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which the commissioners eall 320 barrels, and estimate to be worth $5
per barrel, making the $1,600 which they allege to be still due.

The commissioners report the p(n‘m(‘n‘r of this annuity regularly from
year to year, beginning in 1819 and ending in 1356 inclusive.

It will be seen from thix statement that the major part of this deficieney
acerued prior to 1819, The absence of the vouchers during that period
may be aceounted for as in the case of the first item ndmod leaving but
four years, fron 1856 to 1360, or 160 hushels of salt, instead ot 960 bushels
as reported by said commissioners, which could not he estimated to be
worth more than one dollar per bushely ovin the aggregate 8160, And it
is probable, your committee think, that this has been paid ander some
other head, ax will be made more fully manitest hereatter.

Thenext iteny of 5,000 ix eclaimed under the fourth avticle of the {reaty
of April 24, 1506, which provides for the annual payment of® £500 per
vear for the period of ten years, nine years of which would have termi-
nated previcus to the freaty of 1815, and if not paid was abrogated by
the war, and the absenee of vouehers for the List vear nay beage ounted
for as iir the case of the first iteni.

The next item, 4400, is claimed nander the second article of freaty of
Janunary 27, 1803, whicly provided for a permanent annnity of S1040 per
year, amounting up to Janunary 27, 1861, (33 years.) to $21,200, of which
the commissioners find evidence ot payment of only 31(),‘\0(), being the
regular annual payments as in the other cases, from 1819 to 1860, inelu-
sive, the commissioners finding no evidenee of payment of this annuity
prior to 1819, the absence of vouchers or actual non-payment being ae-
counted for or iu\'tiﬁod as in preceding cases.

The next item, %5,250, is claimed under the thirdarticle of the tre: ity of
January 16, 1310, which provides fora permanent annuity ot 2500 a yvear,
amounting in the aggregate, up to January 16, 1861, to 823,500, of
which the commissioners find evidence of the payment of B20,250, cov-
ering the annual payvments from 1819 to 1860, inelusive, with the exeep-
tion of the year 1826 and halt of 1856,

It will be seen that nine of these payments, making % 4,500 of the
alleged deficit, occmred prior to 1819, leaving but 8750, The absenece
of vouchers for xo trivial a sum under the proper head is not sufticient
evidence in the judgment of your committee to justity the award of even
that amount; for it is well known to those conversant with this braneh
of the public service that amounts due an Indian tribe under one head
are frequently commuted and paid under some other head ot indebted-
ness; provisions and clothing, tor example, being trequently substituted
for money, with the consent of the Indians. The committee think it
probable that a careful examination of the whole account cmrrent wonld
explain this apparent diserepancy.

The next item ot $1,250 originates under the third article of the
treaty of Jannary 15, 1819, eranting a permanent annuity of $2,500 a
year, amouunting in the aggregate, up to Januarvy 135, 1861, (forty-two
years,) to $103, U{)l) of which the commissioners find cvidence of the
payment of s,l(b, .»(l covering the whole period from 1819 to 1860, inclu-
sive, except one-half a year for 1855 or 1836, The commissioners a(lnnt
ﬂldt the disbursing officer is credited with the payment ot the full amount
in his account, as andited and allowed at the Tl(‘ wsury Department;
but they do not tind the vouchers for one-halt year’s payment, which,
in the opinion of your committee, is hardly sufticient to justity this cluim.
The presumption is that he would not have been eredited in the absence
of requisite evidence, when his accounts were settled at the Treasary
Department.
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The next item, =20.644 77, oviginates wider the dth article of the
treaty of Mareli 25, 18220 eranting an annuity of 85,000 a year for 20
vears, and authorizing thv cmploynient of a blacksmith and a teacher
for the term of 13 vears, at thu rate of S1,000 a year tor hoth. The
commissioners einim 1:1 tt the Indians were entitled, under this article,
up to Marel 25, 18361, to 5132,250, of which they find evidence of the
payment of (m! g 1‘_’ 235 23, leaving the (i“(“'(‘(l defieit ol 220,088 77,

The commissioners find evidenee tlmt the annuity in money \\ 18 paid
regulaviy from 1822 to IS inelusive, exceept tor the years 1835 and
1836, And from thelr statements of payvments made under the head of
Dlacksimith they lind evidence of the payment, from the year 1825 to
1358, inclusive, of 518362 725 and under the head of teacher 83,872 51,
Dut the commissioners reeite the fact that the pl‘m'i.\‘ion for blacksmith
was made pernmanent by the treaty ot mlml\ 7, 1829, and estimate the
salagy at #4720 0 yvewr: which, from Mareh 25, 1822, to Mareh, 15361, (39
\(*.u~ ) world amount to 23,050, 'J'hv\' also estimate the salary ol
feacher at =280 a0 veay, nu H\m“ for 15 vears £ 52005 « m\\'inf;', as f.hag\'
thinl, a deficiency on aecount of black smith and teacher of S10,044

Your committee observe, in relation to this part of the alleged d 'n("
that there is 1mthin;: authorizing the cominutation of” this serviee, and
obligating the Government to pay its snpposed value inmoney ;s nor is
there anything justifving the ¢ rmnni«inu“rs' (ll‘lbif)'(ll‘\' extimate of black

smith’s salary at the rate of =720, and the satary of the teacher at X280
per vear.  Your committee wouhl ohserve .ll\n that the treaty of 1329

modifies the provisions ot the treaty of 1822 inrelation to teae ler, making
the continuance of s ('ill})l(),\llll‘llf to depend on the will of Congress,
and 1t does not appear that Congress authorized the employment of a
teacher atter the date of said treaty.

