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bacon, sugar, and coffee will last only to July 1. Youare well awarc that we must feed
or fight the Indians in this superintendency, sud, by fuiling to have full supplies on
hand, we furnish the disaffocted with an argument, or pretext at least, to compel those
wlo are disposed to be friendly to join them.

“I trust that you bave the means at your command teo send a full supply at once;
but, if not, I liope that you may devise some means whereby subsistence can be kept on
hand at this and all the other ageucies.”

Agent Hearn, from the Grand River agenecy, June 2, 1870, writes:

“ I earnestly request that supplies be forwarded as soon as possible, as the deport-
ment of the Indians deserves that the Governmoent should promptly comply with the
conditions of their treaty.” B R

Again, July 1, Agent Hearn writes:

“We are entirely out of flour and bacon. * * * Many Indians are
dissatisfied, and think the Government is going to stop feeding and clothing them, as
their snpply of provisions for the coming year has not arrived, and they are living on
eorn and beef. I respectfully request that supplies be forwarded as soon as possible, if
they are not already on the way.”

Agent Hearn writes from Grand River agency, July 31.

“T received provisions on the 15th of July, and the Indians were very well pleased,
as a great number supposed that the Government was going to stop feeding them.”

To go back in point of tine, we find Captain French, agent at Crow Creck agency,
writing as follows, June 7, 1870 :

“81r: I bave the houor to report that the snpply of bacon for the agency was ex-
hausted on the last of Marcli, and that I have but threc weeks’ issues of sugar and coffee
on hand.

“The bacon is an indispensable article with the Indians, without which they cannot
cook their flour, they having no baking powders, nor tihe means to purchase them with,
and have to rely entirely upon grease to make their bread rise.

“The Lower Yanktonais at this place will be left in a very destitute condition should
Coungress fail to make an appropriation for thieir support. Theré is no game on their
side of the Missouri River, and were they to hunt upon the territory of the Teton
Sioux, they would be massacred by the hostile Indians.

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
“WILLIAM H. FRENCH, Jxi.,
“ First Lieutenant and Brevet Captain U. 8. 4., U. 8. Iadion dgent.
“ Hon. JolN A. BURBANK,
“ Governor and ex-officio Superintendent Indian Affairs, Dakote Tevritory.”

Governor Burbank, superintendent of Indian affairs, Dakota Territory, forwards a
letter, June 11, in which he says:

“Allow me to most respectfully request that you take the proper steps to have a sup-
ply of the articles named sent at the carliest moment possible.”

On the 15th of June Major Goodhue, the agent of the Yankton agency, writes to
Commissioner Parker, submitting an estimate of provisions necessary for thai agency,
and remarks:

“T cannot too strongly urge npon the Department the importance of maling pro-
visions for the Indians of this ageney, commencing with the month of July. All the
rations provided for them under contract of lust year will have been consumed by that
time, and, in my judgment, if the Departinent should cease to feed them at this time,
the Indians will seatter, many of them joining the disaffected Sioux, who are now
committing depredations along the line of the Union Pacific Railroad. The Indians of
the upper agencies are coustantly taunting the Yakntons with a statement ot the fact
that they, (the Yanktons,) who are peaceable and friendly to the whites, have unever
received the presents and provisions fromn the Government that they, the hostile and
nnfriendly ones, have. If the Govermmnent should feed the Indians of the Whetstone,
Cheyenne, Crow Creel, and Grand River agencies during the coming year, aund with-
hold supplies from the Yanktous, it will result in the disintegration of the tribe, and
Liave a strong tendeucy to alienate the friendly feeling now existing toward the Govern-
ment.  Aud if perchance there should be an uprising ot the Sioux Nation this year, the
Yanktons, smarting under what they deem the neglect of the Governnient, would i all
probability join the hostiles. It is ot the first importunce, in view of the past and pres-
ent efforts to advance these Indians in civilization, to pursue a policy that will induce
them to remain contentedly on their resevvation. If they become scattered and disaf-
fected, in a very short time they will relapse into the same degree of wildness and bar-
barism that now characterizes their brothers ot the Upper Missonri.

“In view of these facts I would earnestly invite the attention of the honorable Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs to the importance ot making ample provision for subsisting
the Yankton Indians.”

T have given here but a small portion of the evidence tending to show the cmergency
under which the Commissioner made this contract in Juue.
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There was at the time a contract in existenee with the Com‘miss{u‘y Department, by
which heef was being snpplied to these agencies and to the Commissary Department
at 4.44 cents gross, That contraet had been let the year previous, and ran during
the years 1869-70, and expired June 30, 1270; bat, as we have seen, the arrangemnent
by which the Indian Department could be supplied under that contraet expired at
ghat time, and could not Le continued. I quote from the Commissioner’s testimony,

p. 25,):

“Q. What price was the War Department paying that commissary contractor at
that time ?—A. Four and forty-four hundredth cents.

