a license to Puckett,
who was a trader at the Kaw Agency, and his partner Lesarge, or his
clerk ~-A. They were in trade at Kaw when I came there. I was
placed in charge on the lOth, and on the night of the 12th of l\Iarch,
two or three days after I was placed in charge, Lesarge and Puckett
.came down to Osage and came into the office aftt>r supper one night
0
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and told me there had been some corre.sponueucc witll tile Department
in respect to a license and there was some hitch in it in some way. It
seems they first made application (so they told me) for a license for
Puckett and for authority to employ Lesarge as clffi'k, but they were
to be partners. They explained to me (and had explained to Inspector
Bannister before) that they did that because it was their understanding that Lesarge being an Indian a license could not be granted to him;
that it could only be granted to Puckett; that the statutes did not
confer any authority upon the Commissioner of Imlian Affairs to license an Indian to trade.
Q. Lesarge was an Inclian ?-A. Yes, s·ir; a half-breed and a member
of the Osage tribe, I believe. The inspector bad told th~m that that
was wrong; that Lesarge would require a license, and they were then in
correspondence with the office, so they explained to me. They wanted
another letter written that night, but I refused to write it or dictate it,
and advised them what coLuse to pursue; to make a plain statement of
the facts to tt1e Department, and told them that I would withhold action
until they could get some advice from the Department.
Q. \Vhat was finally done ?-A. The matter is still pending. I telegraphed to the Commissioner a few days ago. In respo:rtse, however,
to their first application, a license came there for Puckett with authority to employ Lesarge as clerk. I returned that license to Washington
with the report that these men had called at the office and told me that
Lesarge was to be a partner. I returned the license with the recommendation that it be canceled or corrected and a license issued to the
two. That has never been done that I am aware of.
Q. \Vas that done by you recently ~-A. I returned that license on
the 5th of April. The reason I remember the date is because Puckett
and I had some conversation and that was the last time I was at Kaw,
two weeks ago, and in reference to tile date when I went back I examined the letter-book. On tile occasion of my last visit to K-aw .Agency
the Indians complained to me that these men were not keeping a stock
of goods on hant1 and were not 8elling anything on account of not having a license, and then they came to me and asked me what they ought
to do about it. I advised. them not to :in\est any money in the busines"'
or to trade until they got a license, and telegraphed the Department
that some action should be taken.
Q. Now, in regard to that saw-mill that Judge Rogers established on
Hominy Creek. There 'Yas some objection to his doing that on tlw part.
of the Indian tribe, was there not ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did yon have any correspondence with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon tllat subject?-A. Yes, sir; I wasdirccted to inqnire
into the arrangement.
Q. You were directed by the Comtnissioner of Indiau Affairs~-A.
Yes, sir.
Q. What can you state about til at matter ?-A. I inYestigated the
matter and reported that I found the saw-mill belonged to the Osage
Nation; that it was agency property. I also found that Judge Roger~
had been placed in possession of it by Agent David without tlfe cou~ent
of the Indian council, and that he was running the rui1l an(l had sawed
~bout 100,000 feet of lumber, which he had at his yard.
\Vhen I a·dlmecl charge I found a letter in the office advising the Indiaus-Q. '\Vho was that letter from ?-A. It was from the Commissioner of
InuianA1f'<1irs to .Agent David. Tbi~ letter advised tllG Indians that if
Judge Hogers had. simpl,,~ failetl, witlloat any intent~on to :sligll t them,
to obtain tueir consent, if it i.1ppt":tre ~ l that ltP di(l not kr:w ""it u-as 1wces-
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sary to have tlleir consent, but only tlle consent oftlle ageut, they should
not take that as an affront or as any indication of a disposition on Lis
part to ignore them, and if the arrangement was really a good one that
they ought not to be too obstinate about it if there was nothing· improper or corrupt in the arrangement. But they never agreed to it,
a.nd the mill was closed down by Inspector Bannister and myself. The
Indians refused to give this man Rogers permission to run the mill
(which is situated on the bank of the Arkansas River), on the ground
that he might ship lumber out by boats and use timber cut from the
reservation, which is the common property of the Indians. They said,
furthermore, that he was a very active, earnest advocate of railroads,
and was trying to have a railroad built through the reservation; and
he might succeed in that, and, having the saw-mill down there, he might
ship lumber out by rail. Judge Rogers is a very enterprising man, and
so far as I could see there was nothing corrupt in the arrangement. It
seemed to me to be the best arrangement for the Indians, for he was disposed to sell them lumber at half the price they would have to pay the
traders for it, and he would pay them a nominal rent for the mill. But
they lacked confidence in him.
Q. Now, in regard to annuity payments at Gray Horse. There wa
an effort made by :Mr. Branham, the trader at Gray Horse, to have a
part of that annuity payment made at his store out there. What do you
lmow about that ?--A. Three or four days after I assumed cllarge a letter was received from the office of tlle CommiRsioner of Indian Affairs to
t his effect: It said that, "In response to your letter of a certain date,
you are advised tllat annuity payments on the Osage Reservation wilL
be made at but one place-the agency."
Q. To whom was that letter addressed~-...:\... To Agent David; but it
was received at the office a day or two after llis suspensiou. I remember tlle last clause of the letter, because it was signed by Commissioner
. .:\..tkins, and tllere was something unusual in the letter; be had under'Corecl the two words ''the agency" very heavily with his own hand.
Q. That was his refusal to allow any portion of the annuity to be
paid at Gray Horse "? -A. Yes, sir; it was a notification to the agent
t.uat the annuity payment would be made at but one place, the a.gency,
tlle words "the agency" being underscored very heavily.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Have you ever been in charge of an agency before ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. This is not your first charge ~-A. No, sir.
Q. What are the duties of a special agent ?-A. They are \ery Yaried.
In the field at large he is under the direction of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs. His duties at one agency may be of one kind and at another a different kind, but chiefly of inspection and inYestigation.
Where an agent is suspended, or dies, or a Yacancy is· occasioned from
any cause, they are assigned to uty temporarily or until the place may
be permanently filled~ and detailed to make annuity payments and
other disbursements of money.
Q. vVhen your duties consist of in,estigation and inspection, how do
they difl'er from the duties of inspectors 0?-A. They do not differ at all,
but we have not the same power as inspector.3.
·
Q. But you perform the same duties, to some extent, at least ?-A.
The duties are very similar tbroug·hout, except that we sometimes have
to take charge of au agency and have not the power to make removals
or administer an oath. vVe are appointed by the Secretary of the Interior.
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Q. Are the inspectors appointed by the Commissioner of Indiau Af·
fairs ~-A, No, sir; they are appointed by the Presi<lent.
Q. Neither are appointed by the Commissioner ~-A. No, sir. vVe
report to tlw Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and. the inspectors report
direct to the Secretary of the Icterior and move under his directions.
Q. Yon have been there at the Osage Agency about two months~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What proportion of the Big Hill Indians do you suppose you have
seen during these two months ~-A. I do not know, being unacquainted
with them. When Indians come to the office I do not know, in all cases,
where they live.
Q. Do you suppose yon have seen any considerable portion of them ~
A. Yes, sir; I bad to investigate the election of the principal chiefs after I came there. A great many of those Indians come into the agency.
I send for them.
Q. vVhat reason have the Indians to come to the agency at all ~-A.
T.rhey come there four times a year for annuity payments, and they come
whenever they have any business with the agent, any agreement to
make, or anything of the kind. They also have gatherings of their
own, and in many instances those are about the agency.
Q. You have not been over to Gray Horse at all ~-A. No, sir; and I
have not been to Hominy Creek either.
Q. Why not; because you do not consider it important, or because
you have had enough to do at the agency ~-A. I have had all I could
<lo at the agency, and then I have heard of no complaints from either
of those places.
Q. Do you not think it is a good thing for the agent to see all the
Indians frequently f-A. Yes, sir; and if I was a permanent agent there
I would see them several times a year; I would go through their neighborhoods.
(~. Would. you not see them much more frequently if the stores were
all at the agency '-A. Yes, sir; cBrtainly. I think they would come
to town oftener.
Q. How many schools have they established there ~-A. There is a
boarding-school at the agency, one large school, and there has been a
little school established at a place called Rogers's store, on the line ct:
the Cherokee Nation. There is no store kept there now. It is 25 or
30 miles from the agency, in au opposite direction from the Gray Horse
store.
Q. Is there any school at Gray Horse ~-A. No, sir.
Q. The children from that place, if they go to school, have to come
to the agency ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Is it the same with refereuce to Horniuy Creek ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do the childreu come to the agency; it is compulsory education
there, is it not f-A. The school was fnl to the full capacity of the buil<lings until the measles broke out a short time ago. They are preparing
now to build another large school-house at the agency.
Q. Where do the children come from who attend that school ~-A.
They are from all parts of the reservation, so far as I know.
Q. They come from the Big Hills and Hominy Creek, and board at
the a,g·ency ?-A. Yes, sir; board in the building.
Q. What was Agent David suspended for J?-.A.. I belieYe the charge
is malfeasance in office.
Q. In reference to what matter J? -A. He was charged with being in
collusion with traders and mechanics in the purchase of lumber and rna0
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terial used iu tl.Je building of Indian houses, and· in regard to the pay
and employment oflabor, aud for general mismanagement of the ageuc~·.
Q. Was Brenner one of the traders with whom he was charged with
beiug in collusion with regard to the lumber ~-A. At one time the inspector thought there bad been a fraudulent transaction between Ag:eu
Da,Tid and Brenner-Senator BLACKBURN. When yon speak of the in.spector, you meaa
Inspector Bannister~
The WITNESS. Yes, sir; Inspector Bannister; and he inyestigate<l
the matter very thoroughly. He worried Brenner a great deal, and
took the testimony in my office, and I heard it. I thought it arnonnted
to nothing, and my understanding was that the inspector reached the
same conclusion.
The CHAIRMAN. I suppose Inspector Bannister's reports will an be
found in the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs~
The WiTNESS. Yes, sir. I did not see Inspector Bannister's report,
but I beard the testimony when it was given.
Q. Was that the reason why Brenner'8 license was withheld, or for
some other charge '-A. It was because of that matter, and I was directed also to inquire into his conduct at Kaw Agency while he ·was a
trader there.
Q. Did you have any one to assist you in making your inV"estigation?
-A. No, sir. I went up to Kaw in person and made inquiry there, and
was there two or three different times.
Q. You had no assistance at either place, and you did not delegate
anyone at either place to make the investigation ~-..t\... No, sir; I made
all the inquiry myself that was made, so far as I know.
Q. The only reason that you suggest here why it is better to have
stores at Gray Horse and Hominy Oreek is convenience to the Indians,
as I understand it; I do not remember that you suggested an,ything
else ~-A. That is the only reason I know of. If the traders are honest
men autl have any disposition to help the Indians (and I suppose of
course it is presumed they have, and I do know of traders who do feel
that way towards the Indians), they can do them a great deal of good
in the way of assisting them to lay out farms, and make contracts for
them if they employ white labor to split rails or break the prairie aml
open farms. I do not know whether those traders down there do that.
Q. Yon do not mean to be understood as saying whether they do or
not '?-A. No, sir; I am speaking theoretically; I do not know anything
about how those traders down there do.
Q. Actually, istherea happy family over at the OsageAgency uow't
-A. Everything is going along very smoothly there now, but I understanu it has not been so always.
Q. Is there nota good deal of feeling there about these outside stores if
-A. Yes, sir; among the traders. They are all stoutly opposed to the
~:;torcs being continued.
Q. Is not the tendency of it to stir up bad blood among the traders?
-A. Yes, sir; aml I think there always has been bad blood among the
traders. I do not know that it amounts to bad blood, but there is no
harmonious fcelti.ng between them.
Q. Is not. that want of harmony a great deal more noticeable on account. of these outside stores ~-A. I was at Osage a year ago when there
was no store at Hominy Oreek, though there was a store at Gray
Horse, and I believe the feeling was mnch worse then than it is now.
I do not know how to account for it.
0
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Q. That Gray Horse store was au element in it, theu, was it not ?-A.
Yes, sir; the Gray Horse store was discussed and the traders expressed
t hen, as they do now, the opinion that it was not right, and tlley seemed
to look upon it as a discrimination against them.
Q. Do not all the traders at the agency feel tllat tLese stores are kept
at Gray Horse and at Hominy Creek by reason of some peculiar infiu.ence that Branham and Phillips have with the Administration at \Vashington ~-A. I never have heard them put it in that way. They tell me
that they do not think they are on an equal footing with those stores at
Gray Horse and Hominy Creek; that there is more trade at either one of
those stores, the Gray Horse or the Hominy Creek store, than there is
at either one of the stores at the agency or any two stores at the agency.
\Vhether that is true or not I do not know, for I am not well enough acquainted with the rPservation to know where the Indians live.
Q. Don't yon know this fact, that they feel that those stores are kept
there and tllat they cannot change it, and that it cannot be changed
because Branham and Phillips are so nearly rf\lated to the aurninistration of Indian affairs ~-A. No; I neYer heard them express it in that
way. The fullest expression I ever heard from tl.lem has been Lere in
the way oftheir testimony.
Q. If it were an original proposition, and you knew as much about it
as you do now, do you think you would recommend the establishment
of stores at Gray Horse and :Hominy Creek ~-A. I will tell you what I
should do. I should limit the number to six stores on the reservation,
and if any of them wanted to go elsewhere than at the agency, I would
assent to it; I would let t.hem go anywhere they pleased on the reser~ation, any of them.
If I limited the number to six, which I tlJink I
would do, and assented to the establishment of a store, or authorized
the establishment of auy store elsewhere than at the ·seat of the ag-ency,
I would let them all go just where they pleased.
Q. When it comes down to that, would it not be a pretty good thiug
to have free trade at the agency ~-A. No, sir; I do uot thiuk so.
Q. Why not~--A. Because, in the first place, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is charged with the very responsible duty of preventing the
introduction of liquor into the Indian country. He is charged with tlJe
supervising control of traders, and unless he limits the number he-carlnot exercise that control and reser\e to himself the right to require
them to execute a heavy bon<J, and he will not permit anybody to go
into auy reservation to make the competition so sharp that they will
not be able to make a reasonable living. That I understand is tpe particular reason why he requires invoices to be filed, so as to know at all
times about the amount of resources or auJ·tlliug contributing to the
amount of trade there.
Q. I did not mean when I spoke of free trade on a reservation for
parties to go there without giYing bonds or without having their cllaracter a8certained by the Commissioner or to go there without supervision. But I mean this: \Vhy would it not be a good system to allow
any man whose character was unexceptionable and who could furnish
bonds (but who, of course, would be subject to the supervision of the
Indian Commissioner through the agent) to go there and trade; would
it be overdone any more than it is in Ar1G.tnsas City now ~-A. I do uot
know that it would, but this I apprehend would take place, that findiug
competition so sharp they would resort to schemes and to frauds.
Q. They would be just as uuwh under the supen·ision of tbe agent
and liable to suspension by tlJe iuspcctol' a~ now, would they not ~-A.
That is 1nerely a matter of opi11io11; I lll<ty bo rigbt or wrong; I do not
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lrnow. I am so thoroughly convinced, though, that it would lead to
greater disorders, that I would not do it if I were Commissioner of In·dian Affairs. I should limit. the number to those who could make a living- there.
Q. We have one place in t.he United States, then, where the prohibitory law is enforced, the Indian Territory ~-A. No, sir; it is not on
the Osage Reservation, but I intend that it shall be if I stay there long
enough.
Q. Do you mean to say they have liquor down there '-A. Yes, sir;
they have a good deal there, but the traders do not handle it.
Q. How does it get there '-A. It comes in by " floaters," as we call
them, whisky peddlers.
Q. A man cannot go down there at aU without a permit, if the law is
rigidly enforced, to do any kind of trading ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Do you not think that system of keeping everybody out except
those who have a permit from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs tends
to destroy the independence and self-respect of the men who go there'.A. No, sir; I do not know that it does.
Q. Do you not think they are all of them afraid of their lives down
there-! do not mean in an actual sense, but afraid that something will
happen and they will lose their places '-A. Well, they seem to assert
themselYes pretty well.
Q. Is it not a remarkable thing, m your experience, to have traders
come and state their feelings freely as they ha'e at this investigation~
A. Yes, sir ; that may be so.
Q. And do you believe it would have been possible to get that exl)ression of opinion from them in any other way if they had not known
this was a committee of the Senate and believed they would be protected in the assertion of their opinions 1-A. When I was at the o~age
Agency a year ago they expressed themselves just as freely to me and
everybody else, if not more freely, than they have before this committee .
.But I have not heard such complaints since. I have always thought,
and still think, that that is largely due to personal ill-feeling towards
each other, and as to the cause of that personal ill-feeling I have always
understoorl it was due more to bad faith on the part of some of the
traders in observing what the." c~ll their "card system" of collecting
debts from the Indians. I know they fell out and had a big fight and
one nearly choked another to death, I understood, because he violated
some obligations of that kind.
Q. Do you not think rivalry is a great deal more intense in trade there
than it is here in Arkansas City~ I do not mean competition, but rivalry and contention.-A. I do not know how it is here in Arkansas
City, and therefore I cannot make any comparison.
0

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. You say that the complaint the traders at the agency make to you
about these outside stores is that the outside stores at Hominy Creek
and Gray Horse have more trade respectively than the agency stores
haYe ~-A. Yes, sir; that is the only complaint I have ever heard from
them, and they demonstrate it by figures. Whether their figures are
correct or not I cannot say; but they undertake to show me figures to
prove that there are more Indians tributary to these stores than there are
to those at; the agency.
Q. Tlwy say that each of these stores has as much trade as any two
of1he ;tgencs stores~-A. Yes, sir; that is what they say.
Q. There are four agency stores '-A. Yes, sir.
6534 CONG.--33
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Q. Suppo~e the Commissioner of Indian Affairs should revoke the
liceuses of two of those stores at the agency, that would equalize it all
arom1d won ld it not ~-A. According to their figures.
Q. And that would remove the only objection wllich you understand
they are making ~-A. Yes, sir ; so far as 1 know it would.
Q. As to these creeks between Gray Horse and the agency and the
agency and Hominy Creek. I am not asking wbether they have been
swollen and impassable during the short time you have been there, but
what do you understand about those creeks; are they represented ever
to get at such stages of water as would make it impracticable to ford
them and get to the ageney from outside stores ~-A. Yes, sir; there
are some good, large creeks there, all(l the water rises considerably, but
I have nevei' seen them up during the time I have been there. There
is a creek called Bird Creek, which runs around the Usage Agency, and
is in the form of a crescent there, and another creek, called Clear Creek,
coming into the agency. and it also has to be crossed iu going to Gray
Horse. Bird Creek is the largest one, and the agency mill stands on
the bank of it. The mill was supposed to be above high water, but
people have shown me, since I have been there, where they had to cut
a hole in the roof once to let a man out, the water was so high. But I
do not know how often that occurs.
Q. Bow do the profits of these traders on the Osage Reservation
compare with the profits of merchants doing similar business in the
State, do you know ~-A. No, sir; I do not know; I have not much time
to be about the stores.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. In regard to the matter of convenience, an Indian ·does not have
quite so much to inconvenience him, does not suffer as,much inconvenience in going a long way to stores as tbe white man, does he ~-A.
No, si.r; he has a great deal more time than a white man.
Q. And naturally roams about and does not settle down in one·
place ~-A. He roams about considerably.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You reported in the Brenner case that he was a fit man to be an
Indian trader there, after examining ~ll the charges made against him~
A. I simply reported that I was not able to discover any reason why
he was not a fit man; that if he had been guilty of any misconduct I
had not been able to develop it.

TESTIMONY OF GILBERT D. WILLIAMS.
GILBERT D. WILLIAMS, having been duly sworu, was interrogated
as follows:
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Question. What place are you from~-Answer. From New York
State.
Q. And are you engaged now in Government employ upon the Osage
Reservation '-A. No, sir; I am on the Cheyenne and Arapaho Reservation.
Q. How long have you been there in the employ of the Government,_
.A. Since February 15, 1885.
Q. Do you mean that you have been an agent since then '-A. No,.
sir; that I have been in the Indian service since that time.
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Q. What were you doing before that; before February, 1885~
The Wn'NESS. Before I went into the service~
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; were you living out there~
A. No, sir.
Q. You went there ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. In what capacity~-A. I went there in the capacity of clerk to the
Indian agent.
Q. Had you ever been a clerk at a.ny other reservation before 1~hat~
A. Yes, sir; at the Quapaw Reservation.
Q. You have been there continually since February, 1885~-A. Yes,
sir.
Q. What position do you hold there now ¥-A. I am ag_ent of that
reservation.
Q. When wrre you made agent, aml by whom ?-A. I \Vas appoiute<l
the 12th of August, l<:St;u.
Q. Who did .vou Hnccee<l tlt(•re ?-A. Cap· :lin LP('.
Q. What sort of an agent did he make 1 Were you a clerk for him~
A. Yes, sir. He was thought to be a very excellent agent.
Q. How long was he in charge of that reservation 1-A. About a
:year.
Q. He was detailed from the Army, was he not ~-A. Yes, sir; be
was.
Q. How many traders were ther~ on that reservation at that time,
and bow many are there now ~-A. There were three there then, and
there are two there now.
Q. What was the percentage of trade lost on that reservation to th e
traders by reason of the ordering off of the cattlemen, in your opinionlA. That is rather a bard thing for me to tell, but I should think at least
50 per cent., or half of it, because there was $72,000 in lease money that
was cut oft' entirely, besides the outside trade from the cow camps.
Q. In addition to the trade with the cattlemen and their employes
there, there was $72,000 annually cut off from the resources of the Indians to trade upon ~-A. Yes, sir. This $72,000 was cash paid for
grass leases.
Q. Was or was not a large portion of the stock that these three traders had of a character that was fitted to the market of the cattlemen,
but not fitted to the Indian service after the cattlemen were ordered
away~-A. Oh, yes, sir; they carried · considerable stock that would
probably only be salable to parties in the cattle business or to white
people.
Q. Do you know whether the firm of Connell & Hays removed from
the reservation a large part of their stock of goods after the cattlemen
were ordered away, because it was no longer suitable to that market~
A. Yes, sir; Hays told me that they boxed up and shipped away a lot
of saddles and goods of that kind that he had that were unsalable there
and sent them to Saint Louis and sold them for 25 per cent. less than
he purchased them for.
Q. That was the result of the order excluding cattlemen from that
reservation ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Bow many Government employes are there, in round numbers,
upon that reservation, I mean in the Indian service~
The WITNESS. Do you mean the whites~
Senator BLACKBURN. Well, take the w bite ones.
A. Exclusive ol' the Indians, there are probably forty-five or fifty.
Q. And a good many more than that if you include the Indians~
A. Ob, yes, sir.
1
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Q. Have there been many of those white employes changed within
the last two years '-A. Yes, sir; about seventeen or eighteen.
Q. There have been seventeen or eighteen changes made out of the
fort.y-fi.ve white employes in the last two years ¥-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you ever known anybody to be discharged from employment
there because of his politics ~-A. No, I do not know tbat I have.
Q. Do you know what the politics of those employes are, whether
there are more Republicans or more Democrats at work there ¥-A. I
think there are a few more Republicans employed there than there are
Democrats.
Q. How are these goods sold by those traders out there; is there not
a ~chedule, circular, or order furnished requiring that they shall not be
~old abo,·e certaitl prices ~-A. Yes, sir; there is a circular issued by
t lH· Indian Office containing the regulations, and I believe the goods are
di \ Jdl•(l iuto Hn~ classes and the percentage of profit is fi.xeu upon each
l Ll ' ·S or goods.
Q. Do the traders on your reservation give substantial compliance to
that order~ I do not ask whether, in every instance, as to every article, tlley conform literally to the order; but do they substantially comply with that order as to the rates of charges and profits that the~
make?-A. Yes, sir; as far as they are concerned they do. '.rhe regulations require that they shall file their invoices.
Q. With you ¥-A. Yes, sir; and their bills of lading also; and then
it requires that the agent shall examine them and take the transportation charges and costs and add them to the price of the goods, and then
see that a schedule of prices is arranged by the trader, with those percentages added to it of the cost of goods and the transportation. But
tbere is no agency office with a sufficient clerical force to keep track
of all that, and to do it; but they file their invOices at the end of every
month and they are forwarded to the Indian Office~ and they also post
schedules of those prices in their stores.
Q. What is the relative condition of that tribe now as compared to
what it was when you went there in February, 1885; has it improved;
is it better or worse¥-A. When I went there in 1885 there were probably not over 300 acres of land under cultivation by the Indians, and
now there are nearly 4,000 acres under cultivation.