And it ix elear, from the evidence furnished by the conmmissioners in
their report, that disbursements were made from yvear to year on aceount
of’ blacksmith, with reasonable regularity, and as your committee are
bound to infer that when any interruption did oceur in sieh employment,
it was on account of the unsettled condition of said Indians, and not t]m
fault of the Government.,

This disposes ot the whole of said supposed deficieney, with the exeep:
tion of’ the annuity for the yvears 1835 and 1836, (Iln()llllt]ll“ to £10,000.
Jut the commissioners elaim (see report, page 4) ﬂmt under the ﬂmd
fourth, and fifth articles of the treaty of lmbumr , 1827, the said In-
dians were entitled to annuities, services of bla(,l\.\mlth, iron and steel,
expenditures for education, cost of mill, support ot miller, for salt, Q'oods,
.md the payment of de l)f\, amounting in the aggeregate, up to IFebruary

¢y ISGT, to $200,263 37; and that they find ev ldvnce of payvments and dis-
bur\( ments under these various heads during the same period amoumnting
to 208,620 47, showing an excess, A((mdm“ to their statement, of
88,357 10, nearly equal to the de 11c1r under the preceding item.  But in
the last statement the commissioners estimate 220 a year for iron and
steel under thls tlmt\', amounting to 87,430, for w hich your cominittee
find no pro\' sion in the said treaty ; whic h sum, being added to the former
sum of 83,357 10, makes $1. ),8,)1 ]0 I'rom thls excess deduct the de-
ficiency ot $10, 000 found wnder the preceding lhead, and we have an
excess of 5“5(),804 10; or, taking both together, we find an 1nd(>bi(>duoss
on the part of the Indians to the (xovelmncnt of the United States for
that amount.

The next item of $13,273 09 is elaimed to be due under the various
provisions of the treaty of January 7, 1820. This supposed deficiency
is arrived at in the following manmer: The commissioners state that
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the amount of $64L060 wonld be due said Indians, as per annuity of
$2,000 a year for 32 years, from January 7. 1820, to January 7. 1861, off
which they find evidence of payment from year to year up to and
including 1360, with the exeeption of 2,000 for 1830, =1,000 for 1832,
and $2,000 for 1838, amounting to #5000, They also allege that they
do not find the requisite vouchers for 1,000 of the Hmited annuity
provided for in said treaty expiring in 20 years: nor evidence of {le
dishursement of =1,060 tor the purchase of a section of lTand granted
to Naney Burnett: nor evidence of the pavimeut of one installment of
the annuity of K160 year for 25 vears to Topenebe. The commissioners
state that =aid Indians were entitled, daving <aid period. 1o =17.542
worth of tobaceo, of which they find evidenee of the disbursement of
only 211,500 ; and that they would have been entitled, under the hiead
of iron, to 22,651 25, of which they find evidence of pavment of only
31,953 305 and that they wonld have been entitled, under the head of
steely to 31,534 75, wind they find evidence of the disbursement ot only
SL2T3 75, The commissioners exhibit evidenee of overpayment under
the head of education snd Tabor to the amount of =305 K6,

Your committee wonld observe that the commissioners’ estinatic of
the value of tobacco, ivon, and steel is purely avbitrary.  The treaty
provides for its delivery in kind and not itx commutation, wd the
exhibit ot the commissioners shows regular payments ol the exac
quantity stipulated in the treaty from and after the vear 130 and sore
of the previous years. But it your committee were to admit that
the absence or displacement of appropriate vonehers {or pavients
which the lTaw required to be made 30 or 40 years ago. sufficient to
establish the alleged indebtedness for the whole amount of =13,245 09,
it will be tound. ax we procecd, to be more than covered by excessive
or overpayments to said Indians, under other heads.

Your commiftee would obrerve, in relation to the =1,000 which the
treaty stipulates may be usad in the purchase of a seetion ot land of
Nancey Burnett, that it is a private claim o’ the said Naney, pavment
of whicli was mrade conditional by the treaty, and your committee have
no evidenece that there was any actual breaeh of the agreement.  And
in relation to the annuity of $100 to Topencbe, your conmittee wonld
observe that it was a private claim, and, even it not paid, wonld net be
owing to the Pottawatomie nation.

