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secure a new license to trade. Jackson, being without capital or expe-
rience in business, had proposed an arrangement with Cleveland, by
which he was to put his licenze into the business to offset Cleveland’s
capital—the business to be carried on by Cleveland alone, and Jackson
to receive halt the profits. Commissioner Atkins had promised to
license Cleveland or one Keynolds in connection with Jackson, but had
recalled and revoked his promise at the suggestion of Senator Jackson.
Thereupon Senator Vest wrote Maj. James Bannerwan, of Saint Louis,
the following letter:
INITED STATES SENATE,
Hashington, D. C., December 12, 18%5.

Dear Jin: Since writing you the other day I received a note from the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs, asking me to call at his office. He wanted to tell me that he
had just seen Jackson, 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 anothertradership 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 hie had
changed his mind, but I found I ecould not help myself, and so the matter rests. At-
kins seems determined to put all the traderships in the Indian Territory in the hands
of Mississippians and Tennesseeans. I do not waut to havea guarrel with him, but I
think I shall offer a resoiution 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 had a herd of cattle on the reservation, and he did not think
he could appoint him nuder any circuwmstances.

Your friend,
G. G. VEsT,

Maj. JaMus BANNERMAN,

(Care of Meyer, Banuerman & Co.,)
Saint Louis, Mo.

Afterwards Cleveland and his attorney, R. I'. 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 he
was a Democratic Senator and that they must go to somebody else.
There upon Mr. Hunter communicated the facts in his possession to
Senator Wilson, ot Towa, who introduced a resolution of inquiry, which
was amended and adopted in the form herein set forth.

The circumstances attending the refusal of the Commissioner to re-
new the license of Cleveland & Co., and the conduct of Jackson, to
whom a license was issued, will be detailed in a subsequent portion 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 hiave 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 Commissiouer to
renew licenses, apparently for no reason exeept that he might find op-
portunity to appoint or license his political or personal friends, the
committee desires to call attention to what seems an intentional disre-
gard of every principle of civil-service reform which has marked the
conduact of the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs during the
present administration in respect to the appointment aud licensing 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 preseribed by the Commis-
sioner. By statute, no person is permitted to trade with the Indians
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upon a reservation withount 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, claim-
ing his power to grant licenges to be arbitrary and exclusive. Com-
ment upou this construction is reserved for a subsequent portion of this
report.

The present administration came into power under solemn and bind-
ing pledges that officials should not be removed for merely political
reasons, nor should appointments be made asthe reward of political serv-
ices or personal favoritism. Without such pledges the present Execu-
tive 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 repreheunsible but dishonest. As a result of such pledges,
political workers, clamorous for appointments, found at first the path-
way to place partially hedged up. While such pledges were fresh, the
administration could not at once wholly repudiate the professions of the
the campalgn. It seems, however, to have very soou discovered that
the supposed absolute power of the Commissioner ot 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 of-
fice, 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 of-
fices attracting public notice, without an acknowledged violation of all
civil-serviee reform professions, discovered that the easiest avenue to
place was through the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. How
tar the Commissioner may have shared the views which the Executive
professed, is not for the committee 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 expe-
rience, 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
bim 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 upcn the
urgent demand of Senators and Representatives and other persons in this conntry
asking that certain traderships be given to some of their friends. 1f that is a crime,
I bave committed it. I know that when I came into the office there was a general
expectation that all of these traders wounld be removed at once—as soon as their Ji-
censes expired, if not sooner. I know that was the general feeling; I do yot say it
was universal, but 1 have heard it, and T have a right to believe it wag the general
sentiment ; I could hear it. I have not failed in but one or two instauces, I believe,
to allow every trader to continue until his license expived by Hmitation. I believe
there are one or two—one I know, 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 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 the purpose of putting in a friend of the appointing
power ?—A. I may 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 you, Mr. Chairman, and with the com.
mittee, very frank indeed. I made the stabemeu’in my first hearing before the com_
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mittee that there had been persons whose licenses had not been renewed because
there were Representatives and Senators and other 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—I found a large proportion (so far as my
information goes, almost entirely, in fact) of the traders were members of the Repub-
lican party, and 1 reckon to-day thata majority Of‘them, and a considerable majority
of them, are members of the Republican party. I have licensed anew some gentle-
men who are Republicans, as I understand.

The CuaIRMAN. I have not intended to give this any political or partisan turn.

Commissioner ATKINS, I did net know. 1 could only answer your question by
making a frank statement.

Q. Well, whether in this Jackson case or not, have you not refused torenew licenses
of Indian traders, and appointed new persons who were your {riends?—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 speakiug 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 you want to appoint friends of your own to that
place?—A. Were I to do so I should follow in the line of several precedents.

Q. I am asking you what you thiuk is wise with reference to it?’—A. I answered
your question once by saying that was owing to circumstances.

By Senator CuLLOM:

Q. What are the circumstances?—A. The circumstances would be these : Influences
of a strong character. Representative men have pressed upon me the appointiment
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 CuHAIRMAN. I do not want to bring politics in.

Commissioner ATKINS. You may take that ground. You may take that as possibly
true, probably true in some cases, because I do not desire to conceal anything at all.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. Were Speed and Colyer pressed upon you by political friends 7—A. No, sir; not
specially.

Q. They were your own friends ?—A. Yes, sir; they were my own friends.

By Senator CULLOM :

Q. Do yon mean personal friends or political friends?—A. Well, they were both
personal and political friends; they were very warm friends that I had, men to whom
I owed a great many obligations in the way of my political life, I may say.

By tlie CHAIRMAX :

Q. The nature of the busiues< of an Indian trader involves an investment of capital
in goods to a greater or less extent, does it not 7—A. Yes, sir.

(). The same as would be the case in sefiting up a store anywhere 7—A. Ob, yes, sir;
I should suppose so.

Q. Now I recur to the question once more, whether, when a man has received such
a license as that, and has made the investment of capital necessary to carry ou the
business, has been guilty of no wrongin condueting the business, you thinlk it is wise
or proper not to renew his liceuse for the purpose of being able to appoint your
political friends to the place occupied by that person?—A. I have answered that
question.e I repeat miv answer. My answer is coutained in my previousreply to your
question. (Pages 103-105.)

It is worth observation that the testimony taken by the committee
does not bear ont 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 ad-
ministration, it might naturally be expected that a majority of the
traders would be iu sympathy with the party in power; and yet the
fact appears in testimony that a very considerable portion—probably a
third—of them were Democrats, and that under Republican adiminis-
trations the question of politics had not been seriously regarded in the
matter of granting licenses.

In the opinion of the committee, the political opinions of the trader
should have no iufluence in the matter of granting licenses. As has
been already said, such appointments or licenses are in no sense offices.

N
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A license is simply a restriction upon the usually universal right to
trade—a restriction which has been supposed to be necessary in the in-
terest of the Indians. 7The 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 Indians may be protected from impo-
sition, and in aid of their civilization. In principle, a new administra-
tion might with equal propriety issne an edict that trade should be car-
ried on in every town and village of the United States by persons be-
longing to the successful political party, as to refuse to contiuue licenses
to Indian traders simply because they did not belong to the successtul
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.” What-
ever may have been the condition when the committee began the taking
of testimony, it is believed at the time of making this report, that all
the Republicans who on the 4th of March, 1835, were licensed to trade
with Indians, have been obliged to give place to Dewmocrats, and that
the doctrine that * to the victors belong the spoils” has been carried
to such an extent that no person is permitted to get a c¢lerkship in an
Indian trader’s store unless lie 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 Ageucy with the Cheyenne and Arapahoe tribe, a friend
and acquaintance of Secretary Lamar, says on page 502 :

Q. Some inquiry wasmade by Senator Blackburn awhile ago about Dr. De Bra’s pol-
itics. 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 abont it.

Q. You said you would consider a man’s politics yourself, if you had your own way,
in making these appointments. What do you mean by that ?—A. I mean by that
thitlt‘; itf 1 had the authority I would put my friends in office, providing they were com-

etent.

P Q. Suppose they ran out 7—A. Then I would get somebody else’s friends.

Q. You believe in the doctrine that “‘ to the vietors beloug the spoils?”—A. Yes,
SIr.

Q. Absolutely 2—A. Yes, sir.

. Q. Not only as applied to post-offices, but to traderships and everything else 7—A,
€8, SII.,

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 turn 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 good Democrat.

Q. A man wonld not be a friend of yours nunless he was a good Democrat, would 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 makes his removal, solely fov the
purpose of giving his trade to a political or personal favorite, an outrage.
The trade is nsually conducted at great distances from railroads or water
communication, the goods having to be hauled by teams through an un-
settled 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 rec-
ognition of his adherence to the personal political fortune of the Com-
missioner appears with a license to trade at that point, 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 In-
dian trade. He must take what the new comer offers, if he offers any-
thing; 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
politician 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 has capital
with 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 ofter. It is loss and practical ruin in any case. Such a sys-
tem of trade with the Indians is defensible only on the supposi-
tion that the Commissioner in issuing licenses to new traders, does it
upon condition that the new trader will make fair terms with the per-
son whose business and store he can thus forcibly take. The appoint-
ment 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 sam-
ple cases investigated by the committee.

THE CASE OF S. M. JACKSON.

This case has been partially spoken of. Jackson was a Tennesseean,
a brother of a Senator ifrom Tennessee. Commissioner Atkins was a
resident of Tennessee,and it is fair to presume was indebted to Senator
Jackson for assistance rendered in the matter of his appointment. S.
M. Jackson had 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 bis appointment was
made June 5, 1885, indorsed by Senator Jackson, W. 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. 160.)

The old traders at Anadarko were C. A. Cleveland & Co., A. J. Rey-
nolds, and Frank F. Fred. The trade at that point had been about
$180,000 per annum. There seems at first to have been a decision on
the part of the Commissioner that only two traders were to be appointed
at that agency, explained by the Commissioner upon the assumption
that trade had fallen off to some extent. C. A. Cleveland & Co. were
licensed FFebruary 1, 1834. The license was renewed February 1, 1885,
the vear expiring January 31, 1886. On the 5th day of July, nearly
seven months before its expiration, Jackson appeared and proposed to
C. A. Cleveland an arrangement with him, to the effect that he (Jack-
son) should put into 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 off the reservation; that he (Jackson) had great
influence with the 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 revoked by the last of September

A
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or first of October. Jackson left the place, and substantially the same
offer was renewed by Thomas J. Henley, of Saint Louis, father-in-law
of Jackson (vide letter of Caruth, page 23). Cleveland declined the
proposition, but offered to sell out to Jackson. Jackson had no means
with which to purchase. On the 5th of October, 1885, while negotia-
tions 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 daring the continuance of the license of Cleve-
land & Co.

The attention of the Commissioner was directly called to the proposi-
tions 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. Itis
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. Jackson replied under date of January 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-
«ler 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 could have a new
license in the name of a partnership, if he could form one. He was in-
formed by the Commissioner under date of January 23, 1886, that he
could, but that he must make arrangements to open the store by Feb-
ruary 1 (page 90). Jackson then surrendered his license some timein
the latter part ot 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 Jackson’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 commence business under it; and at the very
last was told that if he could form a partnership, he could open the
store under his old license, and have a new license in the name of the
partnership. It is fair to presume that if Jackson could have found a
partuer, and complied with the rule that he must reside on the reserva-
tion, he would have been permitted by the Commissioner to trade, not-
withstanding his persistent efforts for six months to use his license to
obtain a share in the profits of the business of Cleveland & Co. It is
fair, also, to presume that such open and notorious efforts as Jackson
made to use his license improperly, and to make money out of it, at one
of the most important trading agencies in the country, could not have
been entirely unknown to the Commissioner at an earlier period than
December 28, 1885. 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. Atking said: ‘T will tell you, Vest, I feel that way, but Senator Jackson and
myself are friends, and there is a conditiou 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 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 stoek of goods there or give
up his license. 1 will see his brother, Senator Jackson, and tell him at once.”

As early as the 18th of July, 1885, Senator Vest wrote the following
letter to Commissioner Atkins (page 167):

SWEET SPRINGS, Mo., July 18, 1885,

My DEAR SiR: I regret very niuch 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
whilst Price was Commissioner. He is one of the best men for the place to be found
anywhere. Is honest, hasthe confidence of the Indians, and stands high as a business
man in Saint Louis.

If there is any charge against him I have never lieard it. I sincerely hope you will
not remove him. I ask this as a personal favor, and because I believeit unjust to re-
move him,

Frank L. Fred, at Anadarko, is also a good trader, and J. T. N. Gooch, at the Otoe
Agency, and 1. 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 Indiau 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 merchauts
I know.

I hope youn will pardon 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 has obtained to a shameful extent of giving these traderships to im-
pecunious favorites, who have no mouney, 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 enrich 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 will not help the Indians.

It is also reported that a number of appointments are being made from Tenuessee
and Mississippi, and some of them men withont money and utterly unused to the Indian
trade. I hope this is not true, for reasons I need not snggest; for this sort of thing
has cursed the Indian Bureau for years.

You will pardon me for writing plainly, and if my information is incorrect yon wilk

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
we to write.

Traly,
G. G. VEST.

Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,

Commissioner of Indian Afiairs.

But, notwithstanding all his knowledge and the necessity of strict
inquiry into the conduct ot Jackson, he never revoked his license nor
reprimanded him, but signified his willingness to license Lim with a
partner if he could obtain one.

Cleveland, meantime, earnestly endeavored toobtain 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, 1836, while Cleve-
land 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 President, further than a formal reference of
the same to the Secretary of the Interior. Cleveland was finally per-
emptorily ordered to remove his goods from the Indian Territory, on
the 1st of June, 1886. He complied with the order as well as possible,
removing all the goods which he could secure carriages to transfer to
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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 had erected at a cost
of about $4,000, and to leave a portion of his goods therein. His loss.
upon buildings, stock in trade, and his inability to make collections
from the Indians after being ordered to remove from the Territory were
large—probably $10,000. (Pages 28 and 29.)

One reason given by the Commissioner for refusing to renew the
license of C. A. Cleveland & Co. was that a charge had once been
made against him that he kept cattle on the reservation, a charge stren-
uously denied by Cleveland, believed by the committee to be untrue,
and undoubtedly found by the Commissioner to be untrue, as the rea-
son for the refusal to renew the license was afterward stated by the
Commissioner to be that Cleveland had been a member of & firm of for-
mer 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
that Cleveland had sought and obtained a license in violation of that
agreement; but that charge had been previously investigated by the
predecessor of Commissioner Atkins, and the license had been granted
to Cleveland & Co. after a full investigation of that charge.

The true reason for the retusal 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 Janunary 14, 18806, in which he says:

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 reqnire that they Le relicensed or that the new
men take prompt steps to begin business. (Page 90.)
and in the testimony already alluded to, in which he said that he
“refused to license some gentlemen, upon the urgeut demand of Sena-
tors and Representatives and other persons in this country, asking that
certain traderships be given to some ot their friends.”

The license of M. B. Harris & Co. (M. B. Harris, C. W. Jacobs, and P.
C. Lovelace) as traders at Anadarko seems to have been nearly as un-
fortunate and ill-advised as that of Jackson. They were licensed as early
as July 19, 1885, and seem to have been, with Jackson, the parties se-
lected to take the place of the three old traders upon that reservation.
Harris and Jacobs were from Tennessee. The Commissioner says they
were personally unknown to him. Jacobs was the sou-in-law of W, P.
Bond, of Trenton, Tenn. ; and the letters of Mr. Bond show that he was
an old friend of the Commissioner, and was interested in some way with
his son-in-law, Jacobs The following letters from Mr. Bond to the
Commissioner are found on pages 165 and 166:

TRrRENTON, TENN,, July 15, 1855.

My Dear Sir: I fear I shall be, if I have not already been, troublesome. But yonr
have been before so kind and patient that I any encouraged to appeal to you as otten
as difficulties arise. I informed you in mny last that Mr. Jacobs’ partuers, those whom
he had associated with himself in the privileges granted to him by your special per-
mit, had refused before leaving Milan to enter into a contract of partnership, which
conduet 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 L 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; throngh
the providence of God, I have been stripped of all my property, all my earthly posses-
sions, save only the love, esteem, and contidence of the friends God gave during a
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course of fifty years in West Tennessee. I have a hard scuffletolive. Do this for me
as above requested, and you will make us all happy, aud we will love and pray for
you while life lasts. Harris has not the money.
Your sincere friend,
W. P. Boxp.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Washington, D. C.

True copy. Attest:
C. A, MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Clerk, Indian Office.

[Indorsed.]

Office of Indian Affairs, 16207. Received July 18, 1835.

W. P. Bond, Trenton, Tenn., July 15,1885, requests that license to M. B, Harris &
'Co. be revoked and issue of same to C. W. Jacobs.

Answered July 17, 1885.

TRENTON, TENN., July 22, 1585.
My DrAR Sir: Yours received in reply to my last. It was very wrong in me to
have made such a request of you. I do sincerely crave pardon, and let not this tolly
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 esteen, I am your obedient servant,
W. P. Boxbp.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner, etc.

True copy. Attest:
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Clerk, Indian Office.

TRENTON, TENN., July 28, 1885.

My DEAR Si1r: 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 with-
drawing from the firm of Harris & Co.?

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 he can be permitted to act as his judgment and sense of propriety dic-
tates. 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 couunselors. Ouar necessities are great
and pressing. Let this consideration extenuate my offeuse, it any there be, and
praying God to guide and help you.

Yours sincerely, and with high esteem,
W. P. Boxb.

Hon. 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, and the
Commissioner says that Jacobs was a fraud. Who Lovelace was does
not appear. The character of Harris and Jacobs is shown by the let-
ters already quoted, and by the testimony of the Cowmissioner, who
says, on page Si:

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 named Jacobs.
Directly after I agreed to license him I was applied to to license a man by the name
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of 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) who lived at Milan, Tenn. I
agreed to license 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 wasa
frand 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 tinally over the entreaties
of Mr. Bond and other parties I revoked his license, and did that, I believe, in
Angust—Augnst 26, I think, was the date that I revoked his license.

And on pages 107 and 108, he further says :

Q. You did license 2 man named Jacobs?—A. I did; vyes, sir.

Q. When did you grant that license ?—A. I think I granted that license in Angust—
July or August, I forget which. Possibly it might have been June.

Q. When was his license revoked or returned 2—A. It was revoked ou the 26th of
August.

Q. Did you know him before appointing him?—A. I never did. He was recom-
mended to me by a man whom I did know by reputation very well, although I did
not know him personally, a man named Jndge Bond, his father-in-law. And then
there were a good many recommendations of him from persons living in the town in
which he bhad formerly lived, Brownsville, Tenn. Gentlemen of high reputation
recomniended him.

Q. In 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
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 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 meauns to run a store, he 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 partirs—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
Y think it is Stone; at any rate, the records will show who was licensed with M. B.
Stone & Co.—represented these facts 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 Jucobs alone, and these parties made these charges to me
against Jacobs, and I just revolked the whole liconse.

Q. It was in Aungust, or before August 26, that you heard of those facts?—A Yes;
%0 far as they are concerned, I leard them then, I believe. I had forgotten.

Q. You were then aware before August 26 that one of vour appointees was trying
to sell his license 2—A. Now, I call it to mind; I recollect it. The other day when
Jacobs’s name was mentioned I had not thought of Jacobs for months, but when 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 busi-
ness in the interest of the Indians whom they supplied with goods.

CHEYENNE AND ARAPAHOE AGENCY AT DARLINGTON.

Hemphill & Woy were the traders at/this reservation when Commis-
sioner Atkins was appointed. They were licensed May 8, 1883. The
agency is 112 miles distant from the nearest railroad communication at
Caldwell, Kans., and the goods had 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. The buildings which they occu-
pied 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 appli-
cation 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, Mr. Woy went to Washington to see the Com-
missioner. He found then that the Commissioner had appointed to
take thie place of the traders already there Walter B. Barker, of Macon,
Miss., a friend of Secretary Lamar, and C. Y. Meeks, of Tennessee, a
personal friend of the Cominissioner.

There had been three traders at this agency—Hemphill & Woy, David
Hays, and Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell. Mr. Woy’s testimony on this sub-
ject, not contradicted, is as follows :

Q. Did any one go with you to see the Conmimissioner ?—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 nie 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 abont our license,
and he replied that he bad appointed two traders for our agency. I said, ‘“We
have lad no notification of it that you intended to do so.” Well, he did not con-
sider that it was necessary. I said, “ Will you not appoint a third one?”

Q. Before leaving that, did he state who lie 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 Arapahoe
Agency. That is about as he put it.

Q. Who was the other trader whom he had appointed 7—A. He said, “ I have ap-
pointed C. Y. Meeks, of Tennessee, a personal friend of mine.”

Q. Then yon 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 Ishall, but,” he says, *“Mr. Habbell of that place and agency, a trader,
was here yesterday, and from what he tells me” (lie had made some inquiry in regard
to the amount of business we had atour agency) ‘I may change my mind and appoint
a third man, If Ido I bave promised the place to Mr. Hubbell.” (Pages 209,210.)

Mr. Woy informed the Commissicner that it would result in serious
embarrassment and Joss if the license was not renewed to them. His
testimony is as follows:

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 placeto any one else without charges
being preferred. Hesays, “ I have stated to you the fact; it was personal friend-
ship that did it.” He says, ¢ You are as good men as we cau ever put there.” That
is about all the answer he made. He said, “Your characters are nnexceptionable.””

Q. In that conversation did you say to the Corumissioner anything as to what the
effect would be of not having your licenserenewed ?—A. I told him that it was going
to embarrass us wonderfully, and he says, “In what way ?” Isaid, “In the first
place, we have a very heavy stock of goods and are doing a large business at an in-
land place, and,” I said, “unless your appointees will take our buildings and prop-
erty it will ruin us.” I asked him if he thought they would do it, or if they were
able todo it. I said, ‘I ask this simply for information to help me.” Ife said that
Barker, he thonght, 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 on a piece of paper with his.
own hand. He asked me about the amount of investinent 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 $65,000 of ountside 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 liim at the time ?—A. I stated it at $10,000; that
was asnear as I could then estimate 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 could command some capital, but Meeks was a poor man: ¢ So Barker is the
only mau there that the three traders can sell to ?”7—A. Yes, sir; I believe I did.

Q. What did he reply 7—A. Hesaid he conld not furnish capital to buy traderships,
and he said it in a distinct, positive, and short manuer; 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. I suppose you became convinced that you were not going to be licensed ?—A. I
felt a little that way.

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 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 replied that one year could
notdo it and save us. I said, ‘“ We have no one to sell to uuless 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 can not all sell to them, if any of us can.”

Q. What did he say to that ?—A. He said he hoped that some arrangement could
Le made by which we would not reeet with loss, 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; that 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. The Commissioner asked me how long I should stay in the city, and I
said I should stay only until the following day; that I was in a great hurry to get
honte. He asked me to call again, and I ealled again the next day. On this occasion
we went over the ground about as we had doueonthe first day, except that the Com-
missioner 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 doj; but,” says he, ““you shall
have aniple time ;” and he seemed to feel a little more generous towards me the second
day than he had the first day, but he did not tix any time for our remainiug then.

Q. Did you try to get any time fixed ?7—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 lieavy winter stock, and
would not sell until the winter time of the year; that they counsisted of heavy cloth-
ing, and heavy boots and shoes, and goods of coarse material, and that in the heat of
sumumer it would be impossible for us to sell them to the Indians or to force them off
perhaps on other traders.

Q. Well, vou got nothing except a statement from him that you should have ample
time?—A. That is all; he tixed no time.

Q. You went home then?—A. Ireturned home to the agency assoon as I could. My
family was in Wisconsin. 1 returned there immediately, and then went directly
home.

Q. What next did you hear?—A. I reached howe, I think, on the 6th of August,
and about that time the instructions came to the Indian agent that 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 16th of July. (Pages
210-212.)

teturning to Darlington, assured that the license would not be re-
newed, Hemphill & Woy tried to sell their buildings and stock in trade
both to Meeks 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, and 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 traders who had stores at
the agency. Barker offered $3,500 for the buildings, which had cost
$13,000 They offered to sell to him at last for $5,000. Barker finally
offered 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 asked
him at that time to relicense them. The Commissioner replied that it
was a bad state of affairs, and that he was sorry for it. He did not re-
license 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 repre-
sentation 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. Mr. Hemphill then went to Washington and endeavored to
get a turther 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 sum-
moned 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 to re-

move in ?—A. Simply an extension of time, owing to the condition of the roads in

the conntry we were going to pass through. While it imiplied the privilege to trade,

we cared nothing for the trade; that virtnally was ended for us, but we wanted to

]t;ade s0 as to be able to collect what was due us, if anything could be done of that
ind.

Q. Did you get that permission 2—A. Yes, sir. Mr, Hemphill went to Washington

and talked with the Commissioner, and he said that we should remain until the mid-
dle of February, and that by that time the water would Le down so that we could
get away.
” Q. Doyyou know yourself whether there was any consultation between the Com-
missioner and the Secretary as to that last extension 2—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 wonld be a tedious jour-
ney for our families, and he begged that time to be extended until April, and the Com-
wissioner was inclined to give it, and partially consented to do it, bnt jumped up
hastily fromn 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 extended already and that you 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
e, and what I presume he will tell you.

Q. At that time you left the Territory, did youn ?—A. Yes, sir; we closed our doors
then, boxed our goods, and commenced loading and shipping them away.

By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. When was that 7—A. After the 15th of February; we closed that day. (Pages
217, 218.)

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 yon were concerned ?—A. Tlhe result
was that during the time we weres reducing our stock we did not pretend to sell it
for whatit cost us. We gave it away and disposed ot 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 conse-
quence, and we reduced our stock to perhaps $10,000 or $12,000. 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 Janu-
ary, and we reduced it some more, and the remainder we brought over here. Ouar
creditors were excited and commenced to press us, and tlhe resnlt was we had to goin
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, 1 believe—$3,200
or §3,300. ‘

Q. What did it cost to Lring it up here 2—A. It cost, I think, nearly $100, 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, 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 recentiy. 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 thelot.

Q. What became of your new store-house ?—A. That stands there about as we left
it, empty. .

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 pnton top several car-loads of ashes that he had to preserve it.

Q. He did not do that in pursuance of any arrangement with yon ?—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 meaus of disposing of your buildings at all 7—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 $3,000 due us. The books show perhaps nearly $9,000 of un-
collected 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 colleet a dollar of it.

Q. Do youn think yoit could have collected it it yon had been permitted to remain
there7—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;
43,000 to $4,000 that were Candee’s accounts, made in 1381 and 1832, before I went
there.

Q. That, practically, was not worth anything?—A. I can not say there was that
mmeh uncollected.  We had collected some of these old accounts, but that was what
it was when I bought in. We collected nearly half of these old accounts and also
extended others and kept the account even, or made it greater than it sas then. .

Q. What proportion of that §10,000 do youn think would have been collectible if you
had been permitted to remain at the agency?—A. Under the existing cireumstaunces.
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 thelicense, 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 wentinto trade. He bought
the store-house of Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell, they having failed to
obtain a license, and about $1,000 worth of their stock. The loss of
Reynolds, 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 Indiaus. The entirve loss of the firm is stated at between $10,000
and $11,000. Reynolds was a man of some means, and subsequently,
through the infinence of Saint Louis friends, succeeded in obtaining a
new license to trade at the agency. But Doty and Hemphill were com-
pletely 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 friends for support.

When Hubbell, in Jduly, 1885, fonnd 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, although trading under a Republican administration,
and his eftorts 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 In-
dian Affairs.

Q. Were you acquainted with him ?—A. No, sir; but I was introduced to him by
Mr. O. O. Stealey, of the Louisville Courier-Journal.
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Q. What did he say ?—A. He tallzed 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 politice?—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 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.” That promise was made in the presence of Mr. Andrews, who
was then appointment clerk in the office.