By tlle OH.A.IRJHAN:
Q. You have done better than that exceptiona1ly good agent, Major
Lee"?-A. Major Lee aud l\Iajor D,Yer are entitled to tile credit of it.
Q. It was iu operation wbeu you went there; it. is not a thing you
inaugurated eutirely "?-A. Oh, no, sir; I do not ~lairn that.
Q. What kind of lists do the traders post up in their stores as a
schedule of prices: lists which embrace all the articles they have to
sell ~-A. Yes, sir ; as near as they can. Of course there are a great
many small articles that they probably would not list, such as ribbons,
and tacks, and things of that kind.
Q. They have to keep a great many small articles to accommodate
tbat Indian trade~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Uan they <lo, and do they do, anything more than post up a list of
the leading articles which they sell ¥-A. Yes; it 1s quite a full list. I
could not say bow many ar.ticles there are on it, but it is a closely written
list on legal cap paper, and it is probably 3 feet long.
Q. For instance, boots and shoes would not be all of the same price~
A. Oll, no, sir. But they give the different prices and qualities of goods.
Q. And so of different kinds of cloths. But the fancy articles you
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imagine they do not price very much, do they ~-.A. No, sir; I do not
think they do, those little things.
Q. I understood Mr. Barker to say that for the first six months he
was there that schedule limiting prices was not observed very much;
what do you think about that ~-A. It waR not; it was new then.
Q. You have required them to observe that matter more closely~
.A. Yes, sir. The Indian Office stirred me up in regard to the matter,
and then I took revenge on the traders.
Q . .Are there any Republicans trading there now, so far as you
know~-.A. No, sir; I think they are all Democratic traders.
Q . .And how is it in regard to the white clerks in the stores, are any of
them Republicans ~-A . I do not know what their politics are.
Q. Has Mr. Barker any Republicans around him ~-.A. Probably not.
Q. All you can say about it is that you do not pay much attention to
politics yourself~-A . .No, sir; the politics of traders who keep these
stores does not bother me any.
Q. How many clerks do you have under your immediate office to help
you tranRact the business ~-A. In the office I ha\e three clerks.
Q. Are any of those clerks Republicans J?-A. Two of them are Indians, and their politics don't count; the other one is a Democrat.
Q. Would it not be pretty difficult to go through that agency and
find any clerks that the traders or the .Administration were responsible
for, or take much interest iu, who are Republicanl::l ~
The WITNESS. How is that~ .
Tho CHAIRMAN. I say, would it not be pretty difficult to go through
that agency an<l find any clerks that the traders a.re responsible for, or
that are directly 1n Government employ, who are Republicans~
.A. We have two school superintendents down there who are Republicans.
Q. Do you go as far as Mr. Barker a}Jparently would go, and say that
the school superinteudents should be turned out because they are Republicans when a Democratic administration comes into power~-.A.
No; I am not quite as positive on that suhject as the major.
Q. When you say that probably one-half of the GO\.- ernment employes
who are down there are H.epuhlicans you take in the school superin·
tendent and tbe employes at the school
Yes, str.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Right on that point, did you ever know anything about Chapin
and Murphy down tltere on that reservation~
The WITNESS. Do you refer to the Chapin who has a license to trade
at Re<l F ork 1
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.
A. Yes, sir ; I know him.
Q. Is he not a pretty good Republican ~-A. I do not know what his
politics are.
Q. How about Murphy ~-A. I believe Murphy is a Republican.
Q. They were bot b retained, were they not ?-.A. Yes, sir.
Q. What about the present traders there, those trader8 that you have
at the agency now~ Are the traders at Darlington men of good character~ and ar~ they liked by the Indians and by the people with whom
they live down there or not ~-A. Yes, sir; they are men of excellent
character.
Q. The two firms now consist of Barker and Settle & Caldwell ?-A.
Yes, sir; Barker has one store and Settle & Oald well represent the oth( · ,·
:firm.

'-A.
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Q. What is their standing and character in that community '_;A.
Their standing is first class.
Q. No complaints have been made in regard to them ~-A. No, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What sort of trade has Chapin got there ~-A. Chapin's trade ~s
principally with parties passing through the country ; he has a kind of
ranch for meals, and so forth. His trade with the Indians is Yery small.
Q. Nobody would go over there except him ?-A. I think not.
Q. It would not be esteemed a valuable franchise. for anybody ~-A.
No, sir; I do not think the profits of it are very much; he might make
a couple of hundred dollars a year.
Q. The military officer of the district recommended that he shoulJ be
allowed to remain there ~-A. I think the license was granted on Captain Lee's recommendation principally, as an accommodation for travelers passing througll the country.
Q. He is away off and bas no trade ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. But people go through there sometimes and it is a con\enience
for them to stop there~- . .'\.. Yes, sir. He is near the river, and that
stream frequently gets up and there is no way of crossing it, and parties
traveling through the country frequently have to remain there for several days.
Q. Murphy keeps a hotel ¥-A. Yes, sir.
Q. And be is the only instance, so far · as you know, of the sparing
m~cy of' the Democratic party on that reservation "?-A. Oil, no, sir;
there are more th <Lll that. Are you speaking of licensed traders~
The CHAIRMAN. Yes.
The WITNESS. Tllere is l\fr. Sampson, who is under license down
there; he is a Republican.
Q. What is his occupation· ¥-A. He keeps a livery stable.
Q. The Democrats do allow a man to keep a hotel and a livery stable,
then, even if be is a Republican ~-A. Yes, sir.

· TESTIMONY OF LABAN J. MILES (recalled).
LABAN J. MILES was recalled and further examined.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. When you were on the witness stand the other day you
referred to a matter which has been alluded to again this morning by
other witnesses, and I have recalled you for the purpose of asking you
further in reference to it. Were you in Washington about April, 1886 "?
-Answer. Yes, sir.
.
Q. You were not then an agent at the Osage Agency~-A. No, sir;
I was not.
Q. When did you cease to be an agent at the agency "? -A. In September, 1885.
Q. About April, 1886, you were in Washington. Diu you:there have
an.v conversation with a gentleman who said his name was Atkins, and
that be was a nephew of Commissioner Atkins, with reference to his
being appointed an Itulian trader at the Osage Agency, or at auy other
place ¥-A. I was introduced· to Mr. Atkins, but I do not know that I
ever had any conversation (I do not remember that I did.) iu reference
to the trade at all.
Q. Will you please state what there was to the matter, am~ if you
wrote a letter on the subject to ~Ir. Finney, and go on and state 1n your
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own way all you know about it~ I have not had any conversation with
you upon the subject and would like to have you make a statemeut iu
your own way.-A. I left here about the 20th of January for Washington. I bad known :Mr. Finney for a long while, and his license was
pending. I met Mr. Finney before I went to vVa~hington, and he asked
me to find out whetller his license would be granted or not, for the
special reason that payment had been made at Kaw Agency, and if his
license was granted he wanted to give the Indians credit, and if not he
did not want to grant tllem credit; therefore he asked me to find out
whether or uot Lis license would be granted. Soon after, I went to
"\Vasbington and I made the inquiry, and the party I inquired of
thought the probability was that his license would be granted, and I
wrote to 1\Ir. Finney to tbat efl'ect. Afterwards I inquired again, in the
course of a week or two, if there had been any action taken on it. There
was no definite answer giYen, but the general answer was, I would assume,
that his license would not be gran ted; that some oue else would be licensed
inh is place. About this time, I think it was, 1\lr. Bartles said to me that
there was a young gentleman there who was thinking of g·dting a
liceuse to trade at Kaw Agency, if there wa8 anything in it, and he
said that his name was .Atkins, and be was a nephew of Mr. Atki:1~.
Q. A nepltew of Commissioner Atkins 1-A. Yes, sir; a nephew of
the Oommi~sioner. I was introduced to him, but I do not think I ever
had a.uy conversation with tlte ~' oung gentleman with reference to the
matter at all.
Q. By wllom were you introduced ~-A. By 1\-fr. Bartles. We met
casually on the street, or perhaps at the hotel. I told Mr. Bartles that
anytlling I could do for Finney to help him sell out il~ any way, I would
cheerfully do, aud asked him to see the young man and find out what
proposition he h<ld to make, and the matter was talked of between
Bartles and I, and Bartles talked with Mr. Atkins (so he informed me),
but there was no definite proposition to m3· knowledge ever given, only
a casual con,·ersation as to what he would like to do, and this was what
I wrote to Finney, the conYersation about what Mr. Atkins thought
be would like to do. He inquired of me, through Mr. Bartles, as to
what there was in the trade and whether it would be profitable; whether
I thought there was anything in that trade or francblse or not. Tlli~
is what I wrote to Finney; no exact proposition, but as a matter of illformation to Finney in reference to tile pending license.
Q. What did you write to him ~-A. I wrote to him that possibly
there might be a person licensed, and told him the name, that it was a
nephew of Commissioner Atkins, and if he was licensed he might possibly want to have him run the store; that was part of the consideration; that he had business aud did not want to come out just at present and might possibly want him to run the store for a consideration,
part of the profits, or salary, or pay this man so much for his franchise
and let him make what be could out of it. I think tlle three questions
were raised in the conversation with Bartles and I, and I understood
from Bartles that the same were raised with 1\ir. Atkins.
Q. Do you remember whether any amount was ever mentioned that
Finney would be expected to pay for a license under those circumstances¥- A. There were amounts named. but I cannot remember what
they were, about the probabilities of what the trade would yielrl. I
think I was asked, directly or indirectly, what I thought the profits of
the trade were at Kaw Agency.
Q. Bow much did you think they were at that time ~-A. I thought
the profits of the trade were about $1,000 or $1,200 a year.
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Q. Do you or not remember that anything was said about his being
willing to get a license and let Finney run the store, be paying him
$2,000 a year, and that you said there was no use of making any such
proposition ~s that for you would not write any such thing as that~
A. Possibly that might have been mentioned. I think, tllough, there
was more in the trade than I thought there was in it, but I could not
remember as to the amount. I know I said to them that I was satisfied
Finney would entertain any reasonable proposition for the trade, but as _
to the exact amount I could not say. There were amounts named as to
what the trade would probably yield, but I could not state as to that.
Q. In railroad language, the question was bow much the traffic would
bear, I suppose; that was all there was to the letter ¥--A. Yes, sir; but
it was not written as a proposition. I never receiYed it from them as a
direct proposition, nor did I write to Finney except as a matter of information. He asked me to look after tlle matter for him and I did so,
but I did not receive a definite proposition from tuem to submit to
Finney.
Q. But at the same time I understand that you did tell him that a
nephew of Commissioner Atkins would be glad to g·et a license and
make some sort of an arrangement with him ¥-A. Yes, sir; if there was
anything in it that was profitable.
Q. Was that all that was contained in the letter¥-A. Probably not.
Q. Do ;you remember what else you were writing about ~-A. I wrote
to Finney a number of times during the winter, and obtained through
him certificates that I m;ed there in vVashingtou in settling my accounts. I used him as a means of getting certificates for the settlement
of the matter that I needed at Kaw Agency, aJl(l probably he wrote to
me about them. Tllat was the only business I remember in this letter.
Q. Did you in that same letter tell Fiuney that there was a man there
named Hardy who was trying to get Finney relicensed '-A. I could
not say whetller it was In that letter or not. I probably wrote that to
Finney, as Hanl.Y was in Washington.
Q. Hardy was a half-breed ·~-A. No, sir; be is a white man married.
to a half- breed.
Q. And he was recommending the continuance of Finney's Iic·ense ?A. Yes, ::~ir; I think he was.
Q. Do you think now, on reflection, it having been called to your
mind, tllat you did say that in your letter '-A. Yes, sir; it may have
been in that letter.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. I understand llL)W from you that you had no conversation with·
young Atkins with relation to this at all. You were simply introduced
to him casually, on tile street, and all you learned of this proposition,
this desire of young Atkins to ~:o into partnership with Finney at the
Kaw Agency, was what you learned through Bartles ~-A. Yes, sir;
that is my recollection of it.
·
Q. And you did not communicate that in the nature of a proposition,_
but simply as a suggestion, out of which something might come provided the trade at Kaw would warrant the partnership of two men~
A. Yes, sir.
Q. As you got your information altogether from Bartles, I will ask
you whether Bartles said anything to you whieh indicated that the Commissioner of Indian Affair::; knew or was advised of the action of this
nephew of his ~-A. No, sir; I do not think be did. He indicated
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about. this : that the young man said no doubt he could get a license it' .
there was anything in it.
Q. If he could make an arrangement,-A, Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did you learn what the young man's employment in Washington
was then'
Senator BLACKBURN. It is admitted that be was employed in the
Post-Office Department.
A. I think I did, but I do not remember. He was in some employment there in the city.
The CHAIRMAN (to Senator Blackburn). What is his name'
Senator BLACKBURN. Will Atkins. I did not know that the Commissioner had a nepllew, but General Upshaw tells me that his name is
Will Atkins, and that he was then and is now a clerk in the Post-Office
Department.
The CHAIRMAN (to the witness). You understood that one of the
suggestions which was discussed was that he should :r:.emain there, and
Finney should use his license, on some terms, at the Kaw Agency f-A.
Yes, sir; that was one of the suggestions.
TESTIMONY OF HARRIS BRENNER (recalled).

1

HARRIS BRENNER was recalled and further examined.
By Senator BLACKBURN:
Question. The other day when you were testifying here you were
asked by some member of the committee about the terms on which you
borrowed $3,000 from the elder Dr. Isom ~-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. And you said that you gave him a note for $3,000 '-A. I did.
Q. About $2,600 of which you paid ~-A. I gave to Mr. Branham an
order on Dr. Isom after I made the arrangement that the money would
be paid.
Q. You said at that time that if you were to pay him any interest at
all it was either 10 or 12 per cent.~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you wish to make any additional statementnow~-A. Yes, sir.
I wish to state tuis : 'rhat I proposed to plty him 10 per cent. annually,.
and if I succeeded in my business I would probably pay him a little
more, perhaps as much as 12 per cent.; but if not, I obligated myself
to pay him 10 per cent.
Q. Was 10 pel' cent. stated on the face of the note ~-.A_. Yes, sir.
Q. What reason had you the other day, if any, for not telling that~
A. The reason I did not want to tell this was, Dr.lsom was here and I
knew he would be summoned and could state for himself, for the reason that the legal interest in the State of Mississippi is 6 per cent. or by
contract 10 per cent., and if it is more than 6 or 10 per cent. it is not
collectable by law. Therefore I did not wish to discriminate, as I knew
Dr. Isom could make his own statement.
Q. He would hav~ been liable to the penalt~es of. the laws of 1\Iississippi against usury If you had stated on the face of your contract t~at
you were going to give him any more than 10 per cent. ~-A. Yes, s1r.
Q. So that you did make ~ contrac~ .and obligate yo~rself ~o pay 1(}
per cent.. , with a promise besides that If.you succeeded m busmess you
woulll pav him 12 per cent. ~-A. Yes, Sir; and of course Dr. Isom was.
here aml LI thought he would make a statement, and I knew he would
make it to that etl'ect.
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Q. Now that you are on the witness-stand again I will ask you a q uestion. In the transfer of that stock of goods from Schiff bauer, his half
interest in it, to you, and the partial investigation that you made into
the invoice taken in your absence by .l.Hr. Florer _and others, were the
discrepancies and mistakes you found all of them very small and inconsiderable ¥-A. I would like to make a statement in regard to that.
Q. You may do so.-A. I went over to the Osage Agency after Mr.
Schiffbauer had seen me at Kaw Agency in going to Arkansas City. He
stated to me that he wanted to sell me his interest at the Osage store.
I told him that I did not know whether I was able to buy it or whether
I could obtain a license. He said to me, "Yes; I know you can.'1 I
said to him, '' How do you know that I can~" He said, "I was told
in Arkansas City, when General Atkins was here, that you were a deserving young man, and that you complained that you did no business
at Kaw to amount to anything, and I am satisfied if you apply for it
you can get it."
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Who told you that ~-A. Mr. Schiffbauer; not the gentleman who
testified here yesterday, but his brother; the one who owned the store.
I told him," Very well; I will be over during payment at Osage and
we will talk the matter over." When I got there we talked the matter
.over in the presence of Mr. Branham a.nd Mr. Schiffbauer and this gentleman who was here yesterda,y, both of them together. Finally we
agreed that I was to give him 85 cents on the dollar for the buildings
all(l cost and carriage for the stock, dry goods, clothing, boots and
shoes, groceries, and everything contained in his stock, and the trade
was e1osed. Mr. Branham is very hard of hearing and did not understand about it, and Mr. Schiffbauer related the transaction to him.
Branham objected, on the ground, as he said, that he was willing to
take 85 cents on the dollar for the buildings that be had a year's use
.of, but there was a cellar and corral which he had just finished and he
was not willing to take anything off of them, and if he could not get
.Oollar for dollar he would object to the sale. The cellar cost ooe hundred and sixty dollars and some odd cents and the corral cost $104.05,
.and the whole amount involved would not be more than $:35. Finally
I tolu him I was willing to do that; that I would give him actual cost
for the cellar and corral and 85 cents on the dollar for the store-honse.
The store-bouse cost about fourteen hundred and some odd dollars to
build it; as well as I remember it was between $1,400 and $1,500 altogether; close to $1,500; I do not think it cost over that. 'I'be cel1ar
cost $160 and the corral $104.05; I remember that distinctly about tbe
corral business. After we made the trade I said to him, ''Now, you understand me; I will do this provided I can obtain a license to trade here."
He said, "Oh, I know you can get it." I said, "I do not know, but I
will try; but if I find I cannot I do not want you·to hold me responsible for this trade." He said it was all right.
Just about a day after that, it seems to me, I was told that Dr. Dodson was about sending a telegram to the Indian Office asking if he could
obtain a license; that he had traded with Branham & Schiffbauer. I
was not aware of the fact, and so I went back to the store and saw Branham an<l Schifl'bauer together. I said, "Schifl'bauer, I have been in.formed that you have traded with Dr. Dodson~" "Well," be says,
"we just talked about it; I didn't know whether my brother closed his
trade with ;you or not." I said," Why, Schiffbauer, you certainly knew
it, for we were both together." He said, " I did not understand it that
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way.'' I saH.J, "Schiffbauer, it makes no difference to me, but I want
you to understand I am no child in regard to making this trade. However, if you have made another trade that. leaves me out, it is all right."
After a few minute.s talk witllllis brother he came to me and said,'~ You
go with me to Dr. Dodson and I will explain the matter, and if he has
not sent the telegram off I will withdraw it." I said, "No; I do not
want to go." He insisted on my going, and we went over across from
our store, a little ways off, and saw Dr. Dodson. He said lle was sorry,
but he had sent the telegram off, and lle looked a round and saw the mailwagon going, and he ran after tlle wagon and took the telegraphic despatch from the mail-carrier. A day or two after I left the country and
went to Washiugton, and ou my way back I bought $5,000 worth of
goods, as the stock was low, or something about $6,000 worth-$2 or
$3 more than $6,000-that is, with the house, corrai, cellar, and everything all told.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all I want from you.
The \VITNESS. I want to tell about the invoicing of the goods. When
I got to Osage and found Florer and Schiffbauer had invoiced the goods,
they asked me if I was not satisfied with the invoice. I said I saw no ,
reason why I slwuld not be, but at the same time I would like to look
through the stock and see how it was invoiced, see if it was properly
done. The first thing I struck was some hose that cost about 60 cents
a dozen, and they were in a box marked 23 cents a pair.
The CHAIRMAN. How many of them~
The \VITNESS. There were about nine or ten or eleven pairs, perhaps
not quite so much as that; perhaps it was two or three boxes; I do not
remember. Then tllere were a great many other things in the same
way. One thing I found was twenty-six "squaw-axes," as they are
~ailed. I never carried those goous and did not know the price of them,
but I found they were invoiced at 96 cents. On looking at the bill I
found those goods did not cost but 54 cents; and there were various
other things of the kind tllat I cannot recall exactly. So I told Schiffbauer he had better take an account of stock; that I did not want to
take ad \antage of him, and I knew he did not want to take ad vantage
of me, and that the fair thing- would b~ to take another invoice. He
saiu it would take time, but finally consented and we went hurriedly
over it. We only opened the small things. Schiffbauer did the measuring of tile calicoes, dress-goods, ginghamR, and things of that kind.
·The calicoes fell short 400 to 500 yards from the first invoice, and Schiffbauer did his own measuring; I diJ not mr~asure a yard of it. Then
when we came to the grocery department I d1d not invoice at all, because, as he said yesterday, they were original packages. The groceries and everything of that kind I took off from his bill, and I believe it
amounted to $900, and we took a great many other things from their
bill in order to get through. After we were through we found there
was a difference between the first and second invoice of about $320 to
$340.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. It was not a di.fference, then, of $500~-A. No, sir; it seems to me
the amonnt was $340 or $360, or something like that. Schiffbauer then
proposed to me to split the di:flerence and let us get through with it.
I tvid him I preferred to take a regular invoice like business men; that
I did not think it was right for me to take a stock of goods the way
the;.: had invoiced it there; that it might invoice more or less, but what-.
ever it did invoice I was willing to take and pay the money for. He
said be had to go back to Arkansas City.
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Q. Who said that, Schiffbauer or Br<inham ~-A. The Mr. Schiffbauer
who testified yesterday ; the other brother was sick in bed at the time.
Finally I agreed to give him $120 more than the first invoice, which
was not quite balf, and he agreed to take it.
Q. You do not mean more than the first in Yoice, do you ~-A. No, sir,
I mean the second invoice. Mr. Branham said he would not take a
cent off. He said, "There is Florer, }l, disinterested party, who has
taken the stock carefully, togetr.er with .Mr. Schiffbauer, and you went
over it hurriedly and I have reason to believe that the stock of goods
is correct as first invoiced and I will not take anything off." Mr. Branham said that. I left them and went on the street, and in an hour later
I came back and they had not decided what to do. Mr. Branham then
said, ''We will take an invoice and get through with it." :Mr. Schiffbaur said, ''I cannot stay here," and Mr. Branham said, ''I cannot stay
here; I have to go to Gray Horse to take stock there." Finally I agreed
to give him a little more than at fir8t offered, and we traded in that
way.
Q. Then you did give what the invoice l5howed when taken by you
and Schiffbauer, and more than $120 besides ~-A. Yes, sir; and I have
Schiffbauer's own hand writing making up the bills and accounts, taking 15 per cent. off from the house and the good~, and it shows very
plainly what I gave him. I also offered $100, I will say $L60, more
than the invoice at the second time, and I have the offer in my safe today to show it.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Where is your safe ~-A. At the Osage .Agency.
Q. You will show it to us when we come down there~-A. Yes, sir;
I have the first invoice and the second one.
Q. So the amount of interest you were going to pay Dr. Isom depended on the amount of profit you would make there ~-A. Not exactly. If it paid me I was to pay more than 10 per cent.; if not i was
responsible only for 10 per cent.
Q. And you were to be the judge of when you were to pay 12 per
cent ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you mean that he left it in that way with you; that it was entirely at your option whether you paid 12 per cent. or not ~-A. Exactly.
Q. If 10 per cent. had been written into the note would that have
been legal interest in Mississippi ~-A. On contract it is.
Q. I mean to say, if the note had been drawn expressing on the face·
of the note that the interest would be 10 per cent. would that be legal
interest~-A. On contract it is.
Q. Would it be on a note; could he collect a note and 10 per cent..
interest~-A. No, sir; I do not think he could make.me pay it. That
is the way I understand; of course I am not posted on law.
Q. And whether you were to pay 12 per cent. or not depended on
whether you thought you had made money euongh there so that you
felt you could afford to do it~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did you ever pay him any interest ~-A. I did not pay any interest
at first for the note I gave him. He went home. It was all done by
correspondence. I asked him for the money, and it was agreed that he
should let me have the money when the goods were taken-Q. You have the letter he wrote you in your safe, have you ~-A. No,
sir; I do not believe I have.
Q. What has become of that ~-.A. 1 may have it at home.
The CHAIRMAN. I hope you will show us that, too, if you have it..
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The WITNESS. I may possibly find it; I have many letters.
Q. Do you know of anybody else to whom Dr. Isom loaned money
~ round here on those terms ~-A. I do not know of any one.
Q. Do you think he loaned money to Branham on those terms ~-A.
I do not know.
Q. Do you know whether he let Branham have any money ¥-A. No,
sir; I do not know anything about it.
Q. You have paid no interest whatever, at any rate. I will ask you
whether you paid any interest at all ~-A. No, sir; I have not paid him
any interest at all.
Q. You renewed the note ~-A. You asked me at first whether I ever
paid him any interest, and I told you that I did not. You said, "lVIay
be you didn't pay him any interest at all." I said, "No; I didn't, for
the simple reason that I have not renewed the note. I only gave an
order to Branham for the money to be paid, and when I gave him the
note, I gave him tht note from the date that the money was paid by
Dr. Isom to Mr. Branham.
Q. When did you give him that note ~-A. About four months ago;
b etween three and four months ago; I do not remember the date.
Q. When did you take possession of the Osage store~-A. I took
possession of the Osage store, I think, about the 29th of December, or
near the 1st of January; I do not remember the exact date. After we
got through I gave an order to Branham-he can state whether I did
or not-and the note bears interest from the date when the money was
paid over; wheneYer it was paid by Dr. lsom to Mr. Brenham, that is
i s tile time the interest commenced.
Q. Did you take up an.Y paper when you gave the note ~-A. I took
up tile order when I gave the note, of course. I destroyed the order;
a t least when I went home he showed me the order, and I gave the
order to Branham; I am not certain, but I think I have the order.
Q. You gave Branham an order for the money ~-A. Yes, sir; on Dr.
Isom.
Q. Then if Dr. Isom gave Branham the money he took the order -A.
Yes, sir.
Q. And then you gave a note to Dr. Isom ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then you ought to have gotten the order from him.-A. Yes, sir;
I think I have the order.
Q. What has become of that order ~-A. I possibly have got it; may
be I tore it up, I do not know. It would not amount to anything anyhow. It is merely an order for the money, and if he has my note that
is all tllat is necessary.
Q . When you got the order you gave the note at the same time ?-lt.
Yes, sir.
Q. Where was Dr. Isom then ~-A. In Oxford, Miss.
Q. You went· down there and saw him ~-A. Yes, sir; I have been
home twice since then.
Q. Have you made up your own mind since wl1ether you are goiug to
pay hiru 10 or 12 per cent. interest ~-A. That depends ou the business.
Q. Wllat do you think about it; do you think the business is likely
to be profitable enough so that you will be able to pay him 12 per cent.
interest ~-A. If I had made tllat kind of agreement I do not think it
would yield ~-z per cent. I do not know how it is going to terminate
from my last four months' experience.
Q. You think 10 per cent. will be all that he will get ~-A. I think
10 per cent. will be very high.
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN MURPHY.
JonN 1\iul~PIIY,· haviug been duly sworn, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. You keep a hotel or boarding-house at the Cheyenne and
Arapaho .Agency ?-Answer. Yes, sir.
Q. Did l\'Ir. George C. Bllison come there and board with you at one
time ~-A. There was a gentleman there by that name; yes, sir.
Q He was the man who came there from Washington and who said
llP bad a liceuse to trade ~-A. There wa~ a gentleman there we called
Colon<> I Ellisou ; whether lJe bad a 1icensP- to trade or not I do not know.
Q. Are yon the person who had some words with him about his comillg down late to breakfast ?-A. No, sir.
Q . Was it yonr wife ~-A. I bappeued to be away jnst at that tiLDe.
'rbe CHAIRMAN. If yon were absent from borne I will not make any
inquiry of you about it.
Setlfltor BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I will state here that General
FlH5hawexpresse<l a box containing records of the l,pdian Office to Saint
l Jonis, and from there it was sent by express, by mistake, to Arkausas
( 'ity, Arkansas, instead of to Arkansas City, Kansas, and I will ask at
~; ome snbsequeut meeting of the committee leave to present those records to be incorporated iuto the tm:;timony if I find they throw light on
any of the subjects ?Jbout which we havQ been inquiring here. They are
the recor<ls of the Iudiall Office relating to theRe traderships.
The UHAIRMAN. I expect to call the committee togetber a few days
prior to the opening of the next session of Congress, and in the mean
time I shall probably desire to call the attention of the Indian Office to
some other documents which I should like to obtain, that have been referred to in the testimony we have takfm, and at the same time I shall
mos li probably have a few additional witnesses to examine.
The select committee then adjourned, to meet again at the call of the
chairman.
0
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Select Committee on Indian 'B ade1·s.
W ASHING'l'ON, D. 0.,
Friday, January 13, 1888.
The committee met, pursuant to the call of the chairman, at J O.JO
o'clock a. m., all the mern bers present.
The committee for the Fiftieth UoiJgress, as constituted by resolution
of the Seuate ot' December 12, 1887, is as follows: Messrs. Chanlllcr
(d.w irmau), Platt, Cullom, U(>ke, and Blackburn.
'l'he resolution authorizing the committee to conti11ue its investigation duriug tile present Uong-ress was then read, as follows:
IN THE 8EXATE OF Tim UNITED STATES,