“Q. To be delivered at the agencies 7~—A., Yes, sir.

“Q. Why did you pay 64 cents when these commissary contractors were furnishing
it at these agencies at 4.44 7—A. No snch offer was made to me. I got the impression
from my daily intercoursc with these people, that they did not want to snpply any
more at that rate; that they had lost money under their arrangement with the Com-
missary Department, and I had the impression that they would not do it.

“Q. Did you make any effort to aseertain whether or not you could have continuned
to have received supplics during this contingency that oceurred at 4.44 or at the rates
at which the Commissary Department had been supplied #—A. I talked with the Com-
missary General about it.

“@Q. Who was he —A. General Eaton. I had frequent conversations with him.”

I have no doubt that this commissary contract has been put in evidence for the pur-
pose of instituting a eomparison between the price paid nuder it and that paid by
Commissioner Parker, the difference being a trifle over two cents a pound. The Com-
missioner dovbtless knew the price paid under this commissary contract, but there is
no evidence showing that he had any personal knowledge of the econtractors, or any
personal interconrse with them, by whiclt he could ascertain whether they were pre-
paved to supplement their contract at the same rate in an emergency, and under the
cirecumstances surrounding the Bosler contraet. This commissary contract was let the
year previous, upon ample notice by advertisement, and provided for deliveries through
the succeeding year. The contractors had every opportunity to take advantage of
markets and provide themselves with the means of complying with their ccntraet. It
does not by any means follow, because that contract existed during the years 186970,
and expired the 1st of July, 1870, that therefore the contractors were willing to furnish
the large amount required immediately at the same rates. Indeed, it is very probable,
if they desired to do so, some representative of the parties interested in that contract
would have made known their wish to the Indian Bureau at the time. Nothing of the
kind is shown, and I think by no fair comparison can that eontract figure in this invest-
igation, further than as showing the fact that a contract had been in force the year
previous, at the rate of 4.44 ceuts gross; but it must be remembered that the contract
provided for supplying not only the agencies along the Missouri River, but for various
posts of the Army, and at points more accessible than these agencies, and where the
delivery of cattle would cost less and involve fewer risks. These posts were also
included at the same rate of 4.44; and to show that the rate of 4.44 does not necessa-
rily govern and does not show the maximum priee which would be reasonable for these
agencies, I call the attention of the eommittee to an extract from the report of the
Commissary General, printed in the report of the Seeretary of War to Congress for
1870, on page 266, in evidence liere, (p. 152.) It is shown that the average price paid
for beef in Dakota Territory, for the years 1369-70, was 4.88 gross; and this also
embraced military posts which were more accessible than the Indian agencies referred
to. This beef was furnished after ample time for advertiscments, and where the deliv-
eries ran through the year.

I call the attention of the committee also, in this connection, to a table referred to
in the testimony of Colonel DuBarry, an officer of the Commissary Department, (p. 99.)
At Omaha, for the years 186970, the Department paid 4.45 gross; at Fort Kearny, 5
gross, for the present year, 53; Fort McPhersou, 1869-70, 5 gross ; North Platte, 5 gross;
Sidney Station, 5 gross; Fort Sedgwick, 5 gross, present year, 5 gross; Fort D. A.
Russell, 5 gross; Fort Laramie, 5 gross ; Fort Fetterman, 5 gross.

In May, 1869, the Commissary Department purchased in open market, to be delivered
in June, 1869, for the Yankton and Ponca Indians, two lower agencies, at $5 75 gross;
and in April, 1870, to be delivered in July, 1870, for these Indians, at $1 75 gross;
again, in+« April, 1870, to be delivered in July, for these Indians, another purchase at
$5 90 gross. In August of 1870 another purchase was made to be delivered in October,
1870, for these Indiaus at five cents gross; another purchase, to be delivered in July,
1870, at §5 15 gross. These last-mentioned purchases were made upon advertisements
aud proposals.  In May, 1889, to be delivered in July, 1869, there were purchased for
the Whetstone Creek agency and the Cheyenne and Grand River, 825 head, at 54 gross.

It is in evidenece that the prices of 1868, 1869, and 1870 did not materially vary. The
table from which we have been gnoting will show that the prices being paid. for this
year are in some instances higher than last year. It will be remembered by the com-
mittec that a considerable difference is made between delivering cattle along the line
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wise one, and T do not see how a eandid mind ean fail, in the Jight of the testimony, to
come to any other conclusion.