I weut 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 think it was. However,
provious to that, the Commissioner had extended the licenses of all the traders there
until the 21st of October, without any particular application. That had been done
before I reached Washington. But along in September there canie a telegram from
Acting Commissioner Upshaw to the agent about the matter. I may be wrong in
some of these dates, for my memory is not very clear about it. But he telegraphed
to the agent to know what steps Reynolds, Doty & Iubbell were mnaking to get off
thereservation. That was an astonisher 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 was off
in the West here inspecting schools. However, I got track of him and I started to
try and cateh him before the 21st of October. This was along about the 1st of Octo-
ber. 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 had 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. Meeks, 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 negotia-
tions under his license by a proposal to Mr. Hubbell to allow Reynolds,
Doty & Hubbell to use his license, under which to carry on their busi-
ness, 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 con-
ducted by him, and Meeks to receive for the use of his license the sum
of $2,000 per annum. This arrangement continued for six months,
when the license to Hays & Meeks, which had been substituted for a
license to Meeks, expired by limitation. Oune thousand dollars was paid
by Ilays to Meeks for the use of his license during that six months.
Meelzs 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 tlie license it was not renewed.

The Cominissioner, it is believed by the committee, was informed of
the arrangement between Meeks and Hays as early as August or Sep-
tember, 1836. 1t was not revoked by the Commissioner upon ascertain-
ing the facts, but Ilays was suffered to coutinue the business until the
-expiration of his license.

SAC AND FOX AGENCY.

William R. Little was a frader at the Sac and Fox Agency. He was
licensed first in his own name, and then his brother becoming interested
with him, they were in 1884 licensed under the firm name ot William R.
Little & Co. The license expired on the Sth 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 herder at 810 a month ; afterwards 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 his
wages about $1,750 with whieh, having obtained a license, he started a
trader’s store in 1882. He was successful in his trade, and had at the
time of the expiration of his license stock in trade to the value of about
$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 semi-
annunally, but had been delayed, so that no payments had been made for
twelve months, which accoants for the large amount of debts due from
the Indians.

In the month of August, prior to the expiration of the license, he
made an application for the renewal thereof, but was notified that it
would not be renewed. About the time of its expiration, H. L. Mec-
Clung, of Knoxville, Tenn., and R. N. McClung, of Terrell, Tex., came
to the agency and informed Little that they had a letter from A. B.
Upshaw, Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to the effect that they
could have an exclusive license and right to trade at the agency. The
letter was produced and read to Little. Thereupon Little made an ar-
rangement with the MeClung brothers to sell to them his goods and
building and agreed to take charge of thieir business for them at $1,200
a year. The arrangement was that the MeClung brothers would get
him permission to continue the business until the 1st of January, when
they would come and pay him the movey for the same, reckoning the
value of the goods at cost witl carriage added, and the building at cost.

Little, relying on the goou faith of the Mc¢Clung brothers, continued
the business, his time being extended by the Commissioner.

While the MeClungs were there making the arrangement with TLittle,
Little received a letter from lis sister in Bloomington, Ill., inforining
him that John Iddy, of Bloomington, had been licensed to take the
place of Whistler, 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 had seen from Act-
ing Commissioner Upshaw said that the McClung brothers were to
have the exclusive trade at the agency. Little informed MeClung that
the Commissioner was coming to the agency that evening; and Me-
Clung 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 Atking) and he says that John Eddy is
licensed to trade lere 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 have it.

He further said:
Boys, 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 aund order some more goods, and keep your stock up until we conle
here, and we will take everything off your hands at cost and carriage, and we will
be here the 1st of January. (Page 129.)

They went away the next morning, and Little afterwards received a
letter from one of them, saying that his brother had been to Washing-
ton to see the Commissioner. In the letter he wrote:

Everything will be all right, Little; just continue as you are doing.
That was the last that Little heard from the MeClungs.
S. Rep. 2707 ——11
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They had represented that their father and the Commissioner were
old schoolmates, and that the place had been promised them on account
of the intimacy between their father and the Commissioner.

Two weeks after the McClungs were there, John Eddy came to the
agency, and said that he was licensed to trade there, and wanted to
make some arrangement with Little for his business. Little declined
because he had made the bargain with the MceClung brothers. While
there Eddy made a proposition to Little, to use lis license under which
to carry on the business, and asked Little what he wonld be willing to
pay for the use of the license. Little declined to make any arrange-
ment. Little notified McClung that Eddy had been there. On the 1st
of Janunary, the time to which his license was extended, he closed the
store. A payment to the Indians eame on the 5th of January, but all
that Little could collect of the $15,000 due him, his store having been
closed, was $2,500.

Eddy bad then made some arrangement with Whistler, Pickett & Co.,
or it was understood at the agency that be had done so, though it sub-
sequently appeared that he put no money into the concern. Little went
to Washington, told his story first to Mr. Upshaw, the Assistant Com-
missioner, fromn whom he got no consolation, and atterwards to Commis-
sioner Atkins, who iutormed him that he could do nothing till he had
heard from the M¢Clung brothers. The Commissioner sent a telegram
to one of them, and after about ten days received 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 Eddy claimed to have
made anarrangement with Whistler, 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 was then 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 letter, about you, and also one from the McClungs, and I sce you have been
misled by the McClungs.” He says, ‘ You shall have your license.” 8o 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 bund that was dated back some time, and he
said I would have to make a mew 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 home, Little, and make a new bond and carry yourself like a
man, and everything will be all right; and,” he says to me, “look here,” he says, ¢ I
just want to ask you a few questions.” He says, ‘ What about this man Eddy; is
he down at Sac and Fox ?” Baid I, “No, sir; he isnot.” He says, ‘* Well, he has got
a license to trade there,” Said I, “I understand he bas.” Hesays, ¢ Who is run-
ning the business there 2”7 I said, “The old parties, Whistler, Pickett & Co.” He
says, ‘‘ Isn’t Eddy there ?” I replied, ““ No, sir; he is not.” Said he, ‘“ Where is he 7
¢ In Bloomington, I11.,” I says. He says, “ Do you know that Whistler, Pickett &
Co. are running the business 7 I said, ““I think they were when I left. The old
employés 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 you know about it?” Isaid I
would. So T 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 Ter-
ritory, the reason given for the order being that Little had made a false
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statement as to Eddy not being at the agency. 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 the Commissioner sent to the agent dl-
recting that Little should be put out of the Territory at once. The
ground uponwhich Little’s statement was claimed by the Commissioner
to be false was that Mr. Upshaw, the Acting Commissioner, said that
Mr. 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 investigated 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 trasted to the MeClung Brothers, and, in the second
place, for having told the truth to the Commissioner about Eddy when
asked by the Commissioner.

If bddv ever had any arrangement with Whistler, Pickett & Co., it
was given up. He did not continue the business, and either res1gued
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 dué him. He settled with his creditors
for 334 cents on the dollar. Through the intercession of friends, he
was permitted by Commissioner Atkins to go at the time of two subse-
quent 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 busi-
ness.

THE OSAGE AGENCY.

The amount of trade with the Indians on the Osage Reservation is
greater than upon any other reservation. There 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, con-
taining about 1,500,000 acres. The Indians, divided into seventeen
bands, are scattered over the reservation. The annuities paid to the
Indians amount to something like $200,000 per annum, payable in quar-
terly installments.

When 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 & Schiffbauer 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
mterests, 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 an-
other part of the reservation, near Hominy Creek, about 25 miles distant
from the agency and from Gray Horse; and therest of the Indianslived
where it was convenient for them to trade at the agency. The trade
at Gray Horse, when these two stores were there, amounted to some-
thing like $80,000 per annum. The establishment and continuance of
stores at Gray Horse had 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 nearly 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 hLis 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 conver-
sation with the Commissioner about it, and the Commissioner informed
him that the Finney & Scliff bauer license had expired, and would not
be renewed, and that it was his intention to abolish the “oultside 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 he removed
his goods from the Gray Horse store to the agency, leaving Finney &
Schiffbauer only there in trade; and they had 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—oune atthe agency and one at Gray Horse—in con-
nection 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, Mayes & Branhaimn, and was a nephew of Secre-
tary Lamar’s first wife. The Secretary had had no active interest in
the firm since 1871. The manner in which Branham obtained his license
is stated by him as follows:

Q. As it does not appear on the list which has 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. I can give you the history of it, how 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 he bad understood that I might like to engage 1n trade as a trader in the
Territory, and telling me that it I could get a license with him at the Osage Agency,
that the firm of inney & Schift'bauer had a store at Gray Horse, and if the two could
be combined he thought a good deal of money could be made ont of it. Ilis letter
painted itin very glowing colors. Up to that time the thought of an Indian trader-
ship had never entered my mind. I can say I had never met Florer before or heard
of him, but it seems my brother-in-law, the physician at Kaw, to whom he applied
tirst 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 substance to
this effect: ¢ Can I get a license as Indian trader at Osage Agency and at Gray Horse,
Osage Reservation? Answer immmediately.” The next day I received an answer,
which was in substance this, and the words, if I can remember distinetly: “Ican not
answer immmediately. 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 Schitfbauer & Finney, 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 had been referred to him; that owing to the long aud intimate
friendship that had existed in our boyhood and yonng 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 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 Brulé Agency, or leave the inatter entirely in his hands and let him select
something for me., Hesaid that he did not see that I needed any partner.

He went on, however, tostate that he could not license Mr. Florer, because Florer
had previously to that tinie sold his good willto a gentleman named Davidson, which
had been transferred to Bird & Wismeyer, and Bird & Hixson elaimed that the time
had not expired ; that he could not asssit IFlorer, nor could the Departnent counte-
nance a violation of that.contract.

In the mean time I received a letter from IFlorer urging me to come out here and
look at the matter tosee if I wanted it, which Idid. [ came, and Schifbauer and I
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went on to Washington 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 e, the ficst question, if I intended to coms out
here. I told him I did not. He said that General Atkins reqnired all traders who
were licensed to give their personal attention to the business and to be here. I toid
lim thatthat knocked the bottom out of it with me, for Iwas not coming. ¢ Well,” he
says, ‘‘let us go and see the Commissioner. He has been ruuning the Osage Agency
aund has made the appointments there, and I would rather he would settle the ques-
tion himself.” So we went up to see General Atkins.

Q. He told you the Commissioner had been running the Osage Agency? Does not
the Commissioner inake ail the appointiments?—A. Yes, sir; but General Upshaw had
DLeen 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 wauted a license for Schitf bauer 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 I had never been a
merchant and kuew nothing abont merchandising or anything about Indians, and I
was not willing to embark in that sort of enterprise alone without the assistance of
some maun who had some expericnce and knew something abont it.

He still objected to putting two stores in one license. I said to hir that if he conld
give Schiff bauer a license for one store and conld give me a license for one store I did
not see w by, 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 he
could not make ary 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 wasgoing out there. I told him I was not. He
said, ‘“You will have to take your family and go there.” Isaid ‘‘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
Ageuncy and there I saw Agent Hoover, the agent of the reservarion. My visit there
was to him especially. Iinade 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 goiug to try to help
those gentlemen save their store, and inasmuch as he was agent there 1 wanted to
know what he 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 those Indians and almost a necessity, and that he
knew very well that if he was 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 thonght it was a convenience to them and ought to remain.

I stated all that to General Atkins. Ie told me he had intended to abolish the
store at Gray Horse; that it had Leen 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 De in my opinion a very great hardshlp 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
{rom 20 to 40 miles for it and haul it from 20 to 40 miies 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 nupossuble for those Indians to get to the agency; that the roads were
in such a condition as to make them almost 1mpasqable at tuues, and in winter that
the weather was 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 be-
came impassable.

After considering the niwatter he told me this: He says, ‘‘If you will go to Gray
Horse and take that store, under all the circumstances, what you say, aud the agent
wants it, I will reconsider m"deteumua,mon to abolish it.” I told him I did not want
the Gmy Horse store alone. ¢ Well,” he says, ¢ that is all I can do.” I thanked him
and left the office.

I went back to Schiffbaner and told him thatl it could not be doue; that was at
dinner. I said to him, however, that I had 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
tavor, and that I could not agree to his regulations to come out and take the store
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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 Schiff bauer to go with me to General Upshaw’s office immediately after din-
ner, and 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 cousider me out, but that I had been here and made inquiries in regard to Schift-
bauer’s character and I could not see any reason why he could not have the store;
that his property was out there at Gray Horse and I conld 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 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 Commmissioner’s office.” We went up into the Interior Departient,
and when we got to the door I said to General Upshaw, ‘‘You go on in there and
tallc; General Atkins doun’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 thie room where I was talking to Mr.
Lamar, jr., and says, ‘I have been thinking about what you said to me, and after
considering the whole matter I do not see why, if 1 could give you a license at one
place and Schiftbauer 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 take your family and go out
there and attend to it.”

I hesitated a while and finally T said, ‘It makes no ditference 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 [ would accept and try it. He says,
‘If yon do, send on your bond and the license will be issued.” That was the way I
got it, sir.

Q. While in Washington seeking this position, had you any conversation with
Secretary Lamar about it 2—A. Ior about five minutes during my visit there I saw
the Secretary. While General Upshaw was talking to the Comussioner the Secre-
tary sent for me. I went mto lis office and found he was engaged in talking to Gen-
eral Walthall anil General Catchings, of Mississippi, and Congressman Lowry, of
Indiana—I was told it was him. After those gentlemen leftI 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 mat-
ter?” 1Isaid, ‘“No, sir.” He said, *“What is the matter?” 1 said, ¢ General At-
kins had some regulation that I did not know anything about or I wonld 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 e, and that is the end of it.” He said, “ I am sorry.” I said,
* It doesn’t make any difterence, T will go back home.” Just then we were inter-
rnpted, and that is every word that has ever passed botween 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 twenty years. (Pages 370-373.)

Branham staid at the agency store, and Schiftbaner staid at the
Gray Horse store. This continued until about the time of the expira-
tion of the license for the two stores, when Commissioner Atkins came
to the Osage Agency, 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; they give me more trouble than all the balanee—not the stores
themselves—but when one man has it everybody else wants oue, and 1 have deter-
mined to break them up all over the country, aud 1 would prefer not to renew any
more licenses of that kind. Now, I wish you woulil take a store either here or at
Gray Horse, and you can have which yon please.” I told him, of conrse, I would
take the one at Gray Horse, I said, ¢ Geueral, you will give us until our license ex-
pires, will you not, to make the change ?” Ilesays, ‘I have given every Republican
and everybody eclse that privilege, and I do not think I will deny it to you and
Schiftbauer. You can have uutil your license expires to make the change.” When
the license expired the change was made.

Q. But you say that Schittbauer did not want to sell out at Gray Horse ?7—A. Not
at Gray Horse ; no, sir.

Q. Did you make him sell ont?—A. T simply told him what the Commissioner said,
that was all, and lie sold out; that he would not renew that double license any more.
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Q. Would he not renew the license at Gray Hovse for both of you?—A. He probably
would have done that, but I did not ask him to do that. What he wounld have 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 over to Schiffbaner?” He said, ‘“Certainly.” When he came
down town, however, it seems that some one had told him that Schiffbaver was
not a Democrat, and I asked him again when I went to say good-by; I said, ¢ Gen-
eral, I will just turn the Osage store over to Schiffbauer and I will take the Gray
Horse store.” He said, ““Is Schiffbauer a Democrat?” 1 said, ‘I dopot know; he
tells me that he is, and I believe what he says. Others say that he is not.” ¢ Well,”
he says, ‘1 can not 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 many licenses
to Republicans almost as to Democrats; that it wasno sine qua non to him that a man
had to be a Democrat, but inasmuch as Schiffbaner had been represented to him as a
Democrat and others denied that he was, that he wanted to know if he had been act-
ing perfectly open with him, and he would wait to find that out before renewing his
license.

I told Schiff bauer in regard to that, and he still said he was a Democrat. I said,
*¢ Schiff baner, come, go on to Washington, and you can get your license at Osage
without any trouble; I am confident you can get it. Come with me and you can go
there and can state to the Commissioner what you say, and I have no doubt in the
world you will get it.” He said he thonght he conld 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 store2” 1 told him Schiffbaner said he did not
want it, but was willing to sell to Brenner. He says, * Under those circumstances,
then, if Schiftbauer does not want it, you can sell to Brenner.” I said, ‘I am glad
to hear that, general, becanse Schiffbauer telt a little sore over what yon 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, ¢ You were
correct, and if he wants it he can get it yet. If he does not want it, Brenuer can
haveit.” That is all I know about whether he would have issued a liconse or not.
(Pages 375, 376.) .

Branham thereupon 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 Schiff bauer was that Branham should receive from the net receipts
of the business, before the protits 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 tbis arrangement, by which
Branham 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. Thisis denied by Branham, and his statement
of the reasons for the same is given by him in the following testimony :

Q. When yon made that partnership with Schiffbauer liow long did youn expect it
was going to continne ¥—A. I expected it would continue as long as there was a
Democratic administration, sir.

Q. But in fact it terminated at the end of the year ?2—A. Licenses are always is-
sued for one year. I thonght it would be renewed.

Q. And you supposed at that time when you made the partnership that it wonld
run doring the administration 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was this $2,000 that yon were going to take a sum which you expected to take
out of the profits of the business during the continuance of a Democratic adminis-
§ra;ti]0n t—A. It was to be an annunal paymeut of $2,000 as long as the partnership ex-
isted.

Q. And if the partnership had existed three years it would have been $6,000 that
you would get more than Schitfbaner would get 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What reason was there for that ?—A. It came up in this way, sir: When Gen-
eral 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
Schiff baner 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
Schiff bauer 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 myselt and family, and
that he, who was not engaged in business at the time here at Arkansas City, would
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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 practice in Mississippi and come here and make
this my residence, and give it my personal attention, which would have been a sacri-
fice (not contemplated when we applied for the license) of iy practice there, which I
thought, at a low estimate, was worth $2,000 a year.

I told Schiff baner that I did not think I was willing to come, and we were consid-
ering coming, he saying, comning 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
abont it. Finally it was agreed between us that if I wonld accept what the Commis-
sioner offered us and give up my practice and come here, that the firm of Branham &
Schiffbauer wonld make up the $2,000 that I gave up, and which was not contem-
plated at the time that we applied for a license, and that it should be taken out of
the firm as an cexpense, in order to let me lose half of it and he lose half. We agreed
that tie loss of my practice 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 same; $1,000 to come ont 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 the bal-
ance ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did Schiftbauer give his time to the business as much as you did ?—A. IIe did.

Q). He had had some experience in merchandising, had he not ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And ycu had noue?—A. None, except a little experience I had in running a
drug store once; but that did not amount to much.

Q. You did not give any personal attention to the drug store, I presnme, while you
were practicing your profession #—A. Schiffbauer had but Jittle experience as an In-
dian trader; not as much as I thonght he had.

Q. His brother was employed thele, was he not 2—A. No, sir; his brother and him-

selt were once merchants here in Arkansas City.

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 Arkansas City all the time.

Q. You expected this partuership, 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 Schiftfbauer that, sitnated as you were, there was nooubt
that would be the case 2—A. Itold Lim that I thonght I could keep the license there
for us; that we conld keep the license.

Q. During the entire continuance of the administration ?—A. Or that I could, I do
not know which. I kunow it was my thought at the time that if the Commissioner
would license us we would renew our license, if theve was no good reason to revoke it.

Q. Schiffbauer theu expected, in agrecing to let you take that $2,000 out of the
profits, that he would have a business with you during the coutinnance ot the ad-
ministration, did he not ?—A. I presmme that he did. He hadevery right to think so.

Q. Then at the end of a yvear you told bim that he had got to sell out ?—A. No, sir.

Q. Did you not, pmctlcally 2°-A. I do not think 80, 8ir.

Q. He did not want to sell out at Gray Horse 7—A. "Not at Gray Horse.

Q. But you insisted that he should ?—A. I mean this: Schiffbaner had every reason
to suppose, and so did I, that when the license was granted for the two stores it would
be continued that way during the continuance of the administration; but Schiff-
bauer had no reason to suppose that if General Atkins changed his mind and refused
10 relicense us together for two stores, that if General Atkins upon consideration de-
termined to break up all branch stores in his Department, that an exception would
be made of us, and that we wounld be continued ; aud lie had no right to suppose that
if T 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 conld have had the other. The only difference that was made between Schiff bauer
and I in the division was that I got the choice of the two stores.

Q. That is, that be could have the other it he was a Democrat?—A. No, sir; that
he could have the other if he bhad acted openly with the Department and with the
administration.

Q. When you came to settle up did he agree to the payment of this $2,0007—A, I
have received the $2,000. I got it at the last payment of the Indians, in January.

Q. Did Schiftbauer agree to the payment willingly #—A. At first he did not, but
afterwards he said it was all right. Atfirst 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 lhad sold out the Osage store to Brenner and he saw what we had made, the
entire results of one year’s busmess, 1 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 tlnt the only question that there could be about
it would be whether you took that out of what you were to pay bim for his share, or
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whether you were to take it out of the collections?—A. No, sir; I did not. Itold him
this: I told lim that, according to the agreement, that %2 000 (\t expense could have
been taken out any time along durmg 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

Q. Did he 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 said this: He
says, ‘“When we entered into our partnership I expected this thing to run along all
the time during the administration; I 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 year.
As it ran over a year I do not see that that makes any difference. The question is
simply, what is to pay for the time we run.” (Pages 376-378.) .

From the testimony of the traders at the Osage Agency, itis apparent
that the feeling among the traders was that Branham was allowed to
have the exclusive store at Gray Horse because of his inflnence with
the admiunistration. In 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 Schiffbauner 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. The arrange-
ment between Branham and Sheddan was that Branham should have
a salary of $2,500, and Sheddan of $1,500 per annum. The terms of
the agreement between Branham and Schiff bauer, and the subsequent
arrangement between DBranhaw and Sheddan, were not known to the
Commissioner until brought out in the investigation betore the com-
mittee, in June, 1887. Branham still retains his license to trade at
Gray Horse, and it is undoubtedly the most valuable license at the
agency.

Although the Commissioner had announced his intention to abolish
the ¢ outside stores,” a license was issued to Hale & Phillips to open a
new store and trade at Howminy Creek. It was an exclusive license.
Phillips was a Tennesseean. The perwmission to go to Hominy Creek
and establish an exclusive store there seewms trom the testimony of
Branham to have been secured in the following manner:

n

Q. Where is Phillips from ?—A, T understand from Tennessee. He told me that
himself. I never knew him before I met him at Osage.

Q. Had lie ever been in the Terrvitory before he came to Hominy Creek 7—A. Hale
& Phillips were traders all last year at Osage Agency. They broke up the store there
and went to Hominy Creék

Q. You did not broach the subject to the Commissioner ahont the Hominy Creek
store until after he had spoken to you abont it 7—A. I did not. It waseither in reply
to a question of his or a question ot John Atkins; I do not remember which,

Q. Who was John Atkins?—A. The son, I think, of the Commissioner. I never
saw him before I met him in Washington.

Q. Had he any position there ?—A. My impression is that he is his father’s private
clerk orsecretary.

Q. Did you nnderstand that this son of General Atkins was trying to get permission
for Hale & Phillips to go to Hominy Creek ?—A. All I kuow 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. Ie 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 abont his friends down here at Osage—or to go back a little: When Gen-
eral Atkins came to Osage, John Atkins came with him, and in that way got ac-
quainted 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 Phillips, and he said Phillips had asked him to help him
get the store and he would like to see him get it if he could. 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 Creek store, and he said, ‘I wish you would tell my father that.
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He is very much inclined to give them that store, and I would like very much 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 ot facts down there.” I said I did not like to volunteerin
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, and
in some way Mr. John Atkins brought the conversation around so that the Commis-
sioner did ask me what I thought of establishing that store there. General Atkins
asked me then, and said, ““ Do 1 understand’ you to say that yon think it is for the
benetit of the Indians?” I said yes, that I did. He repeated it: * Understand me,
I do not mean for the benefit of any of the traders down there, but do you consider
it f;)rIthle I’J’eneﬁt of the Indians? That is what I am looking at solely.” I said, ‘‘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 379-320.)

The licensing of Branham to have the exclusive trade at Gray Horse
for his firm, and of Phillips to have the exclusive trade of Hominy
Creek 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 feehng amoung them. Considerable 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 be conducted at the agency.

Some other cases of the issuing of licenses to parties who had no
means with which to engage in business, and who made etforts to use
their license to obtain a profit therefrom without investment of capital or
expectation of devoting time to the business, were brought to the at-
tention of the committee, but are not deemed of sufficient importance
for extended comment in this report. Such cases are those ot George
‘C. Ellison and John H. Halley, the facts in relation to which may be
ascertained by reference to the testimony.

In justice to the Commissioner the committee would say that when-
ever he became 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
Commissioner as for the purpose of showing that the present system
under which trade is conducted with the Indians, and the utter disre-
gard of the principles of civil-service reform in issuing licenses to tmders,
must inevitably result in a state of affairs detrlmental to the service and
repugnant to every idea of the 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 business, and whose only desire is to speculate on their licenses, will
-obtain them. No amount of investigation by the Cemmissioner who
issues them, however good his intentions may be, will prevent this re-
sult, if he acts upon the theory that political activity is to be rewarded
or personal friendship is 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 tollows :

SEc. 2128, Any loyal person, a citizen of the United States, of good moral charac-
ter, shall be per mitted to trade with any Indian tribe upon giving bond to the United
States in thie penal sum of not less than five nor more than tcu thousand dollars, with
at least two good sureties, to be approved by the superintendent of the district wn;hm
which such person 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 faithfully observe all laws niade for the government of trade
and intercourse with tlie Indian tribes, and in no respect violate the same.
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SEC. 2129. No person shall Le permitted to trade with any of the Indians in the
Indian country without a license therefor from a superintendent of Indian aftairs, or
Indian agent or subagent, which license shall be issned 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. 2130. Any superintendent or agent may refnse an application for a license to
trade, if he is satisfied that 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 bond decreed. But
an 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 appropri-
ation bills until only one or two remained in 1876, and these were dis-
continued in 1878; so that in 1876 the power to issue licenses had praec-
tically come to be exercised by the Indian agents and subagents, and
in the Indian appropriation bill in 1876 it was enacted that—

Hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole power and au-
thority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such roles and regula-
tions 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.

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 the 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 discon-
tinued, and it was not thought wise to leave the appointment of traders
in the hands of Indian agents and subagents. And in the opinion of
the committee any *loyal person, a citizen ot the United States, of good
moral character,” ought to be permitted to trade * with any Indian
tribe,” provided he can give the bond required by section 2128 of the
Revised Statutes.

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 mo-
nopoly of trade to the persons whom he might choose to license. The
only object of the stature seems to be to malke it certain that the licensed
trader shall comply with such rules and regulations in the conduct of
his business as will protect the Indians from imposition, aud tend to
their improvement and advancement.

Trade should 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 why the number of traders should be limited or restricted
according to the will or whim of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
among Indians any more than among the citizens of the United States.
An Indian community, so far as the laws of trade are concerned, does
not differ from a community of white people. Every community,
whether it be an Indian reservation or a village of white people, fur-
nishes a given amoant of trade. In a village 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 will in the long run
be regulated by the laws of trade. If too many of them are established,
some of them will have to be abandoned; that is the risk of the trader.
Why should it be otherwise in an Indian community? Why should a
“loyal citizen, of good moral character,” be refused the opportunity to
trade on an Indian reservation, provided he complies with the regula-
tions which are considered for the good and improvement of the Indians?