Decembtr 20, lor-17.
Resolrrd, Thai i l1<' Select Committee ou Indian Trauers be, aud hereby is, anthor-

ize(l aucl direete<l '" continnA the investigation directed to be made under Senate
resolutiou of June;), 1886, with all the authority and powerH heretofore grantefl to
the conuuittee, inelnding tlw takiug of tt3stimouy and the ewploymeut of a clerk aud
a. stenographer; and that all necessary expenses of snch in vestigatiou be paid 011 t of
i.he contingent fmHl of tho Sena'e upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee
to And it aud Control the Cout in gent Expenses of the Senate. " " ,.
Attest:
ANSON G. ~IcCooK,

Secrttm·y.

TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS (recalled).
Bon. J. D. C. A1'ICINS, Commissioner of Indian Afi'airs, having been
recalled before the committee, was interrogated as follows:
By the CHAIRMAN:
Question. I will ask you wllether you have bad copies of all the testimony which ha.s been taken before the commHtee and printed, exteil(ling from page l to page fi26, inclusive ~-Anl:'wer. I had a copy of the
testimony that was taken here in Washington, though I never have read
it consecuti-vely, and 1 had a copy of the testimony taken in the Indian
Territory that I Lave read pretty closely.
(~. Will you please look at the printed testimony which I now hand
you, and indicate to the committee what portions you have seen, and
wl.lat portions you have not seen [batJding the printed testimony to witness] ~-A. I have seen all this testimony, :Mr. Chairman.
'l'he CHAIRMAN. Tile comwittee met here after its return from the
Indian Territory, I am informed, on tile 26th day of NoY·ember, with
the intention of hearing such statements as you desired to make, hut
the hearing was 'deferred on account of your domestic troubles, and tile
subject ha~ not been taken up until now.
The WJTNESS. I am obliged to the committee for its courtesy.
The CHAil~l\LlN. Now yuu may proceed alHl submit to the committee
what you de~ire.
The WI'l'NESS. I have nothing to say, scarcely, with reference to the
whole subject. I did address a letter~ which I have here, to the chairman, not knowing what cour~e would be taken this morrling, and if it
is desired, I will read the letter, or I can state in substance what it coutains. I should prefer, however, to read the letter, because it brings
the subject up in proper form .
'l'he CHAIRMAN. If the Jetter is to go into the record, it would not be
11eeP~sa.ry or best for you to undertake to giYc a summary of it.
The vVn'NEss. I will submit it as my testimony.
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The CHAIRi\LlN. \.Yhe lH.' r it goes into the record or not, the commiti:ee can decide hereafter. But J·on may now read it if you would like
to do so.
(1'he witness theu read the letter in question, and laid it and the accompanying documents before tlJe committee.)
'rl1e UHAIRlH:AN. The question now is whether the letter and the accolllpauying documeuts ~hall be receiYed atHi made a part of the record.
Senator 0ULL01I. 1 think the Comtnissiouer lws a right to put into
thf' defense any statement that he tltinks proper in ref(.lrence to the matter~ about which we LaYe been i11quiriug, and if there is any motion nece~::;ary, I will make 011e to tltat effect.
Seuator BLACKBURN. I should like to inquire whether tLe exhibits
aceompauyi11g- the letter contain anything besides the correspondence
-cf tlte Indian Oiliee "?
The vYrl'NESS. No, sir; t ltey do uot, except one affidavit, which is
.a moug thet11, mad(~ l>y Mr. J. \.V. G. Atkitts.
Senator PLATT. \Vllere is ~lr. J.
G. Atkins at present~
The WITNESS. l\11'. Atkius is in the city, and can come before the committee if they cleRire to see him. I can take out Mr. Hempbill's affidaYit from the otht't' papers.
The UHAIRYIAN. f will put the motion, as suggested, that the statemettt of Commis~io11er Atkins, which l.HlS been read, and the accompanyj11g offieial documents (except the affidavit of Mr. J. W. G. Atkins), beiug papers from the :files of the In(lian Office, be received and printed
iu the rcc0rd.
The motion hadng been pu!;, it was agreEd to.
The CHAIRMAN (to the witness). Is there anything further which
:.vou de8ire to Ru bmit ~
~ The \.VI1'NESS. I have uotbiug furtller to submit, so far as I am concerueu, except tllis nffidavit of Mr. Atkins, and be will appear before the
committee if they desire lrim to do so.
r:rbe CHAIRMAN. Then. I will say that unless the affidavit is received,
we will giYe you an opportuuity of bringiug him before the committee,
if ~-ou will remember iu the meantime to see that be remains here, so
that if we desire his testimony be can be called.
'rhe \VITNESS. He is in the city now.
The CHAIRMAN. Is that all you desire to submit~
Tue WITNESS. That is all I wish to say.
Senator PLAT'l' (to Sf'nator Blackburn). Do you wish to ask the
Commissioner any questions~
Senator BLACKBURN. No; I only desire that be shall file his statement here, to be made a part of the record, with such official documents
as he wishes to offer.
The CHAIRMAN. I have read the testimony already- taken before tbe
committee, but I should not be willing to ask Commissioner Atkins any
questious at preseut. I may want to interrogate him when this additiollal <>videuce, which he has snbmitte(l, is prepared and laid before us.
So ~hat unless some member of the committee desires now to ask the
Commissioner some qn1~stious, he may be relieved from the necessity of
further attendance at t.his time.
,
Senator PLATT. I do not wish to ask the Commissioner any questions
now, but at some future time before we conclude tbe investigation I
desire to ask bi111 011e or two questions in regard to the case of Mr. Little,
upon points sug-ge~wtl by hi~ letter. I do not care to ask those questiouR now. 1 also deRire to read the statement of Whistler, Pickett &
Co., before the examination is resumed .
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The CHA.IR::\fA.N. It is understood, then, that the letter and accompanying official papers presented by the Commissioner will be printed,
::~nd his cross-examination npon them is deferred until that is done, so
that we can see them in print.
The select committee tlwn adjourned to meet again at the call of the
chairman.
The statement and the accompanying official documents submitted
by the witness are as follows :
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTEHIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, Janua1·y 1~, 1898.
Sm : Inclosed are certain docmne ts from the files of this office bearing npou the
cases investigated by the committee ince its last meeting in Washington.
The records of this office show that the license of W. R. Little expired on September R, 1H85.
On September 4, 1885, the United States Indian agent was instructed to advise him
(Little) that he would be allowed to trade until further orders, and on Octolwr 10,
1885, the agent wa~ instructed to notify Little to close his store by the 1st of January, 1886. A commnuic<tti?n from Keoku~, principa_l ?hief of the S~cs and F?xes,
forwarcled through the United StatPs Indw,n agenr, Is Inclosed h erewith. It w1ll be
seen that the chief opposes the r<'newal of Little's license. On October ~4, 1R85, a
communication 'IHts received from Little, bearing date of October 19, 18~5 (indm;eil
herewith), in which he aeknowledge~ the receipt of orders from thii! office to close his
business by .Tan nary 1, 1H86, and recites at length the condition of l:is business. • In
this commnnicatiou he only asked to be allowed to remain auJ. trade until April 1,
following :
He was, however, allowed to keep his store open until July 15, 1886, with only a
Rlin·ht intermission, aud he remained upon the reservation for I.t?-ore than a year after
th~ expiration of his license.
[n the latter part of January or first of February, 1886, Mr. Little came on to ·washington, anclrepresented to this office that t.he McClung Brothers (Hn L. and R. M.),
who bad been granted a license to trade at the Sac and Fox Agency, had made an
arrangement with him to purchase his interest and supersede him in the business.
Ho further stated that they bad failed to comply with their agreement~ and that they
then refused to take the goods and buildings.
Little was thereupon advised that his license would be renewed . . However, before
lea>ing Washington, verbal statements were made by him to the head of this Bureau
to the effect that one John Eddy, who had been granted a license to trade at the Sao
and Fox Agency, haclnot purchased the stock of Whistler, Pickett & Co. (olrl traders),
as he (Eddy) had alleged, but that Eddy was merely using his license against the
capital of the old firm and drawing a share of the profits. Inclosed is a statement
npon the subject filed by Little on February 4, Hl86. The United States Indian
agent was ordered to make a careful and accurate investigation of the charges in this
document, and it will be seen from documents inclosed that each member of the firm
of Whistler, Pickett & Co. state under oath that they had disposed of their entire
interest in the business to Eddy.
Attention is also requested to the inclosed official statement of the United States
Indian agent as to the amount of stock in Little's store, and also to the communication
from \V. B Shaw, setting forth that he offereil. to purchase Little's store and stock at
cost and carriage, a.nd that he (Little) refused to sell altogether.
Fina.lly, it will be seen that ::titer receiving notice that he would be required to
close his business ani!. retire from his position as trader, Mr. Little came to Washington, and made statements which, had they l>een verified, would have resulted in the
revocation of the lict>n ·e of the other trader (Mr. Eddy). In consideration of the facts
set forth above an<l in the documents herewith, Mr. Little was deewed an improper
perso-q to rccei ve the license of the Indian Office, to reside among the Indians, and
trade with them in the future. It will he seen, however, that he was allowed toremain upon the r eservation more than a year after his license expired, and that he
was allowed to keep his store open for nearly a year after that event, and for four
and a half months longer than he at first requested.
The license of Hemphill & "\Vo.v, traders at tho Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency,
expired on May 8, 1885, and they were advise1l that they must close their business by
October 21, 1885. Inclosed is a communication from them, dated September 23, 188;) 1
in which they acknowledge the receipt of orders through the agent to close their
business by October 21, l i:l85, and r equest only an extension of three months. If this
request only had been gmntNl, thl'ir extension would have expired on January 21,
1886, but by a telC'gram from this offif'e dated .January 2, 1886, their license was again
extended until the middle of the following February. Mr. Hemphlll called at this
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office in the month of .T anuary, 1886 (or early in February), and requested a continuance or extension of llis license until the 1fith of March following, stating that lle
did not desire to remain after that date. His request was declined upon the ground
that be llad already had two extensions. He then wanted an extension until March
1 following, which was also declined.
In this conversation, and also in a conversation at Darlington with Mr. Hemphill
and his partuer, they said they were losing money, and desired to give np the hnsiness.
They statea that the order of the President, removing the cattle-men, had destroyed
the profits of the traders.
It will thus be seen that th<>y were allowed to remain and do busin<>ss more than
nine months after the expimtion of their license, and that they were given due notice
and two extensions of license.
The license of Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell expired on July 10, 1880.
They were granted au cxiensiou of their licen~, and on October 19, 1i::l83, the meml>ers of this firm joined with Barker, a. newly lid!nsed trader, in a request for an extension of license not to excceJ ihirty days, stating that they had made a sale to
Barker. The telegram is inclosed.
I deny al>solntely that I gave Hubbell any assurance ihat I would license him, unless I afterwards conclndell to license three stores at DarliDgton. In that eveDt I
would have licensPd Mr. Hubbell, but not otherwise, and as I had come to the conclusion that the trade there would be diminished on account of the removal of the
cattle-m~n from the reservation to such an extt-nt as not to jnst.ify three licenses at
that place. I therefore declined to license him. Had he n~quested a longer extension than the 21st of November I have no tloubt that I would have granted H, just as
I did in tho cabe of the other traders at that place. In this connection I will say that
I h~ve never made an Indian trader a promise that I di1l not redeem, l\Ir. Hubbell's
statement to the contrary notwithstanding.
In reference to the tradiDg-post at Hominy Creek, npon the Osage Reservation, I
l1ave to say that Mr. Hartley, representing the firm of Bartle~;, Hartley & Raul>, who
now l1ave a store at Osage Agency, first applied for a license to trade at Hominy Creek.
I distinctly advised him that a license won1d ue granted his firm to trade at that point,
provided the United States Indian agent would 1·ecommellll that a store be established there, and further provided that tLey would gi \'e up their store at the np;ency.
After he, representing the firm, declined the tentler of the license, I, seYeral weeks
or months afterwarde:, gave it to Hale & Phillips, believiug that it was to the interest
of the Indians living in that vicinity, as tlwy bad to come ~5 to 40 miles to t he agency,
and in the rainy season to encounter swollEn streams and almost impassable roads.
The United States Indian agent, James I. David, in conversation with me at the
Osage Agency, stated that a store at Hominy Creek would be best for the Indians. He
a.lso made the same recommendation in my office in 'Vasbington.
It is true that my son John, being an old acquaintance of Phillips in Tennessee, expressed a wish that I would license Hale & Phillips at Hominy Creek. I was, bowever, not influenced by,his req nest, but made the order believing it was to the interest
of the Indians.
In reference to the application of J. \V. G. Atkins, a clerk in the Post-Oflice Department, and a nephew of mine, I <lesire to say that be dicl make a verbal application to
me for a license to trade at Kaw, in the Indian Territory, in the spring of H:l86. He
said that there was a part.y here in Washington who would raise the money and go in
with him. I told him that I would not entertain the 1n·oposition; that I would sooner
draw my check for $500 and make llim a present of it than to do so. I beard nothing
more from him afterwards. The next day I made the same positive statement in the
presence of the assistant com1pissioner. Attention is called to the inclosed affidavit
of J. W. G. Atkins.
In reference to the pecuniary advantage ol>tained by Mr. Branham oYer Mr. Schiffbauer, in the partnership existing l>etween them, I have to say that I never heard of
it until April, 1887, at Saint Louis.
A letter from tho United States Imlian agent in response to instructions from this
office to report upon the application of Mrs. C. A. Tieman for authority to keep a
mess-house is inclosed.
At a former meeting of your committeo it was hinted that the committee had been
advised of some arrangement between the meml>ers of the firm of Hays & Meeks,
trauers at the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, whereby Meeks was using his sh:1re
of the license as llis capital in the business.
Inclosed are copies of the correspondence of this office upon the snhject.
In reference to the case of J. M. Sherburne, attention is called to the statement of
the United States Indian agent ou page 274 of the testimony.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comn~issioner.