The next item mentioned by the commissioners, 825,721 99, is said to
have originated under the treaty of January 2, 1830, providing tor the
payment of 16,000 perinanent annuity, and 50 barvels of salt anuually.,
The permanent annuity of $16,000 a year, for 31 years, up to January,
1861, would amount to $496,000, of which the commissioners’ exhibit
indicates the payment of only £471,956 35, leaving a deficit of 21,043 G5,

Your committee would observe that the exhibit of the commissioners
indicates the regular payment of this anunity up to 1316 and after
wards, the regular payment, from year to yvear, of only $1.4,412 30, and
daring 1350 an additional sura of 82,000, thus showing o deduction of
81,587 50 per annum trom that year (1846) forward, which is explained
by reference to the action of the Indian Office in paying to @ bund of
the Pottawatomic nation residing in Michigan, who did not remove
west with their brethren, the suin of $1,5587 50 per annum, as provided
by supplemental article of the treaty ot September 26, 1833, (Statutes
at Large, vol. 7, p. 415,) so that in fast there was an overpayment to the
Pottawatomie nation under this head of rearly $2,000, which will more
than cover the alleged deficiency under the head of salt. And your
committee deem it not improper to remark in this connection that an
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’
equitable construction of said treaty and supplement would seem to have
required that this payment of $1,537 50 per annum to the Michigan
band of Pottawatomie Indians should have ecommeneed ten or twelve
years earlier; that during this period the Pottawatomie Indian nation
west was overpaid 81,587 50 per annum, or in the aggregate not less
than 815,375,

The next item, $3.529 50, claimed by said commissioners to be due,
arises under the thml '11‘[1(?19 of the treaty signed October 20, 1832, and
proclaimed January 21, 1833, which provides among other things for the
payment of an annuity of 815,000 a year for twenty yvears, all of which,
according to the exhibit of the commissioners, was regularly paid, except
for the years 133733, during which years the vmwhors seen to be absent
for 85,129 50; the wmamdm of the deficieney is part of the annuity of
Alexander Robinson.

The next item, $39,716 89, claimed by the commissioners to be due,
arises under the treaty signe xl October 26, 18‘5}2, proclainmed January 21,
1833, which among other things provides for an annuity of $20, 000 11
year for twenty years. Irom the exhibit of the commissioners i1t will
appear that this annuity was overpaid to the amount of $5,593 90, but
the commissioners allege that said Indians were entitied, under the ]10 I
of farming utensils, &e., to a disbursement ot 899,379 and have received
only £60,420 71.

Yonr committee are of the opinion that there is no warrant in the
treaty for this specific claim of 819,379, The article of the treaty under
which Luh claim is made, is as follows :

ArrticLe 5. The Uniled States agree to provide for the Pottawatomices, il they shall
af any tlme hereafter wisli to ehange their residence, an amonnt, citherin goods, farm-
Ang utensils, and such other articles as shall be required and necessary, in good faith,
and to an extent equal to what has been furnished any other Indian tribe or tribes emi-
grating, and in just proportion to their numbers.

It will be seen that the quantity of goods, utensils, &e., was to be as-
certained by the Government by estimating the relative quantity which
had been given to other Indians under similar circumstances, giving a
wide range for the exervcise of a discreet, judgment; and your cominittee
Lave no evidence of any error in the interpretation of this provision, or
in its execution.

The next items of $23,442 02, claimed to be due under avticle five of the
treaty signed ()LtOb(‘l 206, 18 ‘33. proclaimed January 21, 1833, for outfit;
and *(32,590 for expenses of removal of 1,133 self-emig 1‘11111“‘ Indians;
the said article is quoted above. The cnnnmssmners say (page 10) that
the 1,133 Indians who removed themselves received an outfit of only
$12,607 50, but that they were entitled to $11,050 42, beeause eertain
emigrating Choctaws had received an outfit costing proportionally that
amount. They also state, on same page, that the 4,792 Pottawatomie
Indians removed by the Government eost 335 percapita, and allege that
the self-emigrating Indians were entitled to an equal amonnt per capita
for traveling expenses.

Your committee are of the opiuion that there is nothing in the treaty
warranting the payment ot any part of this claim, but that if anything
were due it would be payable to the individual Indians who removed
themselves and not to the nation at large.

The commissioners exhibit in the schedule, page 30, an allegation of
overpayment to the Pottawatomie Indians under treaties proul‘umed
January 21, 1833, and February 21, 1835, amounting to $18,093 29, which
will more tlmn cover all actual dchubnues under the various he 1ds re-
ferred to in the comunissioners’ report, except sueh as have been other-
wise explained.
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And as your committee are unable to find that anything was justly
due to said Indians, and unpaid at the date mentioned in the supple-
mental report of the commissioners of January 22, 1869, nothing could
be justly due as interest.

Your committee have not included in the foregoing analysis $39,000
paid to the Michigan band of Pottawatomies under joint resolution of
July 28, 1866, (Stat. I.., vol. 14, p. 37,) which this law directs to be de-
ducted from moneys held by the government for said Pottawatomie
nation in this final settlement with their Michigan brethren, but the
most of which, your committee are informed, was erroncously paid to the
Pottawatomie citizen Indians.

That some errors have occeurred in execution of the various treaties
made between the United States and the Pottawatomie Indians, num-
bering more than thirty and covering a period of more than sixty years,
need not be denied ; but a careful and intelligent examination of all of
these accounts will show great liberality on the part of the Government
in dealing with these children of the forest, and payments largely in
excess of the strict requirements of treaty stipulations.