The attempt of the Commissioner ot Indian Affairs to prescribe the
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number of traders upon a reservation or at any agency seems to the
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 office or as a privilege to be bestowed or con-
ferred upon an individual seems to be unjustifiable, and productive only
of unnatural and injurious results. Ifit be deemed necessary, in order
to secure traders among the Indians of proper character, that the
licenses should be renewed yearly, the law should be admiunistered in
such a way that a renewal of the license should never be refused ex-
cept 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 ageney 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 new-
comer. 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 conduets 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 to renew a license or to grant one to a new trader
simply on political or personal groands is to cripple or ruin a man be-
cause he happens to entertain a political opinion which does not coin-
cide 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 ad-
ministered according to its spirit and intent, its practical result would
be the continuance of the business of an Indian trader during his good
behavior, and that should be the only limitation upon the term of his
license. If 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 administra-
tion.” They continue the business until a new appointment is recom-
mended by the council of administration; and a new appointment is
seldom or never recommended except npon a voluntary sale by the post
trader. If the posttrader 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 per-
son seeking the appointment will not be recommended by the council of
administration nnless he is willing to pay a fair valuation thus ascer-
tained.




VIEWS OF THE MINORITY.

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Special Committee on Indian Traders, made
the 10110“_71n(r minority report:

This committee has been in existence through two Congresses. It
has had 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
the Senate to them in the order in which they are submitted.

In the light of the testimony, we state the case but mildly when pro-
testing against the conclusious 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. . 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 wit-
nesses, subpeenaed 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 an 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. As to Hunter’s record see pages 101 and 102
of testimony:

[General Orders No. 47.]

HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OoF TUE Poromac,
Washington, November 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 the 18th day ot October, 1361, pur-
suant to Special Order No. 103 from these headquarters, of October 13, 1361 WAs ar-
raigned and tried—

* * * ¥* * * s

Before the same court was arraigned and tried First Lieut, Robert . Huuter, Seec-
ond Infantry, ou the tollowing charges and specilications:

Charge 1st.—‘ Drunkenness on duty.”

Specification.—That First Lieut. Robert F¥. Hunter, Second Regiment Infantry,
while on dnty as otticer of the day, and in command of a patrol of the provost guard,

was drunk. This at Washington City, D. C., on or about the 25th day ef September,
1361.

Charge 21.—¢Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.”

Specification.—In this, that he, First Lieut. Robert I'. Hunter, Second Regiment In-

fantry, did appear in the streets of Washington City, D. C., while officer of the day,

XXIX
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and commanding a patrol, in a drunken coundition, 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 day 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 rentence the said First Lieut. Robert }'. Hunter, Sec-
ond Infantry, to *‘ be cushiered.”

* * * * * * *

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 comnmaud of Major-General McClellan.

. S. WiLL1AMS,
Assistant Adjutant-General.

Official.

0. D. GREENE,
Assistant Adjutant-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 conclu-
sively 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 administra-
tion the majority of these traders and subcordinates are still Republi-
cans in politics.

The majority report says:

It is believed, at the time of making this report, that all the Republicans who, ou
the 4th of March, 1885, were licensed to trade with the Indians have been obliged to
give place to Democrats, and that the doctrine ‘“to the victor belong the spoils” has
been carried to such an extent that no person is permitted to get a clerkship in an
Indian trader’s store unless he is a Democrat.

Atkins says:

And, sir, when I canie into office, if a partisan turn is to be 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-day that a majority
of them, and a considerable majority, are members of the Republican party. I bave
licensed anew some gentlemen who are Republicans, as I nnderstand.

It seems a little singular that the majority should have failed to sub-
mit to the Senate the fact that in Jackson’s case the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs very promptly demanded a return of his license and re-
voked his appointment when advised of his effort to use his license
against the capital of old traders, and at the same time the majority
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seems to fail to set forth in its report instances with which this testi-
mony is burdened showing that preceding Republican administrations.
invariably refused or failed to interfere to protect the old trader from
the blackmailing demands made by the new appointees. (Sherbourn
and others.)

The testimony shows that Mr. Commissioner Price, a Republican
head of the Indian Office, was appealed to in vain in the most aggra-
vated case of this species that has yet been unearthed; appealed to,
not onee but repeatedly, by letter and in person, to save from wreck
and ruin a licensed trader who was to be victimized by an appointee
of Mr. Price; but the testimony further shows that Mr. Cominissioner
Price granted no relief. The old trader, as by his own testimony, was
wrecked and ruined, under the eye of this Republican Commissioner,
because he would not submit to the exactions demanded by the newly-
commissioned trader. They were both Republicans, and this instance
serves to show what regard a Republican Commissioner had for the
rights of an established trader agaiust whom no charges had been pre-
ferred. (See case of David Hays, on pages 406 to 415, inclusive, of the
testimony.)

The testimony shows that in this flagrant case, after the failure and
refusal of the Republican Commissioner of Indian Affairs to proteet an
outgoing Republican trader, it was reserved to the present administra-
tion to save him from absolute bankruptey, by issuing an order that
gave hink access to the books of his firm. 1f the majority of this com-
mittee had set forth the testimony in this one case as taken by its own
direction, it would have entitled itself to the confitence of fair-minded
men. We will not undertake to say what should be the verdict pro-
nounced upon its deliberate suppression of this portion of the proof.

The majority of the cominittee were only enabled to reach the con-
clusion that Indian Trader Cleveland had not violated the law by keep-
ing a herd of cattle upon the reservation on which he was a trader by
openly defying the testimony in the report and appealing to the pre-
sumption upon which they seem to have predicated their action. The
proof further shows, beyond dispute or doubt, that this man Clevelaud
had sold not only his goods but bis good will as an Indian trader, and
had executed a contract by which he was precluded from further trad-
ing upon that reservation; that after pocketing the money he deliber-
ately violated his obligation, and, in the face of protests justly and
fairly stated by the purchaser, secured from the Republican Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs a new license to trade. Cominissioner Atkins
could not renew Cleveland’s license, except by making himself an ac-
cessory (wheu his attention had been called to the record) to an act as
faithless and disreputable as ever clouded the reputation of any man.

In the case of C. W. Jacobs the mujority state in their report that—

Jacobs was the son-in-law of W. P. Bond, of Trenton, and the letter of Mr. Bend
shows that Lie was an old {riend of the Commiissioner.

This statement is made in the face of the sworn testimony of the
Commissioner, quoted in the majority report, which shows that he did
not know Mr. Bond, except by reputation. But in the light of the in-
numerable distortions of testimony to which the majority has been
driven we are content with simply calling attention to the few instances
that are enumerated.

In the Hays case the uncontradicted testimony shows that Meeks’s
license was revoked promptly by the Indian Office upon being informed
of the facts, although the majority have seen fit to state the contrary.
(See page 539 of testimony.)
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A. B. Tpshaw to C. Y. Meels.

WASHINGTON, September 7, 1336.
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 against 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. Upstaw,
Assistant Commissioner.
C. Y. MEEKS, Henderson, Tenn.

The conclusions stated by the majority in this, as well as in many
other instances, do not seem to correspond with the testimony.

We frankly confess what the record shows, what we had a right to
expect, namely, that in the selection of Indian traders the Commis-
sioner, 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 had
neither the law nor the precedeut established by his Republican prede-
cessor to warrant him in making inquiry as to the financial resources
of those who wanted to be licensed. No Commissioner had ever done-
this before, and to expect it was simply absurd.

It will not be denied by those who have heard or read this testimony,
and are willing to state it fairly, that in each and every instance where
it appears that animproper person had been granted a license, or where
any person had sought to use such license as his stock in trade or capi-
tal on which to go into business, Commissioner Atkins promptly de-
manded a surrender of that license or revoked that appointment by
telegram. The record shows this to be trne in each and every instance,
but the record further shows, unfortunately, that it would not be true to
make this statement of Mr. Atking’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 had filed an official report urging the removal of Mr.
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 Indign traderships, the minority are more than willing to unite in
the criticisms passed upon the existing system and the recommenda-
tions suggested 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 outgoing 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 majority 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 uynlimited trade
on Indian reservatious, believing that the universal law of supply and
demand should prevail among all races, under a Government that
claims to be fair. We fully concur with the majority in bearing testi-
mony to the fact that there is much to be done in the way of remedy-
ing the workings of the Indian Office, but we insist that the proof in
this regard shows that these evils are ratber the result of faulty law
than faulty administration.

Under a former Commissioner, or to be more accurate, under former
Commissioners, it appears from the testimony that for years at the
Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agencies annuities had 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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was discovered that there were less than four thousand in existence.
Where the annuities for more than rwo thousand Indians that were not
living went during all these years the majority do not see fit to disclose
in the testimony. For fuller information on this subject reference is
made to the report of the Commissioner for 1886 and the report fited by
Captain Lee, an officer of the Army, in charge ol fthe agency at that
time, who had been detailed to this service npon the suspension of an
ineflicient worthless agent at the I’ine Ridge Agency, holding over fromn
a former administration:

I'n my last estimate for the Indian serviee T had the honor to recommend that a
small appropriation be made to enable this Office to take a census of the Indians.
Congress, however, declined to do so. T have councluded to invite your attention
duain to this matter, so important do I consider it,

The census of the Cheyennes and Arvapaloes, taken by General Sheridan in June,
1=25) showed that the real number of Tudians was mueh below the number who pre-
vionsty had bheen supposed to belong to those tribes, and that, of course, they had
been draswing rations and supplies largely in exeess of their dues.  The recent census
ord -red by this Oftice under date of May 18, 12+6, taken by Captain Bell, acting agent
of the Pine Ridge Ageney, shows that there had heen carried upon the rolls 2,241
more Sioux thaua veaily existed, and that rations had heen issued aceordingly, thac
is, ay shown by the ageney reports rendered quarterly. With a knowledge of this
faer, T have fixed a day npon which all the Indian agents on the great Sioux Reser-
vation will he required to take a censny of their respective Indians; and it is not im-
probable that a reduction in nnmbers, similar to that at Pine Ridge, will appoar at
other sgencies, At this writing the result of the censns thus ordered has not been
made known to this Office.

I do not donbt that an accurate census would show a decrease in the number
of Indians, below the number now claimed, thronghout the country, or at least at
several of the agencies.  The outlay for taking the ceusns is inconsiderable when
compared with the great saving it would prohably effect. The saving in the two
instances quoted-—Cheyenne and Arapahoe and Pine Ridge—will amount to a large
s annually.

The Cheyenne Indians, whose reservation, with the Arapahoes, lies in the western
portion ot the Indian Territory, have for a year manifested a restless and turbulent
teniper, which threatened for a time to develop into open hostilities. The disposition,
movements, and general demeanor ot the Indians created considerable alarm, and so
cleariy indicated rhat precautionary measures were advisable, if not absolutely nec-
essary, that this Departiment brought the matter to the atteniion of the Secrevary of
War, and nrged that measures be taken to meet any emergency that might arise.
Inspector Frank C. Arinstrong, of this Department, was instrncted on June 27, 1885, to
proceed at once to the ageney and investigate the causes of the troubles. He was
authorized to act as a commissioner in counseling and dealing with the Indians.
Lieutenant-General . H. Sheridan, of the Avmy, was subsequeutly directed by the
President to proceed to the locality, to hear and iuvestigate the complaints of the
Indians, and to restorve peace and order upon the reservation.

The investigation made by these officers developed the tuct that the dissatisfaction
of the Indians and their bad behavior were traceable to several causes, the principal
one of which was tound to be the alleged leases made by the tribe in 1283 with cer-
tain 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 talken by the Executive to remove the cause of irri-
tatiou, not only restored order, but also inspired the restless and belligereunt spirits
on the reservation with a wholesonme fear of the Government, as well as increased
confidence 1n 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 tem-
porarily 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, 1835, that he tound their number as follows: Cheyennes, 2,169
instead of 3,769 ; Arapaboes, 1,207 instead ot’ 2,19%; total, 3,376 instead of 5,967.

The 177 children who were away from the reservation attending industrial schools
are pot 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, 1,327 ; total, 3,609.

S. Rep. 2707 11T
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We agree with the conelusion, reachied 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 im-
proved; but we further agree with the conclusions of the majority that
it is more necessary to amend law than to criticise official management.

The proof taken by the committee shows that Conunissioner Atkins
established a new precedent when he fixed a schedule of prices with
maximum and minimum figures, and required it to be conspicuously
displayed in the store of every Indian trader.

It is with eonfidence we assert that there is not an atom of testimony
taken by the committee that tends to show that every reasonable etfort

ras not, employed to gunard every interest and right that belonged to

the Indian and that every effort was not made to protect, as far as pos.
sible and by all fair means, every interest or investment held by trad-
ers upon these reservations. Upon the testimony taken, when consid-
ered as a whole and fairly measared, we venture the assertion that the
Indian Office has never been more fairly and faithfully or efiiciently
conducted than nnder the present administration.

Jo. C. S. BLACKBURN.

Caas, J. FAULKNER.
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TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS.

Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS was then duly sworn:

By the CHAIRMAN (Senator Platt) :

Question. You are Commissioner of Indian Affairs 2—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 2—A. Yes, sir; I havea
copy of it with me. It is the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, which
reads as follows: “And hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Aftairs
shall have the sole power and authority to appoint traders to the indian
tribes, and to make such rules and regulations such 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.” That is the
law under which I act, and that is all thereisof it. I know of no other
law which limits me in regard to the matter. It puats 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 nwunber.

Q. Thelaw does not provide, then, for only one trader at each agency ?—
A. Oh, no, sir. If the committee desires it, I think I can probably ex-
plain the condition of things existing by making a short statemeunt,
rather than by answering questions which are put to me.

The CHAIRMAN. I will state what information I desire. T want to
know the duties of an Indian 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 com-
mittee. 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 contradistine-
tion to post traders, as the committee well know, who are appointed by
themilitary anthorities upon military reservations. TheCommissioner is
aunthorized under that law to make rules and regulations governing trade
and governing these traders. For instance, I believe the statutes re-
quire that no weapons, guns, ammunition, whisky, or anything of that
sort, or ardent spirits, should be sold by an 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 to the interest
of the Indians and the service., I had heard a good deal about Indian
traders, and that they were making a great deal of money. TForinstance,
it was stated that one Indian trader, two or three years ago, inade over
$28,000 at a certain agency during ofe yvear, and I felt that there shouil
be averyrigid regulation with regard to this trade. So I adopted certan
rules and regulations (I believe they existed before to some extent, but
[ am not sure about that) for these 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 distinet places upon the agency.
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Q. The list to be in two languages ? --A. Yes, sir; in two languages,
the Indian and the English language. I also required them to confine
themselves 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, &e., and goods of that description) b
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 value of the invoices.

Q. Making a different rate ot 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. Iinstructed every
Indian agent 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 ovér in my mind for a month or two before I settled
upon a policy. One plan was to open wide the doors of competttion,
the object being to get low priced goeds for the Indians, and I inclived
first to the idea of licensing everybody who wanted to be licensed, pro-
vided 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 cxtent, that
that policy had been carried out to some extent, and that the traders,
instead of confining themselves to regular rates of perceutage, would
make up a pool. TIor 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 it 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 aliving. The resnlt of that was, as has been
stated to me, and I believe it to be the fact, that they pooled theirinter-
ests and would combine for the purpose of avoiding the regulations, and
would sell goods at enormous prices, causing great dissatisfaction
among the Indians.

The CHAIRMAN. Would it disconeert you if I should 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 Dbe at any
Indian agency; in other words, what are the sources of trade 7—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 handi-
work, 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 has been from two hundred thousand to two hundred and fifty
thousand dollars paid by the Government to the Indians.

Q. What proportion of that amount wounld come into the hands of

- the trader 2—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 trader, they exchange with the trader?—A. Yes, sir;
they exchange their peltries and hides, furs and trinkets, and at sowm.
agencies, for instance at San Carlos, they are selling barley. and at
others wheat that they have raised themselves, aud some have beer
cattle ax well. Lam glad to say, at some of the agencies.
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Q. You spoke of hides. The hides are derived from the cattle which
are issued to them, I suppose 7—A. Yes, sir; and then the hides of cat-
tle which they raise themselves.

Q. Another thing. How do the post traders and the Indian traders
come into competition, if they do compete i—A. Because an Indian
reservation and a military reservation may be very near cach other, as,
for instance, at Fort Reno and Darlington, the Cheyenne and Arap-
aho Ageney, which are within 2 miles of each other, just across the Ca-
nadian 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 sol-
diers?—A., Yes, sir; he may if the soldiers will trade with him.

Q. On the contrary, may a post trader trade with the Indians?2—A.
No, sir; the object ot the office has been to forbid that, for the reason
that the post trader will sell contraband articles, such as whisky, am-
muvnition, and things of that sort. They are not under the control of
the Commissioner, and he cannot control them as to what they do sell.
and some of the principal things they scll are whisky and beer, wine,
ammunition, guns, pistols, and everything of that sort.

Q. I simply ask 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
peltriex and hides into these stores from which they get their money.
They sell these articles and the Indian traders are required to take the
money trom the Indians themselves. Dut the sources are the things
which I speak of.

Q. When 1 interrupted you you were on this point: That there was
a certain amount of trade at a locality, and that the question arose in
your mind whether it would be well to license everybody or not?-—A.
Yes, I remmemberit. Finding that the poliey of just opening these stores
to everybody would not do, that it had not worked well, and that the In-
dians had been defrauded, goods sold at enormous and outiageous prices,
at 200, 300, 400, and 500 per cent. in some instances—that 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 adopted that after you had tried the other plan 7—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 1 should
adopt, whether to throw the licensing opeu to gencral competition or
limit the number of traders to a healthy trade, and require them closely
to come up to a limited per cenr.

Q. You said you ascertained they were selling goods at enormous
prices, and I did not know when thatoccurred.—A. I said that was in-
formation which I had received; that ander the former policy it had
occurred. I wish to be understood plainly. 1 did notsay that this was
a policy that was practiced or desired to be pursued by my predecessor
or any predecessor. 1 only speak of a fact that existed as I understood
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 should 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 ¢
—A. Yes,sir; giving to one trader trade amounting from $15,000 to
$20,000. I wasnot particular about the amount, but just so that no man
could make a big fortune out of it, and so that he 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. 1 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 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What has been your practice with regard to appointing traders to
trade with the civilized tribes?— A. 1 have appointed every man whose
bond has been sent up, the.application having first been granted by the
council of the different tribes, of the five civilized tribes, the Cherokees,
the Chickasaws, the Seminoles, the Creeks, and the Choctaws.

Q. So that with reference to those traders you have not exereiscd
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 7—A. Yes, sir; all in those
several tribes.

Q. Do they amount to a considerable number ?2—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 familiur with
them as is the gentleman who has charge of this branch of the busiuess.
Still, I am familiar enough with the subject to answer such questious
approximately.

Q. The point I wanted to get at is this: That with regard to the In-
dian traders among the civilized nations you do not exercise your own
individual discretion 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 know
whether these different 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 authority 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 mmany unauthorized people in Indian Territory. The 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 citizenship every day, and
we are about coming to a conclusion with tlie Cherokee tribe as to the
appointment of a commission for the purpose of saying who are citizens
and who are not. But I presume, if those facts are true, that some are
there who get licenses, and I presume a great many go down there to
seek licenses and get them. DBut in no instance have 1 licensed any onc
for the five civilized tribes unless he has been first authorized by the
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council of that particular tribe. T Delieve I have stated to you now the
general policy that I have attempted to pursue in the appointment of
these traders. Now, with regard to the particular instances of these
licenses that have been granted and refused, I may go on and make
some statements.

The CrmairMAN. 1 find a provision in the Revised Statutes, section
2128, which I will read :

“Auny loyal person, a citizen of the United States, of good moral char-
acter, shall be permitted to trade withh 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
approved by the superintendent of the distriet within which such per-
s01, proposes to trade, or by the United States district judge or district at-
torney for the district in whiceh the obligor resides, renewable each year,
conditioned that such person will faithfully observe all laws and regu-
Iations made for the government of trade and intercourse with the In-
diau tribes, and in no respect violate the same.

“Skre. 2129, No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the
Indians in the Indian conntry without a license therefor from a super-
intendeunt 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.”

Do you consider that both of these sections were repealed by the Re-
vised Statutes of 18787

Comiissioner ATKINS, Yes, siv; they are superseded by this.

Q. A marginal note here says that these laws were passed July 26,
1866, with reference to section 2128, and June 30, 1834, with reference
to section 2120.—A. Well, they are obsolete in my judgment.

The CHAIRMAN. But as this was the edition that was gotten out in
1878, it ought to have shown the 1876 statute, should it not?

Senator CuLLoM. Have you examined the question closely as to the
repeal of this former statute by the adoption of the other ¢

Commissioner ATKINS. I have not specially examined it. I did not
think itneeded any examinatiou. I thought it was patent on its face.
There is the law. It says: ¢ Hereafter the Commissioner of Indian Af-
faivs shall tave the sole power aud authority to appoint traders to the
Indian tribes, aud to make such rules and regulations us he may deem
justand proper, specifying the kind and quantity of goods and the prices
at which such goods shall be sold to the Indians.”

Senator CoxE. What is the date of that ?

Commissioner ATKINS. August 15, 1876.

Senator CoKE. Is thatin the Revised Statutes ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; it is in the Revised Statutes. It
was passed as an amendment to an appropriation bill, but it is just as
much alaw as if' it bad been passed as a special act by itself. It is the
Ianw under which we have acted, and if that is not the law 1 am totally
mistaken about it.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you issued printed rules and regulations in
regard to this matter ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir; aud sent them out to every agency.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a copy here of your printed rules and regu-
lations ?

Senator BLACKBURN. Just in this connection let me ask you a ques-
tion. If this act of 1866 had been in force, in the opinion of your pre-
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decessor and yourself, would not these traders have been left there for
three years instead of one year, as under this act of 18762

Commissioner ATKINS. I should think so.

Senator BLACKBURN. Was it or not a fact that under your predecessor
the year basis was adopted ?

Commissioner ATKINS, Yessir; it was invariably.

The CHAIRMAN DBut this says nothing about the time for which they
shall be appointed.

Senator CULLOM. The point seems to be that the law the Commis-
sioner refers to repeals section 2129, but does not repeal section 2128,

Senator CokE. Read scction 2128,

Senator CULLOM. Section 2128 reads as follows: “Any loyal persen,
a citizen of the United States, of good moral character, shall be per-
mitted to trade with any Indian tribe uplon giving boud to the United
States in the penal sum of not less than five nor more than ten thousand
dollars, with at least twe good sureties, to be approved by the superin-
tendent of the district within which person 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 persou
will faithfully observe all laws and regulations inade for the government
of trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and in no respect violate
the same.”

Senator Coxke. What is the date of that?

Senator CULLoM. That is the law of 1866.

Senator Coxx. Here is the act of 1876: »

And lhereafter the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall have the sole power and
anthority to appoint traders to the Indian tribes, and to make such rules and regula-
tions 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.

Senator CuLLoM. It is contended that that does not repeal the sec-
tion I have read, but it repeals this:

SEC. 2129. No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the Indiansin the In-
dian country withont a license therefor from a superintendent of Indian affairs or In-
dian agent or subagent, which license shall be issued for a term not exceeding two
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 perfectly clear that it repeals both of
them.

Senator BLACKBURN. My understanding is that this question was
raised once in the office under your predecessors, and was submitted to
the Assistant Attorney-General for the 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 yvear. That is my understanding, and that was the practice when
I came into office.

Senator CurLoM. I did not know anything about the law governing
the subject, and asked you the question so that I might get the infor-
mation.

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. I 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 not
repealed.
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Commissioner ATKINS. I regard this as the law, and my predecessor
did the same. The Assistant Attorney-General regarded it as the law
also.

Senator COKE. It seems to me that this statute is utterly inconsist-
ent 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 ATkinNs. 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 accu-
rate and specific statement, but about oue-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 them, and the others
I 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 the office.

Senator COXE. 1t 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 [ am not
familiar with the practice of the office for years back; 1 cannot say how
it was ten years ago. But thereis a gentleman present who was in the
office at that tine, I believe, who could answer that question. I have
no doubt, however, that that has been the practice of the office ever
since the passage of the act. :

The CHAIRMAN. The licensing of a trader involves, I suppose, the
necessity of his laying in a stock of goods, does it not?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. How large a stock of goods?

Commissioner ATKINS. That depends upoun the ageney 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 ageney 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 the
business 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 thonsands; I reckon $2,000
worth, anyway, and maybe upwards, owing to the amount of trade and
patronage that he received.

The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact, some of them carry quite a large
stoek ?

Commissioner ATKINS.  Yes, some of them are very heavy dealers.

The CHAIRMAN. The revoking of a license or the refusing to renew
it puts the person who has been trading in a very bad position, does it
not; can he realize on his stock of goods their value?

Commissioner ATKINS. He may or he may not. He may sell out his
stock of goods, or he may hold 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. 1 will answer that in a general way as L pro-
ceed, if you will allow me. I do not think once a trader, a man should
always be a trader, I will say that. Butmy policy has beeu, or rather to
speak impersonally, the policy of the present adwinistration of the In-
dian Office has been, to not arbitrarily tear up traders and remove them
from the agencies, and as Iremarked awhile ago, I have relicensed a lit-
tle over one-halt of the old traders. There are some, thie other half, or
nearly one-half, whom [did notrelicense for variousreasons. There were
charges against sowe of them, that is to say, objections to some of them
I use the word charge in its rather technical sense, becanse that word
«ppears in the resolution of June 4—but there were objections to some
of them which I deemed sufficient to warrant me in withholding tc
license. 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. 1f that is a crime, I have committed it.
I know that when I came into the office there was a general expecta-
tion thatall of these traders would be removed at once; as soon as their
licenses expired, if not soouner. I know that was the general feeling; I
do not say it was universal, but I have heard it, and T have aright to
believe it was the general sentiment; I cculd hear it. I have not
failed in but one or two instances, 1 believe, 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 ecases I have allowed them 1o continue until their
licenses expired, and in a great many instances to continue for months
afterward, after their licenses expired. My 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 anything of that
sort. On the contrary, I have expressed a different idea, and I have
pursued a different 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 any rule in the office which gives a speei-
fied time to a person not relicensed within which to close up his busi-
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
license 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 timme in which to close up his busi-
ness ?

Commissioner ATKINS. In almost every case, when the purpose of
the office was not to relicense a trader, he was notified in advance of
the expiration of his license, and that the license would not be renewed.

The CHATRMAN. How long in advance ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Well, thirty, sixty, and ninety days, and my
clerk here says as much as six months in some cases.

The CHATRMAN. So that a person whose license was not renewed had
warning ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. And was not taken unawares, without knowledge of
the condition of affairs?
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Commissioner A1KINS. 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 re-
plenish their stocks up to the time they were superseded.

The CHAIRMAN. In this list which you transmitted to the Senate, in
reply to the resolution of May 10, 1886, you give, if I have correctly run
them up, 41 instances in which licenses have not been renewed. Do
you mean to say that they have been renewed in all other cases?

Comnissioner ATKINS. Yes; as 1 said awhile ago, the number of re-
newals is about c¢qual te the number of those who have been refused.

Now, Mr. Chairman, 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, and I am ready to answer any
questions touching this general course. But I do think, sir, that in
view of the fact that specific charges have been placed in the hands of
Senator Wilson upon which this investigation has been instituted—I do
think that I have a right to have the witness state on oath his charges
of maladministration of my office, if I have been guilty of it, before I
answer those questions. I am prepared to answer themn.

The CHAIRMAN. That was rather my impression of the course we
should pursue. I will ask you another gquestion with regard to these
agencies.  If you are not prepared this morning to do so, I would like
vou herecafter to give the committee a full list of all Indian traders, the
time when they were appointed in the first instance, and where they
were appointed from—that is, where they resided at the time of appoint-
ment,

Commissioner ATKINS. I can give you that information very easily,
but 1 have not got it right with me. I am prepared to answer any
question in general or in partienlar.

The CHAIRMAN. 1 think if we go into this 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 ap-
pears at the present time, and I will ask you some general questions on
that topic which yon muay answer or not, as you please. Has it ever
conie to your knowledge that any person whom you have licensed has
used his license to secure a profit upon it without putting money into
the business of an Indian trader?