'Hon. \Vl\L E. CrrANDLER.
Chai1·man of the Committee on Indian Traders, U.S. Senate, City.
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Ke-o-kuk to Agent Taylo1'.
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
Sao and Fox Agency, Ind. 1'., October ~2, 1885.
Sm: I learn that the Ron: Commissioner of Indian Affairs has no1 ifiecl Messrs. Whistler, Pickett & Co., and W. R. Little & Co., licensed traders for the Sac and Pox Indians at this agency, that t.beir liceuse as traders will not be renewed.
I also learn that the a bove-uamed traders are making every effort in their power to
procure snch an amonnt of friendly and political influences to bear as to persuade or
force the Hou. Commissioner to recede from his action relative to the discontinuance
of their license.
I think it right and just to the parties that they should have an extension of time,
based on tlJeir old license, to carry them to a limited period beyond onr tirst annuity
payment to enable them to collEct the moneys due to them from our tribe; this much
I wonlc1 ask on tlJeir behalf an<l no more.
The harmony, welfare, and progrt:ss of this tribe, and the success of the agent iu
charge in assisting to lead it to a higlJer standard of moralit.y, Christianity, aud civilization is almost wholly dependent. npon the carrying out of the policy which seems to
have been adopted by the Hou. Commissioner, in removing the old traders, t.bereby
freeing ns from intl uences which haYe been anything bnt a betterment. In this matter I not only speak for myself, but for the ent.ire progressive element in our tribe,
knowing the good results that will follow if the Hon. Commissioner's action is not
reversed.
I ask that you present the subject-matter of this communication to the Hon. Commissioner, and request that their license be not renewed.
Very respectfully,
KE-O-KUK,
Principal Chief of Sacs and Foxes of the Missonri.
I. A. TAYLOR,
United States Indian Agent, Sac and Fox Agency, Indian Territor!/·

f

W. R. Little c:f· Co. to Cornmissione1· of Indian Affait·s.
SAC AND Fox AGENCY, Octobe1· 19, 1885.
DEAR Sm : I received the order issued from your office that our time ceased trading here January 1, 1886.
I clo not see how I am to manage, as I have been buying goods on time and owe
much on them that I expected to pay when the Indians received a payment from the
Government, which has been withheld for one year and over.
·when the Indians did not receive their annuity money in October, 1884, they were
in a destitute condition, and came to us in good faith and houest intentions; made a
promise if we helpAd them until the next payment they would be very thankful, and
pay us what they owed.
They ra.isetl bnt little corn, aufl the crop of pecan nuts that heretofore has been of
considerable help in the way of getting a little money ou which to live, was a failure.
March came, and still no payment. Well, these people were in a starving condition. They lookNl solely to the traders for a living, and this was their only help.
'We worked very bard to carry them, thinking that they surely would receive a payment some time during the summer, but all was in vain and no payment yet.
Now I do not want to be persistent nor misrepresent anything, nor do I want to
lose all property that I own. I am a man of family; have a wife and young child to
pro~~fu~

.

I have been to considerable expense here for buildings, as my work had to be done
by Indians and all material was freighted from Kansas, 130 miles distant. I have
alwa~·s employed one Indian to work for me, paying him $50 per month, and have endeavored to help tho Indians in every way I coul<l, always giving them the preference whenever I had work to be done.
I have not made very much money after carrying such a lrt.rge amount of credit.
I woulcl respectfully beg o.f yon to consider my case aud extend the time until I can
just,Jy pay back the money I owe to those merchants who were so generous as to hulp
me a11d to advance rue goods-trusting me for an honest man, which I wanted to be.
I will promise yotl as a true man on the square that I will arrange my business so
I will bo able to leave with the name of an honest man if you will permit me to remain trading hero until about April1, 1886. I then can leave without being broken
up house an<l homo and owing several large bills which I nonld not pay for years to
come. I feel snro if I have to leave by January 1 I will be ruined for life, as I have
no other property or way of meeting these bills except to get it back from these Indians
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and people who owe me, and they are depending on a payment. Yon will, by granting this favor, make (save) a man, where, if t,he order is enforced, it will ruin not one
but several. I feel sure you will use good judgment in regard to my case.
I write you this note because llong to remain in this country. It is not so funny as
some people suppose to carry on credit a tribe of Indians and wait one year and a
half for them to pay you. I would be satisfied to leave to-morrow if I had back what
I have ad van cell to these people. I have no desire for an extended permit except to
remain here long enough to settle my business satisfactorily.
Hoping for a favorable reply,
I remain, respectfully,
vV. R. LITTLE & CO.
The CoMl\USSIOXER OF IxDIAN AI<'FAIRS,
WMhington, D. C.

Agent Neal to .d. B. Upshaw.
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
Sac and Fox .dgency, Ind. T., June 1, 1887.
SIR: AR requestorl, I have the honor to forward copy of invoice of merchandise and
fixtures owned by W. R. Little & Co., July 15, 1886.
The goods are billed exceeding-ly high, and on last page you will see $120 added
for freight to the agency. I firmly believe that the true value of the goods would
not exceed $500.
Very respectfully,
~lOSES NEAL,
Dnitcd States Indian Agent.
Ron. A. B. l.JPSHA w,
.iltJsistant Commissioner Indian .djfai1·s, Washington, D. C.

.dgent Keal to CommissioncT Atkins.
UXITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE,
Sac and Fox Agency, .dpril 2U, 18..;-6.
SIR: In compliance with instructions contained in office letter "C. C. 1886," dated
March '27, 1886, and" C. C. 9600 -'tlti," dated April 10, 18"6, I have the honor to submit for your information in the matter of tbe sale of stock merchandise of Whistler,
Pickett & Co. to John Eddy, the depositions of John Whistler, C. C. Pickett, and
Hiram Gibbs, membt>rs of tho old firm of Whistler, Pickett & Co., Frank Randolph,
who is employetl by Mr. John Ecldy as manager of his store, and W. B. Shaw, jr.
Also inclose a certified copy of the receipt 1·eferred to by Mr. Frank Randolph in his
testimony.
I trnst the information furnished is sufficiently comprehensive to enable a full understa11ding of the exact status of the matter.
Very respectfully,
MOSES NEAL,
United States Indian Agent.
Ron. J.D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian A.traiJ s, Washington, D. C.

Jr.

R. Little to Commissioner Atkins.

\VASHIXGTON, D. C., Ffbnwry 4, 1886.
SIR : There were two traders at the " Sac and Fox" Agency. One was the firm of
Whistler, Pickett & Co., composed of Wbistler, Pickett, and Gibbs.
The other was myself, William R. Little. The license of Whistler, Pickett & Co.
was taken away, but the parties, Whistler, Pickett, and Gibbs, are still there and now
do business under the !icense of a 1\Ir. Eddy, who lives at Bloomington, Ill., and does
not reside or do business ~t t.he Sac aml Fox Agency. Hence \Vhil'lt]er, Pickett & Co.
are still trading under the license ofMr. Eddy, of Bloomington, Ill.
The other trader (myself) was displaced by .Mr. McClung, of Tennessee.
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He came to the agency with your license. J immediately made a contract with him
and sold my store, building, dwelling-house, and my stock of goods. He paid me no
cash, but was to pay me the 1st of January, when he was to assume charge of the
business. I agreed to remain as his clerk. I desired especially to remain that I might
col1ect some $l7,000 due me by the Indians for goods, which I expectecl to collect at
the next. •li~trihut10n of their annuities.
The 1st of January came; Mr. McClung did not come. I closed my store, containing
some $4,000 wort.h of goods, $2,000 of which I bad ordered at the request of Mr. McClung to keep up the stock.
lnsteacl of McClung a Mr. Shaw came as the licensee iu my place. Mr. Shaw was
formerly au employe in the Agricultural Department; is the sou of W. B. Shaw, the
well-known journalist.. He married the daughter of Mr. Gibbs, who was the" & Co."
of Whistler, Picl;:et.t & Co.; Gibbs is therefore the connecting link between the two
firms, being the father-in-law of one licensee (Shaw), and the " & Co." of Whistler,
Pickett & Co.
My situation is just this: I have a store-bouse, dwelling-bouse, and $4,000 worth
of goocls at the Rae ancl Fox Agency. The goods, some of them, are perishable in their
nat.ure, were bought for wi11ter trade, and winteds passing away.
The Indians owe me $17,000, which I must lose unless I can remain there. The trade
is at least $50,000 a year, enough for three traders. If I was again licensed t.here
would then he practically only two traders, for the traders there now constitute practically <me tirm.
I therefore most respectfully ask that my license to trade be renewed.
Wit.lt great respect, I am your obedient servant,
W. R. LITTLE.
Ron. JoHN D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner Indian Affai1·s.

Deposition of John Whistler.
SAC AND Fox AGENCY, IND. T., April24, 1886.
JonN \VHJSTLI£H, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that he was a member
of the fir111 of Whistler, Pickett & Co., licensed traders at Sae and Fox A~E>ncy, lud. T.,
and that the other members of the firm were C. C. Pickett and Hiram Gibbs. Being
questioned, says:
Question. In what way, if any, are you now connected with tlw firm of \Vhistler,
Pickett & Co. 1-Answer. l::t no way except settling up old business of Whistler,
Pickett & Co.
Q. At what time was the partnership of Whistler, Pickett & Co. dissolved f-A.
About January 9, 1886.
Q. Were you succeeded by any one in business, and if so, by wlwm f-A. \Vas succeeded by JoLn Eddy.
Q. Did yon make a sale of your stock of goods to John Eddy at tLat time ?-A. ·we
did.
Q. \\'hat were the terms of sale ¥-A. Sale was made on time.
Q. Was 1he payment to be made at any one time, or at different times ~-A. At <liffereu t ti llll'S.
Q. Were notes executed forthe payment oftbe amount f-A. Yes.
Q. How many notes were there ~-A. Three.
Q. \Vere tlH'Y executed at time of sale ¥-A. No; they were executed afterward at
Saint LonifS, l\1o.
Q. Have :von the notes in your possession~- A. No.
Q. In whose posRestSion are they 1-A. I think iu the possession of Samuel C. Davis
& Co., Saint Lon is, Mo.
Q. For what pnrpo~e were they deposited there ?-A. For safe keeping.
Q. Arf' they secured ?-A. No.
t~. Who owns the building formerly occupied by Whistler, Pichtt & Co. as their
store-room f-A. I do.
Q. Did you rcut it to .John Edcly ¥-A. I dicl.
Q. What were the terms of the lease ¥-A. One hundred dollars per year.
Q. When is payment to be made ?-A. At entl of year.
Q. Have you any interest, prospective or otherwise, in the business of John Eddy f A. I have none.
Q. Has John Eddy, to your knowledge, a partner in his business at this place f-A.
He has none that I kno,.,· of.
·
Q. Who con<lncts the business ?-A. Frank Randolph.
Q. Does Randolph employ the clerks ?-A. I suppose he does.
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Q. In what way aro the aecounts due Whistler, Pickett & Co. from the Indians
kept f-A. On the books of John Eddy.
Q. Is John Eduy, to your knowledge, selling to the Indians on time?-A. Yes; I
tb.ink he is.
Q. Does John Eddy use more than one ledger ?-A. Yes, two; one a citiz('n led~er
and one an Indian ledger. To the Indian ledger the amount of the accounts due
Whistler, Pickett & Co. from the Indians were transferred.
JOHN WHISTLER.
Sworn and subscribed to before me this 24th day of April, 1886, at Sac aud Fox
Agency, Ind T.
MOSES NEAL,
United States Indian Agent.

Deposition of C. C. Pickett.
SAC AND Fox AGENCY, IND. T., April24, 1886.
C. C. PICKETT, being first duly sworn, deposes and says he was a mem her of the
:firm of \Vhistler, Pickett & Co., licensed traders at Sac and Fox Agt>ocy, Ind. T., and
that the other members of the firm were John \Vhistler and Hiram Gillus. Being
questioned, says:
·
Question. At what time was the partnership of Whh•tler, Pickett & Co., as licensed
traderR at Sac and Fox Agency, dissolved ?-Answer. On January 9, ldt:!G.
Q. What disposition Qf the merchandise on band was made ?-A. An invoice was
taken and stock sold to John Eddy.
Q. \Vas there anything else, such as grounds and buildings, included in sale ?-A.
Nothing l>ut the Rtock of merchandise in the buildings was solll.
Q. Who owned the building in which the firm did business ?-A. Johu vVhil'ltler.
Q. What is the size of these buildings ?-A . .Main building 20 l>:v 70 feet, oue and
one-half stories bigh, with ware-room 12 by 40 feet, and a corn, tlonr, and l>aeon house
about 2~ bv :30 feet.
Q. How 'long di<l Mr. John Eddy remain at the agency after ~~ on made the sale to
him ?-A. For about fourteen <la.vs.
Q. Wl1ere did he go when he left here ?-A. To Saint Louis, Mo., in company with
Mr. John vVhistler and myself.
Q. Has he since returned to ·the agency ?-A. He has not.
Q. You may state if you know where Mr. John Eddy re~:>ides.-A. At Bloomington
Ill.
Q. What did he say, if anything, in regard to returning to the agency f-A. He expected to be here frequently, especially a.l>out payment time, or at any other time
when it is necessary.
Q. Who did be leave in charge of his business here f-A. Mr. Frank Randolph.
Q. I!> he in charge now f-A. He is.
Q. Was the sale to Mr. John Eddy for cash ?-A. Not all of it cash.
Q. On the deferred pa,yments what time was to be given ?-A. AlJout six, nine, and
twelve months from date of sale; exact dates to be an after consideration.
Q. Have you had correspondence with Mr. John Eddy in regard to business matters
recent,lv?-A. Yes.
Q. What was the natnre of this correspondence ?-A. Makiug inquiry as to probable
time of payment to the Indians.
Q. Did Mr .. John Eddy state at what time he intended removing to agency toreside ?-A. He has never alluded to that matter in his correspondence.
Q. Di<l he in his correspondence say when he was coming temporarily f-A. H e intended to be here at payment, and desired to know when that would lJe.
Q. Who has Mr. John Eddy employe1l in his !>tore as clerks besides .Mr. Randolph?A. Leo Whistlt>r, William Parnell, and Robert Thrift..
Q. Are any of the111members of the Sac and Fox tribes f-A. Leo Whistler and Rol>ert Thrift are.
Q. Is William Parnell a citizen oftLe United States f-A. Yes; he has some claims
in Cherokee Nat,i on which have not been recognized by that natiou.
Q. State if you know in what State or Territory was he l>orn.-A. I think in Arkansas.
Q. Was there any security given for the pavment of balance due on stock sold Mr.
John Eddy ?-A. There was not.
•
Q. Can you state about the amount to become due from Mr. John Eddy on stock?A. About $5,450.
Q. Was the sale to Mr. John Eddy fi_nally consummated here 1-A. It was not.
Q. ·where and at what time was it finally consummated ?-A. At Saint Louis, Mo.,
on about January 26 or 27, 1886.
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Q. ·was it settled by written articles of agreement Y-A. Yes.
Q. Have yon that article of agreement in yonr possession f-A. I have not.
Q. Who holds it '-A. Sanmfll C. Davis & Co . , ::iaint Louis, Mo., for safe-keeping.
C. C. PICKETT.
Swom and. subscribed to before me this 24th day of April, 1886, at the Sac and Fox
Agency, Indian Territory.
MOSES NEAL,
f:nited States Indian Agent.

Deposition of Hirarn Gibbs.
SAc AND Fox•AGENCY, IND. T., April24, 1886.
being :first duly sworn, deposes and says that he was a member of
thf' tirm of Whistler, Pickett & Co., licensed traders at Sac and Fox Agency, Ind. T.,
and that the other members of the :firm were John Whistler and C. C. Pickett. Being
questioned, says:
Question. Where did yon transact business, and in what building1-Answer. At
Sac and Fox Agency, Iud. T., and in building belonging to John Whistler.
Q. Did you make a sale of your interest in the stock some time in Jann~ry, 18o6 ?A Yes.
Q. Did you personally make the sale of your interest ?-A. I did not; my partners
did.
Q. \Vas the sale for cash or on time V-A. I understood it was on time: never asked
my partner the exact terms of sale.
Q. To whom was the 8ale madef-A. John Eddy.
Q. Do you know the amount of the invoice of the stockY-A. I do not.
Q. Has Mr. John Eddy been in charge of the business since sale, and, if so, for how
long f-A. I think he has, but do not know for what length of time.
Q. Do ;you know whether any notes were given in payment of stockY-A. I do not
know.
Q. ·who has been in charge of John Eddy's store for past three months f-A. John
Eddy told me be would send Frank Randolph, and he has been in charge of the business for past three months.
Q. Did John Eddy tell yon when he would return and take charge of his business
in person Y-A. He said he could not tell; it would depend upon circuruRtances.
Q. Do you know anything of the :financial standing of John Eddy f-A. Only by
hearsay.
HIH.AM GIBBS.

HIRAM GIBBS,

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 24t,h clay of April, 1886, at Sac and Fox
Agency, Ind. T.
MOSES NEAL,
United States Indian Agent.

Deposition of Frank Randolph.
SAC AND Fox AGENCY, IND. T., .Ap1·il :l8, 1886.
being first dnly sworn, deposes and says:
Question. What is yonr occupation here at this agency ?-Answer. Clerk in employ
of John Eddy:
Q. HowJong have yon been thus employed ?-A. Since January 22, 1886.
Q. In thP management of Mr. Eddy's affairs at this place who have yon associated
with you '-A. In the management of the Indian accounts as to who to credit and
who not to credit, Mr_ Leo Whistler.
Q. Who else besides Mr. Leo Whistler is employed by Mr. J obn Eddy in the stor13 VA. William Parnell and Robert Thrift.
·
Q. Is there a separate set of books kept for the Indian credit accounts V-A. Yes.
Q. Are the amounts due the late firm of Whistler, Pickett & Co. kept on John
Eddy's Indian credit account book 1-A. Yes.
Q. Does Leo Whistler determine the amount to which each Indian shall be credited,
and bas be full power to r~gulate that matter '-A. Yes.
Q. In the purchase of goods for the store do yon or do you not consult Mr. C. C.
Pickett1-A. I do, as to kind and quantity.
FRANK RANDOLPH!
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Q. How are the payrnt>utf.l made for goods purchased for storeY-A. Bills purchased
at Red Fork or at or near the ag-ency are paid by myself.
Q. Have you sent Mr. John Eddy any funds, the receipts of goods sold since you
were h1 charge here ?-A. No.
Q. What amount to :your knowledge did Mr. Eddy take away with him from here YA. I ilo not know the fnll amouut, hnt know of one arnouut of $500.
Q. Do yon keep a cash-book for Mr. Eddy ?-A. Yes.
Q. Was there a cash-book kept prior to yonr taking charge ?-A. There was.
Q. What assistance, if any, does Mr. C. C. Pickett render you in tbA store f-A. As
to amount and kinds of goods to lmy and where to buy them, he advises.
Q. Is it y0nr nnclerstandiog that the credit extPtHled an Indian !-!hall not exceed
the amount of their auuuity less the amount due Whistler, Pickett & Co. f-A. That
is my nnclerstawling.
Q. Of what. East~·m firms clo yo mainly purchase merchandise from ?-A. In dry
gootls, Samuel C. D<wis & Co., and in groceries, the Alkire Grocery Company, both
of Sni'rlt Lonis, Mo.
Q. Do Joln1 WhiMler nnd C. C. Pickett purchase goods of John Eddy T-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do JOn cbarge them the same prices as other customers ?-A. No.
Q. What dt1fereuce in their favor do you make ?-A. Sell to them at a little above
cost.
Q.. Do yon know whether or not the bnildings occupied by the store of John Eddy
are rented, ancl, if so, from whom ?-A. ·They ar€1, of John Whistler.
Q. Did Mr. Eddy inform yon that he bad rented the builrlings ?-A. No.
Q. From wbom did yon get the information ?-A. John Whistler.
Q. Do you know the amount of rental paid f-A. Yes; it is $100 per annum.
Q. Jiaye ~· on macle John Whistler any payment for rent '-A. \Villiam Parnell,
Leo. Whistler, and myself board with John Whistler, and there has been no settlement
as yet..
Q. Are yon emplo~red by Mr. Erldy by the year or month '-A. By the month.
Q. What did Mr. Eddy say to yon a.bont his return to the agency when he left?A. He did not sa.y when he would be back, but from conversation inferred be would
be h ere during pa~' lltellt.
Q. Has Mr. Eddy a famil~ f-A. He has a wife.
Q. Where does be reside f-A. Bloomington, Ill.
Q. \Yhat is his occ upation there 1-A. In t.be sale of tobacco ancl cigars.
Q. What did he ~ay , if anything, in regard to moving his family to the agency f A. Nothing.
(i,. Do yon correspond with him frpqneut.l.v ?-A. At least once a week.
Q. Does be write you freqtwntly f-A. Not frequently.
Q. About. how often ?-A. At least once in two weeks on an average.
Q. Has be at any time refPrred to the moving his family to the agency ?-A. No.
Q. On the moroing of Jan nary ~3. 1886, how much cash was there on hand in John
Etlds's store f-A. Oue hnndrNl and seventy-one dollars.
Q. In snbseqtwut investigation did you find that that amount was what should be
on hand f-A. Yes.
Q. Ditl it, appear that this amount was all the receipts from sales since John Eddy
took possessiuu f-A. No.
Q. What additional amount did you find had been received '?-A. Five hundred
do llars.
Q. To whom was this $500 paid ?-A. It was taken by John Eddy.
(~. Can yon state what amount, if any, wa~::~ paid by John Eddy on the purchase of
stock ?-A. Yes.
Q. What amount was it f-A. Five thousand nine hundred and forty dollars and
sixty-four cents.
Q. Am I to understand that this amount stated is the amount of invoice or the
amount. paid f-A. The amount of invoice nnd also the amount paid i~entical.
Q. Do you ascertain these facts by examination of the books T-A. I ascertain them
by papers on file.
Q. Who holds the papers yon refer to f-A. They are now iu my possession.
Q. Have you ever beard John Whistler or C. C. Pickett state that John Eddy was
in d ebt to them for anything f-A. No.
·
Q. Do the books of John Bddy show any indebtedness from him to Whistler, Pickett & Co. on account of purchase of stock f-A. There is an entry in merchandise account showing it to be debtor to Whistler, Pickett &·Co. $5,940.64. Have papers in
my possession which I believe would justif.y me in balancing- it.
Q. How did you come in possession of these papers you refer to ?-A. Left by Mr.
Eddy in the safe.
Q. How long after yon took possession or charge did yon find these papers in the
safe 1-A.. About two weeks.
Q. In what way was your attention directed to thPm ?-A. Mr. Eclrl:v wrote to me
telling me where tlwy were and telling me to take especial care of tlwm.
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Q. Do you remember the date of these papers ?-A. January 12, 1886.
Q. What is the nature of the paper you speak off-.<\.. It is a receipt acknowledging
payment for all the goods purchased by John Eddy from Whistler, Pickett & Co.
FRANK H.ANDOLPH.
SnbscrihP!l an1l sworn to before me at Sac and Fox Agency, Ind. T., this 28tJl day
of A pri I, ld~li.
MOSES NEAL,
United States 11ld1an Agent.