>
TRANSPORTATION CONTRACT.

Among other subjects inquired into by the committee, as to which charges were pre-
ferred by Mr. Welsh, is the contract made by the Commissioner with the Northwest
Transportation Company for the conveyance of the goods and supplies of the Indian
Department for the latter months of the year 1870. It is alleged, first, that he ought to
have availed himself of the transportation contracts in existence with the Quarter-
master General’s Department ; secondly, that he paid too high a price for this transpor-
tation ; thirdly, and I suppose it will also be urged that he ought to have con-
sulted the board of commissioners with regard to this matter.

As to the first allegation I have to remark:

First. That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs had no knowledge of the existence
ot any contracts with the Quartermaster’s Department for transportation of Indian
goods and snpplies. General Parker so testifies, (p. 24.) Qnartermaster General Meigs,
being recalled to explain his first deposition, also so testifies, (1. 96.)

Second. I do not sec how the Commissioner can be held responsible for not availing
himself of the bargains made by other departments of the Government, or that it
should be expected of him to inqguire of other departments of the Government as to
whether they had existing contracts which could be resorted to for the benefit or the
uses of his department. The Interior Department, and its bureaus, in the conduct of
its affairs, is as distinet from the War Department and its bureaus as the Treasury
Department and the Interior Department. If Commissioner Parker hiad known that
the Quartermaster Geuneral was prepared to take his supplies, thére might be some
reason in calling upon him to answer why he did not do so. But in the absence of such
lnowledge, it seems to me as thongh it would fix upon him a responsibility that ought
uot to attacl to him, for omitting to make inquiry npon this subject, any more than
apon any other matter of administration in his office. The Indian Department has
always made its own contracts, both as to supplies and transportation, except in special
cases where supplies were to be furnished from the Commissary Department, in which
case the War Department, through the Quartermaster General’s Bureau, usnally deliv-
ered the supplies. But always when purchases have been made by the Indian Bureau,
or the Interior Department, for Indians, provision lhas been made for their delivery by
this department. General Meigs explains that the clause in the quartermasters’ con-
tracts for transportation covering Indian goods was put in as a matter of routine, and
grew out of an arrangenient in 1869, by which the Commissary Department had fur-
nished supplies to the Indians, and, in doing so, had availed itself of the Quartermaster
General’s contract.

Third. Even it the Conunissioner had desired to avail himself of the quartermaster’s
contract, it does not follow, by any means, that he could have done so. He had a large
amount of' freight to be sent up the Missouri River, including the necessary snpplies to
the Indians, and the annuity goods. It was not known precisely when they could be
ready for shipment to Sioux City. With the Commissioner it was a matter of greatest
moment that there should be no failure in their delivery, sooner or later, and, as the
responsible head of his Bureaun, he was compelled to be satisfied in his own mind as to
the best means for their delivery. He had talked with men engaged in transportation,
and had got their ideas with regard to prices. I gnotefrom his testimony, (p. 30:)

“ Q. Explain with regard to the question of transportation. The contract was dated
September 26, yet some of the goods were forwarded, agreeably to yonr understanding,
prior to that time. Did you complete, so far as you regarded it, the contract of Mr.
Woolworth priorto his receiving any goods for transportation 7—A. We had a full talk,
prior to his receiving any goods at all, as to all matters connected with the transportatiou
of Indian goods. He gave me o general idea of what they wonld do it for, with the
exeeption, it may be, of one or two points high up the river. They did not want to
take the Berthold goods, which they subsequently did take. He said they would not
go up with a boat witlh less than 150 or 200 tous, or something of that kind. There
were two or three minor points like these, which had not beeu settled wlien he went
West, but I said to himn that there must be no delay in forwarding the goods; that
wlen they reached Sioux City, if there is a boat there, they must be forwarded at
once, and for him to execute the contract as soon as he conld, and send it back to me,
and I would execute it on my part.

“@Q. Did yon informm yourselt with regard to the responsibility of thistransportatiou
company to carry out a contract ot that kind?—A. I did intorm myself as far as I
could, and satisfied myself, in my own mind, that they were the only parties on that
river that could do the transportation I wanted without being subjected to inconve-
nient delays.”

The annuity goods were late in being shipped from New York, and in their arrival
at Sjoux City, although every effort was made to hurry them forward. Large pnr-
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Mr. Colyer’s testimony is valuable, but it would be more so if it appeared that he
saw the blankets when delivered, or was a_judge of blankets if he saw them, or had
remembered that the offer of hlankets at $6 80, embraced some 14,000 bcallet indigo,
and white, and that some of these were of less value in market th‘m ‘searlet, and that
men will be found who could take a contract to deliver 14,000 blankets at a Tless price
each than 200 Dlankets, or had some knowledge of prices of Mexican blanket s, before
pronouncing hasty judgment.