Jommissioner ATKINS. 1 am very ready to answer that question, but
T would mueh prefer, if anybody makes the eharge that they have, that
they would get up and state it, and state it under oath; I prefer that
thiey would malke 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® party who makes that
charge shiould swear to it. because 1 am under oath and I want him un-
der oath,

The CHAIRMAN. 1 understand you, then, to say that no such infor-
mation bas come to your knowledge ?

Commissioner ATKINS. None that I believe. 1 have heard such a
thing about one mau, and asked him to his face if it was true, and he
bitterly denied and denounced it. [ 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 CTATRMAN. This committee has to determine whether it will go
into a somewhat protracted investigation, or leave the matter without
doing so. Therefore 1 wanted you to make yourstatement. If you made
a general denial, that would be one thing, and the committee could de-
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termine whether it would Dbe necessary to go further in the matter or
not. That is the reason I ask you the question. I do not ask you to
go any further.

Commissioner ATKINS. I prefer, sir, to answer the question, but 1
also prefer to answer 1t after the charge has been made under oath. 1
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
hias any such information cowe to you at all ?

Commissioner ATKINS. 1 do not think I recollect of but one case.
Recently T 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 Elli-
son, who was licensed from New York; I had forgotten him entirely.
Yes; I recollect his license, and of hearing that he had made some such
statement as that. But I will speak of the one 1 refer to. I cannot
say whether there is more than one, though I have an idea that possi-
bly there was another. DBut the one 1 name was mentioned to me first.
I do not know whether it was siuce this investigation began or before
that the second case was brought to my attention, but no charge was
filed that I am aware of. But that mattersnot. 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 alittle quandary here among our-
selves as to what course to pursue, whether to ask you to go on and
nmiake a general statement now with reference to these specific matters,
or whether we willdelay it. The question of doubt in our minds is as to
how far we want to go in reference to the matter. So faras I am con-
cerned I am not pariicular. I recognize the fact that Commissioner
Atkins lias a right to a hearing upon any specific statement under oath
made against him. There has been mno statement under oath made
against him as yet.

Commissioner ATKINS. I prefer te go on and wave the oath if the
commitee will allow me. If there is any likelihood in the idea that 1
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 1
have begun with.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will listen to anystatement you wish
to malke.

Commissioner ATKINS. The charges made are by a man named Hun-
ter, who sits betore me, a copy of which the honorable chairman had
the kindness to inclose to me. He makes a statement, and I do not
know but that it ought to be read. I think it ought myself, 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
goes into this record wmade by any outside persou should first be sworn
to. 1 do not think we desire to incumber the record with written com-
munications sent in here by anybody.

The CHATRMAN. That is the way it strikes e, but I yield my prefer-
ences about it.

Senator BLACKBURN. 1 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 investigation, if anybody’s statement
is to Lie taken at all, is that it shall be taken in the regular 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 moment ago as to whether Mr. Atking
wanted 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
comniunication 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 suf-
fered any such thing as that to be done under his administration of the
office. 1 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 eclaimed
otherwise, to put the matter in a specific shape in the form of evidence,
and then, of course, Commissioner Atkins could reply specifically.
That was my impression about it, leaving the matter to the committee
to decide upon after consultation.

Commissioner ATKINS. I can answer the charges now.

Mr. RoBeErT F. HUNTER (representing Cleveland & Co., Indian
traders). I ask the committee in case the evidence of the Commissioner
is taken on this point, that I be permitted to examine him in regard to
the matter. I would not make this request, but my name has been in-
troduced before the committee by the Comnissioner.

Commissioner ATKINS. I spoke of the name, because it is signed to
certain papers making charges against me, and I had a right to do so.
AllT ask is that you should swear to what has 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 an-
other, it we go on with the investigation, afterwards, and it is a ques-
tion whether we want to go further in the watter at the present time.

Senator BLACKBURN. I thiuk the Senator is right about that.

Senator Cokr. Commissioner Atkins has made his general statement
now, and he has 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 theconimitteedoes notintend to go through
with this matter, I think it is due me that I make a statement in sup-
port of the general remark I made &« moment ago in regard to the gene-
ral question that you put to me. It is due to me that 1 submit a state-
ment about it.

Mr. R. F. HUNTER. I would present a sworn statement in rebuttal
ol the sworn statement of the Commissioner, if the committee will per-
mit 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. HUNTER. [ mean in case the investigation is not continued.

The CHAIRMAN. 1 think, gentlemen, you had better wait until we
have an opportunity to consult amongst ourselves as to what farther
course we should pursue, and if Commissioner Atkins then thinks that
he ought, in vindication of himself, to make a further statement he can
do so.

Cowmmissioner 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 the Indian Office outside its records
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and to have every man in the office pnt on the witness stand, and my
whole correspondence revealed, officiul and unofiicial, 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 scandals conneected with the Indian traderships under my adminis-
tration, aud 1 prefer that this comnittee should go to the extent of
vindicating e or condemning me as the facts will warrant.

Senator CULLOM. I think you are perfectly vight in that view. Well,
shall we adjourn for further consideration as to the conrse the commit-
tee shall pursue ¢ *

The CHAIRMAN. I do not see that we can go on further this morning.
[To Commissioner Atkins.] You will furnish to the commifttee the in-
formation 1 asked for.

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, I will do so to-morrow morning.

Senator CULLOM. I move that the committce adjourn subject to the
call of the chairman.

The motion was agreed to, and the committee adjourned.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, July 13, 1886.

The Select Committee met in the roomm of the Committee on Patents
at 10 o’clock a. m.

The CHAIRMAN (Senator Platt). I notified Commissioner Atkins
vesterday that the committee would hold™a meeting this morning, and
expeeted 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 Ifort Sill.

The CHAIRMAN. What was your first experience as an Indian trader,
and when 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. Ilisher holding the license.

The CHATRMAN. 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 beeun your occupation and busi-
ness experience before you became interested in the business of trading
on areservation.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I had been in the Territories since 1867 as a clerk
for my uncle, Mr. J. S. Evauns.

The CHAIRMAN. 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, until 1876.
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The CnairMAN. Before that What had been your previous occupa-
tion?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I was in the service for five years—in the Army.

The CHAIRMAN. In what capacity ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. As a private soldier and non-commissioned officer.

The CHAIRMAN. You enlisted early and went through the war?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The COAIRMAN. And were mustered out in what capacity ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. As a sergeant. That was on the 29th of May, 1866,
[ think.

The CHAIRMAN. You must have gone into the service early; you
must have been quite young at that time?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1t was in 1861. I was about nineteen years old.

The CHAIRMAN. After your discharge you went pretty soon to be a
clerk for your uncle?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; the next following spring.

The CHAIRMAN. Where was the firm of J. J. Fisbher & Co. trading?

Mr. CLEVELAND. They were trading at Fort Sill, Indian Territory.

The CHAIRMAN. What was your interest in that partnership; how
much ?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. I had a one-quarter interest.

The CHAIRMAN. Did they trade anywhere else besides at Tort Sill 2

Mr. CLEVELAND. They (lld, in the fall and winter of 1879; they
moved part of their goods to Aunadarko.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you leave them before that time ¢

Mr. CLELVELAND. No, sir,

The CHAIRMAN. When was your license obtained ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. | was licensed to take effect on the 1st day of No-
vember, 1882, T 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 they 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. { concluded it. There was sowme written communi-
cation betweenMr. Ilisher and Mr. Reynolds previous to the final settle-
went.

The CAIRMAN. 1 will ask you right here (though it might perbaps
come later in the inquiry) whether you, as a member of the firm of
Fisher & Co.made any agreement with Reynolds at the time of the
sale to Reynolds that you would not engage in trade in the Indian Ter-
rvitory, or on that reservation where If mher & Co. were then trading?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; there was no such conversation had elther
by Mr. Reynolds or myself, or between us and him. It was not thought
of on my part, because we dicl not consider it necessary to make any
such statement, as there were two traders there then and a third one
we thonght was one too many, and we decided we had rather sell than
to stay in competition.

The CuammMAN. Had you any knowledge that Fisher or any other
member of the firm of Fisher & ()ompanb had any agreement, or made
any agreewent with Reynolds, that the firm, or the members of the
firm, should not euter into trade in the Indian Territory at the time of
the sale ?

My, CLEVELAND. No, sir; I had no knowledge before or after or at
the time. It was never meutioned between us. Mr. Fisher was at Samt
Louis most of the time and Mr., Moller and T were at Fort Sill until the
trade was made or just before it was made.
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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 putin the affidavit of a person
who was a witness rather than your own ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, siI.

The CHAIRMAN. Having got that license February 1, 18384, what did
vou 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. [ went there and went into business.

The CHAIRMAN. But was there a partnership ¢

Mr. CLEVELAND. There was a partnership formed by myself and Mrs.
Hntchins.

The CHAIRMAN. Was that the partnership of C. A. Cleveland & Co.,
at first?

Mr. OCLEVELAND. No. that was when I was relicensed ; that was the
partunership that was made.

The CHAairMAN. Has 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 be-
tween you and Mrs. Hutelins ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Up to the present time.

The CHAIRMAN. That was the question I asked; you misunderstood
nme.

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHATRMAN. How much of a stock of goods did you lay in?

Mr. CLEVELAND. At that time?

The CuAIRMAN. Well, yes; at that time or any time.

Mr. CLEVELAXND. There were some goods there already owned by
Mr. D. P. Brown. 1 bought Brown’s interest out of that; it amounted
to $7,000 or $8, !)0() 1 don’s recollecs the exact amount now ; ; and then
we boughc goods at different times, from $5,000 to $6,000 and $7,000
worth, and addul to it. That same spring, in March some time, I Went
on and bought goods.

The CHAIRMAN. That was in 1884

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What building did you trade in?

Mr. CLEVELAND. One that I had put up after I got my first license.

The CHAIRMAN. What kind of a building was it?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was 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 the year 18847

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. M. Jackson to the agency there.

The CHATRMAN. When was that ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was in the fore part of July, 1835. He repre-
seuted himself as a duly licensed trader authorized to trade at that
agency.

gThe CHAIRMAN. Did you know who 8. M. Jackson was?
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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, 1235.

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 yon 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 tobe out about the middle of
Aungust. 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 yon 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 think my brother answered it.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you get that letter [exhibiting a letter]?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I recollect receiving that.

The CHAIRMAN. Please read it.

Mr. Cleveland read as follows :

DYERSBURG, TENN., July 29, 1885.

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 let-
ter, 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 & BRro.,
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, probably, 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 amn 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 ocecurred on the 5th of October ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Ireceived 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, January 31. That letter was writ-
ten on the 5th of October.

The CHAIRMAN. And it notified you that your right to trade would
cease on what date?

Mr. CLEVELAND. On January 31, at the expiration of my license.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you keep a copy of that ?







20 INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

The CHAIRMAN. The one you read was addressed to Cleveland &
Brother ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; I will read this one of December 18th.

Mr. Cleveland then read the letter referred to as follows:

DYERSBURG, TENN., December 18, 1885.

DEAR SIR: Yours of recent date received and contents noted. Please let me know
by return mail whether your brother will be in Saint Louis before he returns. If he
will, T wish you would write him to telegraph me here as soon as he arrives there,
and let e 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.

The CHAIRMAN. [ see there is a telegraphic dispatch from him.
What is the date of that?

Mr. OLEVELAND. That is dated December 29, 1885.

The CHATRMAN. Where was that received ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was received here. Itisdated Dyersburg, Tenu.

The CirAIRMAN. It was received by whom ?

Mr, CLEVELAND. By myself.

The CaAIRMAN. The other letters you suppose to have been received
by your brother?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. 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. CLEVELAXD. Yes; that telegram was in answer to one I sent
him from here.

The CHAIRMAN. Please read it.

Mr. CLEVELAND read as follows:

DYERSBURG, TENN., December 29, 1385.
C. A. CLEVELAND,
Care St. Jumes Hotel, Washingtor, D. C.:

How long can you wait in Washington? Answer at once.
S. M. JACKSON.

The CHATRMAN. What had you telegraphed him to which this was a
reply ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. As near as I recollect now, I said, ¢ Had you not
better come to Washington 27

The CHAIRMAN. You were in Washington at that time trying to pre-
vent the sevocation of your license ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. [ did notask you whether you saw the Commissioner
in person at that tine or anybody in charge of the office.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I saw Commissioner Atkins while T was here in
Washington.

The CoarzMaN. What passed between you and him with reference to
the license, if anything ?

Mr. CLEVELAND., Well, he said he wonld not renew it.

The CHAIRMAN. Did he give 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 be did mention that——

The CxatrMAN. Can you give the date of the interview that you had
with Commissioner Atkins?






22 INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

The CIIAIRMAN. Was it while you were on your way to Washing*on ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; while T was on my way to Washington irom
Anadarko.

Senator BLACKBURN. You say you called on him?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, Sir.

The CEAIRMAN. Had you had any previous commuuication with Mr.
Henley 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 1 had bet-
ter go around and see what he had to say.

Senator BLACKBURN. Right in that connection, will he give the name
of the party who informed him?

The CHAIRMAN. Who informed you?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. David W. Caruth.

The CIAIRMAN. Is his firm a large wholesale grocery house ?

Mr. CLEVELAND, No, sir; they are wholesale hardware merchants.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the firm name?

Mr. CLEVELAND. The Caruth and Byrnes Hardware Company.

The CiATRMAN. Thereupon you called upon Mr. Henley ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, Sir.

The CIIAIRMAN. You were going to speak of a statement that Mr.
Henley had made. Did he pretend to speak by authority of Mr. Jack-
son at all?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir. I asked him if that was Mr. Jackson’s or-
der that he should make that proposition to me,

The CaatrMAN. What did he say?

Mr. CLEVELAND. He said substantially the same as I have stated.

The CHAIRMAN. What did he say in reply to that, Mr. Jacksow’s or-
der that should make the proposition; what did he say about whether
it was Mr. Jacksow’s direction that he should m:ake it?

Mr. CLEVELAND. e said thatit was by direction of Mr. Jackson that
he made this proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, you may state what the proposition was.

Mr. CLEVELAND. The proposition was that Mr. Jackson would fur-
nish the license and we all the capital and do all the work and give him
half the profits.

Senator CULLOM. There seemed to be a good deal of correspondence.
Did you indicate to Mr. Jackson that you would consider his proposi-
sition—take it under consideration?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I did not write him that.

Senator CuLLoM. Why was this correspondence and these interviews
kept up?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know really why they were. He seemed
to be writing all the time.

Senator CuLLoM. Did you positively decline to entertain it when he
first made the proposition to you and went out to the agency?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. There is a letter from David W. Caruth, dated De-
cember 21, 1885. Was it prior or subsequent to that letter that you
saw 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. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Where did you receive that Tetter from Mr. Caruth?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Here in Washington.
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Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not to the Commissioner.

The CHAIRMAN. Did youto any onein the office—yourself personally ¥

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir

The CHAIRMAN. So that when you say it was communicated to him
you speak of what you have been told, that some one else did for you

Myr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHATRMAN. Did you make any written statement at that time ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. To the Commissioner?

My, CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you keep a copy of it ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I did.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you got it here?

r. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I have not got it here.

The CHAIRMAN. Is this the statement which you presented to Com-
missioner Atkins at the time you were here?

Mr. CLEVELAND. You want to kuow if, up to the time I was here, I
presented a written statement?

The CHAIRMAN. While you were here.

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I presented this. I did not understand your

¢ question or what you meant previously. 1 thought you meant previous

to my coming here.

The CHAIRMAN. How did you present it?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I went there with Mr. Hunter.

The CHAIRMAN. Is thisacopy of what you presented there [handing
a paper to atr, Gleveland]?

Mr. CLEVELAND. This is the paper which I did present.

The CTAIRMAN. Did you take it away again or leave it there ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I left it there. This may be a copy.

The CHAIRMAN. Or a duplicate ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Or a duplicate.

The CHAIRMAN. Look it over and see if it is in snbstance the paper
that you presented there. .

Senator CULLOM. Does he say that this is the identical copy or a
duplicate of it ?

The CHATRMAN. He thought it was the original one, but he is mani-
festly mistaken.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I did write two, and this 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 Hon. J. D. C. ATKIXS,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.:

SIk: I have the honor to herewith submit for your consideration a statement setting
forth propositions from Mr. 8. M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, Tenn., to myself (C. A.
Cleveland), of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., of Anadarko, Ind. T., and others.

Mr, Juckson, some time the fore part of July, came to Anadarko, Ind. T., with a
license granted by yourself to trade with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes
of Indians. Mr. Jackson while there oflered 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 let-
ter, signed by your honor, in which was stated that he (Mr. S. M. Jackson) and one
other had been granted a license to take the place of the ‘ old traders” at the Kinwa,
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 that he had no ready money, but
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Mr. CLEVELAND. It should be.

The CHAIRMAN. IHow 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 Atking 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 Cominissioner on
your behalf?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Senator Vest saw the Commissioner several times.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any further personal interview with
the Commniissioner or make any statement after that, or written state-
ment which was filed?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 do not think I did; I do not recollect that I did.

The CHATRMAN. I will not ask yon to state what Senator Vest told
you, because Senator Vest has indicated to the committee that he would
be very glad to make a statement of his connection with the transac-
tion. Yon left Washington, as I understand it, withont having ob-
tained any promise from the Commissioner of a renewal of your license?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, he did not promise any renewal.

The CHHAIRMAN. What did you understand when you went away ?

My, CLEVELAND. I understood that I would not Le disturbed until
such time as his appointees should be there in operation at that place-—
should be there ready to do business at that place.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know just the date at which you left Wash-
ington ?

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 ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I got a notification—I forget the date of it—stat-
ing 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 whieh you refer [exhibit-
ing a paper]?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, that is if,

The CHAIRMAN. You may read it.

Mr. Cleveland read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
IWashington, 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. You were given ample notice that your license would not he renewed, and have
been given repeated extensions of your license in order to enable youn to close your
business without loss.
The above order will not be modified, and it is earnestly hoped that yon can ar-
range your business so as to vacate the position without serious financial loss.

Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS
Commissi;mer.

C. A. CLevELaxD & Co.,
Adnadarko, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that?

Mr. CLEVELAND. April 30, 1886.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 CIHAIRMAN. See if you received that from the Indian ageunt |ex-
hibiting a letter] ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, I received this.

The CHAIRMAN. Look on the back of it. If you remember to have
received that from the Indian agent you may read it.

Mr. OLEVELAND. Yes; I believe I did. [Reading:]

DEPARTMENT OF TIIE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN ATFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1886.
Sir: Yon 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 1, 1836, This order is positive and will not be modified, and youn will see that
they an:l their goods are removed from the agency at the expiration of this extension,
or as soon thereafter as practicable.
Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comanissioner.
J. LEE HaLL,

U. 8. Indian dgent, Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. Turn tothe back of that letter and read the indorse-
ment on it.
Mr. Cleveland read the indorsement on the foregoing letter as fol-
lows:
K., C., AND W. AGENCY, ANADARKO, IxD. 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 HALL,
U. 8. Indian dgent, per C., Clerk.
C. A. CLEVELAND & Co.,
Anadarko, Ind. T.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that indorsement ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. May 12, 1886.

The CHAIRMAN. That was a notice that your goods could not be per-
mitted to remain there after June 12

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What did you do June 17

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, [ moved.

The CHAIRMAN. You moved to what place ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. To Doan’s, Tex.

Senator COKE. What county is that in?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It is in Wilbarger County.

The CHAIRMAN. Is that on an Indian reservation ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; it is in the State of Texas.

The CHAIRMAN. What are the facilities for trade there ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. There is a cattle-trail that runs right along there,
a large trail, and thousands ot cattle go by there every day almost.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you trading there now ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

Senator CuLLoM. Not with the Indians?
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Mr. CLEVELAND. There are some who cowe 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 all
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 « license from the Gov-
ernment.

The CHAIRMAN. What has become of your building?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It is there at the 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 being obliged to move upon
your business?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It is a great loss to wyself 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 CHATRMAN. Can you estimate the loss which was sustained ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I could not now.

The UHAIRMAN. Do you know of any way in which you can dispose
of your building?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I'do not.

The CHAIRMAN. Is it occupied now?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I think that the chief ¢lerk 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 CuAIRMAN. Has there been any arrangement made for rent?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know; my brother did not say.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you got all your goods away from there now?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; 1 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 miles.

The CHAIRMAN. Has there been any trade in your goods at the agency
since the 1st of June?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir. 1 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 anybody except to the
traders. I think they bought a few things.

The CHAIRMAN. Can you estimate the loss that you have 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 doc-
tor were occupying some portions of it. [To Mr. Cleveland.] Can you
approximate it ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I suppose I could. I do not know how nearly it
would be correct. .1 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.

&
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Senator BLACKBURN. Then 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 ot
January, looking for an investigation to be had, and you were advised
that that investigation was on foot before you came on here, 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 yon came withont your papers ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. I understood you to say that your papers werc at
Anadarko ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, some of them.

The CHAIRMAN. And you left from Doan’s and did not go to Ana-
darko, but yon sent the key of your safe to your brother and asked Lim
to forward the papers to Washington ?

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. Ob, yes, sir.

Senator CurLom. I think we shall have to adjourn now.

The committee then, without concluding the examination of the wit-
ness, 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
Mr. Clevelaud sonme questions.
Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; I have a few questions 1 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 statemnent before my exam-
ination is resumed to correct something that I stated when I was before
the cominittee the other day. It is in reference to my having stated
that T had no attorney when my letter and my brother’s affidavit were
filed with the Commissioner January 31, 1884. T did have an attorney,
but I did not use him on that occasion. That is what I mneant to have
said.

Senator BLACKBURN. Who was your attorney ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Hunter.

Senator BLACKBURN. He has been your attorney as far back as 1854 ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; and previous to that.

Senator BLACKBURN. How long before that?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, 1883. 1 want to make one other remark 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 Cemmissioner’s office—acopy 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, siI.

Senator BLACKBURN. And there is a copy of that on file in the Com-
missioner’s office ¢

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes; the original is there.

Senator BLACKBURN. So that there is no necessity for your having
any papers which you have left at Anadarko?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Not particularly.

Senator BLACKBURN. ‘What was the nature of that affidavit filed by
your brother ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was that there was no such talk as Mr. Reynolds
set ap in referenee to an agreement between him and me.

Seunator 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 had been no agreement between Reynolds
and me.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did that affidavit of your brother include the
firm or only yourselt' ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1t included me.

Sepnator BLACKBURN. It did not say that the firm had not made any
such agreement, but that you had; it did not state that the firm had
made no such agreement, but that you, as a member of the firm, had
made none ? .

Mr. CLEVELAND. I belive that is the way of it.

Senator BLACKBURN. Had your brotber been interested in the firm
of J. J. Fisher & Co.?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. Was he not a partner in it %

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. Or in its employ ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. ‘te was employed by us.

Senator BLACKBURN. Ewmployed by you as what?

Mr. 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
had he been in this clerieal service ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. At the time we sold to Reynolds he had been there
some months; I do not recollect just how long now.

Senator BLACKBURN. Why did you not make that affidavit ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, he was there at the final conclusion of the
sale and kuew what was said between Reynolds and myself.

Senator BLACGKBURN. Well, 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 ¢

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I could make an affidavit, too, if it was nec-
essary afterwards.

Senator BLACKBURN. But you 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 euough to be able to swear that you had never
made a statement of that or any other character?

Mr. CLEVELAND. He did not say that I had never made a statement,
that I recollect ; he 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 ?

Mr, CLEVELAND. It is in the Commissioner’s hands.

Senator BLACKBURN. We will get it there then. You never made
any such agreement with Reynolds & Co. ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did any member of the firm of IYisher & Co.
wmake 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 BLACKBURN. 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. 1 believe there was an indorsement made on Mr.

eynolds’s letter that such an agreement had been made.

Senator BLACKBURN. By whom was that indorsement made ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. By Mr. Fisher and Mr. Moller, of the firm.

Senator BLACKBURN. Who constituted that firm ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Mr. Fisher, Mr. Moller, and myself.

Senator BLACKBURN. Then you believe that there was an indorse-
ment made by the two senior members of the firm, ddmlttmfr that such
an agreement had been made with Reynolds?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. What is your ground for that belief ?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. Well, I think I have a copy of it.

Senator DLACKBURN. 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 Decem-
ber 15, 1832, 1 think.

Senator BLACKBURN. When did you get a copy of it?

Mr. CLEVELAND. [ thiuk I got it after my license was revoked.

Senator BLACKBURN. You say you think you got it after your license
was revoxed?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. When did you first hear 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 BLACKBURN. And about what time was that ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 cannot say. It was, I think, after December 15,
1882, after my license was revoked.

Sepator BLACKEURN. When was this affidavit of your brother’s
made?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I cannot tell you that now.

Senator BLACKBURN. Was it made before or after you got the copy
of this indorsement made by Iisher and Moller ?

633
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; Mr. CLEVELAND. I am not sure whether it was before or after that
ime.

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
your brother made that affidavit that the two senior members of this
Airm had officially notified the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in writ-
ing, that such an agreement had been made by which each member of
ithis firm, yourself mcluded was obligated and bound not to trade on
the reservation whilst Rey nolds was tradmw there, and is not that the
:Iﬁel)asonft%lat you got your brother to file tlnt affidavit instead of your
iling it !

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir ; that is not the reason.

Senator BLACKBURN, T hen what is the reason ?

-Mr, CLEVELAND. Because it is not a fact that there was any such
agreement 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 liguidation.

Senator BLACKBURN, When and from whom did you get that ad-
vice ?

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. CLEVELAXND. I do not know that I do. Different parties have
told me so. '

Senator BLACKBURN. Did not your original counsel, Mr. Hunter, tell
you that?

JMr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. He never has told you or advised you that?

Mr. 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.

Senator 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.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not know that I ever mentioned this subject
to him.

Senator BLACKBURN. Do you know that yvou did not mention it to
him ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I cannot say.

Senator BLACKBURN. Will you swear that you have not had any
counsel with him on that subject?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. Will you say that you did have ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.
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Senator BLACKBURN. Was that the same interview in which he noti-
fied you that it 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 how 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. Where did that interview ocecur ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. At the agency.

Senator BLACKBURN. Whereabouts ?

Mr. 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 2

Mr. CLEVELAND. Myself.

Senator BLACKBURN. Who else ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No one else.

Senator BLACKBURN. Is that the same brother who filed this affida-
vit?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. He showed you a letter from the Commissioner
of Indian Aftairs, 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 ?

Mr. 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 kuow, 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 be-
tween you and Mr. Jackson (there have been a good many of Mr. Jack-
son’s letters filed lhere) did you write him any letters ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I think I wrote him one, I am not sure whether I
did or not; I think that was all that I wrote him.

Seunator BLACKBURN. Your recollection seems to be very indistinct
and indefinire 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 ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I am not just sure that I did.

Senator BLACKBURN. If you did write him one, what did you tell him ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, there was one letter, 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 wounld 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 ever make him any proposition to go
into business with you there?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I told Lhim 1 would sell to Lim,

Senator BLACKBURN. Was that the only proposition you ever made ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 think it was.

Senator BLACKBURN. Are you positive of that?

Mr. CLEVFLAND. 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 other.

Senator BLACKBURN. Well, was there any other.

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 say I do not know whetber there was or not.

Senator BLACKBURN. Do you expect us to be satistied with your
answer to a question as plain as that? You surely know whether you
ever made this man a business proposition involving the business you
had in hand, and I simply ask you to say whether you did or not.

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, T do not recollect.

Senator BLACKBURN. You spoke of a personal interview that you
had with General Atkins, Commissioner of Iudian Affairs, here in
Washington; you stated that day betore yesterday. Did you ever have
but one personul interview with General Atkins upon this subject ?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. I called at his office several times.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did you have interviews with him every time?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I did not have much conversation with him at any
time. :

Senator BLACKBURN. Did you have any conversation with him more
than once; if so, how many times?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I was there two or three times.

Senator BLACKBURN. On this subject ?