De]JOsition of 11. B. Shaw, Jl'.
SAc AND Fox AGENCY, lxo. T., Ap1·il29, 1886.
W. B. SHAW, JR., being first duly sworn, deposes antl says:
Question. Mr. Shaw, you may state where you reside.-Answcr. Sac and Fox
Agt-ncy.
Q. How long have you re ided there ?-A. About two years.
Q. ·were you here in January, U:li:361-A. Part of the month I was.
Q. Are you acquainted with JoJ111 Eddy, liceused trader at this place ?-A. I am.
Q. \Vhere did you first meet him f-A. On trains between Vinita and Red Fork,
Jnd. T., while he was on his way the tirst time to this a.genc.v.
Q. Did yon have any convers:-ttion with him at tbat time in regard to his proposed
business at this agency f-A. Slight conversation.
Q. \\That! if anything, did he thus say to yon in reference to business at this place'!
-A. A general conversation with him was entered into in regard to the country people and the trade.
Q. Did you haYe any conversation with him after his arrival at the agency ?-A.
Yes, at different times.
Q. What did he ~:;ay, if anything, in regard to opening business here f-A. Said he
was here for the purpose of buying out Whistler's store.
Q. Did be state at any time that he contemplated taking charge of the business
in person ?-A. He did dlll'ing our first conversation on road to agency.
Q. After his arrival at ageucy, did you have any conversation with him in regard
to his moving to agency and taldng charge of business; if so, what did be say?A. On one occasion be voluntarily iufornwd me tha,t he was much disappointed with
the outlook, and be did not, tbiuk be would be justified in allowing his business at
Bloomingtou to pass out of his bands by giving his constant attention to business
herP, and in orrler to protect his interest in both places he proposed returning to and
remaining in Bloomington, and was at that time awaiting the arrival of a gentleman
who he intended to place in charge of hi& interests here. Subsequently he said to
me \Yhen his man failed to put in an appearance that he was getting very tired of
staying here. On another occasion be stated that the party to whom he had originally referred had refused his l'roposition to come here, owing to the inadequate
amonnt of salary be was to receive, and asked me if I did not think $60 a month
suftirient to secure the services of a ·competent manager for him. In the course of a
few days be told me that he had secured a gentleman to come here and take entire
charge of his business, and that be, Eddy, intended returning home, and wonltl uot
make lJis appearance at the agency until the following payment. I asked him if lJe
intended to bring his family here and live, and he stated to me most positively that
be <lid not intend to bring l.Jis family here, aml that the agency would never see him
except during the terms of semi-annual payments.
.
Q. When w~Ls this conversatiou hacl ?-A. The latter part of this conversation was
had ahont the middle of Jan nary, 1886.
Q. Do you know the buildings now occupied by John Eddy's store at this place?A. 1 do.
Q. \Vbat would yon consider a fair rental per month for the store-room, wareroom, and outbuildings so occnpicd ?-A. I should considf'r that under the present
conditiou of the bnildings that a, rental of $~5 a month would be ample compeusation for their occupancy. If they were placed in thorough repair, such as I consider
necessary, I should think $40 per month would be about the proper amount of rental.
W. B. SHAW, JR.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of April, 1886, at the Sac and Fox
Agency, Ind. T.
MOSES NEAL,
United States Indian Agent.
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Receipt of Tfhitsler, Pickett

(J· Co.

·WHISTLER, PICKETT & Co.,
GEXERAL l\h;HCHAXDISE AND INniAN GOODS,
Sac and Fox Agency, lncl. 1'., Jannary 12, 1886.
John Eddy, Dl'., to Whistler, Pickett Lf· Co.
For stock general merchandise, per invoice taken January 11 and 12, 1886, amounting to the sum of $5,9-!0.64.
Received payment.
WHISTLER, PICKETT & CO.
I hereby certify that the above is a true anu correct copy of a receipt in the possession of Frank Rnndolph, clerk for John Eddy, and is the paper referred to in his testimony taken in deposition before me this 28th day of April, 11;86.
MOSES NEAL,
United Slates indian Agent.
SAC AXD Fox AGENCY, IND. T., .April28, 1886.
JV. B. Shaw, jr., to Cormnissioner Atkins.
Washington, D. C., March 26, 1886.
SIR: In my conversation with you I neglected to mention a fact which it is due to
you tbat you should know, and which is due to me in order that my actions should not
be mi~:;represented or misunderstood. When the Messrs. McClung decided to give up
their license and yon were kind enough to grant the said license to Ole, I called upon
\V. R. Little and informed him that I was ready to buy his stock of goods and would
then take an invoice He declined to sell, and intimated that he intended to go to \Vashington and secure an extension of his licEmse. This necessitated my securing another
~:;tock and place. At the time of my conversation with him I am satisfied his stock
of goods wonld not have invoiced $1,000. When I left the agency to come here he
had not received $100 wort,h of additional goods. I have called your at,tention to
these facts that you may better understand t.he condition of affairs at the time my
license was is ued, antl that I was inelined to help him, Little, all I could. All these
facts can be substantia.ted by Agent Neal.
Very re~:~pectfully,
W. B. SHA·w, JR.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Cormnissione?' of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.
Hemphill9· TVoy, to Commission~r of Indian Affairs.

•

OFFICE OF HEMPHILL & \VoY, INDIAN TRADEns,
Darlington, Ind. T., Septembe1· 23, lt!85.
DEAR SIR: Since the receipt of yonr order, through your agent here, that we were
allowed until the 21st October, proximo, to close our business, we now respectfully
state that we have been using our utmost endeavor to accomplish the same, but that
owing to the Indian troubles, trade has been very light, and we find we have still on
hand over $iO,OOO in stock; our building, which cost us nearly $1:~,000, still unsold, and
over $4,000 debts still uncollected, and we would further state that we have offered
our stock at :?5 per cent. oft~ and our buildings at half their cost, without being able
to dispose of them to either of the newly appointed traders.
Under these circumstances, we most respectfully ask for three months further time,
in order to close out our Indian goods, which are unsalable anywhere else, and to save
us from other severe losses from uncollected debts, etc.
Very respectfully, yours etc.,
HEMPHILL & WUY.
The Co:Ml\HSSIO:NER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C.
Commissioner Atkins tn Agent Lee.

DEPART:\IENT OF TilE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF l~DIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, July 31, 18t;6.
SIR: It has hren cbar~ctl that C. Y. ~leeks, of the trading firm of Hays & l\Ieeks,
bas made an arrang<'ment with Mr. Hays wherel,y :\IPeks's only contril>ntiou to the
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capital of the business is his interest in the license. Yon will use every legitimate .
means o ascertain the facts in this case, and report the same to this office as soon as
practicable.
If the charges as set forth above have any foundation in truth, this office will take
prompt steps in th~ matter.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
Capt. J. M. LI<~E,
Acting U. S. Indian Agent, Cheyenne and Ampahoe Agency, Ind. T.

A. B. Upsl:aw to C. Y. Meeks.
W ASHINGTO:N, September 7, 1886.
Your letter sets forth the facts.
Your acceptance of a clerkship upon a license granted you and Hays i'3 against the
policy ofth9 Department. Yon can not be made an exception to the l'Uling. License
will not be renewed to either you or he or both.
A. B. UPSHAVv, •
Assistant Cormnissione1·.
C. Y. MEEKS, Henclerson, Tenn.
It is unnecessary for you to come to Washington.

Agent Lee to Comrnissionm· of Indian Affairs.
FORT RENO, I:NDIA:N TERRITORY,
Octobm· 19, 188-.
Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell have sold their building and portion of stock to Barker.
Both parties unite in request that Reynolds, Doty and Hubbell be granted extension
until Barker is ready to commence business, not to exceed thirty days. Please answer
by telegraph.
LEE,
Captain and Agent.
To COI\Il\USSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C.

Agent Hall to Commissionm· of Indian Affai1·s.
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICJ<~,
K. C. ana W. Agency, Anadarko, Ind. T., May 5, 1886.
SIR: Yours dated April24, 1886, C. C. 10920-86, in reference to Mrs. Tieman own
ing and wishing to run a mess-bouse, is at hand, and in reply will state, that the
property is in no manner owned by the Government. Mrs. Tieman has had three
months' notice and has sold the property and will leave the reservation soon. She
received a fair price for her place, and bas in no manner been dealt unjustly with, and
I am glad the necessity for my making a full statement in regard to my objections to
Mrs. Tieman is obviated by her having sold her property and moved from the reserve,
and am only surprised that she should invite investigation by wri.ting to the Departmeut.
Vcry respectfully, your obedient servant,
J. LEE HALL,
Dnited States Indian Agent.
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C.
6534 CONG -35
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WASHINGTON, D. C., T1.tesday, February 7, 1888.
The committee met, pursuant to the call of the chairman, at 11 o'clock
a.m.
Pre~ent: :M essrs. Chandler (chairman), Platt, Cullom, aud Coke.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. G. ATKINS.

JOHN vY·. G. ATKINS, having been dul~-- sworn by the chairman,
was iu terrogated as follows :
Dy Senator CoKE:
Question. vVhere do you reside ~- ...\.nswer. I resiue at present in the
city of Washington.
Q. Are you 1·elated to the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
Colonel Atkins ~-A. Yes, sir; I am a nephew of his.
Q. What office do you hold under the Government, if any~-A. I am
in. tile Pension Office at the present time.
Q. I observe in the testimony of Thomas M. Finney, taken . by the
select committee last summer, and printed on page 466 of our proceedings, that in repl.v to a question by Senator Cullom, Mr. Finney made
thi~; answer:

•

Along in April, 1885, I think it was, I received a letter from Mr. Miles, the former
agent of the Osages, stating that lle bad been approached by a nephew of Commissioner Atkins proposing that he would obtain a license and I could pay him a certain
amount per year for the use of the license and remain where I was.

I desire to know if you were acquainted with Mr. Miles; if so, when
and where you knew him, and would like to have you state what passed
between you and llim during the inter\iew that is here referred to~
A. Tllat was in the winter of 1885-'86, and Mr. Bartles, who was a
trader in the Indian Territory, introduced me to Mr. Miles at his room.
Q. In this city ~-A. Yes, sir. He made the remark after he introduced me to 1\lr. l\1i1es, that I was thinking of going out as an Indian
trader, and he said tha.t he had told me that Tom Finney was an honest
mau, to which Mr. Miles assented. That was all that passed between
Mr. Bartles, Mr.l\Iiles, and myself there. I left the room after that and
went ofl'.
Q. Did you have any other meeting with Mr. Miles ~-A. No, sir; I
never saw Mr. :M iles after that, to my recollection.
Q. Did you ever authorize or request or consent to the writing of a
letter to Mr. Finney by Mr. Miles ~-A. No, sir; not to him or to any
otller mau at all.
Q. Yon never gave him any authority to make representations for
you at all ?-A. Yes, sir; I gave Mr. Bartles authority to make representati(lllS for me, but not by any letter.
Q. \Vhat authority did you give Mr. Bartles ~-.A.. I told Mr. Bartles
to ~ee Mr. Finney; that I would like to go out as an Indian trader, and
that if we could come to terms-he wanted a partner, Mr. Finney didI should like to go if I got the license, if the Commissioner would give
it to me.
Q. Did you name any terms in that connection ~-A. No, sir; I
named no terms at all. All the terms I thought of at the time was to
put up balf cash; half the amount.
Q. Half the capital required ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Yon authorized Mr. Bartles to talk with 1\:Ir. Finney~-A. Yes,
sir; I did.
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Q. Did you ever talk with your uncle, Colonel Atkins, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon the subject ~-A. I did; :res, sir.
·
Q. What passed between you and the Commissioner on that subject ?--A. One day on the way to the office-The CHAIRMAN. Please wait one moment. Does it appear that there
has been put in any testimony as to what lVIr. Atkins, the Commissioner,
said to this witness, or in regard to any conversation had between the
Commissioner and this witness 1
The WITNESS. It does, Mr. Chairman.
Senator COKE. I am not familiar with all the testimony which has
been taken by the committee, but t.he object of this examination I take
to be to discover what connection the Government, through its officers,
and especially Colonel Atkins, had with this matter.
The CnAIRMAN. It does not occur to me, however, that Commissioner
Atkins can make testimony in his own favor by putting in conversations tllat he had with this witness a long time ago, unless evidence bas
already been taken concerning that conversation.
genator COKE. Yes, but you want to sbpw an impropriety in the
office of tile Commissioner of In<lian Affairs, otherwise the testimouy
of 1\fr. Miles, Mr. Bartles, and all the other testimony here is irrelevant. Now, I want to show that wlJatever conversations occurred, or
whatever propositions, even, there may have been among outsiders,
they never had tlJe sanction of Colonel Atkins, the CommissioHer of
Indian Aff'airs, aud would not have been sanctioned by him.
The CHAIR]}1AN. Do you think it would be competent, supposing there
was evidence in the case that this witness had been endeavoring in Yarious ways to secure control of an Indian tradership, to thereupon put
in tlJe declarations of Commissioner Aikins made in a conversation
with him~
Senator COKE. If I conlcl show that so far from Colonel Atkins giving his consent to any such thing (as I suppose it is attempted to be
proved by this testimony), he distinctly informed this young man that
be could not give him a commission under any circumstances, I tbiu k
the transaction would be left among outsiders and Commisioner ..c\.tkins
would be exonerated.
The CHARMAN. Certainly, as a matter of law in a court, I should consider the testimony entirely incompetent. If there has already been
put into this case evidence as to what Commissioner Atkins said to this
witness, or if there has been put in, in the uature of prosecution, not
by the Commissioner himself, what be had said to this witness in a conYersation, that might amount to a substantial transaction. If it did I
should think that tlJe Commissioner might prove the actual conversation by other witnesses_ But it seems to me that it is a very loose practice to al1ow an officer in Commissioner Atkin's situation, who tllinks
be is under some imputation, to come in here and prove a conversation
that be had with his own nephew.
Senator COKE. The charge here is that Colonel Atkins permitted his
own nephew to use his influence with him for the purpose of making
money. That is really the charge sought to be sustained against Commissioner Atkins. I simply desire to show that this young man wanted
an Indian trader's commission, but that Commissioner Atkins positively
refused, and gave him his reasons for refusing to let him have a commission.
The CnAIRWLAN. I shonld hold that a contemporaneous document
made at the time would be competent. But I should think, even with
the laxity that prm,Tails in Congressional investigations, that the Com-
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missioner ought not to be allowed to put in a conversation in which his
nephew said to him, I want to do so-and-so. and the Commissioner said
to him "No, you shall not. I haLl rather give $500 out of my owu
pocket than to have you do that."
Senator COKE. Tltis is a part of the res gestre of the tran~<:tction yon
are attempting to prove. It occurred contemporaneously, along duri ug the
same period of time when the charge was located, and it is simply for
the purpose of showing that whatever these outside parties may have
done along about the same time, yet when this young man went to Commissioner Atkins to get a commission he was informed that he could
not have oue.
The CHAIRMAN. I understand that it is an attempt to show that he
wanted something and was refused, in a conversation first put into the
record now, at this date. Iu court it would not be admissible, as it
seems to me, and I do not know whether it is admissible here or not.
I shall leave the question, as far as I am concerned, to be settled by the
other members of the committee who know what has been the course of
this investigation.
·
Senator CoKE. Well, if this question is not permitted to be asked,
there is no use in having any further examination at all, in my opinion.
Senator PLA'I'T. I think about this matter just as I do about a great
deal of the evidence which was put in. It can not be justified on any
legal principles which would apply to the admission of evidence in court.
But we were so liberal in taking in everything that was offered on either
side that perhaps it is hardly worth while to draw the lines tightly now.
That is the way I feel about it, Mr Chairman.
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Coke can go on with his examination.
Senator CoKE. Very well; I will proceed, but with this remark: that
in my judgment, as a lawyer, to rule out this testimony would. be to
rule out the most pertinent and material testimony to the issue that
bas been offered on this point; because you seek to connect Colonel
Atkins and the Indian Bureau with these alleged misdeeds of these outside parties; and if rebutting testimony can not be introducedon such
points I think the case ought to be given up.
The CHAIRMAN. Before going on I will take occasion to remark that
while I think the principle you state is correct, that when partial proof
of a transaction is put in full evidence of that transaction may be
given, yet it is a very dangerous rule to adopt to allow an accused party
in any case to justify himself by his own conversations, not made of
record at the time.
Senator CoKE. This witness is not the accused party.
The CHAIRMAN .. But he proposes to put in statements made by Commissioner Atkins. However, it is not worth while to discuss the reasons
of my doubt upon the subject in view of the fact that I withdraw my
objection to the question.
·
Senator CoKE (to the witness). Do you know what passed between
Mr. Bartles and Mr. :Finney with reference to this conversation which
you had ~-A. No, sir ; I do not, any more than what I have read in the
testimony which was taken by the committee out in Arkansas City.
Q. Did you have control of an Indian trader's commission f-A. No,
sir ; I did not.
Q. You talked with l\fr. Bartles on the supposition that you could
get one, did you V-A. Yes, sir. I told him that I thought I might be
able to get one.
Q. State whether you tried to get one, and the result.-A. Well,
sir, on the way to the office one day (I was boarding at the same house
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with the Comrnissioner at the time), I talked ·with him in regard to it,
and asked him for it, and he thought about it for a minute. We were
standing on the Interior Department steps, just going up to his office,
and I was going to my office (I was then in the Post-Office Department), and he said to me, "Will, I would rather make you out a check
for $500 than to give it to you." Then he thought for a moment more
and said, "I would rather resign my office than to give an Indian tradership to any one having a drop of my blood in his veins." I told him it
was not important; that if he could give it to me I would liketo have it,
but I did not care particularly about it.
Q. That wa8 all that passed between you, was it ~-A. Yes, sir; that
wat~ all that passed between us at all.
I dropped the suQject right
there, and hardly thought of it again until I heard of the evidence taken
by the committee at Arkansas City.
Q. \Vas there any further conversation between you and Mr. Miles,
·Mr. Bartles, or l\1r. Finney; or was there any correspondence after that
time in regard to this matter ~-A. No, E:ir; no correspondence or
talk at all.
Q. That was all there was to it~-.A. Yes, sir; that was all there was.
Q. Do you know what communication Mr. Bartles made to l\:1r. Finney ?-A. No, sir; I do not know anything at all about that.
Q. I have given you the substance of the letter said to have been written by Mr. Miles to Mr. Finney, and I understand you to say that you
did not authorize Mr. Miles to write to Mr. Finney about it ~-A. I know
uothiug in the world of it one way or the other. I did not authorize Mr.
Bartles to write any letter, or authorize Mr. Bartles to authorize Mr. Miles
to write any letter, neither did I authorize Mr. Miles to write any letter.
I authorized no one to write a letter.
Senator COKE. I have no further questions to ask.
By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. State exactly what you said to Commissioner Atkins.-A. I asked
him fora license. I told him I would like to go out to one of those Indian tradersbips; that I thought perhaps it would be more lucrative
than the place I then held, and that it would take me out in the opef1
air more. I had had some bad health that winter. Then followed what
I just stated a moment ago. He thought over it a few minutes, and
then he stated substantially what I stated a moment ago in re~rd to it.
Q. Did you give him any additional particulars of your plan ~-A.
No, sir ; I did not.
Q. Did you tell him you thought you would like yourself to become
an 1ndian trader ~-A. Yes, sir; I told him I would like to go out as an
Indian trader.
Q. Did you tell him what your plans were with reference to capital~
A. Yes, sir; I told him I thought I could raise the money.
Q. Did you speak of any particular amount which would be necessary ~-A. No, sir; I did not. I told him I would like to go to some
place where it would not take much capital.
Q. Did yon tell him how you thought you could raiRe the money~
A. No, sir; I do not know that I did other than this: I told him that I
thought I could raise it from some business men here in the cit.y.
Q. You think you told bim that ~-A. Yes; I think I did. That is
my impression.
·
Q. Did you tell him that you had had any talk with anybody about
going in with you as a partner ~-A. Yes, sir.
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Q. Whom did yon tell him yon had thougllt auont '? -A. I told him
that 1\f.r. Shafer, here in the cit~~, who was a druggist, would like to go
in with me. And as I came by tllere this morning I 'vent in to get him
to come up here with me, but: he had no one to stay in his store and
could not come this morning. But he said in case tllis committee saw
fit to suhpmna him he would be delighted to come.
Q. What arrangement did you tell Commissioner Atkins you thought
of making with l\ir. Shafer ~-A. I do not know that I told him that at all.
I simply told him that .Mr. Shafer wanted to go in with me as a partner in case we could get the license.
Q. Did you have any conversation with Commissioner Atkins about
the respective shares that you and l\1r. Shafer were to control ~-A.
No, sir; I did not.
Q. Nor about the capital each was to furnisll ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Are you sure that no amount of money was mentioned that it
would be necessary for you to have if you went into it ~-A. Between
the Commissioner and myself~ Not that I have any recollection of at
present. But when I was spealdng with 1\Ir. Bartles he said that it
would take about three thousand dollars to run the Kaw Agency.
Q. Did you tell the Commissioner of Indian Aff-a,irs that you thought
yon could raise three thousand dollars ~-A. No, sir.
Q. You did not mention any sum ~-A. No, sir.
Q. Dhl you tell the Commissioner that you thought you could raise
half the amount that was necessary, and get a partner who would raise
the other half; did you tell him that ¥-A. I told him that the party
that I would go in with, l\1r. Shafer, could raise his part, if I mistake
not.
Q. Did you mean by that one.half~-A. Yes, sir; and nothing else.
Q. Did you haYe any conversation in connection with an Indian tradership with any person with reference to a partnership with you in
which this person was to furnish the whole of the money-the whole of
the capital ~-A. No, sir; I never did.
Q. Did you tell the Commissioner that you had found such a person~
-A. No, sir.
Q. Who would furnish the whole capital ~-.A. No, sir; it was not to
furnish the whole capital.
Q. Did you tell the Commissioner that you had found a party who
would fu1·nisb the money and take you in with him in partnership~
A. No, sir; not meaning that I would not furnish a portion of the
money. It old the Commissioner, though, that I knew a man who would
go in with me.
Q. Then if the Commisaioner understood you to say that you had
found a person who would furnish the ];IlOney and take you in without
money, he misuLiderstood you, did he ~-A. If he understood me to say,
sir, that I had found a man who would furnish the whole of the money
a.nd take me in, he was mistaken; yes, sir; because I never meant to
say anything of that kind.
Q. Have you seen tile letter that the Commissioner has written to the
committee ~-A. No, sir; I have not.
Q. If he states that you said there was a party here in Washington
wllo would raise the money and go in with you, was he mistaken in that
statement 'f -A. Tlle whole amount~
Q. Yes, sir.-A. I never meant to make any such statement as that.
Q. "\Vhat was your business before you went into the Post-Offiee Department ?-A. I was in the Coast Survey.