Now I beg to réad from the testimony of a ver y respectable gentleman, Mr. Buckley,
(of the firin “of Buckley, Welling & Co., N. Y.,) through whose m 1 the awfal fraud was
compassed which has so aroused Mr. Colyer:

“Q. Look over that Lill of goods, and see if you can recollect from the items enough
to speak with any certainty as to that being the bill or a copy of it.—A. There are
two items here which I can recollect; two Dales of Mexican blankets, and four bales of
three-point scarlet blankets. My attentlon was called to them by Mr. Dodge.

“Q. Were those the only itemns about which yon were spoken to 7—A. Yo,

“Q. They are the only items aboat whiell any question has arisen 2—A. So {ar as my
knowledge goes.

“Q. E\pl(un the quality of the four bales of scarlet blaunkets, and where you pur-
chased them 7—A. The four bales of scarlet blankets were pulchased by sample from
Amidon, Lane & Co., manutactarers and merchants of New York.

“Q. What is the price of those blankets, as stated in that bill 2—A. Eight dollars
per pair.

“Q. State whether that was the ruling price at that time ?—A. Eight dollars per
pair is Jower than we sold the blankets for as a general thing,  We sold those blankets
to the Indian Cominissioner tor $8 per pair. The cost is %d less 5 per cent. and 5 per
cent.

“Q. Is that equivalent to 10 per cent. discount 2—A. It is a little less than 10 per
cent. It is & per cent. off first, and then 5 per cent. off the balance. That was as cheap
as we could buy them in the market.” (P.41.)

I now desire to read from Mr. Buckley’s testimony as to Friend Gibson’s baby sieve,
otherwise called Mexican blanket, (p. 42,) which was sold to Commissioner Parker at
$6 50 per pair:

“Q. Lixplain as to the other Llanket.—A. The Mexican blanket was complained of
as being a Joose, slimsy blanket. They were the same blankets that we sold for some
little whllo They are manufactured by Mr. Dobson, ot Philadelplia. They are a
blanket that we never had complained of ; and in fac 't we are not able to procure as
many bales of them as we had orders for from other partics. We sold them at less than
the usunal rates. We sold them at $6 50, We paid Mr. Dobson for them $6 25, less, T
think, 5 por cent. and 5 per cent. I am not certain in regard to the discount; but I
thlnk there were 5 per cent. trade disconnt, and 5 per cent for cash.’

The witness then explains that the bill of goods furnished by him was at the lowest

Tates in market abthe time; that they were bouglit by sample, and e supposed?all
were equal to the sample ; that he explained to Mr. Dodge how the mistalce occurred ;
that several thousand blankets can be bought at less each than 200, &ec.

Mr. Amidon, of the firm of Amidon, Lzme, and Company, merchm’tts, of New York,
from whom Mr. Buckley bought, is then called. Mr. Amidon explains how the “bad
for color” bale got into the invoice; that he explaiued to Mr. Dodge to his satisfaction,
and says: “I offered to send for that bale at our own expense, and deliver another
bale at our own expense, or to do anythine that he caved to have done about it;” fur-
ther, he says: “1 think 1 tnll\ satisfied Iim that the blauket was a good one, with
the u\cuptlou of the defect in dycing,” (p. 44.)

I quote from his testimouny as to price, (p. 45:)

“Q. Were the blankets, with the exception of color, as good for all purposes as the
others sent at the same time?—A. Y. es, undoubtedly.

“ Q. This mere defeet in color would not deteriorate the value of the blanlket for its
use.—A. Not in my opinion. These Llankets were very much more servieecable than
such blankets ordinarily ave.

* H* * ¥* * * *

“Q. Examine the item of four bales of searlet blankets charged in this bill, and
state whether the amount charged for them there is the proper price 2—A. I sce they
are charged here at §8 a pair.

“Q. Sm’ce what relation that bears to the roling rates in the market at that time.—
A. Scarlet Dlankets then and now were worth a dollar a pound. 1 am selling them now
at a dollar a pound. I sold those blankets to Buckley, Welling & Co,, at a dollar a
pound, with an extia disceunt. I am in the habit of bdhno them goods, as they are
large purchasers, at less than I scll to anybody else.”

This seemed not to be quite satisfactory to the committee, and Mr. Amidon is asked
a further questiou, which T give, with its answoer, (p. 45:

“Q. Do you say that the bLLLllxbtb bought from Johu Dobson at $8 a pair were not








