Mr. CLEVELAXD. I may possibly have spolken to him something about
it the first time I went in there, in reference to Mr. Jackson.

Senator BLACKBURN. Well, did you?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. 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 Cowmmissioner Atkins about this thing at all?

Mr. CLuveELAND, If I did it was at that time when I went in there.

Senator BLACKBURN. But did yon?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 may have talked a little with him; I do not ree-
ollect just what I said.

Senator BLACKBURN. No matter how little, but you did have an in-
terview with Commissioner Atkins then on this subject?

Mr. 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 relating
to this subject—relating to Mr. Jackson?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 possibly may bave 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 say to him.

Senator BLACKBURN. I did not ask that. I asked you if you ever
said anything to him in vour life on that subject.

Mr. CLEVELAND. I think I did.

* Senator BracxpurN. When?




38 INDIAN TRADERSIHIPS,

Mr. CLEVELAXD. At oue of tliese interviews; I do not kuow what
day. 1t was in Decewber, 1885, or January, 183G.

Sepator BLACKBURN. Then that is it. It was eitber December, 1885,
or January, 1886; thatis, the last of December or the first of January ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, Sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. In thatinterview what passed between you and
Commissioner Atkins ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. 1 do not recollect.

Senator BLACKBURN, You recollect nothing of it ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; not what I said; what I could swear to.

Ser;ator BLACKBURN. What were you doing in Washington at that
time ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I was trying to see if I could not make some ar-
rangement whereby I could stay there as a trader with the Indians.

Senator BLACKBURN. Is it not a fact that you had come all the way
from that ageney liere to see the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on this
very subject ?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. On the subject of Mr. Jackson’s proposition ?

Senator BLACKBURN. On the subject of your tradership there?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. And you had an interview with him and yet 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 whick
this Mr. Jackson had submitted to you ?

Mr, CLEVELAND, 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
80, 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?

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 map 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?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not recollect that he did.

Senator BLACKBURN. Do you not think you would recollect it if he
had told you?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It is possible I might have recollected it.

Senator BLACKBURN. You think it is possible you might have recol-
lected it?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you one more question. Isitoris it
not a fact that after Mr. Jackson had made these demands upon you, you
were still negotiating, writing letters and telegrams to him with a view
of arriving at a satistactory basis for a partnership between you and
himself?
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Mr. CLEVELAND. I do not think I ever wrote him with any view to
making any such agreement with him or any such partnership arrange-
ment with him.

Senator BLACKBURN. You telegraphedhim{rom Washington to come
on here ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I asked him had he better not come, I think.

Senator BLACKBURN. IFor what purpose !

Mr. CLEVELAND. He wanted to see me.

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did you want to see him ?

Mr. 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. Was 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 stock of goods from the time you
were notified by the Indian Commissioner that your license would not
be renewed, np 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 ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. I got it some time in October.

Senator BLACKBURN. Then from last October when you were noti-
fied that your license would not be renewed, you continued to replenish
your stock of goods up to the first of last month ¥

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 bought no goods
then after the early part of May?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Not that I recollect now.

Senator BLACKBURN. Are you positive of that?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, I could not swear that it was so.

Senator BLACEBURN. You stated day before yesterday that your
stock of goods was worth about £12,000 at the time you closed up your
business, | believe ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; somewhere in that neighborhood ; may
be not quite as much as that, The amount I do not recollect exactly.

Senator BLACKBURN. Was that & heavier or a lighter stock of goods
than you have bLeen in the habit of carrying since you have been a
trader there?

Mr. CLEVELAND. We have had more at times and we have had less.

Senator BLACKBURN. How would that average !

Mr. CLEVELAND. That would average very well, I think.

Senator BLACKBURXN. You think that was a full average ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. A very fair average.

Senator BLACKBURN. And yet it was in June (the 1st of June) that
you closed up your business there?

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir; the Ist of June.
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Senator BLACKBURN. So that you had a fair average stock of goods
on hand on the 1st of June, although 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 with Mr. Jack-
son when he made that proposition to you? Was it becanse he asked
too heavy a per cent., or because yvou thought it was a dishonorable
proposition ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was 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. CLEVELAXD. ITe wrote letters and we answered them. IIe was
the one who was all the time pressing it.

Senator BLACKBURN. 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 com-
ing to Anadarko, because you would not make the proposition then, to
wait until he came, and did you not come here and telegraph him to
come and meet you?

Mr. CLEVELAND. That was Lis proposition.

Senator BLACKBURN. But you were willing to meet him, were you
not ?

Mr. CLEVELAXND. Certainly, I did not hesitate to see the 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 ot 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 BLACGKBURN. 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 CHATRMAN. Suppose you put it in this way : securing a partner-
ship 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.  Ycu have not given me an answer to-day that was not predi-
cated on possibilities. Did you know that any friends of yours in Saint
Louis or elsewhere had interceded to secure the privilege on any sort
of terms between you and Jackson ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, I did not positively know.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did you have any reason to suspect it?
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and Jackson long after you considered him guilty of making yon a dis-
honorable proposition, and prosecuting that effort without any objee-
tion from you, but with your consent?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I do not consider it that way at all.

Senator BLACKBURN, I do not think I want to ask this witness any-
thing more.

The CHAIRMAN. Taking up this last question, Mr. Cleveland, what
did you understand that Senator Vest was asking the Commissioner for
in your behalf; for what purpose ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. It was to have my license renewed.

The CEAIRMAN. He was not authorized by you to propose a partner-
ship ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir; I never authorized it that I recollect.

The CoAIRMAN. Is this letter in your handwriting [exhibiting a let-
ter]. I show it to you for the purpose of refreshing your recollection.

Mr. CLEVELAND, No, sir; that is my brother’s writing.

The CHAIRMAN. Is that your signature ?

Mr. CLEVELAND. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Just take time enough to run that letter over and
see what is in 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 C. A. Cleveland ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; he says he thinks it is his brother’s hand-
writing. .

Senator BLACKBURN. If his name is attached to it, and he 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 Mr. 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—1 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 W, H. Cleveland and myself on file in your office
to verity my present representations.)” I show you that for the pur-
pose of refreshing your recollection, and to ask you whether, on reflec-
tion, you think you did or not file a personal affidavit at the time your
brother did?

Mr. CLEVELAND. If I did I had forgotten it. Itis possible 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 donotrecollect making the affidavit, but I would
know if I saw the affidavit. It has slipped my memory. It was several
years ago.

The CHAIRMAN. How much have you had at your store in goods at
any oue time—1I mean your store in the Indian Territory ?
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Q. That was at the time of your employment 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Had his license been revoked at that time 2—A. It had been re-
voked preceding that time.

Q. On account of an alleged agreement between him and Mr. Rey-
nolds ?2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And your employment was to represent him, to have it renewed,
or to have his brother licensed 7—.A. Noj; to have his brother permitted
to act as a clerk at the agency.

Q. Now I will skip yvour negotiations with regard to that matter and
come up to the timme that the resolution speaks of, which was in 1885,
since April,1885. You were then acting as his counsel, were you ?—A.
Yes, sir.

). Will you state what interviews you have had with Commissioner
Atkins in reference to the affairs of Cleveland & Co. since April, 1885 ?

Mr. HUNTER. Do you desire me to contine myself to the interviews
with Commissioner Atkins, or to interviews with the Commissioner ot
Indian Affairs?

The CHAIRMAN. I mean interviews with the office.

A. My first interview was brought about, 1 think, some time in the
month of June, caused by rumors that came to my ears of changes pos-
sibly being made in the Indian traders. I called upon Commissioner
Atkins

Q. When did you call, as near as you can fix it?

Senator BLACKBURN. e says in June—in June, 1335, he means.

Mr. 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,
vet I believed that they were in harmony with the administration, and
that I arrived at that conclusion from the fact that they had been in-
dorsed by Senator Vest for the position, and as the Senator was absent
from the ¢ity, I was exceedingly solicitous that he should talke no action
upon their case until the Senator returned in the fall or winter, to advo-
cate their right and interests in the matter.

(). Is that all there was of that interview ?2—A. No, sir. Upon that
Commissioner Atkins very courteously requested me to pilace the sub-
stance of my interview in a letter, and said that my request should be
complied with. On the following day I filed a letter to that eftect, re-
ferring to the preceding day’s conversation, or the preceding day’s re-
quest 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 posses-
sion.

Q. Do you remember the date of it 2—A. I do not; it was in a blue
envelope; that is the letter [indicating]. Onor about the 1st of Angust
I received the following letter from Cleveland & Co.:

ANADARKO, Ind. T., July 25, 18335,

DrAR SIir: We have done as you directed, and ere this the Commissioner has re-
ceived 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
ageucy. The traders at Cheyenne Agency have until October 21 to settle their busi-
ness 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 opinton is that the Commissioner has got his foot in it. His
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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 favoer his friends and relatives, There can be
another Belknap fiasco stirred up over this matter. Traders at the present under-
stand 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.

We 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 1 ob-
ject, and shall kick like hell and then kick again.

If you have any snggestions to make we will be glad to hear them. Write soon.

Very truly,
C. A. CLEVELAXND & CO.
R. F. HUNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.

By Senator BLACKBURN: 4

Q. Whose chirography is that in?—A. I am unable to distinguish the
handwriting of the two brothers.

By Senator COkz:

Q. Is it in the bandwriting of one of them ’—A. Yes, sir; itis in the
handwriting of one of them.

The CHAIRMAN. I confess that they are something alike.

Mr. HUNTER. I am unable to distinguish the handwriting of the two
brothers.

Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Cleveland can tell us.

The CHATRMAN. I will see what he says.

Mr. CLEVELAND. It is evidently iy brother’s writing.

The CHAIRMAN. I thought so.

Senator CrLLoM. 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
resolution recite that case?

The CHAIRMAN. Noj; 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
kis 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 tallk with Mr, Shaw and find out what he knows
about it.

Senator BLACKBURN. I simply wanted to call 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. C., Friday, July 16, 1886.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9.40 a. m.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER—Continued.

Mr. ROBERT ¥. HUNTER was recalled, and his examination resumed
as follows :

The CHAIRMAN. You read yesterday, in the course of your examina-
tion, one of Mr. Cleveland’s letters, and you have another one which is
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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 ig necessary for me to state the action I took
upon that letter.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well.

Mr. HunTER. 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 be the assurance that had been given to me
previously, and which called forth the letter which I am now seeking
tPom the Bureau, I preferred to communicate the contents of thfs letter
to Commissioner Atkins in person, and for that reason I did not convey
it to the Acting Commissioner. That was in the early part of August.

The CHAIRMAN., Who was the Acting Commissioner ?

Mr, HuxTteg. Mr. Upshaw. Subsequent to that I received the fol-
lowing letter, dated Anadarko, Ind. T., August 8, 1835, which I will
read:

ANADARKO, IND. T., dugust 8, 1885.

DEear Sin: 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
capitai. This was what I had reference to in 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 busi-
ness terws; 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
vour estimation of the business at this agency would be about correct. We have writ-
ten 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.
My, HUNTER. On the back of this letter is the following:
I have written the cattle men your views on matters,
Ww. H. C.
Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that?
Mr. HUNTER. It is dated August S, 1885.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. As he said hehad written the cattle men your views, will you
state what yvou understand he meant in that by saying that the cattle-
men had lost their leases 7—A. The cattlemen had been leasing large
areas of land from the Iudians

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 2—A. I assume that he did.

Q. That was your understanding 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And by reason of the fact that cattlemen had lost their leases it
was supposed that the trade would diminish 7—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
tinding Commissioner Atkins absent, 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 cog-
nizance of it, and returned to the Bureau and imparted the information

-
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contained in these two letters to Mr. 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 subject of Indian traderships was in the hands of the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs himself, and that he had pothing to do
with it, but that he would imipart 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. 1Is that all the reply that he made 7—A. That is
about all. It was all the reply that he could well have inade. Noj it
was not all the reply that Ire made. He went further, and said that he
did not place any credence in these statements of my ¢lients, for the
reason that Mr. 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 commu-
nicated the contents of either one or both of these letters, about that
time, to some other person connected with the Bureau. Yesterday, 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 you 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 deferred any further
action until the receipt of this 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 brother.

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Just read that.

Mr. HUNTER read the letter referred to as follows:

AXaDARKO, IND. T., September 5, 1835.
DEAR SIR: Our new agent is here in charge. He informs me that Jackson and Ja-
cobs’ license have beeu 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.
W. H. C.
R. F. HUNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. What is the date of that 7—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 whatit 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 li-
cense of Mr. Jackson had been revoked, I then went to the Indian Bu-
reau 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
Commissioner Atkins or Mr. Upshaw that you had the conversation
with 7—A. No, sir; I meant it was Commissioner Atkins I had the con-
versation with.

By Senator CULLOM :

Q. But you are not positively certain it was about that matter 7—A.
Yes, sir; it was about this subject, but I mean I am not positive as to
the blackmailing portion of it; asto the demands and exactions of Jaek-
son being referred to.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. But you say it was your decided impression, and yon feel confi-
dent that you did communicate that fact to him at thattime?—A. Ifeel
quite confident that I did, but I am not so sure of it that I would be
willing to swear to it.

Q. Did you find that Jacobs’s and Jackson’s license had been re-
voked 7—A.. It had not been revoked, so I was informed, at the time.
I might say furtherin this connection that another thing which induced
me to act upon this was that about that time, about the middle of Sep-
tember, 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 youever file a written application for the renewal of Mr. Cleve-
land’s license, or for the extension or continuance of it? Ithad not been
revoked at this time, but did you file any written application for its
continuanece, or that it should not be revoked ?—A. That is the letter
that T have requested to be offered in evidence now.

(). That was in June ?—A. Yes, sir; [ think it wasin June.

(). Did you have any other interview with the office on this subject
of continuing the license of Cleveland & Co. betore October 5 '—A. No,
SIr.

Q. What was your first knowledge that a notice had been sent (if you
ever acquired that knowledge) to Cleveland & Co. that theirlicense
would not be renewed ?—A. It was within a day or two of the issnance
of the instruction of Uctober 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 have been by Mr. Upshaw.

Q. The license clerk was Mr. Andrews ?—A. No, sir; it was Mr.
Osborne at that time, and I think that I read the letter.

Q. Before it was sent?—A. Ob, no, sir; after it was sent.

Senator BLACKBURN. What letter is he speaking of'?

Q. What letter do you speak of 7—A. The letter of instructions of
October 5—I think that was the date—that at the expiration of their
license it would not be renewed.
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Mr. HUNTER. Yes,sir; Cleveland & Co.advised me he wastbeir friend,.
and I called 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 myself went over this line of action of
Jackson’s as against Cleveland & Co. and we each reached about the
same conclusion as to the character of the transaction, and also as te
the responsibility which rested upon the shoulders of the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs for supporting Jackson by acquiescence in these de-
mands; and at that date I made on the back of this letter a memoran-
dum of the interview that was had that day.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. You mean of the interview you had with Senator Vest?—A. Yes,
sir; of the interview I had with him.
The CHATRMAN. Well, Senator Vest can tell his own story.
Senator CuLLLoM. That is what I think.

By the CITAIRMAN:

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 eannot con-
tinue 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 no right to state what Senator Vest
said to you. ]

Mr. HUNTER. Butl, of necessity, must do so, Senator. My interview
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 he 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 go, te
the Commissioner, and then you can state what occurred with the Com-
missioner and leave it there. That is the better way to do.

Mr. HUNTER. Well, on the 17th of December, the day atter my in-
terview with Senator Vest, I called upon Commissioner Atkins again
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. Ithen
stated that I had had an interview with Senator Vest the day before,
and that the Senator had informed me that the charge against Cleve-
land & Co. was for keeping and herding cattle upon the reservatio.
That from my intimate acquaintance with the business of the company
in that respect I was positive that such a charge was without founda-
tion. Commissioner Atkins theu said that such a charge had been
made. I asked him upon what authority. He said, after some hesita-
tion, that it was upon the authority of an officer of his Bureau who had
heard it as a rumor iu the Indian Territory. le 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 contract.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. You mean the Fisher & Co. contract with Reynolds ?—A. Yes,
sir; the Fisher & Co. contract with Reynolds. I stated to him that
that matter was not a question for his investigation; that it had
been previously examined and thoroughly gone into by his prede-
cessor, who, upon the evidence submitted to him and the argument
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presented by myself, had closed the case in favor of Clevelaud &
Co., and as far as he, Commissioner Atkins, was concerned, that the
case was Fes judicata and could not be 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 appeared to have impressed ghe Commis-
sioner pretty strongly, instead of the stormy scene that we had before
had upon 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 month, 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 Ly thé 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 been granted by his
previous promise, had 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. Jacksoun 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 had 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 inter-
views.—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 thie 30th of December I had another interview with
Commissioner 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 reserva-
tion 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. DBut 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 Sena-
tor Vest to detail himselt.—A. I will not go into details, but simply malke
a remark. Owing to what was said in that interview with Senator
Vest, the next day——

Q. Which was the 31st of December 2—A. Yes, sir; the 31st of De-
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cember—I carried with me the statement of the case as prepared by
Mr. Cleveland
Q. Was that sworn to; was it an atfidavit 7—A. No, sire—together
with his bond in the sum of $10,000, and presented it to Commissioner
Atkins with this letter [producing a letter].
The CHAIRMAN. Let me look at that letter a moment. [After ex-
amining the letter.] You may put that letter in.
Mr. Cleveland read the letter referred to, as follows:
No. 225 EasT CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., December’ 30, 1885.

Sir: Referring to the application of C. A. Cleveland & Co. for renewal of license
as Indian traders at Anadarke, Ind. T., I have the honor herewith to submit a state-
ment of facts prepared by Mr. Cleveland, which he hopes will more tnlly inform yon
as to the true nature of the influences he believes are operating to prevent a renewal
of their license.  *

Trusting this statement will receive at your hands the consideration its gravity
merits,

I am, very respecttully,

R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

The CitAIRMAN. Ilas 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 CuLnoM:

Q. For what purpose ’>—A. For a renewal of his license. I handed
this letter with iis contents to Commissioner Atkins.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. When you say ‘“this letter,” you mean the letter which inclosed
it, the one which yon read 7—A. Y es, SII.

By Senator CuvLLOM :
Q. Do you mean that identical letter 2—A. Na, sir ; & copy of this
letrer, with Mr. Cleveland’s statement and his bond to Commissioner
Atkins, The Commissioner read this letter—-

By the CFAIRMAN :

Q. When you say ¢ this letter,” you mean your letter 2—A. Yes—he
read my letter. After he had read it, I said tohim ¢ If you desire any
corroboration of the facts recited in Mr. Cleveland’s statement, I will
be prepared to furnish it to yow.” He picked up the statement itself
and glanced at it casually. He did not read it through. He may have
read some slight portion of it; then he handed back the bondtome. I
declined to receive it, telling him that T was anxious that the bond
~hould remain on file with the papers. That terminated the interview.
1 left the bond and the statement with him.
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Upshaw, who was then chief clerk and stated to him that I had receive::
these imperative instructions from my clients, and that I did not 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
such an imperative character that it was my absolute duty to do so. [
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 being in complicity, in fact, with
the Commissioner ot Indian Affairs—that in my line of action I was seek-
ing 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 was going to be. He stated that he would close them
out, and asked me what day it was. I told him it was the 14th of April,
and he said, “I will give them fifteen days in which to close; is that
sufficient time?” I smilingly said to him, ¢ Mr. Commissioner, I think
that would berather rough upon them; I think you had better allow them
a longer time.” ¢ Well,” he said, ¢ Will thirty days do?” No, I am a
little ahead, if the committee will pardon me. I had previously said
that [ had been instructed to take an appeal in the case to the Presi-
dent. - He said, ¢ Will thirty days do?” 1replied that that was entirely
satisfactory, as that would enable me to get up my appeal, and get in-
formation trom the agenecy if I desired it. He then said, ¢ I will issue an
order closing them on the 15th of May.” 1 returned to the Bureau on
several occasions, each day to see if the order had been issued, as that
was the overt act that I was seeking. After the expiration of some
four or five days, 1 found that there had been no such order issued, and
knowing the period of time that would of necessity elapse in my writ-
ing to the agency and getting a reply, I assumed that the statement of
the Commissioner to me as to c¢losing 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 Presi-
dent.

The CHAIRMAN. I have not got it.

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, I have it here. I will state to the committee that
this letter, as well as the one that was sent to the President, are both
copies of the same original draft.

Q. Is that the one filed with the Commissioner?—A. Filed with the
President, and referred 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
Lim to the Commissioner?—A. Referred by him to the Interior De-
partment.

Q. And finally to the office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs?—
A. Yes, sir. 1 will read this letter.

Mr. Hunter then read the letter referred to as follows:

WASHINGTON, D. C., dpril 22, 1886.
SIR: Under instructions from the firm of C. A.Cleveland & Co., trading at Ana-
darko, Ind.T.,as Indian traders with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes of In-
dians, 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 regulaticns pre-
scribed for their guidance, or any law enacted to regulate intercourse with Indians.
They have uniformly endeavored to conduct and carry on an honest, upright busi-
ness 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 is-
sued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, directed 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 lieense to trade would not be renewed. That sub-
sequent thereto, in the month of January, 1286, the honorable Commissioner directed
the agent to permit said firm to continue to trade until further orders, and that said
firm are now advised, under statements made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
it 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. Bat, 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 regu-
lations 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 Govern-
ment. 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
feelal any security of property or justification to undertake such hazardous business
relations,

With all due respect for the honorable Commissioner 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 administra-
tion 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 equitableright to a continuance
therein until by some overt act of their own they forfeit it.

It was under the assumy tion of being protected in such equitable right they were
induced to invest their capital 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 Commis-
sioner’s conclusion this will of necessity become a total loss. Further, their stock in
trade has involved an investment of some $20,000, whicli, owing to the general char-
acter 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 would be in-
curred that it conld 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, prac-
tically bankruptey, 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 sunimary action they would be in-
clined to quietly submit to the destruction of their business.

But being conscious of their own rectitude in all their relations with the Govern-
ment and the Indians they feel an injustice is being worked them that should not find
justification at your hands.

Respectfully submitted.

R. F. HUNTER.

To the PRESIDENT.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. What did you do with that paper or the paper of which that is a
copy 7—A. The paper of which this is a copy was mailed to the Pres-
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ident on the 22d of April. On the following morning I proceeded to
the Executive Mansion and had an interview with Private Seeretary
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 in the secrety:ry’s hands and said to him, ¢ My business is in
relaticn to this letter. and before stating it I would prefer that yon
would read my communication to the President.” He «id so. 1 then
said that the object of wy visit was to have an investigation by the
President of this matter—showing him Senator Vest’s fetters and M.
Jackson’s letters—but that I did not desire that this portion of it should
become a matierof public record; that I wanted itdivided intotwo 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 Prexident. I said, © No,” that 1 would prefer sending
him the eutire correspondeuce in the case. That appeared to be en-
tirely satisfactory, and I left. That same day, the 23d of April, I sent
a letter to Mr. Lamout, of which the following is @ copy:

[Confidential.]
295 EasT CAPITOL STREET,
™ Washington, D. C., dpril 23, 1836.

DEar Sime: 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 com-
munication of vesterday—

(1) Affidavits of C. A. Cleveland. .

(2) Letters of C. A. Cleveland.

(3) Letters of 8. M. Jackson.

(4) Letters ot D. W. Caruth.

(5) Letters of Senator Vest.

As stated in my interview of this date, the foregoing will explain the subject-mat-
ter as referred to by ine.

T would request a careful reading of Mr. Cleveland’s affidavit and letters, as they
will more clearly show the animus.  As I informed yon, Jackson surrendered his li-
cense some time in I"ebruary, on the demand of the Commissioner, after it was fonnd
he could not induce Clevelaud & Co. or others to put their capital against his infln-
ence.

It is only necessary for e to further add, this irm never had eattle on the reser-
vation, as Senator Vest, in one of his letters, implies the Commissioner alleged.

Very respectinlly,
R. ¥. HUNTER.
Col. DANIEL S. LAMONT,
Executive Mansion.

By the CITAIRMAN:

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 Secator Vest’s letters.

Q. Have you a copy of Mr. Cleveland’s affidavit2— A. You have a
copy of it here. 1have the original.

Q. The original went to the President?—A. No, sir; copies went to
the President.

Q. Where is the original2—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,
Comanclie, and Wichita tribes of Indians, at Anadarko, Ind. T., being duly sworn in
accordance with law, says:

For the past two years said firm has been duly licensed to trade with said tribes of
Indians. That for many years past affiant has been engaged in such trading capacity,
and that during his personal intercourse, and that of said firm, no act of misconduct
or unfair dealing can be established against either.
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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.

Mr. 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, 1835, Jackson made such proposi-
tion, 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 future trade with the Indians.
Respectiully,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
R. ¥. HUNTER, Esq.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. You say a copy of that went with the affidavit to the President $—
A. 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
record.

Mr. Hunter read the letters, as requested, the first one of which is as
follows :

UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., December 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 he will give either of
them I recommena a joint license with Jacksou, who 18 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 COKE:

Q. Who is “ Jim,” to whom the letter is addressed?

Senator BLACKBURN. It is Major Baunerman, of Saint Louis.

Mr. HUNTER. The envelope is addressed to Maj. James W. Banner-
man, of Meyer, Bannerman & Co., Saint Louis, Mo.

The CHAIRMAN. Now read the other letter from Senator Vest.

Mr. Hunter read the letter in question, as follows:

UNITED STATES SENATE,
Washington, D. C., December 12, 1885.

DEear Jim: Since writing you the other day I received a note from the Commis-
sioner ot Indian Affairs, asking me to call at his office. He wanted to tell me that he
had just seen Jackson, and found it impossible to keep bhis 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 his inind, but I found I could not help myself, and so the matter rests. At-
kins 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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1 think I shall offer a resolution in the Senate asking for tull information as to these
-appointments.

Let me know whether Reynolds will take a tradership at another point. Atkins
told me that Cleveland had 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 Lowis, Mo.

The CHAIRMAN. Now look over that letter in which you inclosed these
documents to Mr. Lamont, and see whether all the documents to which
vou 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 ¢’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 licensé, you 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 1 would
prefer that it be rectified now. It is with reference to the questions
asked me by Senator Blackburn in relation to Mr. Cleveland’s 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 per-
mitted to trade until Jackson had his stock of goods at the agency, 1
said, ““That is satisfactory.” I replied then that it was not at that in-
terview ; 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 pres-
ent, 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 satistfactory.”

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 Mansmn, of date April 27,1886

EXECUTIVE MANSION,
Mashington, April 27, 1886.

DEAR Sir: I have your note of this date.

At the time of your call to-day your name escaped my mind in conneetion 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.

Yonr commmunication and the letters substantiating it have been brought to the at-
tention of the Secretavy of the Interior by the President in person.

Very respectfully,
DANIEL S. LAMONT.
Mr. R. I'. HUNTER, ashington.

Subsequent to that I was indueed to believe that upon the reference
to him of the case, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs wouid bring
up, as a justification of his action in the Cleveland case, the Reynolds
matter. So, anticipating that, I addressed another communuication to
the Prealdent of which it and this are copies from the original, of date
Anpril 28, 1886:

5 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1836,

SIR: Referring to the matter of complaing filed in the case of C. A. Cleveland & Co.,
Indian traders, I wonld further respectfully submit, justification for the action of the
Commissioner ot Indian Aftairs will, if T am correctly advised, he sought in au alleged
culpability of C. A. Cleveland, arising from constructiou of a contract entered npon
several years ago between himself and a former partner, (with) one Mr. Reynolds.

The nature ot this coutract was that Cleveland sold to Reynolds his then interest
in the trading establishient at Anadarko. Subsequent to suchsale, 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 grant-
ing such license.