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

545

Q. How old are you ¥-A. I am twenty-three years of age at present.
Q. When did you leave off attending school ¥-A. I think, sir, I was
:a boy about fourteen or fifteen or something like that.
Q. What have ~-on been doing since ~-A. Well, sir; I was a telegrapll operator after that. for awllile. I .staid in a telegraph office to
Jearn the business, aml then I got an appointment in the Coast Survey.
Q. What year were yon appointed. in the Coast Survey ~-A. I think
it \\as in 1~~2; that is my impression.
Q. And you staid there until what time 1-A. I staid. there until January, 1885, and theu, sir, I was transferred. to the Post.Office Departrueut, or rather I got nn appointment through th~ Civil Service Com·
mis::;ion in the Pm;t.-Office Department.
Q. You were examiued before the Civil Service Commission and
·went into tile Post Office Departrnent~-A. Yes, sir; and I remained
there until the 25th of last October, and then I was tran~erred to the
Pension Office and ha\·e been there since. I expect to go to the field in
a ffw days as a special examiner.
Q. Ou what recommendation were you first appointed in the Coast
Survey ~-A. Colonel Gnnter had me appointed. He was then Congressman from my district.
By Seuator COKE:
Q. He was from Arkansas ¥-A. Yes, sir; from the Fourth district.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Did Commissioner Atkins recommend you fo!' that appointment~
.A. I do not know wllether he did or not.
Q. Did you ask him to recommend you ~-A. No, sir; I did not
know anything about it until I got a letter from Colonel Gunter telling
me to come on to Washington.
Q. Had you applied to Commissioner Atkins to aid you in securing
a place under the Government¥-A. No, sir; I had not.
Q. And you did not know then, and do not know now, whether he
.contributed towards securing you that place in the Coast Survey ~-A.
No, sir; I do not.
Q. Had you applied to your Congressman ¥-A. No, sir.
Q. Had you made any application to any one ~-A. No, sir; I had
not.
Q. And you have no means of knowing, then, how you happened to
receive that appointment ~-A. No, sir; unless it was through the good
will of Colonel Gunther, who was then Congressman for my district.
His family and my own were friends.
Q. Was he or any one else aware that you desired an appointment
under the Government ~-A. A great many persons knew that I needed
it, lmt I do not know that any one was aware of the fact·that I wanted
it.
Q. So 'that you leave the statement in this way: that you never had
made any application to any one for appointment and had no knowledge or expectation of receiving an appointmen~ when you were appointed ¥-A. Yes, sir; tha,t is the status of the case exactly.
By Senator PLATT:
Q. Is Colonel Gunther 'under any particular obligation to you in any
way~ -A. No, sir ; not that I know of.
By the UIIAIRM.A.N:
Q. "\Vas lle a Hepnblican or a Democrat '-A. He was a Democrat.

546

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

By Senator CoKE:
Q. lie was from the Fort Smith district ~-A. No, sir; from the Fayetteville district, the district now .represented by Mr. Peel.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. When you had this talk with Commissioner Atkins, had you any
capital tllen ~-A. None in my own hands; no, sir. I could have raised
the money.
Q. But none of your own ~-A. Well, my mother would have let me
have wllat I needed.
Q. Did you haYe any communication with her about it 1-A. I think
I wrote to her something about it.
·
Q. That ~- ou might want some capital ~-A. Yes, sir. That was my
idea in raising what money I wanted, to get It from my motller.
Q. You ex ectetl to obtain it through your mother~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Yon had no means of your own '-A. No, sir; none to speak of.
I IJad some little money, but none to speak of at all.
Q. Had you ever been in any other business than what you haYe described ~-A. No, sir; none whatever.
Q. Had you ever been in any store or trade in any way~-A. I was
a clerk in a drug store one morning; that is all I know of.
Q. In .1\'Ir. Shafer's drug store ¥-A. No. sir; that was at my home in
Fayetteville.
Q. And ~-ou had no capital of your own ~-A. No, sir; I had none to
speak of, of my own.
Q. .Qid you receive any reply from your mother stating that she would
be willing to furnish you capital ~-A. I think I did, but I could not
state now with preciseness what it was; but I think my mother conSBnted to do what she could for me.
Q Have you that letter preserved ~-A. No, sir; that was a long
time ago; two or three years ago, I expect.
Q. You have not the letter preserved ~-A.. No, sir; I have not.
Q. Did you make any definite arrangement with Mr. Shafer ~-A.
No, sir; except that Mr. Shafer took me up on Eleventh street and introduced me to some man who told us that Bartles would know more
about these Indian traderships than anybody else, as we did not know
anything about Indian traderships of any consequence; and this gentleman took us down to introduce us to Mr. Bartles, but :Mr. Bartles was
not at his room; that is my impression, and arrangements were made
through Mr. Shafer or some one for a meeting at Mr. Shafer's drug
store between Mr. Bartles and myself, antl we went there, and then I
asked him with regard to the different traderships around over the
country and the amount of capital necessary. He talked fluently in. regard to them, and seemed to know all about them .. I told him I did
not want to go to any place where it would require very much capital,
because I could not raise a very great amount of capital; that I would
like to go to some place where I would not have to put up more than
:fifteen hundred or two thousand dollars or something like that.
Q. Did you make any definite arrangement with Mr. Shafer to this
effect: that if a good tradership could be produced you and he would
go in as equal partners ~-A. That was the understanding between us.
Q. Was it understood that each was to furnish a Rhare of the capital ~-A. Yes, sir; that was the idea. I would like to have Mr. Shafer
subprenaed. to come before the committee if you would like to examine
him.
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·Q. Yon may state bow ~·ou happened to be transferred from tho ·
Coast Survey to the Interior Department.
The WlTNESS. Yon ruiRtook me if you think I made that statement.
The CHAIRM.AN. Perhaps 1 did.
The WITNESS. [ was appointed to the Post-Office Department. I
stated once before that I went through the Civil Service Commission
and got an appointment through that in the Post -Office Department.
Q. And tben you were tnmsferred from there~-A. Yes, sir; to the
PetJsion Office.
Q. Tbat is tbe point I wisll to L:et at. How diu you happen to be
transferred frornt be Post Office Department to tbe Pension Office~
A.-1 tbiuk my uncle bad me tram;ferred; that is my impression.
Q. Was it customary at that time to make transfers from one Department to the other,-A. In last October' Yes, sir.
Q. At the time you were transferred ~-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Do you know bow long that practice bas existed ~-.A. No, sir; I
do not, but I suppose ever since the civil service rules have been in
Yogue. I am not posted on that point.
·
Q. Have you been promoted since you haYe been there "?-A. No,
sir; I haYe not.
Q. What was your salary in tbe Post-Office Department ~-A. My
salary was $1,400 a year.
Q. And you receive $1,400 now in the Pension Office '-A. Yes, sir.
Q. \Viii you state wbat applications you have made to the Commissioner of Indian Af:l:'airs for appointment or promotion in any way since
March, 1885 ~~-A. I do not know that I have made an application to
him for promotion.
Q. Have you made any applications to any one for promotion ~-A.
Yes, sir; I have asked Senator Berry to intercede in my favor, and I
also asked Senator Jones and Colonel Peel to intercede in mY favor.
Q. I mean have you made application for any other place 'under the
Government~-A. No, sir-well, yes, sir; I asked to be examined for
the position of electric light inspector in the Treasury. I asked for an
examination and it was granted to me, but I did not succeed in getting
the position.
Q. Were you examined '-A. Yes, sir; and another man stood higher
than I did.
Q. Name any other efforts you have made to secure different employment under the Government.-A. I do not call any to mind just now,
although I may have done so.
Q. You think this examination which you speak of, and your conversation witl.t Commissioner Atkins with reference to an Indian tradership~ are the only efforts you have made to secure appointment or employment under this A<lministration '?-A. I requested him to have me
transferred over to the Pension Bureau.
Q. Besides that, and besides your request for promotion by those two
Senators, you have made no other ef:l:'orts to ~ecure any different employment from this Administration,-A, 1'hat is my impression, that I
have not. I do not remember of anything else at present.
Q. Have you made any ef:l:'orts to obtain any additional emolument, or
to make any money in any way out of the Government, which yon have
not named ~-A. No, sir ; other than 1 was transferred over to the Pension Office with tbe understanding that I was to go to the field, a,n(l
that pays me $3 per diem over and above my salary.
Q. Well, omitting then all reference to what you have already stated,
have you made any other efforts to secure employment or to make money
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in counection with the Government ?-A. Yes, sir; in regard to this
Indian tradership.
Q. I say ·omitting that ~-A. No, sir; none that I know of whatever.
Q. Then what .YOU have stated constitutes all your efforts towards
promotion or in the direction of getting additional office, or being benefited pecuniarily in any way in conuection with the adrninii:ltration ~
A. Yes, sir; all within my knowledge that I know anything a~out.
Q. You have had uo talk with Commissioner Atkins about anythiug
ebe ~-A. No, sir; none that I know of.
Q. Have you had any talk with him or any one else in reference to
other Indian traderships 01-A. I spoke with Mr. Bartles in regard to
the ditl'erent traderships around the country.
Q. rru.at you have already stated.-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you had any conversation with any oue else abouL that matter 1-A. No, sir; other than with Mr. Shafer and Mr. Bartles; those are
the only two persons.
Q. You have not explored the Indian tradership matter in any other
way or to any other extent ~-A. No, sir; not that I know of.
Q. Wonld you remember if you bad ~-A. I think I would; that is
my impression.
B,r Senator PL.A.1"l' :
Q. Have you seen Mr. Bartles recently ~-A. No, sir; I have not.
Q. If Mr. Bartles said. that you asked him once what you could realize out of the business if you could get the license and let Mr. Finney
run the busiuess, he is mistaken, is he ~-A. Yes, sir; he is.
Q. Do you remember whether or not Mr. Bartles told you that he
did uot think there was enough business there for two ~-A. I think he
did; that is my impression.
Q. And yet, notwithstanding that, you asked the Commissioner for
it upon the understanding that there were to be two~-A. l\ir. Bartles
to1d me that you could make there from $2,000 to $3,000 on that, and
I thought that wa~:; fully as much as I was getting in the Post-office
Department, and I would rather be where it would take me out into the
open air, and would rather have that even at a less salary than I was
getting, if I could not d.o any better, in order to get out.
Q. What were you getting in the Post-Office Department,-A. I was
getting a thousand dollars.
Q. And you did not then suggest or ask of Mr. Bartles what you
could realize out of that office by getting a license and letting Mr. Finney run the office while you staid in the Post-Office Department~-A.
No, sir; I never made any such proposition as that or thought of such
a proposition.
Q. And if Mr. Bartles thought you did, how do you suppose he got
that impression ~-A. Well, sir, that is more than I can tell. Mr. Bartles would have to be interviewed on that point.
Q. How much conversation did you hav<" with Mr. Bai"tles-how many
times did you see him ~-A. I do not know, sir; I saw him several times
though, and talked with him, and I asked him in regard to the different
agencies around over the country and all tbis information he gave me.
Q. Did you tell him where you could get motley ~-A. No, sir; I do
not think I did.
Q. Did you represent to him that you had any money yourself~-A.
I told him that I had some money; that I could raise the necessary
amount.
Q. What first induced you to think that the Kaw Agency was probably th~ agency you wanted ~-A. 1\ir. Bartles spoke to me in regard to
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it, and said there would be a vacancy there pretty soon; that the man's
license there would run out; that he had let his stock run down.
Q. Did Mr. Bartles say anything to you about going to Osage
Agency ~-A. Yes, sir; I think he did, and I replied that I did not think
I had money enough to go to Osage, or something to that effect.
By the CHAIRMAN:
Q . Have you any letters from anyone in reference to tlJis business~
A. None at all ; no, ~ir.
Q. Did you ever have any~-A. N 0 1 sir; I never did ha\Te any letters.
Q. Did you ever write any about it 1-A. No, sir; I never wrote a
letter in regard to it.
Q. In this letter to your mother, did yon allude to the prospect that
you might want money for an Indian tradership 0?-A. I am not positive
whether in that letter I stated it was for an Indian traderHhip or not. I
said some kind of business. I am not positive in regard to t.hat point.
Q. And you also are not certain whether she alluded to an Indian
tradership in her letter to yon ~-A. I arn unable to say.
Q. So that yon have no writing at all in your possession, and know of
none that yon have sent to any one else in reference to the8e Indian
traderships ~~A. No, sir; none whatever.
The CHAIRMAN. That is all.
The select committee then adjourned, to meet again at the call of the
chairman.
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS,
Washington, D. 0., Friday, May 11, 1888.
The select committee met, at the call of the chairman, at 11 o'clock
a.m.
Present: Senator Chandler (chairman), Senator Cullom, and Seuator
Blackburn.
'l'he CHAIRMAN. lVlr. Ellison comes before the committee at his own.
request.
STATEMENT OF GEORGE C. ELLISON.
GEORGE C. ELLISON, of Washington, D. C., addresse(l the ··omm!tt<.•e
a8 follows:
I will state to the committee that I would not b~we paid any attell·
tiou to the Htat~ments coucerning myself which ba\e heen made before
the committee if it h:1u not been for tile letter written bv the ehairm a n
of the committee to tlle Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate obj ecting· to m~
appoiutmeut to a position under the Senate. I will ask if it is proper
to have that letter here and to have it read~ SeveralnH'lll berH of Cougress have seen it and several Senators also, so that it is a sort of common property.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you want the letter put into the record~
lVlr. ELLISON. No; I do not care for that, but I want to an~wer some
of the points contained in it.
The UHAIRMAN. What you are to deal with now is the printed record
of thP testimony taken by the committee. If yon want to put tile letter that l wrote to Sergeant-at-Arms Cana\lay in and make it a part of
the ref'ord you ~an do so, and you may see it first befc,re you determine
upon that point.
Mr. ELLISON. Very well. I will go on in the meantime aud state
what I have to say in regard to the testimony taken by the committPe.
And first I fin( a statement made by Dr. De Bra, printed on page ~61,
and I will state how I came to meet Dr. De Bra. Perh aps it would be
proper also to :-tate bow I came to go down to the Itulia.u 'ferritor~~ <lS
an 1ndian trader.
The CHAIRMAN. You may proceed in your own way.
Mr. ELLISON. I applied to General Atkins, the Commissioner of In
dian Affairs, for a position as Indian trader. He told me that he wonl<l
appoint me. He said I had better tllink it over about a week and then
if I would come to llim he would appoint me. There was not a wonl
said about politics by either of us. So I went in about a week afterwards with a gentleman named Bagley~ a Democratic member of Congress, and Mr. Bagley ~aid he thought it would be a good thing to appoint Ellison to go down there. 1 suppose he made tile appointm<>nt
lweause of Mr. Bagley's going in there, and also because of the old acquaintance that be and 1 had. At any rate he made the appointment.
The CHAIRMAN. What Mr. Bagley do you refer to 01
1\Ir. ELLISON. To Mr. John H. Bagley, jr., a member of Congress
from the Catskill district in New York. After I received my appointment I first went to the Osage Ageucy aud spent two or three weeks
there looking around foran opportunity to get into a business.
Senator OULLOM. What kind of a business~
Mr. ELLISON. An Indian trader's business.
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The CHAIRMAN. Did you take any letters with you from Commis·sioller Atkil1s '?
1\Ir. ELLISON. I took a regular appointment from him for the Osage
Ag('ncy.
Senator CULLOM. Have you that appointme11t with yon'
Mr. BLLISON. I thiuk I haYe. I filed my bond in regular form with
two bondsmen, and m'erything was all straight. (After searching
among his papers.) I do not find the appointment lwre, but [ have
here the bond and also the letter accepting· my resignation.
'fhe CHAIRMAN. T.-et tbe papers that you have here go into the record
at thi.' plaee mHl furnisll the committee with a copy of your appointmf'n t to be printed in connection with them.
Tlw papers referred to are as follows :
LICENSE TO TRADE WITH INDIANS.

Be it kuowa that George C. Ellison, trading under the firm name of George C. Ellison, haYing- filed his application before me for a li..;ense to trade with the Osage
tribe of Tudtaus at the following-named place within the boundaries of the country
occnpit>d by the saicl Indians, viz, Osage Agency, Indian Territo1y, and having filed
wi1 h tne a llmHl in the penal snrn often thon~and dollars with George W. Platt and
Reginald C. Levine as sureties conditionefl as required by law for the faithful observance of all the lnws :wtl regulations provided for the government of trade and intercourse \Yith ltu1ian tribes, and having satisfied me as required b.v law that he is a
citizen of the U111te<l States and of good moral character, he is hereby authorized to
~arry ou tlle busiuc~>s of tradiug with the said tribe at the above-named place for the
term of one y<'ar from the 19th day of September, 188!1, and to keep in his employ
thereat t.he following-name•i person iu the capacity---.
I <WI sati:sfied from the testimoniah; which have been placeninmyhands--- sustain a fair character and--- fit to be in the Indian country.
'fhi::> licenso granted upon the further express condition that the said George C.
Ellison, in acceptJng t;he same, waives all right. and privilege which he might ot,berwise have against the Government of the United States tor loss<'s or damages, or both,
which may result from the depredations of Indians during the continuance of this
license an<l pending the removal of his effects from the Indian country on expiration
<lr re·vocation of the same.
Given under mv hand at the office of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C., this 19th
of September, li3B5.

J. D. C. ATKINS,
Cmnrn ·issionm·.

BOND.

Know all men by these presents, that I, George C. Ellison, of the city of New York,
in tLe State of New York, as principal, aud Reginald C. Levien, esq., of 56 East 61st
8treet., of the State ofNew York, :wet George \V. Platt, esq., ofNo. 144 South Oxford
st., in Brooklyn, Kings Co., State of New York, ns sureties, are held and firmly bound
uuto the United States of America in the snm of ten thousand dollars, lawful money
of the Uuite<l States, for the payment of which, well and truly to be made, we bind
{)nraelv<'s and each of uR, onr heirs, executont, and administrators, jointly and sevorn.l ly, firmly by tht>se presents.
Sealecl with our seals~ and daten this 9th day of September, eighteeu hundred and
•ei n·h t,y-fi ve.
·
1'Itt3 condition of this obligation is such that whereas the above bounden George C.
Rllisoll, of the city and State of New York, as principal, hath made application to the
Commissi01wr of Indian Affairs for a license to trade with the Osage tribe of Indians,
of. t be !'olJo,~ing de!.icril•ed place within the boundaries of the country occupied by the
i3aui tn he, v JZ:
At the o~age A~ency, in the Osagtl Reservation, Indian Territory.
Now, if the said application shall be granted antl the said.·license be issu~d, and if
the ~;aiel George C. Ellison, so licensed, shall faithfully conform to and observe all the
Lt\""\'S and reg·nlatious mnde, or which shall be made, for the government of trade and
jukrcour:,p "ith th e Tutliau tribes, and in no respectviolatethesame, and shall trade
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at the aforesaic.l place, and no other, and shall in .all respects act conformably with
the license granted to him, then this obligation to be void; else to remain in full
force and virtue.
G. C. ELLISON.
[SEAL.]
GKO. W. PLATT.
REGINALD LEVIEN.

fSEAL.]
[SEAL.)

Signed tmd sealed in presence ofJOHN C. FISHER,
'WINTHHOP FOSTER,

As to all.
The foregoing bond is approved.
WILLIAM DORSHEIMER,

United States Att'y, Southern District of New York ..

ACCEPTANCE 01<' RESIGNATION.
DEPARTMENT 01<' THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE 01!' INDIAN AFFAIRS,

Washington, D. C., December 17, l b88.
SIR: This office is in receipt of your communication of the 16th ultimo, containing
the resignation of your license to trade with the Indians at the Osage Agency. The
aboYe resignation is accepted.
Very l't'Apectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissione1'.
GEORGE C. ELLISON, City.

'l 'he UHAIRMAN. You may proceed with your statement.
:Mr. ELLISON. I began to talk with one or two people while I was·
there iu regard to lmyiug au interest in their business, and the ruan
who entertai 11e<l me or encouraged me the most was Mr. Bartles, a geutlemau who also makes sorue remarks in this record tlla.t are not Yery
pleasant to tne. \t\' hile we were there we entered into the taking of an.
account of stock, an<l the terms on wllich I thought of going into busiue~R l shoul(l like to state, because in that matter there seems to be
some reflection cast. ou a good many people who \Yent down there without tueam;. My m1derstaudiug with him W<-~8 clear and <listiuct betore·
we beg-an to take an account of stock tllat I did not want to· pay auy
nwuey for his stock; for the half of the stock I was talking of purchasing.
St:>ua tor CULLOM. How did you expect to get it~
Mr. ELLISON. I proposed to give him my notes for one--half of the·
:stock, payable at six, twelve, aud eighteen months, at 6 per cent. intere~t.
lle ~~:tid that. eigllteen months would be about the length of
time it would t<:tke to cover the whole cost of his stock; that it would
take <-thout eighteen months of profits to wipe it out. I was to pa,v him
tor the stock with my notes, divided into six, twelve, aud eigl.Jteen mouths,.
be~:triug 6 {H1r ceut. interest, and of the additioual stock that we bought
jointl.Y I was to pay one half in cash for every article that weut in.
When the eighteen months expired then I would beg·iu to <.haw a half
interest. iu the business. That was the basi~, plain and simple, and none
other was made between him and I, and on that basis we began to take
an aeeonnt of stock.
vVe took the account of stock, and there are very few people of course
wlw are fmuiliar with a llian's entire stock or that have any experience
oft llat kill d. But when he struck into iron, copper, tin, and matters
of that sort, that 1 was· familiar with, I then began to inquire about
these enormous priees, all<l I found that the prices he was payjng for
things was paid on the basis of six, eight, and twelve months' Cridit, S()
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that they were enormously high. I said I thought the account of stock
ought to be taken at its gold and silveror money value; that I did not
want. to buy that credit. So be continued along, and it made a little
ripple betweeu us, and when we got through and footed it up I found
it was either $17,000 or $19,000. I then said, " I hardl5' think we can
trade. You would uot like to take right ofl' your stoc~ 25 per ceut. for
breakage, wearage, and store damage, and that sprt of thing, which
you ougbt to, to say nothiug about these enormous and inflated prices
tbat you want to let me in on." He said no, he would not like to take
off so nmcll as that, and it ended tllere.
I had lweu tht-re about two or three weeks. In the mean time I bad
goue around th e couutry and seen many other traders and talked a little with some of the other traders, but not so much as with him. And
theu I left to perambulate down through the other agencies, which I
did to the extent of Yisitiug sm·en or eight. I wound up at tlle Cheyenne aud Arapahoe Agency and there I met this Dr. De Bra, and I
speut a week in visiting the two or three schools, talking to the children
and going around the churches and Sunday schools there, as you know
tlwy are all iuteresting for strangers. Aud in the course of my conversation with Dr. De Bra, in speaking of the treatment of the Indians, he
spoke dreadfully light of them by saying that ''the damned creatures
had no souls.'' Well, I stopped at that. I thought a man might not
like the Indians and yet he might treat them and speak of them difierrnt.ly, so that I took a back track on that at once and I told him that
that would not. do; and I think be saw I was a little bit ofl'euded at
that talk, lmt we dl(_l not speak about it more tban two or three minutes
nfterwards-after he said the In<liaus bad no souls.
About a week later Commissioner Atkins came out there with a Congrrssional committee-Mr. Holman, 1\'lr. Peelle, Mr. Cannon, Mr. Ryan,
and tho~c gentlemen-a.ud I was there, and in the course of that week's
conver~atiou this thing dropped out, not in the way of a tell-tale matter
(~:.:; I did not think it was of any consequence to say anything ahont it
and damage the man), but I did say that he was a queer sort of a cloetor
to ha\'e down there. Commissioner Atkius asked me why. I said.
''Because he tells me tbnt the Indians ha,re no souls." "He did not
tell me that," said the geueral. I said, ''That is about what he Haid."
~row, this page hf~ re, page 2Gl, alludes to that conversatiou, arHl as
that is the first page I refer to in this book of testim011Y I would like
~intply to say what took place in regard to it, so far as I remember.
It
l1egins here where he sayB, ,; General Atkins told me he gave him alic'<'n~e." I <lo Hot know but what t~he shortest way Rimply is to deny
that I ever ma(h~ the statemrnt tllat he says I made here. He says
that I o1fered for $:~00 or $600 (I ha,Te forgotten the exact amount) to
have him appointed . There was ne,·er such a con versatiou e1 ther <lir ;)dly or iHdirectly, ancl 110 such proposition was made to him or b;r
him to me in any way, shape, or form. I was not in the brokerage busiJJe:-.s, anyway. and never ha\e been. He Rpeaks of my bt>iug- ''a
dmnken dead· beat." I will say that I never drank twenty-five g-lasses
of '"'·bisky, gin, beer, ale, or champagne in my life. I have lived in tbis
<'it.V and can prove that by people who have knowu me here for ten or
t.welve years. As to my being a dead-beat I will say that I never
"heat" anybody, and l do not owe a dollar to·day that I can not pay.
While at that hotel I paid every dollar that was asked of me, and I
twn'r left a dollar unpaid to anybody. I think that is all the notice
Dr. De Bra r<>qnireR.
Now, in regard t() Murphy, who keeps a hotel there. An allusion is
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made in the testimony to my talking about "firing him out" for not
having a better breakfast for me than he had. The fact is, I came
down there late one moruiug; I did not see him or his wife; it was a
colored servant-a dirty, uncouth thing. I was, of course, a little late;
it was about 11 o'clock, "tnd the coffee and rolls were a little cold, and I
made some renfark about it and she spoke back, and I said, ''I guess
yon have been here about long enough, and they ought to have somebody here who can keep a hotel." What she told them about it I do
not kuow, but that is all the com·ersation I had with auy person in the
way of complaint about that hoteL I thonght I had a right to do so,
a~ tlley brought me thnt killd of a breakfast anrl took pay for it.
On pages 285, ~86, 287, aud 292 Mr. Wismeyer makes this statement,
beginning at the question ,
Q. What did he say about trading with you 1-A. Well, he had been there some time.
I kn e w who he was from stree t talk. I knew that he was a licensed trader; that he
h:Hl a license to trade.
Q. What ilirl he say?-A. He hnd been there some time before he ever spoke to me.
But he Rpoke to llle one u ay and S'.l.id, "I presume you know who I am'" I told him
.yes ; I knew what his name was.
·

'rhe CHAIRMAN. You need not read all that; hut you may say it is
..aJI untrue-tile whole of that lollg- answer-or you may specify such
}Wrtions of it as are uutrue, leavi11g- the rest to stand.
Mr. ELLISON. About mid way of that answer be says:
1 t old him I was aware of that fact-that I had been so informed-and he suggest Pil that h e go in with me, a.nd I told him th e n that be h !i d jnst remarked that I
.cou ld not get a license, and how was he going to mauage ' H e said he could fix that
a 11 right; and finall .v he r e1narked, '· How wonld It do to tix this up¥ I can have
y our uame put in, aml we will call it Ellison & Wismeyer."

I made that a.llm:iou to him, that if we went into business the tirm
name would have to be changed to Ellison & Wismeyer.
I will leave you here to manage the business, as I do not know anything about it,
n.nd I have got a position in .Washington tha.t pays me four or five thonsand dollars a
_y ea r.

I <hd not say tha.t I would leave him there to manage it. My intent ion was, if I went into the business, to dev·ote every moment of my time
to it. I deny that statement of his. In regard to tlle statement of my
.i ncome bt>ing four or five thonRaud dollars a year, I will say that I never
.h ave yPt been able to earn more than one -half that amount.
The CHAIRMAN. You mean that you did not tell him that, then~
J\Ir. ELLISON. ~o, sir; I did not tell him that. I told llim I bad an
j neome from paper::-; that I was writing for; they knew generally that
1 was writing gos.' ip, and one thing· and another. I told him I did not
feel like enteriHg iuto a business of that kiud, and be did not tell me
.anything of that kind.
\Vel!, he r eminded me again that I could not get a license, and I told him that was
a ll very well.

Now, I will say just there that I <lid tell those people (not only he,
bn t it occurs in several other places) that I did not tllinK tlley could
g. et a license; that I tllougbt those places belonged to the administration, and it was proper they should have them. I told that to everyhocl .Y, ancl that lias beeu my political belief right straight through, that

to the people who win the battle or the victory the spoils belong, and
that iR :1 hout all there is to it.
Then Mr. Bartles, on pages 310, 311, and 366, makes some statements

n hont me.

HP is aske<l:

Q. DiLl yon see Ellison when he came down to the agency with a license f-A. Yes,
.sir.

r

I
I

I

I
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Q. What did he want to do~-A. I presume he wanted to t.rade at the Osage Agency.
Q. What proposition did be make for that purp8'ile ~-A. Well, he made seYeral
·propositions; but, to sum the thing right down, he wanted a man to furnish the goodR
3nd he would furnish the license.

Senator BLACKBURN. Who would put in the license?
1\Ir. ELLISON. That I would put in the license against his money.
That is an infamous lie clear up and down, and he would not dare to
look me in the face and tell me that, for we bartered a week with regard
to our terms. He wanted money for his stock and I did not want to
giYe it to him. I wanted to know, for at least eighteen months, something about a man I was going to be a partner with, and a man who
wonld make an:v other terms would be a craz:v mau.
The CHAIRMAN. Confine your:self to what you did, and not give the
reasons for your action.
•
Mr. ELLISON. I contradict his statement that I made any such prop·osition as that to him. There are a number of places here in this testimony where he speaks of statements made by myself about my acquaintance with people in Washington and allude to General Atkins. I only
.sn:v tlla,t he bas verv much overdrawn that.. I said that I knew Genpral Atkins, and (knew a great many other people; being here in
Washington twelve years an1. in public life thirty years, I know a great
m~ny people and probably a great many who do not know me. Buttbat
I used that as any means ot getting into business I deny in toto wherever
it occurs in this book, and I believe it occurs in four or five different
places.
On page 366 of Mr.Bartles's testimony he alludes to an affidavit having
been gotten up concerning a statement that he claims I made that
reflected upon General Upshaw. I never made any such statement as
he says I made, which was that $100 looked as big as the side of a house
-to General Upshaw, or that I could buy him for $100.
The CHAIRMAN. What page is that on; there is no such statement
·On page 366 Y
Mr. ELLISON. That, I think, comes in the affirlavit of Mr. Bird, just
below. Mr. Bird's statement is right on the same page where he alludes to an affidavit having been made. He is asked the questionQ. What was the purport of that affidavit ~-A. It was in reference to General
Upshaw. I do not remember the exact words of the affidavit. I think, though, that
the affidavit stated that Ellison bad said tbat General Upshaw was a starved-to-death
little devil, and that a hundred dollars would look as large to him as a mountain.

I never made any such statement as that. In a general way in talking abont the war sometimes, I have alluded to tlwse people who came
out of the war as being pretty well broken up and starved out. I am a
strong partisan and doubtless made that remark.
Senator BLACKBURN. "\Vhat remark was that~
Mr. ELLISON. That many who had been in the rebellion had come
<>ut pretty well broken up and pretty well star\'ed out. I did not mean
it to be offensive to Geueral Upshaw, but in a general way I alluded to
it, and they have garbled that thing ou which they have based that
affidavit. That I am willing to let go with that denial.
Then there are statements made by John L. Woy on pages 367, 368,
and 369. l\ir. W oy is asked a question thereQ. Do you know anything about his offer to get a doctor transferred to the agency
in the place of Dr. De Bra ¥-A. I do not know of any direct offer; I do not know of
any offer. I know that there was a morning there when he said," I have got a little
business matter that I wish to att,end to this morning wit.b Dr. De Bra,'' and be went
directly down, and I do not know but what I went far enough to show or direct him
where the doctor's office was.
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There is an allusion made there to a conversation, with regard to the
doctor's being transferre<f from the Usage Agency to that place-Dr.
Dodson to take t.he place of Dr. De Bra who was at the Cheyenne and
Arapahoe Agency. I am inclined to think, and feel pretty certain that
I never made any allu8ion to him about anybody's taking the place of
Dr. De Bra. I will say in that connection that Dr. Dodson, who was at
the Osage Ag·ency, did say to me that he was not doing very well as his
salary was small and he bad, I think, some eight or nine children (I
never saw such a grand little family of children, they were just like
steps, and be himself was a capable gentleman in every way), and he
never said a word to me about getting him a place at Osage in any way,
shape, or form, or I to him. He flid say simply that he would like to be
transferred to some other place, but I never made use of it to anybody
that I know of, certainly not to this Dr. De Bra.
·
I think, Mr. Chairman, that covers everything. If there is anything
yon would like to ask about, I shall be glad to answer. I feel pretty
clear upon most of this because I have been very frank about the course
1 pursued there and I will answer any questions you may wish to put
to me.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you made all the correction of statements concerni ug you in the record that you desire~
Mr. l~LLISON. I think I have, from just running them over.
T!Je CHAHl-MAN. And haYe you made all the explanations you wish
to make~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, I think so; but if that letter of yours contains
any politics I would like to touch upoll; that.
'£he CHAIRMAN. You may see the letter and judge for yourself
[handing the letter to the witnes8.]
.Mr. ELLISON. (After having read the letter for his owu information.)
I presume that is based entirely upon the contents of this testimony
which you have taken. lt may ha,·e reference there to my politics. If
yon would like me to restate my politics I have no objection to that, and
{ WOUld like tO do it in COllileCtiOll with this matter.
The CHAIRMAN. You may go on and state your relation to politics in
times past.
Mr. ELLISON. With regard to my appointment I am sure there were
no politics connected with it so far as Commissioner Atkins was concerned; I am sure of that. I had been in public lite, had filled an honorable position on Governor Fenton's staff with the rank of colonel, I
ha(l enjoyed tlJe confidence of President Arthur for twentJ-eight. years,
and during one year .had done several thousand of dollars' worth of engineering and steam work which 1.Je bad paid me for, and our acquaintance was an every day one. I dt'Sired to be re-instated to the position
in the House wlJich I l1ad lost through an unfortunate. occurrenc{', and I
called on President Arthur as he knew all ahout the trial, with Senator·
Hiscock, Ron. Darwin R: James, and General :McCook. President ArtlJ ur went over the case and said if it was in his power to have me restored
to that position as engineer of the House he would do it.
Senator BLA.CKBUH.N. Were you the assh;tant engineer or the chief
engineer of the House at that time ~
Mr. ELLISON. I was chief engineer. but I had been suspended on account of the trial or mishap I had there.
Senator BLACKBURN. I remember all about it.
Mr. ELLISON. He said he did not know Mr. Clark, the architect, but
if Mr. Clark would do it he would. like to have me re-instated. I told
him the architect made the appointment and he said " I do not like to.
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say personally to Mr. Clark that I want him to put you back, but I will
-delegate GenerallVIcOook (who is now your secretary) to say to Architl•ct Ulark that I want Mr. Ellison restored to tl:.tat place." I have all
·.:ile correspoudeuce on tile subject. It is a little lengtily, but there are
four or fi.\-t' line~ here right in couuection with it tha.t woultt close it all
up aud p;i,·e yon the reasons why it was doue.
Tile UHAIKi.iiAN. If you are going to read tile letter state from whom
:yon reeei \Ted it and gi ,.e the date of it.
1\'Ir. ELLISON. lt is dated Washington, D. C., February 20, 1884, and
is a let~Jr trom Architect Clark, of the Uapitol, to President Arthur.
lt i~ lH-\:tded, "Inre tLlC application for the re-appointment of .Mr. George
C. Ell1:--;on as engineer of tile heating and Yeutila.ting department of the
U ottse of Representatives." It is addressed "To his excellency the
Pn·sideut of tile United States." After statiug- about the apparatus
u~ed at the Capitol, Mr. Clark says:
The law placPs the beating and ventilating of the House of Representatives under
tile Architect of tlw Capitol, wiLb a proviso tllat no removal of those operating it or
:1 ppointment on its force shall IJe made unless by the consent of the honorable Speaker
uf the Hoose of Representatives. I arn permitted by the Speaker to say that he does
not desire the challge to be made.

Til is copy of the letter th~ President furnished me himself. M.r. Lannou, my assistaut when 1 went out, holds the place, and being aDemOel'at I snppose the Speaker diu uot care to remove him. 'l'ha.t letter
is Hig·uoo by Ed ward Clark, Architect of the Capitol.
vVhile I wal:; in the House there was an investigation held coneerning
a ~tatemeut wade by a, newspaper man about my having uought my
position, and tllat was referrt:"d aud the House examined iuto it by a
cotmnittee. The committee was com posed of the Ron. H. B. Payne
(the present Senator), as chairmau, Bou. \Villiam H. Forney, Hou.
I..Jed 1\'Iaisl.t, Ron. JoLin T. vVait, and Hon. T. J. Henderson. Their report is a, uuanimous report. Iu their report (having also iuv-estigated
.\lr. George M. Adams, the Clerk of the House, who had been called into
que::;tion in couuection witll the appointment), they say:
·
In regard to the latter (that is the ohief engineer), it is proper to say that be was
not a political frie1.1d l1f the Clerk, nor an acqnaintance of ilis previous to the commenccmcut of the present session . Aud, though presenting strong testimonials as to
character and qualifications, he was, with three otber applicants, compelled to submit to a competitivet~xamiuation before tl.w Burean of Steam Engineering of the Navy
Departuu~ nt, and it was on t.he official certific:.Lte of \Villiam W. W. Wood, the chief
of tuat Bureau, tbat be was of all the candidates examined the best qualified, that
he was appointed chief engineer of the heating and ventilating apparatus of the
Honse.
For the care and solicitude shown b.v the Clerk in filling this important position, in
wbich sl<ill, judgment., experience, and vigilance are specially required, be ito;, iu the
-opinion of t4e committee, eutitlt><l to tile commendation and thanks of the llouse.
The testimony is reported berewitb, with tl:te recommemlation that it be laid on the
table and the committee discharged from the further consiueration of the subject.

I will say that it was a unanimous report and shows til at I was not
a politieal friencl of the Ulerk. Tile portiou I have read is taken direetly out of tlte Rt>cord; I cnt it out.
The Un.A ~RJ.\I.A.N. Let it be noted in the record that the extract is taken
from the Record of the Forty.fourth Congress, first session, vol.17, page
4186.

Mr. ELLISON. Shortly after I was appointed chief engineer of the
Bouse, there was a question r~tised by Ron. tT. D. White, of Kentucky,
as to the ba,d Yeutilarion, and he laid it in part to bad engineering;
and after a lengthy in Yestigation, in which the report was unanimously

558

INDIAN TRA.DEHSliiPS.

in my favor, :1\-Ir. George M. Adams, the Clerk of the House, was put upon
the witness stand and made the following statement:
I appointed Mr. Ellison with the full knowledge that he was what is called a liberal
Republican: and t!Jat circumstance alone, if anything, made me more anxious to appoint him·, !Jccau e tlwre were a number of liberal Repu!Jlicans on the floor. I kuew
that he voted for Mr. GrCl'l~·y. I did not question him as to how he intended te vote
in the approaching PrPsiclcntia1 election, but I snpposecl as a matter of course that
the chances were that he was going to go with the Democmcy. His being a liberal
Hepnl>licau ·was not the controlling consideration at all, though I desire to state to
1 he committee that l was cognizant of the fact that that was his political status at
1he time I appointed him. (See Honse report H41, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, report of Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, by Hon. Casey Young,
Cllairman of SUUCOIDlllittee.)

I will say that, if my politics and character were bad, I haYe an indorsement from the same gentleman who recornmeu<led you, .J1r. Uhairma.n, for .~rcn:tar.v of the N8vy.
St~uator BLACKBURN. I will ask one or two questions.
Is it not a
fact that when you were appoiuted to that place in the Forty-fourth
<.Jougre~:;s yon were appointed as au Independent in politics¥
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I was appointed as a liberal Republican.
Sen a tor BLACKBUI~N. VVb;-tt do you mean by a" liberal Republican¥"
l\Ir. ELLISON. Veil, we broke oft .from the Republican pa.rty, in
d01·secl Mr. Greeley, and endeavored to elect him; I know I did, very
earnestly.
Senator BLACKBURN. You have said in your statement here that you
told tLus(~ people ont there iu the Indian Territory-those licensed
traders-tuat they wonld not be able to get a renewal of license, becauRe
your UIHler.~taJHliug was that the Rpoils belonged to the victors and
those plilces belonged to the administration~
:Mr. BLLISON. Yes; that is ju.'t about it.
Senator BLACKBURN . .At the same time, in explaining some remarks
which were indnlged iu as to General Upshaw, you stated here that you
were a politienl partisan, wbiell would serve to explain the temper in
whieh :yon spoke.
Mr. ELLISON. :No; I did not say that.
Senator DLACKBURN. HaYe you not said in your statement here that
:you were a partisan in politics~
1\Ir. ELLISON. YeR, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. 'fllen I will ask you this: Believing that the
spoils belonged to the victors, and tllat none but DemocratH were entitled to tlwse places, and that Hepublican traders would 11ot be able
to get their JicenRes extended or renewed, how much of a political partisan were you when you got Mr. Bagley, the Drmocratic member,
io go with you to a Democratic OommisRioner of Indian Affairs and ask
for the i~sm1 uce of a license to you, a partisan Republicau ~
Mr. ELLISON. I do not think that reflecte<l upon me in the leaRt, or
reflected upou tlJe Commissioner; not in the least. I bad a dual motive
in goiug there.
Senator BLACKBURN. "\Vhat were the two motives~
J\Ir. ELLISON. First, to secure a business if possible, and while T. was
making that eifort to continue to write my letters, upon the income
from which I was living.
Senator BLACKBURN. What was the character of those letters; were
they political'
·
Mr. ELLISON. No, Rir; they were genera], gossipy letters.
Senator BLACKBURN. No }Wlitics in them~
1\Ir. ELLISON. Once in awhile I stirred in a little politics.
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Senator BLACKBURN. "\\Then you did what were those politics; Republican or Democratic~
.Mr. ELLIHON. I guess they were a little both ways.
Senator BLACKBURN. Condsiclering you were a partisan Republican'
J\.ir. ELLISON. \Ve1l, iu this newspaper correspondent business, you
know, yon have to write from certain stand-points.
Senator BLACKBURN. I do not know; I 11ever have been one.
The CnAIRL\Li.N. This letter wlJich I wrote the Sergeant-at-Arms in
the Se11ate objecting to your appointment to an office under the Senate
is <Jated l\Iarch 15, 1888. Did you ha,·e an interview with Senator
Platt, anothc->r member of tbis committee, and myself on that day or
about that time ~
.Mr. ELLISON. I thinl< I diu, or the day before the letter was written.
The CnAIRMAN. Now, state what reason ~· ou urged why neither Senator Platt nor I should object to your appointment in the Senate.
J\.Ir. ELLISON. Well, sir, I will say that I had been selected by the
Sergeant-at-Arms to see whether I could fill the bill in the Senate in
rnnuing the two big· Westinghouse engines. He told me if I could do so
he could make a place for me. I told him I shonld be pleased to have
it, and I went there, and had been there two weeks, and was to have
been sworn in, as I tille<i the bill, when your letter turned up, reflecting
upon me.
The OIIAIRMAN. This interview with Senator Platt and myself was
before that letter was writteu.
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; but Senator Platt had made the statement to
the ~erg-eant-at·Arms that if I was tbe gentleman who was named in
this particular testimony that I should not be an employe of the Senate.
TlJe CHAIR:l\1AN. As a matter of fact that interview was either the
~arne day before I wrote tbiR letter of the 15th of March or the day
before. Now, wlJat reason~ did you give Senator Platt and myself in
tba,t intelTiew wlly we ought not to object to your receiving the appointment~

l\Ir. .ELLISON. Because tllere was no reason why you should object.
There was uo t hiug I bad done in the Indian Territory that I was
ashamed of; I did not know, in fact, that there had been any testimony
takea on tbe subject.
The OHAIIDIAN. Wllat reasons did yon give us¥
Mr. ELLISON. 1 do not know what reasons I gave.
The CIIAIHl\IAN, I will try and refresh your memory. Did you tell us
you were a Hepublicau ~
Mr ELLISON. Ye~, sir.
The 0IIA.1R~IAN. Did you tell us that you bad been helping the subcommittee-the Hcpublican members of the subcommittee-to get testimony against Commissioner Atkins in the Indian Territory ¥
1\lr. ELLISON. No, sir; not against Commissioner Atkins. I said an
account of a g·ood many irregularities had been furnished to Mr. Olark,.
of the Nt-'W York 'rrilmne.
Tue CHAIRMAN. You claimed that yon had furnished Mr. Clark, of the
New York Tribune, with evidence of irregularities in the Indian serviee "?
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The OIIAIRMAN. Did you give us to understand that you bad been
aiding the Hepub1icau m~jority of the committee in obtaining testimony
in this 1nvestigat,ion ~
:i\lr. ELLISON. 1 "'aid that :-~orne of that ver.r e\~iueuce I hau been giviug him had turned up against me.
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The CHAIRMAN. Did you claim, as a reason which should commend
J·our:,elf to Senator Platt and myself that you bad aided in furnishing
tl1e majority of the committee with testimony directly or througll Mr.
Clark?
_'\Ir. ELLISON. No, sir; I did not.
The UHAIR::\IA.N. Dill you claim that we ought to favor you because
yon had aided ~Ir. Olark, or the New York Tribune, iu obtaining evidence that was used before the committee~
l\Ir. ELLISON. I said I thought it was strange that that information
slwulu turu up and g·o agaiust me.
The OHAIRMAN. Did you claim that you had been on what you were
]>h'ased to term "our sille" of the in ve:stigation, helping us to get t~sti
IUOtl,Y ~

1\lr.
tak(~n

ELLI~ON. Yes; I think so; I think tuat interpretation would be
from what I said.