Mr. Cleveland, however, claimed that by entering upon sucl agreement he had as-
sumed no such ()hlmahon The contract and cvideuce in support of each parties’
construction were reviewed by Hon. H. Price, Commissioner Atkins’s predecessorin
office. This officer lield the issue involved (1llt'stion<; of fact, as well as of law, and
was not a matter within his jurisdiction ; that Mr. RReynolds’s remedy if he had apy
Just cause of cemplaint, lay in such relief as the courts of law would aiford ; that serv-
ice could at any time be had ou Cleveland : that the conrts shoulid constr ne the con-
tract and a jury assess damages, if any acerned.

In accordance with the coneclusion thus reached, license was granted Cleveland and
subsequent renewal thereof made by Commissioner Price. But on application being
made in December last for rencwal of the license from February 1, 1886, Commissioner
Atkins nominally based his refusal to grant it on thg oftice file of Ruvuolds s allege-
ment of violation of contract.

Ou behalf of Cleveland, I demurred to this, and ¢laimed that neither the contract or
allegements were questions for his, Commissioner Atking’s consideration. That Rey-
nolds did not now revive it, nor had he ever songht relief in the courts for his alleged
injuries. That us far as he, Commissioner Atkins, was coucerned, the entire subject
matter had, by the act of his predecessor, become res adjudicata.  And that, admitting
that it were not (on the above grounds), or that Cleveland had failed to comply with
the terms of the contract, and its construction was a subject within the Commission-
er’s functionus, nevertheless he, Commissioner Atkins, was estopped from giving it con-
cideraticn in the reference then before him. For his predecessor iu office, having
knowledge of the claim set up by Reynolds, granted and renewed licenses to Cleve-
land, and sunch granting worked a pardon for the offense, it any had been cominit-
ted, as fully as did the pardon of President Johnson to estop all future action against
those who had been in arnns against the constituted authorities of the United States.

After such presentation I was fully impressed with the belief the honorable Com-
missioner had abandoned the view entertained by him, and it wonld be a source of re-
aret to learn the subject of the contract had been aoam revived. For, in view of the
fact that he had assigned to Senator Vest another “untenable reason (that of herding
cattle on the rebervamon) as the basis of his refusal, and the further fact that cvery
other trader at said agency has been relicensed, it could but give support to the assump-
tion that the actuating cause is to be found in the rejection by Cleveland & Co. of S.
M. Jackson’s propositions.
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As illustrative of the financial injury that mnst of necessity result to my clients it
the Commissioner’s marked innovation in the construction and application of law and
duty is sastained, 1 will, from several eases of which 1 have information, alone cite
that of Hemphiil & Way, Indian traders at Cheycone and Arapaho ageney, who,
urder the operation ot the Comwissioner’s policy, have been foreed to make an as-
sigmnent with an incident loss that will aggregate many thousands ot dellars.

Tt is against a like fate my clients protest.

Respecttolly submitted.

R. . HUNTER.

To the PRESIDENT.

The receipt of that was acknowledged by the following letter:

EXECUTIVE MANSION,
. : Washington, April 30, 186,
DEARr S1r: The President directs me to acknowledge the receipt of your communi-
cation of the ¥8th instaut with regard to the declination of the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs to reuew the license of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders, aud to in-
form you of its reference to the Secretary of the Interior.
Very respectfully,
DANIEL S. LAMONT,
Private Secretary.
R. ¥. HUNTER, Esq.,
Mashington, D. C.

After that action I waited a proper time, and then called upon the
Secretary of the Interiorin order to find out what action was to be had
by him. I was unable to see him.

The CHAIRMAN. Then you did not call upou him ?

Mr. HUNTER. No,sir; but Lcealled at the office.  ITrepeated these calls
two or three times, and still was unable to have an interview. In the
meantime the Commissioner of Indian Affairs had issued a letter which
is a matter of record, and which has been offered in evidence here by
Mr. Cleveland, notifying Cleveland & Co.—-

The CHAIRMAN. Directing the Indian agent to notify them.

Mr. HUNTER. There was also a letter to Cleveland & Co.—there were
two letters, 1 believe—notifying them that they would be closed on the
first day of June. As it was then approaching the middle of May, I
saw that if the rights of wmy clients were to be protected imiediate steps
must be taken, and after again calling upon the Secretary and being an-
able to see him, I addressed this letter to the President, of which 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. :

The CHAIRMAN. Let me look at that. [After examing the letter.] This
is only confidential in the sense that yon divided your appeal into two
parts, one part for the President’s ear alone, and not to be put on file.

Mr. Huntir. Yes, but it was official ; it was not private but official
correspoundence.

The CHAIRMAN. Proceed and read the letter.

Mr. HUNTER read the letter in question, which is as follows:

225 LEAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, 1), ('., May 15, 1836,

S1r: 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 investigation, there
should have been a suspension of the Commissioner’s summary action ; busthisofficer,
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, issned imperative instructions
to enforce, on June 1, the fulfillment of his outrageous persecutions. I can only con-
ceive of the Secretarv ] acqulesceuce in such qnlebtlonable methods on the theory that
he accepts 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 exvent of similar
ontrages perpetrated nnder statutory guise.

Iuc1dent411v I learn the Commissioner seeks to justify his action in the removal of
this firm from rhe ageney upon occurrences of several years’ standing, each and all
of which were suc u%s[nlly refuted at the 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, and reach a conclusion on ex parte complaints to sustain the attitude he now
assumes.  Moreover, if' the charges on which the Commissioner now seeks to base his
action have any weight and validity, they must have had equal force and validity on
December 5, 1825, when he tendered to Senator Vest o partnership with 8. M. Jackson,
tor either Cieveland ov Reynolds, as the Senator might elect, which tender the Com-
missioner subsequently withdrew when he learned from Senator Jackson that his
brother (S. M.) had probably sncceeded in negotiating his license, used as u circular
letter of influence, and that therefore snch partnership was no longer a necessity.

In this, however, they were alike mistaken, as 8. M. Jackson was unable to realize
on his luulsc thonnh during a period of some eight months he had sunccessively of-
fered it on the markets of the Sonthwest.
© The defense advanced by the Commissioner, as I understand it, is a resort to sub-
terfuge and skilfully evades the very essence of the matter in issue, which is, what
are the true influences that operated to ecause him to refuse to Cleveland & Co. a re-
newal of their license ¢

Did he or did he not for months have knowledge of Jackson’s dishon 1 le propo-
sitions ; and can hie formulate a distinet reason why he sanctioned byacquicscence
these infamous demands ?

It is no excuse to say, as has beeu done, Jackson is o brother of ex-Senator Jackson,
a very wealthy man, who could advance hini the money necessary to open trade.
The ex-Senator did not so advance it, although the appointiment was, I am advised,
made at his solicitation, and he must unquesnonably have had knowledge of what
was being done.  Still he neitlier advanced the money, nor took any steps ‘of which 1
am aware, to counteract the nefarious methods of his brother.

Can it then be a matter of surprise that Senator Vest, in great indignation, should
have exclaimed “Itisad d outrage which I cannot couuten‘mce, I care not whose
brother le is” 2

Again, was the request for the surrender of Jacksow’s license made beecause of
such practices, or of his seeking for months to make a negotiable paper of it, or was
it when, after being pressed, and finding Jackson could neither intimidate or whecdle
any one into a partnership, the Commissioner advised him he must either proceed to
the active duty of a trader or surrender his license ¢

Another grave question to be answered is, has or has not the execution of the Com-
missioner’s policy brought iinancial distress on many persons, whose only offense has
been, opportunity must the given tosupply the Commissioner’s friends with the loaves
and fishes of his ofticial patxonmve And if, but too frequently, snch friends were
not so impoverished financially and b.m]\rnpt morally, that in their eyes the ethics
of the blackinailev looked like a revised edition of the golden text.

This is what 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, with my knowledge of facts, I feel justified in saying had such resolution been
introduced and proceeded with, 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 nnenviable as that now filled by Belknap on account of his complicity in
post-traderships nnder Grant’s administration,

What I now ask at your haunds, Mr. President, is that an iinmediate and thorough
investigation of this subject-matter be wade in its entirety.

If my clients, Cleveland & Co, cannot, in all respects, JllSt]f\' their conduct they
will interpose no ohjection to the financial ruin sought to be brought upon them.

Very respectfully,
R. T HUNTER,
Counsel.

To 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,
Washington, May 21, 186,
DEAR SIR: Your commuuication of the 15th instant, to the President, has becn re-
ceived by him, and, by his direction, referred to the Secretary of the Interior.
Very respectfully,
D. 8. LAMONT,
Private Secretary.

R. F. HUNTER, Esq.,
Washington, D. C.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that ¢

Mr. HUNTER. Itisdated May 21,1886. After the receipt of that letter
I again called to seek an interview with the Secretary of the Interior
to know what action would be had by him, and when. I remained,
awaiting information whether he would receive me cr not, for a period
of two hours.

By the CHAIRMAN :

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 2—A. I did, sir, through his son and private sec-
retary, and at one of these interviews his private secretary took a mem-
orandum 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 an interview with me. I neverreceived any such note {rom
him, and after this Jast letter I again went and waited two hours, his
son seeking to obtain an interview with his father for me. At the ex-
piration of two hours he came out, the private secretary did, and in-
formed me that his fatber had just gone out with Judge Jackson. I
thereupon concluded there was no necessity of my waiting any longer
(and T had 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 7—A. Three times positively, and four times I think.

Q. And at how many of these interviews did you endeavor to com-
municate to him the business on which you called?—A. At each and
all of them.

Q. You know that he was in on all these occasions?—A. Ob, yes, «ir;
[ know from what was said to me by the messenger and by the private
seeretary.

Q. The private secretary being his son?—A. Yes, sir; his son was
his private 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—I thought I would
2o 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 | came froin 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 wmaking a final appeal to him in behalf of Cleveland
& Co. )

By Senator Coxe:
Q. What time was that?—A. 1 say 1 cannot recollect.
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3y the CIAIRMAN @

Q. State as near as you can.—A. 1t was either just before I sent this
last letter to the President or at my last interview when [ went the last
time to seek an interview with the Secretary.

Q. What is the darte of your last letter to the President?—A. It is
dated the 15th of May, 1886.

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
Muay and 1st of June. DBut the Commissioner was not in, and Mr. Up-
shaw was acting Commissioner, and 1 simply stated to him that I had
called to see the Commissioner upon the Cleveland matter, and that I
sinecrely hoped he could reach a conclusion that would be favorable to
a renewal of their license. My manner was, I presume

The CuAIRMAN. 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 tile the statement in
the hands of’ Senator Wilson, which formed the basis of the c¢harges for
this investigation.

Q. Did you request him to introduce a rvesolution for un investiga-
tion !—A. I submitted a statement of it to him for such action as was
niecessary and bhad drafted and put in his possession a draft of a res-
olution. 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 Affairs, in the hope that 1 might still arrest
the action of the Commissioner in this matter and stop the injury that
would result to Cleveland & Co. it they were removed on the 1st of June,
on the 29th of Ma5, 1886, I addressed the following letter to the Com-
missioner :

225 East CAPITOL STREET
Hashington, D. C., lilay 29, 1886.

To the COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN 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, 1826, “rom the Kiowa, Comanche,
and Wichita Indian Reservation.

Very respectiully,
R. F. HUNTER,
Counsel for Cleveland & Co.

My, HUNTER. I received no recognition of the receipt of that letter,
altuough I handed it, on the same day on which it was written, to the
Cowmmissioner’s son, in his office, who I presume is acting as his private
secretary or as a clerk there. The Commissioner wasout. Subsequent
to that I addressed a letter, of which the following is a copy, to the
Cominissioner:

220 EAST CAPITOL STREET,
Washington, D. C., June 3, 1886.
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS:

Sir: I have the bhonor herewith to request that, pending the investigation, &e., di-
rected by Senate resolution of inquiry, of thls date, there be a suspension of action on
your order directing the removal of the firm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders,
from the Kiow:, Comauche, and Wichita Indian Reservation, and that until appro-
priate action be had, in accordance with the provisions of said resolution, that said
firm be, as heretofore, authorized to trade with said Indians.

Very respectfully,
R. ¥. HUNTER
Counsel for C. 4. Cleveland é Co.
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By the CIIAIRMAN:

Q. What did you do with the letter of which that is a copy ?—A.
That was mailed on the same day to the Commissioner, and I have never
received any recognition of its receipt.

Q. And that closes your connection with the Commissioner of ITndian
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 you not?—A. No, sir; not so late
as that. Mr. Cleveland left Washington January 14, or somewhere
about that date.

Q. You have referred in your testimony this morning to Mr. Cleve-
land being present at some interview with the Commissioner 2—A. Yes,
sir.

Q. Did you detail what occurred at that 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 that correction, as otherwise
in the testimony of yesterday it would appear that I was denying or
casting a doubt nupon an actual oecurrence, 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 had interviews
with Commissioner Atkins at whieh Mr. 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 ‘han one what 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 ocenrred.—A. 1
went witix Mr. Cleveland to the Commissioner’s office.

Q. Can you teil about when that was ?—A. That possibly would have
been the 3d or 4th of January, about thatdate. I am not positive abont
it because the liolidays came in there and a Sunday intervened.

By Senator COKE:

Q. Come as near as yvou can to the date.—A. It was about the 3d or
4th of January. I called with Mr. Cleveland for the purpose of having
the Commissioner renew to Mr. Cleveland the assurance that he had
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 Mr. Jackson to get his stock of goods there. 1
was deswrous that Mr. Cleveland should have that information so that
when he left he could go away with some positive assurance. That was
the object of taking DMr. Cleveland there, to have the Commissioner re-
new his statement. And further I was also desirous in that-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 interview of the 31st, and I had understood the Senator to say
that when that statement was filed he would eall upon the Commissioner
and confer with him in reference to it or in reference to the renewal of
the license.

By the CITAIRMAN:

Q. What occurred at that miterview? That is what I desire to ascer-
tain.—A. As I say, the principal objeet of that interview was to get
that assarance cf the Commissioner made to Mr. Cleveland personally.

Q. Was there much conversation then 2-—A. No, sir; very little.

G534 CONG——5
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Q. Did you or not gef any assarance of that 7—A. Yes, sir; the Com-
missioner renewed his assurance in the presence of Mr. Cleveland of
that fact—that Le would regard the continuance of their license, under
sulierance, to be until such period of time as Mr. Jackson got his stock
of goods at the azency.

Q. Did you call again with Mr. Cleveland 2——A. Not that I am as-
sured of, for the simple reason thut there was hardly any necessity for
my calling again.

€. I thought you said there were two or three times when von calted
with Mr. Cleveland !—A. So [ did; but what I meau is, Mr. Cleveland
Aid not accompany me with the express purpose of getting information
for himself. I may have gonein just simply to see it the Commissioner
had, under action that had been taken by Senator Vest, changed his
views. That was about all.

By Senator COKE:

Q). How many times did youn and Mr. Cleveland eall together there
for any purpose ?—A. I suppose we called possibly four or tive or may
be half a dozen tiines.

Q. Between what dates ?7—A. It would be between the date of his ar-
rival

By the CIHAIRMAN:

(2. Which was when {—A. Which was about the 19th of December,
and the date of his departure ubout the 13th of Javuary. 1 wonld not
be able to fix the number of times, but there were only two or three of
those times that Mr. Cleveland was brought into personal contact with
the Cominissioner. The first time I took him there more for the pur-
pose of introducing him to the Commissioner. That was about the 19th
or 20th, or along there.

Q. The point I waut to get at iz whether in any of those interviews
when Mr. Cleveland and yourseif called on the Commissioner, any-
thing was said about Mr. Juckson’s propositions to Mr. Cleveland by
either of you in the presence of the Commissioner 7—A. In any of those
interviews? O, yes, sir—no, I think I am in error. DMr. Cleveland’s
statement of the fact was a written statement.

Q. ITam speaking ot any oral statement made by you or Mr. Cleve-
land 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 been brought up and talked about, whether it was
or not.—A. That [ cannot say. It may hiave been done incidentally,
but it was not to any extent—at least not sufficiently so to impress my
mind with it.

Q. I will ask you one more 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 any other trader has
been appointed at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Indian Ageney
sinee Mr. Jackson’s liceuse was recalled, which, I nnderstand. was in
February 2—A. I can best answer that question

Q. Do you or not know 7—A. T was informed that there were other
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. Messrs. Sneed & Colyer, I be-
lieve, are trading at'the ageney, or they are trading at Fort Sill, but it
is a part of that agency.




INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 67

Q. Do you know of unything you desire to state before you are eross-
examined ?—A, I think I have submitted all the statements I desire.

Senator VEst. I would like permission of the committee to ask the
witness a question or two in regard to a personal matter. (To Mr. Hun-
ter.) I see from the papers that you put in evidence lLere yesterday
two private letters from me to Maj. James Banuerman, of Saint Louis.

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.

Senator VEsT. Where did you get those letters ?

Mr. HUNTER. They were put in my hands for the express purpose of
using them to facilitate the renewal of the license of Cleveland & Com-
pany, and to protect their interests.

The CHAIRMAN. But where did you get them, from whomwm, that is the
question ?

Mr. HuNtEr. T do not know, Senator, that I should answer that
question.,

Senator VEST. I want you to answer it. I want to know how my
private, confidential correspondence to a friend gets into the public
press.  Did yon farnish those letters to the New York Tribune or its
correspondent !

Mr. Hunter. Do you suppose I would answer such a question,
whether I did or not?

Senator VEst. 1 do not know whether you would or not, but I would
like you to answer the question.

Mr. HUNTER. T am not here subject to a private catechism.

Senator VEST. You put those letters in evidence Lefore this com-
mittee and made them publie, and 1T want to know how and where you
2ot them. They are my private correspondence with an intimate friend
in Saint Louis.

Mr. HuntER. They may have been your private correspondence, but
they are not your letters.

Sevator Vesr. Where did you get those letters?

Mr. HUNTER. I do not acknowledge your right to examine me upon
that matter. If you have any questions to ask, you will have to ask
them through the committee.

Sepator VEsT. You have thought it right to publisk them in the
newspapers

Mr. HUNTER. If the committee desires me to answer that, I will an-
swer it. .

Senator VEsT. 1 am asking yon by authority of the committee.

Mr. HunteER. It 1 had understood the committee to make that conces-
sion——

Senator Coxn. I will ask the question. Where did you get those let-
ters ?

Mr. HuxTER. They 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 iu 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.
1t is a public matter, They were published in the New York Tribune
four days ago.

Mr. HuNTER. These letters, or copies of them, permit me to inform
vou, have been in the hands of the President of the United States, and
of the Secretary of the Interior, and also in the hands of this committee,

6534 conaG 6
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and there are other sources of leaking, possibly, as well as through me,
sir.

Senator Vust. [ am glad to see you excited; you ought to be. I
want to ask yon whether you furnished those letters to any correspond-
ent of the New York Tribune?

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will decline to answer that question.

Senater VEST 1 thought you would. That is all I want to ask him.
I just wanted to know what sort of a gang had got hold of my papers.

The CHAIRMAN. 1f there is nothing further we will suspend the ex-
amination at this point, and the committee will meet again on Monday
at 10 o’clock.

The committee then adjourned until Monday, July 19, 1886, at 10
o’clock a. m.

W ASHINGTON, D. C., Monday, July 19, 18806.
The select committee met pursuant to adjournment, and, after consul-
tation, decided to postpone the further taking of testimony until Tues-
day.
Thereupon the comthittee adjourned until Tuesday, July 20, 1886, at
10 a. m.

WASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, July 20, 1836.
The select committee met pursuant to adjournment at 10 a. m.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER—Continued.

Mr. RopERT F. HUNTER was recalled, and his examination resumed
as follows :

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to ask as preliminary to my cross-exami-
nation, if my first letter to Commissioner Atkins, written in June, has
vet been filed and is of record ?

The CHAIRMAN. No, it has not been. Ipresume the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs will produce that with other letters in his possession.

Senator BLACKBURN (to the chairman). Are you through with the
examination-in-chief ?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

(). Tn the first part of your testimony, how long did you say you had
beeun a practicing lawyer here in Washington ?7—A. Since about 1871 or
18721 1 think 1872,

€2, Did yon reside liere before that time —A. Off and oun, I did.

(). Were you a lawyer earlier than that i—A. I was admitted to the
bar, to the District bar, earlier than that.

(). Had yon ever praeticed lasw before elsewhere ’>—A. No, sir.

(). What business were you engaged in prior to that time ?

Mr. TUNTER. I think, as questions of that kind are not relevant to my
personal conduet in this case, I will have to decline to answer.

The CTTATRIMAN. Allow me to say & word. You had better answer all
questions that Senator Blackburn asks you to get at your history,
whatever they may be, and not decline to answer.

Senator BLACKBURN. I think Mr. Hunter knows what I am going to

-
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do, and I have o secrets or hesitation about it. Whatever tends to
throw any light upon the value of this witness’s testimony occurs to e to
be competent. I know we are not following the striet rules of evidence
applied in courts of justice. Ihavenotsoughtto do it and do not want
to do it, becanse I want to get the fullest measure of information pos-
sible. If there is anything in Mr. Hunter’s auntecedents that tends to
impair or to establish the value of his testimony, I think it is compe-
tent to be shewn here. I will ask the question direct, so that you may
answer or decline answering.

The CoAIRMAN. 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 ouly objection 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 af-
terward. I do not krow that there is anything of that kind, but of
course I assume that the question looks to xomething of that sort.

Henator BLACKBURN. Yes, it does.

Mre. Hunrer. It the chairman will permit me, I will say to the Sen-
ator personally (it need not go on to the record) that I can satisfy him
in halt a minate’s time that the line of his inquiry

The CHATRMAN. Just answer the questions; that is the best way.

Senator BLACKBURN. T am not seeking any instruction.in the law;
that is my profession, too.

Mr. HUuxTER. No, I did not mean in the law.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

(). Were you an officer in the Army during the late war?—A. I will
say that 1 have sought for twenty years an opportunity of answering
that question. I was.

Q. In what regiment 2—A. In the Second Regiment of Infantry.

Q. That is the only question I have to ask on that branch of this
subject. I find in your testimony on Saturday, when I was not present,
one or two matters that I want to call your attention to. In a letter
written by you and addressed to the President under date of May 15,
1866, on page G1 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, your knowledge of facts),
I feel justified in saying, bad such resolution been intreduced 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 cirenit 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 complieity
in post-traderships under Grant’s administration.” I will ask you to
state what facts were within your knowledge that justified you in mak-
ing that statement?

Mr. HyNTER. With reference to one or both of the parties indicated
thiere, which do you mean?

Senator BLACKBURN. I havenothing to do with anybedy except Mr.
Atking, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

AL That was based upon the evidence that was in my hands, and
upon my interviews at the office of the Commissioner of Iudian Affairs,
and the knowledge that had been conveyed te the Commissioner ecither
directly or indiveetly by myself or by SBenator Vest, and by Mr. Cleve-
Jand’s wiitten statement of the transactions of Mr. Jackson with him.
Those are the facts that ave referred to there.
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By the CHAIRMAN :

(). Which Jackson do you mean ?2—A. Senator Jackson.

Senator BLACKBURN. He was not an ex-Senator.

Mr. HuUnTER. 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 anybody but Commissioner Atkins.

Mr. HunTER. Senator Jackson was a part of the foundation on which
the allegations are made against the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Senator BLACKBURN. I am not seeking to get any explanation of
Senator Jackson’s conduct, but am only seeking an explanation of the
conduct of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Mr. HunTER. Well, it was based on that information.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. Had you 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, that you have not in this examination
submitted to this committee?—A. Oh, no sir; the committee have

Q. They have all the facts?—A. There may be a few incidental in-
terviews with the Commissioner ot Indian Affairs, and some langunage
that passed between myself and the Commissioner, that possibly may
not appear of record here.

Q. Can you recall it now?2—A. Yes, I might in a general way, but it
all tended to identically the same thing as is of record before the com-
mittee.

Q. Then all I want is for you to be content to say to us 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 it you have any
others we are entitled to them.—A. I will give you othier facts and in-
cidents.

Q. Let us have them.—A. About the early part of August, 18585. I
became possessed of information to the effect that letters had been
written the Commissioner of Indian Affairs by Mr. Jacksen and by one
Jacobs who bad been licensed——

Q. Allow me to interrupt you for a moment. Are you speaking now
of what you kunow or of what you heard ?—A. I am stating information
of what was conveyed to me.

Q). Theu it is hearsay evidence you are giving 2—A. I propose making
it record evidence.

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 CHAIRMAN. The point is this: Whether you know it so that you
can testify to it of your personal knowledge or whether it is hearsay evi-
dence.

Mr. HUNTER. Itis the information which actunated me to move in the
matter. .

Senator BLACKBURN. I do not care anything about that. As a law-
yer, you must know ——

The CHAIRMAN. I have rather purposely excluded from your testi-
mony quite a mass of hearsay evidence, and confined you to those things
which von were personally cognizant of. I understand that Senator
Blackburn wishes to do the same thing.

Senator Br.acxpurN. That is what I want to do. Ie states here
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that they are facts within his knowledge. I want to rule you down to
your own langnage. As u lawyer you must know what that means.

Mr, HUNTER. 1 fully understand the restrictions you are desirous of
plaeing upon me,

Senator BLACKBURN. I only want to restrict you to what you knuw,
and not what somebody may have told you.

Mr. HUuNTER., Well, I will say this. 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.

Mr. HUNTER. 1 cannot give you the facts without giving you the
information. This was so much a question of doubt that I cannot give
you the faets without giving vou the information.

Senator BLACKBURN. That is a singular admixtuare.

Mr!HOUNTER. It I recite it to you, you will sce that it is so.

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, you conld probably so shape it. 1 will
then put simply this question to you; I will request yon to state to the
cominittee any fact or {acts within the limits of your own knowledge,
cother than those already submitted to the Committee, that tend in any
wise to support the statement which you hiave made, and that I have
read from this letver of yours, as to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

Mr. HunTER. In the early part of August, I think, I read in the
office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs the retaamed copy of a
letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs addressed to one W. P.
Bond (I think those are the correct initials), of Trenton, Tenn., which
indicated clearly tuv my mind that Mr. Boud had written a communica-
tion to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, demanding of him to com-
ply with the compact that had been entercd upen between him, ond,
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the Indian trader-
ships at Anadarko, in which, as 1 inferred from the Commissioner’s
communication, the demand had been made that all of the traders at
that ageney were to be ousted; that the traderships were to be re-
duced to two, and that those were to be sapptied by the personal
{riends or by the parties whom the Commissioner had licensed, that is,
S. M. Jackson and this man Jacobs, who, as I understand, was asso-
ciated with the firm of M. B. Harris & Company.

Senator BLACKBURN. There, you see, is information again.

Mr. HUNTER. And it was in advocacy of the rights of M. B. Harris
& Co. that Mr. Bond wade this appeal in an application to the Com-
missioner.

Senator BLACKBUEN. Did you see Mr. Bond’s letter?

Mr. HUNTER. I do not think I did, but 1 think 1 heard the contents
of it.

By Senator CULLOM:

€. Do you mean that you heard it read in the office?—A. No, sir;
bhut a general summary of the contents was conveyed to me, Senator,
and that is why I said——

By Senator BLACKBURN:

. By whom was it conveyed to yvoul—A. I decline to answer.

Q. You know who conveyed that intormation to you, do you not ?—
AL I do, sir.

€. And you decline to tell?—A. [ decline to tell; and that is the

reason why 1 said I could not state the tfact without giving the informa-

tion. -
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Q. I know you caunot unless you want to.—A. I do not refer to the

person who gave me the information, but I could not state the fact.
By Senator CULLOM:

Q. All you know about this letter is what somebody told you?—A,
Yy, 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 Mr. Bond, be made a
part of the record of these proceedings.

(). What is the date of it, so that we can identify it?—A. Some time
in Jul\‘, 1885. That is my impression.

¢). You read that letter? —A. No, sir.

Q). Youread the letter of the Commissioner in answer to that letter 7—
A. Yes; Iread a part of the letter, and I think the whole of it.

Q. Would you rot have read it all if you started to read any of it 7—
A. Not of necessity. It was quite & long document.

Q). Did you have no curiosity about it?—A. My curiosity was satis-
fied upon the information that had been conveyed to me in the little
portion of the letter that I did read.

Q. You did not want to read any more?—A. I did not think it was
neecessary.

Q. Did the word “demand” appear in that letter’—A. Not that I
Lnow of. .

Q. Did the word “compact” appear in that letter?

Mr HunTER. In the Commissioner’s letter ?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.

A. Notthat I can recall. I caunot 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 M. Bond’s letter.

Senator CULLOM. It seems to me that this talkk 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.

Mr. Hunikr. The information was as to the conterts of Mr. Bond’s
fetter, and not as being embodied in the Commissioner’s letter. 1 have
no recollection of the contents of the Commissioner’s letter, except the
impression it made on my mind that it was necessary for me to take
action on behalf of Cleveland & Co.

Senator BLACKBURN. Then have we, or have we substantially, be-
fore the committee now all the facts that ever have been in your posses-
sion tending to support that statement which you made ?

Mr. HUNTER. Yes; and if you had used the word ‘“substantially” be-
fore, [ would have nmde the same answer before.

Semtor BLACKBURN. I will leave out the word ¢substantially” and
ask if we lhave e all, and it you have stated to this comiittee each and
cevery factor part of a fact that ever was in your possession to support
that statemeut in your letter to the President ?

Mr. ITuxyer. All that I at the present time can recall.

Q. Then T will ask you this: Who gave those letters of Senator
Veat to the representative of the New York Tribune?—A. 1 will have
to reply to yon, Senator, as I replied to Senator Vest, that those letters:
for copies of thern) were in the hands of the President of the United
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States, and, as 1 am informed by the letter of the private secretary of
the President, were referred to the Secretary of the Interior; those
fetters were in the hands of Mr. Upshaw, the chief clerk of the Indian
Bureau; in the handsof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Atkins;
in the hands of the chairman of this committee and of myself, and there
are other sources of “leaking” as well as through me, and thercfore I
decline to answer.

). I am obliged for that information. Then you decline to say who
cave 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.
It is not within the line of my professional conduct in connection with
this case.

(). 1 am content with your answers, but I just want some more of
them of that or any other description. Did you have any complicity
in or concern with the obtention of those letters of Senator Vest by the
representative of the New York Tribune, er were you cognizant of the
idet that they were given over to him?—A. 1 declive to answer any
further questions with refererce to those letters or to give any more
information than is now before the committee.

«). 1 am content with that. Then I will ask you this question: Do
vou think it is eitber professional or fair for you to intimate that the
President of the United States or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
he Assistant Commissioner, or the chairman of this committee were
responsible for that, whilst you yourself refuse to tell what you know
about it?—A. I will answer that by stating that with the exception of
Mr. Upshaw and Commissioner Atkins, it appears of record in these
proceedings that Senator Vest characterized the other parties named
LY me, as well as Mr. Juwes Bannerman, the party to whom those let-
ters weie addressed, as being “a gang,” and if we were a gang asso-
ciated together, the possibility is that the persons associated in that
gang would be as liable to do it as I myself would.

Q. DBut whether tliey were or not, you decline to tell?—A. I decline
to tell.

Q. That is all very well. Is this the only firm of Indian traders that
vou have been counsel for?—A, Oh, no, sir. 1 answered that before.

Q. I know you did, and I am geing a little further with it by your
preriuission.  What proportion of your practice and professional worlk,
in round numbers, Lhas been embraced in your employment by Indian
traders here?—A. A very small portion ot it. I think there are only
£wo cases.

Q. You only had two cases?—:=A. That is my impression at present.
I may have had some ex-traders for whem I attended to business.

Q. Did you ever send out a circular to these Indian traders?—A. O,
ves, Sir.

Q. What were you preposing to do in that circular?—A. To act as
attorney for thiem and represent theiv interests before the Bureau.

Q. Is that what the cireular stated 27— A, 1 do not recollect the con-
tents ot the circalar.

Q. Did it have anything in it about iire extinguishers or hand-gren-
ades?—A. No, siry notatall. ¥You have got on to an entirvely different
thing, permit me to tell you.

Q. You did not have anything to do with that?—A. Yes, sir; I was
alzo the attorney to represent the IHarden ilond-Greuade Company be-
tore the United States Government. [ oam still the attorney of that
company. ,

Q. You sent out hone of those to the Indian traders?—A. No, sir:
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not to an Indian trader—that is, about the hand-grenade. [ do not
think I ever sent such a cireular to them. [ never sent such a circalar
to an Indian trader that I am aware of. To Indianagents I think I did.

Q. I think, in your testimmony on the first day you appeared here as u
witness, you stated that on the 8th of Aungust, 1885, Mr. Cleveland
wrote to you that he would go into business with Jackson on fair busi-
ness terms ’—A. 1 did not make sucl: a statement here.

Q. Very well; you will have to strike it cut from the printed record
1 presume.—A. I think not sir. It it appears of record here 1 may be
mistaken in that respect.  What T did say, if my recollection is correct,
was that I filed o letter of Cleveland & Company, in which that state-
ment is recited.

Q. By Mr. Cleveland 2—A. Yes, sir; Ly Mr. Cleveland.

Q. That is what I say.—A. No, you said I had included that in my
statement.

Q. 301 do say it.—A. Well, it is not my statement. 1 filed that let-
ter—no, I did not iile the tetier, but I received the letter.  That letter
was not filed.

Q. That is what I said; T did not say jou tiled it. You reeeived a
letter from Mr. Cleveland and of date August 8, 1835, stating that he
would go into business with Jackson on fair business terins. Was or
was not that subsequent to the making or submission of the dishonor-
able proposals that Jackson had submitted to Cleveland ?—A. That of
necessity was subsequent to that time.

Q. In the letter which you wrote to the President, which is in print
here before us, I think you stated that the stock on hand that Mr.
Cleveland had at the time Lis business was eclosed up by the Commbs-
siover’s order, was ubout twenty thousand dollars?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Where did you get that infermation?—A. From the affidavit of
Mr. Cleveland.

Q. Did you hear Mr. Cleveland's testimony before this committee
when lie was on the witness stand 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q). Did you hear him say that it was about twelve thousand dollars
as an average, and that at the time it was closed up it was about an
average stoek 7—A. 1 do not recollect having heard him say that in
January it was about that amount. My recollection of his evidence is
that he said it was from fifteen to eighteen thousand dollars.

Q. On which you put it at twenty thousand dollars?—A. I did not
put it at anything.

€. Who drew ap that statement to the President 7—A. The state-
ment to the President 1 said was based on the affidavit of Mr. Cleveland.

Q. But who drew up that statement ?—A. I drew it myself.

Q. In that statement the stock on hand at the date that e closed
was put at $20,000 2—A. Not when he was closed out.

Q. Yes, when he was closed out.—A. That is to cover the date of
the affidavit. The affidavit was then in possession ot 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 2—A. I do not know
that it does. DBut the President had it in Lis possession, if he had not
sent it to the Secretary, a copy of the affidavit of Mr. Cleveland, set-
ting 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
and those valuations I have no personal knowledge; they are predicated
on the sworn statement of my client.

Q. That makes the discrepaney of statement straight as to you, I
admit. When did you take this appeal from the decision of the Com-

J——




-

INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 1!

missioner of Indian Affairs to the President 2—A. My first letter to the
President will show. My impression is it was the 22d of April, 1886.

Q. Then I think you stated you went and had aun interview with the
Commissioner 2—A. No, sir; with Secretary Lamont.

Q. No; with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs?

Mr. HUNTER. At that timne?

Scnator BLACKBURN. Did you not state that you went to him more
than once and had interviews with him, trying to get his action made
iinal, =0 that you would have something to appeal upon ?

A. That interview you refer to was prior to April 22.

Q. But I am going to another interview. Did you not state that vou
had several interviews with the Commissioner seeking to get final action
upon his part, so that you wouid have an “overt act” (that was your
expression) upon which to predicate an appeal 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Now, when that “overt act,” as you describe it, was had, and you
had made thb appeal, did you not subsequently to that, have an inter-
view with the (Jommission(n' in \Vhich vou asked him if his action wax
final2—A. I do not recall such an interview; the interview of Apri!
14 was the interview which I am impressed was the one that was pre-
ceding the appeal.

Q. That is not the last interview you ever had with him?—A. |
think it is; T think the interview of April 14 was. I sought an inter-
view with him, bat he was absent, and Mr. Upshaw was in the officc.

Q. I will ask you this: Did you, at any time, in any interview with
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, say to him that he had always
treated you with the greatest L011rte~y and that he had treated Mr.
Cleveland with the greatest fairness and leniency—more than you
would have extended to him had you been in the Commissioner’s
place 7—A. No, sir; 1 have no recollection of having made any such
statement as that.

Q. Of course I am not quoting your langnage, but I mean substan-
tially.—A. No, sir; I <o not think it would be substantially. Subse-
quent to the hth of December, 1885, and particularly mbbequent to
the date in January—about the 18th, on which day I showed him Sen-
ator Vest’s letters—the Comumissioner 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
Affairs, 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 this ap-
peal; 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 had it
in my own mind—that had not Mr. Cleveland been impelled by the ad-
vice 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, Mr. Cleveland would not have refrained from
following my counsel. Those are the impressious that were made on
my mind.

Q. Now, then, I will ask you this: Did you in any interview say to
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the Commissioner had been
more lenient aund fair in his dealings with Mr. Cleveland than you your-
self would have been in his stead —A. Not in that language, Senator.

Q. Or substantially near that ?2—A. No, sir; not to convey that idea.

Q. What, then, did you say ?—A. It was to convey this idea, and it
was in this same interview: Alter the Commissioner had said to me
that he would order the closing of this firm at the time that had been
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mutually agreed upon between us, to enable me to effeet my appeal and
get information from the agency—thatis to say May 15—I said to him,
GAIr, Commissioner”—T want to get as near as I can the language that
I used——-

Senator BLACEBURY. So do 1.

Mr. HuntRr. “Ilad I been in your place™ I am giving the language
as near as I can recolleet—¢ Were 1 in your place, I do not know but
what L would have followed the same line of action that you have.”
That is about the language.

(). What time was that?—A. That was April 14; that preceded the
appeal. I will not restrict myself to those exact words, but that was
about it substantially.

Q. That was after the revocation of Mr. Jackson’s license, was it
not 2—A. I do not understand that Mr. Jackson’s license was revoked.
I understand that a letter was sent to Jackson informing him that he
must either proceed to the active dutics of a trader or surrender his
license,

Q. Have yvounot already testified that Jackson's license was revoked
and returned to the Commissioner’s office in the month of January ?—A.
No, sir; I did not.

Q. You arve sure it is not in this printed testimony ?>—a. I think so.
If it is there, it is there erroneously.

Q. Do you 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 Leen said to me——

Q. That is not it.—A. I know this: That the letter contained sub-
stantially what I have said; that Jackson must either proceed to the
active duties of a trader or surrender his license. I read that in the
Commissioner’s office.

Q. What date was that 2—A. Indeed I cannot reeall the date.

. Can you give the month ?—A. I cannot. If I am not mistaken it
was by the courtesy of Mr. Upshaw that I was permitted to read that
letter.

Q. But vou do not know the month?>—A. No, sir; I do not, The
letter will show for itself; I cannot give the dates of all those things. -

Q. The letter will be produced. Did you, in that or any other inter-
view with Commissioner Atkins, tell him that you hoped he would not
feel aggrieved or offended at the appeal you had taken trom his ruling ’—
A. I am fully impressed that I did.

Q. Did you, in that or any other interview, tell him that the only
reason you took that appeal was because you could not collect your fec
unless you carried it to the court of last resort?—A. 1 have no recol-
fection of making such a statement. There was a part of what you said
that 1 recall as having substantially said to the Commissioner.

Q. About the fee business 7—A. No, sir; not about that.

). Noue of that?—A. I do not recall having made such a remark.

(). Arc you positive that you did not?—A. I am almost positive in
my own mind that I vever made such a remark to the Commissioner,
particularly at that interview.

Q). 1 said at that or any other interview.—A. What T said to the Com-
uiissioner was this, as I rveeall it: That the instructions of my clients
were imperative that I should make this appeal, and that in addition to
that fact one of their letters had intimated to we that unless I took such
an appeal they would bring an action for damages against me for not
making the appeal.

-
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Q. But you said nothing about a fee 7—A. Not that 1 am aware of.
1 cannot recall ever having said anything to the Commissioner about a
fee.

Q. In order to refresh your meniory, did you not use language very
like this, in an interview with the Commissioner: that you had exam-
ined the books and found that you were not able to collect any fee {from
them for the service you bad been rendering them unless you carried it
to the court of last resort 7—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. What I recall as having said to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
was that I had examined the books, and that in a case that 1 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 in-
vited 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 2 manner obligatory upon me as counsel
to follow that advice.

Q. But there was nothing said about the collection of the fee?—A.
Not that I can recall of ever having said to the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs.

Q. Then you do not remember having said to the Commissioner that
that was the only reason you had for taking the appeal,.namely, to se-
cure yourself in the fee that you claimed?—A. I do not recall ever hav-
ing said anything of that kind to the Commissioner.

Q. Are you positive that you did not?—-A. I cannot be positive, but
1 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 ver-
bally or by written statement.—A. As I have stated in my evidence in
chief, 1 am strongly impressed with the belief that I conveyed that in-
formation to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs during the month ot
September, but I am not so strongly impressed with it as to be able to

“swear to that fact.

Q. I want a sworn statement now from you as to the first time he was
apprised.—A. Then 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 lim, prior, with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, he had shown
to the Commissioner a copy of one of Jackson’s letters. DBut from the
conversation passing between the Commissioner and myself on that day,
1 reached the conclusion that pessibly the first information the Commis-
sioner may have received on this matter had been either from Mr. Up-
shaw or from Senator Vest, and therefore the doubt arose in my mind
as to my having conveyed the information to him in September.

Q. That is a very elaborate 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 you tell this committee when, by whom,
and how, for the first time, information was conveyed to the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs as to any dishonorable or blackmailing pro-
posals of Jackson to Cleveland, and whether it was so conveyed verb-
ally or in writing and within your personal knowledge ?
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Mr. HuNtER. Am I to understand by the term ¢ the Cominissioner
of Indian Affairs,” Commissioner Atkins?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; Commissioner Atkins. I do not refer to
his predecessors.

AL 1 will answer that by 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 day of December, the
day of the filing of the formal written statement of Mr. Cleveland.

Senator BLACKBURN. Thatisit, and lam sure you are correct about it.

Mr. HHuxrer. 1 seek, Senator, to be as accurate as I can, without
doing an injustice to the Commissioner or my own conscience in this
matter.

Senator BLackBuiN. 1 do not know that I have but one more ques-
tion to ask you. Did you ever get a list of the men in the Indian service
from the Indian Office here?

Mr. Huxrer. I do not understand what you mean.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did you ever get a list of the names and ad-
dresses of the Indian traders from the Indian Office, upon your own
request?

Mr. HuNTER. I am not aware of having doune so since Comimissioner
Atkins has been in office. 1 made a request for it, but I do not think
it was furnished to me. I did secure such a list during Comnissioner
Price’s administration.

Q. For what purpose did you want it?—A. Simply to send them a
circular.

Q. To get to attend to their business?—A. Yes, sir; it was a busi-
ness cireular. I do not think that my request for a list under Commis-
sioner Atkins was complied with, but I made a request for it.

Q). But you made a request under Commissioner Atkins’s administra-
tion J—A. Yes, sir.

(). Did yvou state the reasons why you wanted the list 7—A. Not that
I am aware of; there was no necessity; it was apparent on its face that
I wanted it for my business purposes.

Q. Did you say so to the office when you asked for it 7—A. No, sir;
I do not recollect that I did. My conversation was with Mr. Osborne,
the license clerk at that time. [ have no objection, as I see he is pres-
ent, to Mr. Osborne answering the question. I made a request of him
to give we that, and I do not kuow whether he did give it to.me or not,
but I do not think Le did.

Q. Do you know whether yvou told him you wanted that list so that
vou could seud out some circulars about this fire-extinguishing appa-
ratus 7—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. Jack-
son was revoked and returned to the oftice of the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs ?—A. No, sir, further than the information that was con-
veyed to me in the office, that it was some time in IFebruary, and I am
fully 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. o

Q). But yvou do not know the month in which that letter was writ-
ten ?—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 CuammAN. I think I will ask Mr. Hunter a single question.
You said that you were a member of the Second Infantry?

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir.
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The CHAIRMAN. Were you an officer?

Mr. HUNTER. Yes; I was an officer.

The CHAIRMAN. What officer?

Mr. HUNTER. I was both a first lientenant and a captain. I was
commissioned as first lientenant and appointed as captain.

The CiIAIRMAN. There was a court-martial in which you were eon-
cerned, was there not?

¥Mr, HuxTER. Yes, sii.

The CHATRMAN., Will you furnish the committee with the proceed-
ings of that conrt-martial, and also with anyv subsequent proceedings
in relation to the ceurt-martial.

Mr. HUNTER. I can farnish the subsequent proceedings. I am not
aware that I can furnish the proceedings of the court. 1 have not got
theni.

Senator BLACKBURN. I have those findings jn my hand.

The CHAIRMAN. As 1 sappose they will come in, will you at some
time furnish to us (I do not care for it now) any subsequent proceed-
ings, if there were any, in regard to those findings. Whatever is of
record in that matter 1 want to go in, if any of it is to go into the record.

The select committee then adjenrued until Thursday, July 22, 1886,
at 10 o’clock a. m.

WasmNG1ToN, D. C., Thursday, July 22, 1386.

The select committee met at 10 o'clock a. m.

TESTIMONY OF ROBERT F. HUNTER—Continued.

Mr. RosErt F. HUNTER was recalled and his examination resumed,
as follows :

The CnairMAN. I just want to ask you one question. During your
examination on Tuesday something was said about your having been
an agent for the sale of hand-grenades, and the question was asked you
as to whether you did not obtain from the Commissioner a list of Indian
traders upon the representation that you wanted to send them circulars
relating to hand-grenades. Now, if you will state in a few words what
vou have to say on that subject I will be obliged.

Mr. HUNTER. I can state that very briefly. Ihave been the attorney
of ihe Harden Star Hand-Grenade Company for some eighteen months.
During Commissioner Price’s tenure of the office of Commissioner of
Indian Affairs I secnred orders for the company fromn him.

The CHATRMAN. You secured orders for the company from him to
supply what?

Mr. HunTER. To supply agencies with hand-grenades. When Com-
missioner Atkins came into office he likewise gave me orders, as the
attorney of this eompany, for those grenades. After the issnance 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 Commnissicner 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 these hand-
grenades, and he very courteously told me that he would have no ob-
Jection. Thereupon 1 addressed these circulars to the agents, and sub-
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sequent to that numerous orders were given 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 received it during Commissioner Atking’s administration. Dur-
ing Commissioner Price’s administration I had received such a list, but
I supposed that there would Le 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. CHAIRMAN. Under Commissioner Atkins’s administration, you
mean ; since he has been Commissioner you have not sent any to the
traders ?

Mr. HUNTER. I have no recollection of having sent any of those to
the traders. If the committee desire——

The CHAIRMAN. I do not want to go into the matter at length.

Mr. HUNTER. I have the orders themselves, and they will speak. I
would say further to the committee that I am the attorney of this com-
pany, representing them before all the departments of the Government,
as well as the Indian Bureau and the Department of the Interior, and
have secured like orders from ditferent departments.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any particular difficulty in getting a list of
Indian traders without going to the office for it? I do not know how
that may be.

Mr. HunNTiR. That is the only source that I am aware cf from which
it can be secured.

The CIHAIRMAN. Were not their names published in the Official Reg-
ister from time to time?

Mr. HunTiER. Not that I have ever seen.

The CmAIrMAN. I did not know whether they were or not.

Mr. HuNTER. T have never seen it. I would like to say further that
yesterday I called at the War Departinent, in compliance with your
directions, and I find that I am unable to secure the order I was seek-
ing; that it can only be secured upon an official request made by your-
self. I have therefore to request that you secure from the War Depart-
ment Special Order No. 124, Adjutant-General’'s Office, War Depart-
ment, Washington, March 12, 1867, which annuls the 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 myselt be made a part
of the record of these proceedings.

The CIIAIRMAN. Very well; that is all. I want to say this, for Gen-
eral Atkings information and the information 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. Bat I think this committee ought
to investigate some other matters which have been brought to my at-
tention as chairman since the appointment of the committee—I mean
the circumstances attending other appointments to Indian traderships
and the conduct of other appointees. The committee manifestly can-
not do that before the adjournment of Congress. Under these circum-
stances I showld 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 & Co., or
whether e would prefer to defer it nntil the other cases have been
brought to the attention of the committee by witnesses.

Cowmmissioner ATKINS, Do you intend that for my reply ?

The CHAIRMAN. 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 um\ take up other cases hvre.xfter, and that it will not be
closing the investigation.

Cowinissioner AThI\’b It is immaterial to me about that.

The CnairMAN. 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 sufliciently long, and that I oughtto be allowed to
make a statement with regawd to this case.

TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS—Continued.

Hou. J. D. C. ATxkiNs, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recalled, and
his examination resumed.

Commissioner ATKINS. I regret exceedingly this morning my condi-
tion. 1 have been in Led from a very severe attack of illness from last
Saturday until an hour ago. 1 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 law
which authorizes me to appoint Indian traders. It has been some time
since I appeared before the committee on a previous occasion, and 1
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, specifiying 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 author-
ity to appoint traders to the Indian tribes, 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 pursnance 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
Commissioner of Indian Affairs concerning whom I have knowledge.

Senator CULLoM. Have any of them held longer?

Commissioner ATKINS. Never, except by sufferance.

Senator CuLLoM. Well, by sufferance ?

Comimissioner ATKINS. Yes, by mere sufferance or reappointment.

Senator CuLLoM. If it will not interrupt yvou, I will ask « question.

Commissioner ATKINS. It will be no interruption.

Senator ('ULLOM. How long have they held by sufferance or reap-
po:ntment, usually ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Well, sometimes parties have been reap-
pointed for years and years. Wien a man holds it by sufferance he
only bolds it for a few months, if he is not relicensed.

i'he UTAIRMAN. By ¢ sufferance” you mean that if a man’s license is
not to be renewed, he is given permission to hold over tor a while in
order to ¢lose up.

Commissioner ATKINS, Yes, and on that I could rest the case. Ihave
viclated no law that I amm aware of, and nobody has any legal rights,
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that I am aware of, inconsistent with that law or that rule or regula-
tion.

Mr. R. F. HuNnTER. Will you allow me to ask you a question?

Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; I will not allow you to ask any ques-
tions.

Mr. R. . HunTER. I will ask you some before you get through.

Commissioner A1KINS. You will not do it; I will see that you do not.
You must keep your tongue to yourself. If you want to speak {o me
you must speak to me through the chairman.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that under that law and that reg-
ulation I have licensed, 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 fitty-seven
of the old traders, and licensed, for the first tite, 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. DBut before I take up that case I will nake one more remark.
As T said the other day, when I came into the office I had two ideas
about licensing Indian traders. 1 did not know which 1 would do,
throw the business open to competition generally, or to adjust a limited
number of licensed traders at an agency iu 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,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Waslington, October 5, 1=305.

Sik: 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 reason-
able prices, the following rules and regulations are made for the guidance of li-
censed traders, and it is expected and required that a strict compliance with them
will be faithfully observed.

The nuwber of licensed traders at the various Indian agencies will be restricted to
sucli nwmber 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 tralers 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 menth, or a
copt 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 alcoho! or whisky, nor breech-loading fire-arms or fixed ammunition of any de-
scription.

3. Licensed traders must not charge the Indians for goods and supplies furnished
them any ligh: r rates than are hereinafrer enumer ated, the expense of transportation
to be firss added to the original cost of the goods—

On dry-goods, including blanketq, woolen rroods, 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 ceut.

On harness, saddles, leather, &c., 25 per cent.

On miscellaneous articles, including elocks, sewing-machines, churns, brass kettles
corn-shellers, fanning-mills, feed-cutters, &c., 20 per cent.

On ali kinds of agricultural implements, 20 per cent.

On tlour, meal, grain, &e., 20 per cent.

On wagons and wagon tixtnres, 20 per cent.

Ou paiuts aud oil, 30 per cent.

On stoves, hollow-ware, tinware, stamped ware, 25 per cent.

On hardware, inelhuding nails, glass, grindstones, rope, horseshoes, &e., 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 exammined 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 ot all articles kept on sale mnst be good and merchantable, and not
inferior to the quality furnished the Indians by the Government.

The Indians should be given to understand that 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 eonform 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 in-
debtedness for the balance due said Indian, but shall pay the balance due in cash to

the Indian.
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Comamissioner.

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 ATKINS. 1t 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 INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., July 23, 1835.

DEAR Sir: luclosed please find license this day granted you to trade with the In-
dians of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency, at Anadarko, Ind. T., for the
term of one year.

Referring to the gquestion in your letter of the 18th instant, ‘‘ when the licenses of
the present traders would be revoked,” permit e to reply that I have not as yet fully
concluded 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 an Indian reservation ¢“is limited,” still I am credibly informed that the amonnt
done now at this agency is about $130,000 per annum, with a gradual increase.

This is a much larger business than this office supposed, and the good of the service
would seem 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. 8. M. JACKSON, Commissioner.
Dyersburg, Tenn.
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Commissioner ATKINS. I had been pressed by some gentlemen to
grant another Hcense at that place, and had consented to license an-
other 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 ana 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) who lived at Mi-
lan, Tenu,  Tagreed to license them with Jacobs, and while I am on
that Jacobs business I will finish it. They wentout 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. Tinding that he was a
fraud and that he had acted in bad faith atter 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 partiesIrevoked his
license, and did that, I believe, in August—August 26 I think was the
date that 1 revoked his license. 1 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 run 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 leensed Mr. Jacksou, I had
never seen him. [ left Washington in August, 1885, to take a trip home
to recuperate myself. The very day that I got howe [ heard a very
ngly rumor with regard to Mr. Jackson, and it was that 1 alluded to the
other day, very incidentally

Senator CoxB. What time was that?

Commissioner A7KINg. That was in August, 1885, The rumor was
that Mr. Jackson had 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 re-
turn. But I beard it either on the road or at my home. That very
day, however, that I got home, Mr. Juck=on 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. e called to see me, and I told
him very promptly what I had heard. MHe indignantly denied it. I
said to him, “Mr. Jackson, if it were true that you had offered to sell
your license, or to make any dishonorable use of your license in any
wanner, it would not do you”—for I remember the words wel—ig
would not do yon, nor the party to whom you sold, any good what-
ever, for I wonld revoke your license instantly.” He denounced it as
an infamous lie. I saw nothiing more of Mr. Jackson during my stay in
Tennessee, and I returned here, I presame, in August. About the first
of October it was decided by the President and by the Secretary of the
Interior that it was important for me to make a trip West with a view of
visiting Indian agencies, aud 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 office ?