The CnAII{,MAN. \Vere you asked by me what Commissioner .Atkins
understood ;your politics to be at the time be gave you this appointment
at the O::;ag·e .Agt·ncy ¥
l\Ir. ELLI~ON. Yes; you asked me what I was appointed as-whether
as a Democrat or a H(-'pu b1ican.
The UHAIRl\IAN. vVhat answer did )~ ou make to that¥
1\Ir. ELLlSON. My answer was that 1 did not know what be appointed
me as, whether as a D~rnocrat or Hepublican; that I never bad mentionE>d politics to him.
The Orr.A.n::.MAN. As a matter of fact when Commissioner Atkins appointe(l you to the Osage Agency, were yon not a Republican~
Mr. ELLISON. I was a Republican.
The CHAIH:l.\TAN. Did or dill not OommissionE>r Atkins know you were
a Republican or know what your politics were¥
l\Ir. ELLISON. I do not believe he lmew.
'l'be CHAIRMAN. Had you assisted Lim any when he was a candidate
for Clerk of the Honse~
1\lr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; I had. A.s between him and Mr. Clark, the
otllf'r caudidate, [ preft'JTe(l him.
'I'he UHAIRMAN. Both being Democrats~
Mr. ELLISON. Both bPing Democrats.
The CHAIR~IAN. You had aided l\Ir. Atkins~
M.r. ELLISON. I bad a l'referPuce for J\ir. Atkins.
Tlle CHAIRMAN. Did ~Ir. Atkins know at tllat time what your pol·
itics were¥
1\lr. ELLlSON. I do not tllink he <lid.
'l'he OHAIR)IA.N. \iV hat were your politics~
l\Ir. ELLISON. They were R.epublican.
Tlle CHA.IR:\f.A.N. vYere they straight Republican y.
Mr. ELLISON. YeR, sir; ever since the close of the Greeley campaign.
The UH.A.IRM.A.N. You bad supported Mr. Greeley during his campaig·n ~
lVIr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The OHAIRM.A.N. Openly and avowedly
l\lr. ELLISON. Y e~, ~ir.
Tht' UrrAIRi.\U.N. vVben did you, after that, first renew your allegiance
to the Hepuhlican party¥
1\lf'. ELLISON. At the first or sE>cond Congressional election after the
Greeley C<1m paign, I think at the second UongressionH.l election, that I
acte(l with the party and with the Liberals through that to the following Congressional election.
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The CHAIRl\fAN. And you have been a Republican ever since 7
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The CHA!RMAN. How did you vote in the Presidential election of
1884,
.
Mr. ELLISON. I "Voted for Mr. Blaine.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know whether J.\;Ir. Atkins was aware of that
fact when you secured the appointment¥
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I do not know that.
The CHAIRMAN. You do no·t know whether he was or not¥
Mr. ELLISON. I do not know whether he was aware of the fact.
The CIIAIRMAN. Did you make any claims as to your politics when
you received that appointment~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; in no way, shape, or form. I had known him
about the Bouse oft' and on for about twelve years, as I had been in
there clerking and doing newspaper work.
The CHAIRMAN. What did Mr. Bagley understand your politics to be
when be went with you to the Commissioner~
:Mr. ELLISON. I think Mr. Bagley had always known I was a Repube were old acquaintances.
lican.
The CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Bagley know at that time that you· were a
Republican when be was recommending you to Commissioner Atkins
for an appointment'
Mr. ELLISON. I am under the impression that he did.
The CHAIRMAN. When President Arthur authorized his recommendation for you to Architect Clark he understood you to be a Republit·mn,
did he~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; he knew me. We belonged in the same ward
and bad been brought up there together for twenty years.
TheCHAIRl\fAN. He knew you bad been for Greeley, but supposed you
had come back again to the Republican party~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. When you were out in the Indian Territory with
this license what were your politics understood to be~
Mr. ELLISON. I talked a little of most everything; I was talking for
business, for letters.
The CHAIRlVfAN. When you made these remarks which have been
alluded to, that the victors (the administration) had a right to the patronage, did you talk that as a Democrat'
Mr. ELLISON. .Yes; I talked that as a Democrat from the Democratic
stand-point.
The CHAIRMAN. And the persons to whom you talked that under.
stood you to be a Democrat~
Mr. ELLISON. I think in every instance they were Republicans.
The CHAIRMAN. But they understood you to be a Democrat, did
they'
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; I think so, coming from the administration.
The CHAlRMAN. But in reality, when you said that the administration
was entitled to the patronage and that Republicans could not be expected to stay under it, you meant. that the administration had a right
and would he expected to give the places to their friends, whether Republicans, Democrats, or l\Iugwumps'
J.\;Ir. ELLISON. Whether they were l\iugwumps or whether they were
Democrats.
.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you say their friends, you thought, were entitled
to the places, whether Republicans or Democrats Y
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1\Ir. 'ELLISON. Yes, sir; that is my view, whether they were }fugwumps or Democrats.
The CHAIRMAN. At that time you were, as a matter of fact, a Republican.
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The OHAIRn:rAN. And when the administration gave you the appointment you were a Hepublican ~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And yon were helping l\1r. Clark of the Tribune and
the majority of the comruittee to get evidence~
.1\'Ir. ELLISON. 'l'hat was after I came back, two years later than that.
The CHAIRMAN. How long were you out there before you were discharged~

Mr. ELLISON. I n~ver was discharged, to my knowledge.
'£he CHAIRMAN. State how your appointment terminated.
l\fr. ELLISON. I came home after I had meandered all through that
country, having left Commissioner Atkins and the committee at Tulsa.
Then I went up to Osage and came down across and took the train and
came home. When I got here I called on Commission~ Atkins to thank
him for his kindness in giving me the tradership. He said, "Why,
Ellison, I have jnst recalled your license." I said, " What did you do
that for~" "Well," he said, "you know you have not put up any buildings, you have not gone into business there, you have been all around
the country there for three months.~' I said, ~'I do not want any more
of that countl'y; I have bad all I want of it." I said, "You want my
resignation~" He said '' Yes." Two or three days afterwards I thought
about the bond I had :fi.1ed here and that my bondsmen might want to
be released, and I went back there and asked about withdrawing my
papers and wrote out and tendered my resignation.
The CHAIRMAN. During those three months how many agencies hall
you visited and at how many agencies had you investigated the subject of keeping a store~
Mr. ELLISON. I think about five or six.
The CHAIRMAN. The first one was the Osage Agency~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. And you have stated what took place there. What
was the second place you visited~
1\Ir. ELLISON. 'l'he second was the Kaw Agency.
Tbe OHAIR.MAN. Did you see the traders there~
Mr. ELLISON. I saw one trader there; yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Who was he~
Mr. ELLISON. I have forgotten what his name was.
Senator BLACKBURN. There is but one there.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember his name~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I do not.
The CHAIRMAN. On what ground did you negotiate with him~
l\fr. ELLISON. I did not talk with him much. He had a little store,
4 b.v 9; I just talked a little about it.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any talk with him about buying out
the business~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir ; I did not.
The CHAIRMAN. You did not think it was worth while to \enture
there¥
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Your license would not have allowed you to trade
there'
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Mr. ELLTSON. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. If you had found that agency available it would
have been necessary for you to change your license~
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. What was the next place you visited~
Mr. ELLISON. The next place was the Cheyenne and Arapahoe
Agency.
The CHAIRMAN. With whom did you talk there 1
.Mr. ELLISON. I talked with Mr. Woy, for one.
The CHAIRMAN. You have already testified about your conversation
there.
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, to Rome extent. I did not talk about buying out
with him at all; I had all that experience that I wanted with the first
parties and the rest was simply to gather information.
The CHAIR~IAN. Did you tell an~· body at that agency that you could
have a license to keep store there if you wanted it~
.l\ir. ELLISON. No, sir; l do not think I told that to anybody.
The CHAIRMAN. Did yon tell anybody there that the then existing
traders could not expect to be retained and that to the Administration
belonged the spoils and they ought to be turned out~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; l only told them, where! was asked, as to the
likelihood of getting a renewaL
The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any such statement there ~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Where did you next go to 1
1\'Ir. J1JLLISON. To the Sac and Fox Agency.
The CrrAJRliAN. Who did you talk to there~
Mr. ELLISON. I could not state; I only staid there two or three clays.
The CHAIRMAN. How promising was the outlook there~
Mr. ELLISO.N . .Everything looked pretty well starved out. They were
back iu tueir payments, the traders owed large sums of money, and the
Indans could not pay them.
The CIIAIRMAN. Did you make any efforts to get in there~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The OIIAIRMAN. Did you tell anybody there that you could have a
store if von wanted it¥
,
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you expound to anybody there your ideas of the
Administration policy about the offices~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir. I talked about the general welfare of the Indians, and talked about matters to get some general letters.
The CIIAIRMAN. What was the next place you visited~
Mr. ELLISON. The next place was at the Creek Nation. Mr. C. H.
Hall was a large trader there. I stopped with him. He was a good
man.
The CHAIR~I.A.N. What waR the result of your explorations there 1
Mr. ELLISON. I went riding and fishing with him; I did not talk
trade with him. He did not want a partner, I am sure; he had a
promising business.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you not tell him you had an appointment at the
Osage Agency~
Mr. BLLISON. YeA, sir.
The OIIAIRMAN. Did he know that you had visited that agency with
referenee to determining whether you should dip in there¥
l\Ir. ELLISON. No, sir; I talked with him more concerning the re
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sponsibility of this one man I bad been dealing with, Mr. Bartles, than
anything else.
The CHAIRMAN. You had no talk about interfering with him or becoming a partner with him ~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. Where did you go next~
Mr. ELLISON. I went then to Vinita and Tahlequa.
The CHAIRMAN. 'Vith whom did you talk at Vinita~
Mr. ELLLSON. I think there are two or three traders there, but I
spent the most of my time with the clergyman there.
The CHAIRMAN. What was his name~
Mr. ELLISON. I conld not tell you that. It is three years ago now.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you talk the principles of politics or religion
with him~
Mr. ELLISON. I think I talked possibly a little of both.
The CHATR~lAN. Diu you expound your vie~s about the use of patronage by an administration, with the minister~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I did not touch upon that. ·I think you are
bearing a little ·heavy on tbat matter, Mr. Chairman. There is not so
much iu it as you think. I was pretty cautious about it.
The CHAIRMAN. You may except to my questions if you want to.
:Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I will let it all go.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any investigation there with reference
to becoming an Indian trader~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; as I have said, I did not at any place outside
of Osage.
The CHAIRMAN. Tahlequa was the next place you visited. Who were
the traders there '~
Mr. ELLISON. That is more than I could tell you.
The CHAIRl\1AN. You bad no talk with them V
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I bad no talk with them. I said I was a man
from the States, inquiring about the Indians and their welfare, and
spent my time in general gossip and fishing, and went out riding whenever there was an opportunity to go.
The CHAIRMAN. Where then, besides the Osage Agency, dicl. you talk
with 1 ersons seriously with reference to becoming a trader~
Mr. ELLISON. Nowhere, I think, outside of Osage .Agency, and I
think that no one alludes in that book of testimony to my making any
such statements. I have ~one through the book and do not see it. If
they have I will contradict it, if it is contained anywhere else in there,
because I did all I wanted to do with that one man; I saw that it took
a migllty sharp man to go into business with those men down there;
they can skin you quicker than they can skin you in Wall street; you
have to hold on to your hat when you go down there. No new man
can go in there without taking in one of those old hands to help him to
learn the traffic, the business, and the language; you have to have a
partner who bas been there in order to succeed.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you ever heard, except from this testimony,
· that any remark you made about Deputy Commissioner Upshaw led to
your discharge~
1\ir. ELLISON. No, sir; be did not even tell me that. On my return
Gener·.tl Atkins told me that my license had been-well, he did not use
the word " discharge." I was not offended at it and he was not offended.
The CHAIRJ\.1AN. Have you ever heard from any source, except the
reading of this testimony, that any remark that you made about As~
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sistant Commissioner Upshaw had led to the determination to cancel
your license '
Mr. ELLISON. No; I am sure I never heard it.
The CHAIRMAN. What means or capital had you at the time you went
down there in the Indian Territory.
Mr. ELLISON. I bad $3,000 in bank in money; it was in the Union
Dime Savings Bank, in New York City. That was all the ready means
I had. I had this claim that I have pending here; I have been expecting for ten years that it would pass, but it has not yet.
The CHAIRMAN. What is your claim'
:Mr. ELLISON. It is a. claim growing out of the defense of myself while
1 was chief engineer of the House. Five committees have reported
unanimously in favor of it, but I have never been able to get it til rough.
The CHAIRMAN. Aside from your claim you were worth $3,000.
1\'Ir. ELLISON. Yes, sir; in the Union Dime Savings Bank, in New
York City.
The CHAIRMAN. State again, if you please, what was your plan about
.g oing into business at that agency. Was it to put in thP- $.3,000, or did
you intend to buy all your goods on credit?
.Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; my distinct understanding was that I should
not lmy a dollar's worth on credit. My understanding witil Mr. Bartles
was that I would take one-half of his stock for my notes, payable in six,
twelve, and eighteen months, at 6 per cent. interest.
The CHAIRMAN. Your purchase of half interest, with him was to be
who)Jy on credit'
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, and that no portion of the nrofits should he drawn
froru the concern until the last note was paid, and that all new stock
put in I was to pay cash for one-half of it.
Tile UI-IAIRMAN. And you relied upon that $3,000 for that purpose f
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, to carry me along.
Tile CHAIRMAN. For what you would call your quick capital; your
intention was to buy into the existing stock on credit, and to use, if
any money was needed, quick capital and put that money into it'
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, and my entire time with it; that was dist.inctly
understood. Mr. Bartles had two other places and could not be there,
and I was to be left in charge and give my entire time to it.
The CHAIRl\IAN. But as a matter of fact you never drew out that
money~

.1\lr. ELLISON. No, sir.
The CHAIRJ.\oiAN. And it remained in bank when you returned'
1\Ir. ELLISON. Yes, sir; except that I checked against it for expenses.
I never checked out much of it for business purposes.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive any money from any one while you
were in the Indian Territory -visiting the agencies~
Mr. BLLISON. No, sir; I did not. I received compensation for my
letters, but I do not think I received any money there. I went in with
a few hundred dollars and I did not spend much while I was there.
The CHAIRMAN. But you never received anything from any one'
1\fr. ELLISON. No. sir; except for my newspaper work.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you ,write letters while you were there'
:Mr. Er"LISON. Yes, sir.
The CHAIRMAN. To what newspapers f,
1\Ir. ELLISON. I formed a syndicate of eleven weekly papers that I
was to write to, and I wrote them weekly letters.
The CHAIRMAN. How many letters do you think you wrote during
that three months ?
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l\1r. ELLISON. I wrote about three a week.
The CHAIRMAN. Have you copies of those letters cut from the newspapers o~
Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I have not. I will say in connection with that
that my understanding was that the letters should be sub rosa, without
stating who they were from, and they were to use them without attaching my name.
The CHAIRMAN. What newspapers published communications from
you while you were there~
Mr. ELLISON. l should rather be excused from answering that, because that was part of my contract that I entered into with them.
The CHAIRMAN. Do you decline to tell us what 1)apers you wrote
letters to 0!
Mr. ELLISON. I do not want absolutely to decline; I would rather
have you excuse me from answering, because it was part of the coutract
that they should be sub rosa.
'Che CHAIRMAN. I do uot excuse you, because I think it might throw
some light upon your politics and your political status, and the question
of your political status bears upon your credibility (if you want to
know the proem;;s by which I conclude that those letters are competent
testimony), and I ask you to name tlw newspapers to which you wrote
and to procure and produce the letters.
1\Ir. J1JLLISON. I should rather be excused from that.
'rbe CHAIRMAN. You decline to do it, do you 1
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; I decline to do it. I could not without their
couseut, because it was understood they were to use them as letters or
as editorials as they Raw tit.
Senator BLACKBURN. I should like to have those letttrs, 1\tlr. Chairman. Did yo11 know Mr. Bartles's politics while you were negotiating
with him to pnrclJase a half interest in his stock of goods~
l\Ir. J£LLISON. I do not think he bad any politics.
Sen::stor BLACKBURN. Ob, yes; I know them well. Had be anv
partners"?
1\lr. ELLISON. Yes; he had two or three partners.
SPuator BLACKBURN. Do you remember their names~
:Mr. ELLISON. Yes; he had 1\fr. Bird and Mr. Wismeyer as partners;
he bad au interest in three stores while I wa~ there.
Senator Blackburn. I mean at the agency~
:;.ur. ELLISON. lie had only one store at the agency; it was Bartles
& Pratt.
Senator BLACICBURN. Did you know l\ir. Bartles's politics~
l\1r. ELLISON. No, sir; I do not think I did; I do 110t think he bad
any.
~f'nator BLACKBURN. Do you know them now~
)Jr. ELLISON. No, sir; I do not.
Senator BLACKBURN. If you will read that book you have before you
[the testimony taken by the committee] you will find out there. He is
a pronouneed Hepublican and h~s always been. Did you telll\fr. Bar. tles that the ~;poils belonged to the victors, and under this administration Hepublicans could not get a renewal of license~
~Ir. ELLISON. I do not think I put it in as strong language as that.
Senator BLACKBURN. I will put the question so that there shall be
no difficulty about understanding wilat I am trying to get at and you
shall ha;ve no difficulty in answering if you choose to. Did you or not
undertake to further your own purpm~e of becoming a partner of l\Ir.
Bartles by lC'tting him und<>rst::md that ~on had a licen~e to trade there;
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did you or not undertake to impress upon lnm tlle fact that he, being
a Republican, could not get a renewal of his license~
l\Ir. ELLISON. I think 1 told him that his license I did not think
would be renewed.
Senator BLACICBURN. His licenses were renewed, were they not, certainly in one instance, and be is trading t.here now, is be not "~
Mr. ELLISON. My impression is that be has gone out.
Senator BLACKBURN. No, he has not; he is trading there every day.
Mr. ELLISON. 1 did not really know what his politics were; I did not
think be had any.
Senator BLACKBURN. The record there shows that he is a Uepul>lican. I asked him on the witness stand, and he said he bad been a lifelong Republican. Now, what induced you to make the effort to secure
a lieense as Indian trader if you believed tllat the spoils belonged to
the victors, and you were a Republiean and tlJis administration was
Democratic; what was it that induced you to go and get a Democratic
Commissioner to give you, a Republican, a license to trade with Indians, when you went there and told the other Republicaus that they
could not get any renewal of their licenses 1?
.Mr. ELLISON. Simply becau3e I thought that he would extend that
courtesy for business purposes down there without applying the matter of politics.
Senator BLACKBURN. But you told the other traders there that the
matter of politics would be applied.
· Mr. lDLLISON. I did tell them that the matter of politics would be
applied.
Senator BLACICBURN. Were you sincere and frank when you told
them that¥
Mr. ELLISON. I think so, ordinarily.
Senator BLACKBUR.N. You were a Repub!icau, who had gone and
asked for one of those positions and had gotten it; yet you went
straight there and tolu them because they were Republicans they could
not get their licenses renewed¥
Mr. ELLISON. Yes, I told them that.
Senator BLACKBUR.N. Do you think that was candid?
:Mr. ELLISON. I do not think it reflects upon me.
Senator BLACKBURN. I did not say that it did.
Mr. ELLISON. V\7 ell, I am willing to admit that.
Senator BLACKBURN. vVhen you went with lVIr. Bagley to Commissioner Atkins and a" ked him for .a license, you did not tell him that you
were a Republican, did. you 01
1\Ir. ELLISON. No, sir; I never talked politics with the general, I do
not think.
Senator BLACKBURN. Is it not true that all he knew, and all he had
any right to know, about your politics was that you bad been a very
earne~t, warm supporter of his in his race for the nomination of Clerk
of a Democratic House'
.l\lr. ELLISON. Well, I waR very enthusiastic about it.
Senator BI. ACKBURN. Now, may I ask you, if yon have an opinion or
hnd an opinion at that time, what do you think Commissioner Atkins
believe(l your politics to be the day he gaYe you your license'
.1\lr. ELLISON. I eould not :-:a:v as to that. I am sure I never led him
to believe I was a Democrat from anything I ever ::;;aid.
Senntor BLACKBURN. Did he not naturally conclude so by your support of him 0?
~Ir. ELLTSON. Well, I was not Ro friendly to JHr. Clark, and thought
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:Mr. At,kins was the best man of the two. He is au honest man; I do
not think you will find anybody in the District of Columbia who will say
to the contrary; and he is a good man.
Senator BLACKBURN. You have answered the chairman and said that,
in an interview you had with him and Senator Platt the day before, or
ahont the time thP. ebairman's letter was written to Sergeant-at-Arms
Canaday, you clid claim credit for having given aid to tbe majority side,
which was the Hepublican side of the committee, that went to the Indian Territory with a view of prosecuting hostile inquiry or investigation against the Indian Office.
Mr. ELLTSON. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. Now, do you think tbat it was altogether candid
or fair in yon to be aiding that Republican majority in their efforts to
embarrass or smirch the Indian Office whilst you were holding a commi:;;siou nuder that same office at your own request~
:Nir. ELLlSON. I will answer that by saying that I do not think it
smirclwfl the lndian Office or the Commissioner by pointing to irregularities or anything a little crooked in the manner or way in which I
dW.

Senator BLACKBURN. Wbo was it going to reflect upon¥
.Mr. 1-!}LLISON. It ought to refleet upon the man who was pointed out.
Senator BLACICBURN. But you think the man who appointed him
would not he responsible¥
Mr. l!JLLISON. Oh, it was a means of their getting at what seemed
to me might he a JittJe crooked.
Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I want to ask.
'fhe CHAIRMAN. That is all.
The select committee then adjourned.
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Recommendation by, of W. B. Barker as trader:
Barker-- ---------------------------- - ----- - -------------------Muldrow, Hon. H. L.:
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Osage Agency-Continued.
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· Bartles ______ ---· _____ -· __ ---------------------------- ______ __ __
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Senate of the United States:
Authorization by, of investigation into appointments of Indian traders. __ l, 170, 527
Shaw, W. B.,jr.:
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Branham __ ____ .. _____ -_ .. . - ___ ---- -- ---------- ___ ---- ________ ---- _
382
Terms of partnership between Branham and:
Branham __________ .. __ .... ___ - ........ -- __ .. ------- ____ --·----------··--382
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Sherburne, Joseph H, (Indian trader at Ponca)-Continued.
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Affidavit of George C. Ellison in regard to:
Bird·-·------------------·-------··----------------------------Appointment by, of Dr. Giffen as agency physician :
De Bra .... ___ ---·- - --------------------------------------------Correspondence of, with Branham regarding tradersnip:
Branham-------------- - ------·--------------------------------Correspondence of, with S. M. Jackson:
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Hunter ---- ·-- -- __________ __ ____ ___ ___ ------ --··--- -------- ___ --46, 54
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Connection of, _with tradership appointlllents:
Branham·----- -- ----------------------------------------------Whistler, John:
Deposition of____ _____ _- --- ____ ___ __ ___. ___ - ---------- _______ ------Relations of, to :firm of Whistler, Pickett & Co1 :
Little. ___ ---··------ ___________ , _____ __ ---- ____ --------------·---Whistler, Leon:
Relations of, to :firm of Whistler, Pickett & Co.:
Little-------------------··-------------------------------------

2
393
533 .
425

425·

•

601

INDEX TO TESTIMONY.

Pa~e .

Whistler, Pickett & Co. :
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Appointment of:
514
Williams ___ . __ __ __ _. __ __ - - _- _- - - . - - - - - -- -- - - - - -- - - - - - - -- -- - -- 457
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