Commissiover ATKINS. Yes, in my ofiice—and he ealled my attention
early in April to C. A. Cleveland and & Co., for I had told Mr. An-
drews, said I, “Mu Audrews, 1 desire to revoke the licenses of any
parties who have acted badly or that you do not think ought to stay
upon the reservation, of course giving me the facts and 1T will be
the judge.” He told me that C. A. Cleveland & Co. ought not to be
relicensed. 1 asked him why not. Well, he did not want to say much.
He said, © Mr. Commissioner, you can look atihe papers yourseit.”  But
Ipressed bim, and he said that heliad been guilty, in fiis judgment, of bad
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faith to the mar that he sold to, Mr. Reyuolds, and that there were
other charges against him. ¢ Very well,” said I, ¢ Mr. Andrews, you
keep thisin mind. I donot want to revoke anybody’s license, for I do
not want any man to lose money, but I do not want any man to be ex-
ploited upon by any person that I have appointed.” That I have said in
the presence of my elerks dozens of times. ¢ Now,” said I, ¢ call this
to my attenticn along in the fall; and 1 will look to this case.” Well, I
remembered it.  He ealled my attention to it again during the month
of April or the first days of May, becanse he called my attention to it
twice betore I went to New York, and T opened the bids in New York
on the 5th of May, and left here on the 4th of May, 1885. When I was
abour to start West, I remembered this case, and without thinking of
Mr, Jackson, or thinking of anybody else, I issued an order notifying
Myr. Cleveland that when his license expired, which would be the first
day of FFebruary, 1886, I would revoke his license.
Senator BLACKBURN. You mean you would not reissue it ?
Commnissioner ATKINS. Yes., Not that I would revoke it, but that I
wonld not reissne it.  That order was issned. 1 weni home, and on my
way home I met Mr. Jackson again—for 1 desire to tell everything I
know about this matter—1 met Mr. Jackson on the car accidentally,
and we had a long conversation on the subject of this tradership, though
I have no recoliection of it in the world except that he asked me to al-
low him to open there the Ist of December or the Ist of Junuary. Feel-
ing that his absenee with a stoek of goods from the agency would be no
detriment to the traders there, [ told him that wounld be all right. I
went on West. I returned about the middle of November, possibly the
12th; 1do not think earlier than the 12th, but the record will show. I
am sure that it was not earlier than the 12th of November. In the
mean time Mr. Upshaw, acting as Commissioner, or being the Acting
Jommissioner, to express it imore elegantly, wrote Mr. Jackson this let-
ter:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
W ashington, November &, 1835,
My Dranr S1z: Will you please advise this office at once as to what time you in-
tend to forward yonr bond and commence business as trader at the Kiowa Agency.
Soine time has elapsed since your appoiuntment, and, as the licenses of the old
traders huve been revoked, it is necessary that yon commence your business there at
oncee,
Verg respectfully,
A. B. UPSHAW,
Aeting Commissioner.
Mr. 8. M. JACKSON,
Nushrville, Tenn.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now, sir, I thought no more of Mr. Jackson.
It is not true, as was intimated the other day, that my attention was
called to Mr. Jackson’s having made improper proposals to Mr. Cleve-
land in September.  That is not true; and the statement thatI made a
moment ago that 1 had understood in August that he had sold his license
for $8,000 was in o connection with Mr. Cleveland’s name at the time
I heard it, or ever, o far as that is concerned.

The next time this subject came to my attention, that I remember, it
was brought up by Senator Vest, who seemed to be an ardent friend of
Mr. Cleveland, or, rather, an ardent advocate of Mr. Cleveiand’s be-
ing relicensed, I suppose on aceount of the inflnences of his friends (Mr.
Vest’s friends) in Saint Lounis, who, perhaps, were creditors of Cleve-
land. 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 called upon me and asked me to
relicense Mr. Cleveland. I told Mr. Vest that Cleveland’s record was
not such that I felt justitied in doing it.  Although 1 had up to that
time never examined hisrecord 1 had heard about it from Mr. Andrews.
Mr. Vest persisted in hLis desire for me to relicense Cleveland. 1 told
bhim I could not do 1t, and I gave him as an additional reason why I
could not do it that I had appointed two traders, granted two licences
for that place, and that 1 then expected to continue Mr. Brown there,
at the instance of Senator Beck and others, and I expected to continune
Mr. T'red there, at the instanee of Mr. Tucker and Mr. Eppa Hunton,
and that I did not care to put more than fonr traders at that place;
that I had licensed then Jackson and these men Snecdd and Colyer,
making four that I expected to have at that place.

Senator Curroy. Were Jackson, Sneed, and Colyer all one firm ?

Cominissioner ATKINS, No, sir; Jackson by himself, and Sneed and
Colyer together. He urged it and I declined to do it. He then asked
me to license Cleveland with Jackson. I said I could not do that with-
out Jacksorw’s consent. He wanted we also to license Reynolds. I told
him I could not do it, and although there were no charges against Rey-
nolds, I did not expect to relicense him, for there are a good many per-
souns that I have not relicensed again whom there were no charges
against, so far as that is concerned. He asked me and urged me to re-
license Cleveland with Jackson, or Reynolds with Jackson. After much
couversation—for 1 suppose the interview lasted halt an hour--I finally
said to him, *“ Well,” said I, “Mr. Vest, the very best I will do will be
to license Mr. Jackson with Mr. Cleveland or Mr. Reynolds; but,” said
I, 1 do not want to doit; but I will not do that without Jackson’s con-
sent, because I have given 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.
Perhaps I told them.

The CHAIRMAN. When you say it was remembered by the clerks, do
they remember who it was ?

Commissioner ATKINS. No, sir; they do not remember, and I am
sorry that they donot.  But then my attention was called to Mr. Cleve-
land’s record again. I was very much engaged, and awm always en-
gaged until 1 get through with business, because I make every day’s
business wind itself up as near as I ean; 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 snbstance just what 1 have said here, I
think.

The CirAIRMAN. 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. It was on that very day, the very day that L had the interview with
him, thar 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. 1 sent it by Willis Smith, and he did not de-
liver it; he did not see him. I think it was delivered the next day, and
on Monday—1I think it was, or the 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 deliberately not to relicense Mr. Cleveland. In that interview I
had with him on the 5th of December, I think 1 did say to him that I
had heard that ke had a herd of cattle upon the reservation, but that
was not the only reason, by any meaus, 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 =een Mr. Moller’s letter, but I o not think I had ever seen all the
record in the office ; I do not think I had.

When Mr. Vest came back 1 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 sec-
ond day. It could not have been as late as the third day after 1 wrote
the letter 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 sccond 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 him. 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 ou, as I understand it, that I
should not have licensed Jackson with Cleveland or Reynolds, or that
I did not stand up to my prowmise. I say here, now, distinctly, that I
did not tender Senator Vest a partnership with Jackson. He requested
it. It you read his letters they will sustain that statement, and I have
no doubt Senator Vest wiil sustain it ou his oath. He appeared as the
friend of Cleveland, and the anxious friend of Cleveland.

I do not remember that anything else occurred about this Cleveland
matter until towards the close of the year, when Mr. Cleveland and Mr.
Hunter, Lis attorney, came into my office, the last days of December
or the first days of January. Mr. Hunter says in his testimony that Mr.
Cleveland was there with him two or three times in January. Mr.
Cleveland says in his testimony that he was there two or three timesin
the last days of December, 1855, and the first days of Jauuary. He said
in his first day’s testimony, as I understood him, that he had never been
in my office but once. But be that as it may, he cams to my oftice twice
and only twice, that 1 have any memory of, and the first day he sat on
the sota, over to my right, and had little or no conversation with me.

tnu the second day he came into my otfice, and each time he came with
Mr. Hunter, according to my recollection, and in that conversation,
standing between my desk and the fire-place, he detailed to me the fact
that Mr. Jackson had offered to put in his license with him, and for him
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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 circum-
stance, 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, ¢ Thatis a very
remarkable statement.” He had not moved out of his tracks before he
proposed that 1 license him and Jackson together. Said 1, ¢ Sir, you
utterly discredit yourselt. You stand here and make a charge that you
consider dishounorable, and then ask me to license you with a dishonora-
ble 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, and the interview terminated tolerably
hastily, I can assure you, then and there. He filed a statement at the
same time. He says 1 read it. I did no such thing. I never read as
long a paper as that scarcely in my life, in my office; I have not time
generally to do it.

The CHAIRMAN. Did he file bis 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 ATKINS. It was afterwards; just as he left, I think.
It was all in a brief space of time, almost less than I have taken to de-
tail 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 sent over immediately to the office.

The CrrAIRMAN. 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
Baunk building, opposite the Post-Office Department building, on the
other side of the street {rom my office and about a hundred yards from
it. 1 keep no records except it is my own private letter book, that 1
know of. This was filed and sent over. This is his charge against
Jackson. Here is the paper, and I will ask Mr. Osborne to 1ead it.

The letter referred to is as follows:

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 23, 18%5.

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., ot Anadarko, Ind. Ter., and others.

Mr. Jackson, some time the forepart of July, came to Anadarko, Ind. Ter., with a li-
cense granted by yonrself to trade with the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita tribes of
Indians. Mr. Jackson, while there, offered me a partnership interest, he furnishing li-
cense and I, C. A. Cleveland & Co., the capital, experience, established business, and
credit. Mr, Jackson held out that others were ready to furnish and were willing to
take a partnership with him in case we did not; he also showed me a letter signed by
your honor, in which was stated that he (Mr. 8. M. Jackson) and one other had 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 just one, but told him we would
sell him our stock and trade, &c. He then said that he had no ready money, but
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 Angust, we decided to wuit until his arrival.
He did not come, or did he let us hear fron1 him after July 29, 1335,

On OQOctober 5, 1885, your honor notitied me that at the expiration of my license
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(February 1, 1886) I need not expect to have it renewed. Some time in December I
went to Saint Lonis on business,  While there I found that Mr. Jackson had stated, or
caused to he stated, to some of wmy {riends, as he had previously stated to me,that he
would form & partuership with me, he securing the license, I furnishing all the capi-
tal, do all the work, and give hiim one-Lal/ wet profits, and,in case of failure on my
part to zecent this propoxirion, I wonld not be permitted to trade on the reservation,
he in 1his conneeciion irequently veferring to his intluence with you and ability to
foree wy rewoval from the tradership. Fnarther, he (Jackson) authorized Thomas J.
Henly, of Saint Louis, his father-in-law, to submit and make to me the same propo-
sition, which he (Mr. Henly) did, also telling some of my friends to tell me what Mr.
Jackson was willing to do, so as to be sure that I should be notified of Lis terms and
conditions. I came here a tew days ago. After my arrival I wrote for information
to Thomas J. Henly, who forwarded my letter to Mr. Jackson. Up to date I have
not heard from him. I am now bere to urgently request an early favorable answer
to my application for a renewal of license. I have the honor to herewith inclose hond
for faithful observance of all laws.
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian dffairs, 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 let-
ter filed by Mr. Hunter with the letter sent by Mr. Cleveland. There
is no indersement on the letter 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 CurLoM. I thought Commissioner Atkins wanted to fix a
date by ir.

Commissioner ATKINS, I wanted to fix the date when it was filed,
and I have no doubt that was 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 called, 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 recollection of it.

On the 31st of December, 1885, Mr. Jacksomn, as I have told you be-
fore, having said that he would open his store by the first of December
or the 1st of January, had this telegram sent to him:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washingtor, D. C., December 31, 1885.
S. M. JACKSON, Dodge City, Kans.:

Telegraph immediately whether and at what time you are going to commence busi-
ness at Anadarko.
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.

Commissioner ATKINS. On the 9th, Mr. Jackson writes from Mem-
phis, Tenn. It seems that he was traveling about as a commercial
tourist. He writes on the 9th ot Janunary, 18806, this letter, which I will
ask Mr. Osborne to read.

The CHAIRMAN. 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.
M. Osborne read the letter as requested, whieh is as follows :

GavYoso HoTEL, MEMPHIS, TENN.,
January 9, 1886.
Drar 81k: Please let 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 & number one man.
I don’t want to go out myself until about June or July, if I can arrange it, on account
of my wife’s Lealth, who isspending the winter in Florida. She is sulfering with con-
sumption and there is no telling what time I will have to go down to see her, as she is
not improving., It I were to go out to the Indian Territory and leave her in Florida,
in case she shonld grow much worse, it would take two weeks to hear from her.
~ The party I will take in will be perfectly responsible. Hoping to hear from you
soon, I remain,
Yours, very respectfully,
S. M. JACKSON,
Dyersburg, Tenn.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS.

The CHAIRMAN. Now read the letter in answer to that.
Commissioner ATKINS. Assoon as his letter got here, it was answered.
Mr. Osborne then read the following letter:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, January 14, 1886.

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 shalllive upon thereservation and
conduet 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 torfeit their licenses.

I regret that theillness 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 par-
tiality on the part of this ofiice, 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
yvour license and 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 Indiansrequire that they be relicensed or that the new men
talke prompt steps to begin business.

Very respecttully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
5. M. JACKSON,
Dyersburg, Tenn.

Commissioner ATKINS. To that he made a reply, and I have here my
reply to him.

The CuAIRMAN. Have you his reply ?

Commissioner ATKINS. I have not.

The CuaArMAN. Is it in the office ?

Commissioner ATKINS. I do not think it is; if it is it shall be pro-
duced.

The CaArMAN. But you have not found it?

Commissioner 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, January 23, 1386.
DEAR SIR: Your Jetter of inquiry received. If you desire toform 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,

-




INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 91

aid make your arrangenients to open your store by February 1. I must insist upon
this, as a further extension of the old traders cannot be granted.
You can jorward your new bond, and open your store under the old license. The
new license will issue as soon as the bond is approved.
Very respecttully,
J. D. C. ATKINS.
S M. JACKSON, Commissioner.
Dyersbury, Tena.

Commissioner ATKINS. I response to that letter he returned his
Heense and quit, and that.is the end of that case, so far as that is con-
cerned.

Now, sir, not feeling any disposition te treat Mr. Cleveland unfairly
or unjustly, I said to his friend, his attorney, that I would allow him to
trade at sutferance after the Ist 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 Seeretary, and what the Sec-
retary had to do with it I do not know; he has no power over the ques-
tion under the law.,  And from thereit went to the President, and what
the President has to do with it 1 do not know, under the law, except
that they both have to do with e it T should maladminister my office,
which I readily grant. But, so far as grantiug him additional time, or
licensing liim, or revoking his license, or anything of that sort, they have
no more to do with it than the Czar of Russia has, as I understand the
law. I am speaking respectfully, of course, for I have the highest re-
spect for both those officials. He appealed the case, and it went up to
the President, and was returned to me without any comments at all of
a written character. I went off to New York—but I am a little too fast.
The last time that I was called upon by the attorney of Mr. Cleveland,
Mr. 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 re-
turned to your office. Is thatthe end of it?” I said, *Itis, sotarasl
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 auything more. You have treated
Alr. Cleveland with the utmost clemeney—with far more clemency than
I would have treated him had I been commissioner.” tle 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 T may do hereafter
has 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 it yeu can”  And I supposed these 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 will come back. T felt, as these things had been pressed,
that I had better look up the record of Mr. C. A. Cleveland, aud seeif I had
possibly made any blunder in regard to him. So 1 went back and took
up his record, and I have it here before me, and, sir, the first thing [
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 fol-
lows:

Kiowa, ComaNCHE, AND WICHITA AGENCY, IND. TY,,
November 19, 1834.

Sir: In relation to the complaint of C. A, Cleveland, trader, inclosed with your let-
ter of June 8, ““C. 12681-'84 ” herewith returned, I have the honor first to ask your
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careful attention to the underscorcd section of said complaint, found on page 2, which
reads:

Now, mark the actior 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 gronnd at my place of business; the hides
bonght and paid for by myself forcibly taken from my yard and carried directly to
the store of D. P. Brown.”

Takmyg the common English of this sentence, I understand it to conv ey the imres-
sion that after ¢crtain chiefs left the vieinity of Cleveland’s store that ¢ the mob”
communicated with a young man and sent him to Brown’s stole to get money of said
Brown, which was bronght and ¢ thrown on the ground at my place of business,” and

as to pay for hides ahpa(ly sold to Cleveland that day, the price of the hides being
then retirned to Cleveland, so that they could be taken elsewhere and Mr. Cleveland
be ent oft from the profits of the hides; that these hides were then taken “ directly
to the store of D. P. Brown,” and sold to iim under some pu\vious arrangement with
satd 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 atten-
tion alxo to 1he result of it. (Inclosure A.) Cleveland admitshe only saw the young
wan referred to go “towards” Brown’s store; that he did net see him go in Biown’s
store. 1 ean myself walk from Cleveland’s store to Brown’s and back very easily
in five mivufes, and “twenty minutes” would give an Indian time to go a lony way
and back, especially on ll(ll\eb‘lclx, or time to talk with other Indians near Brown's
store.  This money, the value of only one hide, as it turns out, was ““ thrown ou the
ground,” as sworn {0 by the same person who signed that statement; the money was
aciually only: ¢ tossed on the counter in the store,” only “about c1<rht feet” from Mr.
Cleveland himself, and his attention was called to the act.

These *“hides” then ‘““bonght and paid for,” and ‘‘torcibly taken from my yard,”
with money implied to have been obtained {rom 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 ol complaint you will find recited, “Now, in view of the fact that all the
bides that were thus forcibly taken from my premises and pessession were taken di-
rectly to D. I, Brown’s store (with but one exeeption) and that said Brown furnished
the mouey to the Ivdiansin advance of the delivery of such hides to him”

These “fucts ” fall and disappear under the examination Cleveland was subjected
to nuder oath, Ile “ has no personal knowledge of tlie same.”

Great stress is placed upon “the mob.”  The complaint recites, page 2, some *‘did
not prop se to submit to arbitrary, illegal, and tyrannical action and orders of these
young nen ;¢ by this high-handed, 1llmr:1] unwarrantable, and ontrageons conduct:”
“eall of the Lides thus foreibly and Vlol(*nlly taken from me,” P'wv 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 weathier was warm, and the hides liable to spoil ou their hands,
aud not \\'ishiug to cause them any loss, and secing how perfectly useless it was to
contend with a mol composed in part of policemen and headed by the captain of the
police;” ““during the trouble Sankadoty (captain of police) put in his appearance; I
accused him of concocting the whole seheme;” ““assisting the mob in their riotous
work.”  Page 5, “bnt Sanl\ad()t\' (c]nefot pollcv) wot ou lris horse, rode amonyg those
composing the mob affiliated with then,” *rem: tined with them, l'uwhnlg and talk-
ing with thew for about two honrs.”

Cleveland’s  *salesman  and interpreter” under oath (inclosure B), page 2, de-
stroys all the force of this vehement language, as foliows: ¢ The names of the Dog
soldiers engaged in preventing said Cleveland from buying hides were as follows:
Quoke, Pantal, Konad. The policemen’s names were Takeahke and Kantebone. The
above-named parties have always been very friendly toward the trading-house of C.
A. Cleveland, also his clerks. They have been allowed to purchase goods on time;
owed C. A. Cleveland at the time they prevented him from buying bhides. Tokeahke
and Konad eaime atrer the trouble was over, paid their indebtedness, and traded about
%6 in ile store of said Cleveland. Above-named Indians hiave always behaved them-
selves, with this one exception.  Seemed just and friendly one hour after the trouble

was over as they were before.”

Sankadoty is made a couspicuous man in the mob, in the complaint; assworn to he
was not in ** the mol” 5 hisnarue is not among the f tive”, and in the forcgoing quota-
tions from the u)mplamt he is charged with bemg the ]mder and in it as well con-
tradicted. “During the trouble Sanlk adoty put in his appearance;” ‘‘rode among
them langhing and talking with them.” These sentences do not appear well together.

It will he remembered that there was a serious trouble between D. P. Brown and
W. H. Cleveland, now “‘salesinan and interpreier” in C. A. Cleveland’s store; said
W. H. Cleveland represented Mrs. Hutchins,  That bitter feeling exists to-day at the
same white heat it did at the time of dissolntion of partnership between Brown and
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Hutching. 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 sklllfull\ Q@ foru(rn circumstance is wrought by the
most Cextravi agant and untruthful ldl]('"lldﬂk‘ into an attempt to sink Brown.

After the admission of the Clevelands it was h: irdly necessary to obtain a statement
fromn Brown, but I did so, to show up the whole business. This statement under
oath (inclosure C) is unqualified. I ask its carefnl perusal.

In my judement the case ot the Clevelands rests here. Mr. Cleveland has stated what
is not so, or, in plainer language, he has commitied hiinseif to a cold, callous, contempt-
ible misrepresentation of J,th‘; lies cut ont of whole cloth without pateh or picee
And his own self-convietion is further shown and supported by sworn statements of
hix brother and D. . Brown.

In regard to the policemen, there were ouly wo in the fracas, admitted by W. H.
Cleveland, as above, aud at the time there were twenty-five or thirty on the force;
that the police is poorly organized and instructed is true, but not their fault. They
do well—wonders—{or theit ady rantages.

Pnt report was made to the acn'zu agent, Clerk Kuhn (inclosure D). It was
Kuhn's duty to go to the scene of action at onc e, and blame should not be attached
to the iily-iustrueted police; but T think Mr. Kulin should be severely reprimanded
for failing in his duty, as well as the agent for not eftecting a better discipline of his
police foree.

That  Brown, Sunkadoty, and Jones” were not “‘riding together through the
camps,” en the evening of {he 25th of June, just prior to the tmul»lp. is (:hulldfmﬂv
proved, and language is used here again which entirely misleads the reader,

On puge 5 of u)mpl‘mn‘ is found ** and from the tact that D. P . Brown, in company
with J. N. Jones and Sankadoty, was seen the evening before tho raid on me oceurred,
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 mie for the hides I had already bought from my customers and paid for, I am
fully convinced, and therefore charge that D. P. Brown was an accessory party to the
v hole afiair, and had a previ us understanding and agreement with the Indians in re-
zard to the matter.” I again first refer to ““B” and ** C” to show how utterly untrue
the facts are, aud upon what a flimsy foundation Cleveland builds his attack nupon
Brown.  As for Brown, Jones, and Sankadoty *‘ riding throngh the Kiowa camps con-
versing with differeut Indians,” this also is a miserable misrepresentation and perver-
sion of fucts. There is one main roadway 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 distance from it, out of the line of conversational communication) is pat down
as *‘riding through the camps conversing with different Indians,” while those com-
municated 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.

The inclosures E testify to stopping at onc place only, and 1t was dusk, after
tea; and in my presence Mrs. Cleveland was in doubt as to her ability to swear to
the identity of Sankadoty. In their desire to spy out and connect Sanlk adoty and the
police with DBrown, and afterwards to attempt to connect Brown with the trouble, they
tfound extraor(linnry vision, and were simply mistaken, to say the least. I wentall
ovar the ground, was at the window where the ladies watched, and I would hardly be
willing to swear to theidentity of Sunkadoty at that distance i in broad daylight, and I
know him well.

The attewpt to convey the idea that these parties were going from oue camp to an-
mhcr to influence Indians in the hide trouble of the day followi ing is a lamentable
failare.

In conversations with the Clevelauds, they labored to impress me with the rascality
of Brown, forgetting the beam in their own eyes.

1 submit other papers—“F” showing that the Indians did not like Cleveland, and
out of that dislike they shut off the hides one day. This summary action was de-
cidedly wrong, and it will probably never ocenr again. It was more of a boys’ freak
than anvthing else, and it was all over in an hour or two, and the Indians were as
good {riends as ever, I have taken great pains to show that it was wrong, and have

xlll\ul to the chief Indians aboutit; Dut it was not so serions as alleged, 01113 five tak-

ing part in it; only two police out of twenty-five or thirty, and it was taken advan-
tmw of in a base atterpt to stab an enemy and to deceive and prejadies the ofliee in
a shameless manuer.

Sankadoty informed me that W, H. Cleveiand told him the very next day he was a
good friend of his, aud sought by presents of tobacco, erackers, dutes, raisins, and a
shirt, and by solicirations, to sooth over the rmuble, and W. TI. Cieveland admitted
it when charged by me.  In fact, he wrote me a note, copy marked G, asking to have
the investigation stopped, when hie found it wonld in reality be “impartial.”  1lis ex-
cuseisvery weak, as will beseen. Instead of the Indiansmaking apologies, he worked
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hard in making overtures to themn. These statements do not look wellside by side.
They show W. H. Cleveland to be capable ot nnserupulons rascality.

Final inclosures “ H,” charge and disprove Sankadody’s asseciation with the atfair.
The papers throughout show that Sankadody 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 {rom severe censure at Jeast.
f(ln' signing the paper before thoroughly examining if, and supporting the facts so
claimed.

While not being able to measure the gravity of C. A. Cleveland’s offciise as viewed
from the standpoint of the Department, I have to state emphatically that W. H.
Cleveland, “salesinan and interpreter,” is at the bottom of the ‘‘complaint” and
trouble, and chicfly responsible for it. He wrote the statement—so admitted to me—
goes for the police rough-shod, as appears throughout the papers, when I know abs -
Iately 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 Sankadoty.
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 he had really sought
and obtained the good feeling which came about ‘“an Rour after the trouble.”

He is at the bottom of the whole affair, and the one directly respounsible 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.IH. Cleveland.
and that the agent be directed to notify said W. H. Cleveland to leave this reservation.
and that the a%ent be directed to see that he goes, reporting the same to the office.

Very respectfully submitted. .
PARIS H. FOLSOM,

Special Indian Agent.
Hon., HIRAM PRICE,
Commisstoner.

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, 183:2.

GENTLEMEN : I am recently advised that one member of your tirm, Mr. Charles A.
Cleveland, has 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 remaiu o trader at this agency, there being a clear understanding that you
wonld 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 agree-
ment, apply for a license to trade. As but for the fact that the good-will of yqur
tirm was included in the sale, I should not have purchased. I deem it fair and just
to notity you that if, under this license in violation of your agreement with me, yon
or any member of your firm should open a trading store, I will not hesitate to brin:
an action for all damages arising from the breach of your agreement. Douabtless, it
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 auy
other license.

Very respectfully,
A. J. REYNOLDS.

J. J. Fisuer & Co.

[Indorsement.]

SaINT Louls, Mo., December 6, 1852,

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 Ana-
darko, Ind. Ter., complaining that Mr. Charles A. Cleveland, a member of the late
firm of J. J. Fisher & Co., late Indian traders under the license ot J. J. Fisher, a firm
composed of J. J. Fisher, C. A, Clevelund, aud C. Moller, contrary to the explicit
promise and understandiug of J. J. Fisher & Co., is abonrt to embark in business at
Anadarko, under a license recently obtained to trade with the Indians at that place.
The within 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, 18280, purchased the merchandise and
good-will of J. J. Fisher & Co., it was 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 husiness in competition with Mr. A. J. Reynolds at Ana-
darko so long as Mr. Reynolds shonld retain an interest 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 thie said license, the license having been applied for and obtained by Mr. Cleveland
in direct violation of promise given Mr. Reynolds. We, the undersigned, reqnest this
also in justice to ourselves, who have acted in good faith in this matter, and who
shonld not be subjected to the vexation and cxpense of a snit at law for damages
arising {rom a breach of agreement by Mr. Cleveland. The immediate action of the
honorable Commissioner is respeetfully solicited.

J. J. FISHER.
C. MOLLER.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now read the letter from Carl Moller to Mr.
Reynolds.
Mr. Osborne read the letter referred to, as follows :

[Office of Fisher, Parker & Co., (successors to Gregory, Stage & Co.,) importers, distillers’ agents, and
whisky commission merchants, Nos. 218 & 220 N. Main street.

SAINT Louls, November 30, 1882.

DEAR 81k : Mr. Fisher has landed me your letter of 26th to read. In compliance
with your request I desire to say that when Mr. A. J. Reynolds purchased the mer-
chandise and good-will of J. J. Fisher & Co., it was promised and agreed to that so
long as Mr. A, J. Reynolds retained any interest at the Wichita 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 employ-
ment with Mr. Fred, the other Indian trader, and that the agreement with Mr. Rey-
nolds only debarred him (Cleveland) from having a prinecipal’s interest in any busi-
ness at that place. I was of the opinion that none of the members of J. J. Fisher &
Co. had a right, as principal or employé, to be engaged in business at Anadarko, so
long as Mr. Reynolds had an interest there, without Mr. Reynolds’s consent. Of conrse
it he wanted our services there could be no dispute. I also spoke to the agent, Col-
onel Hunt, of this difference of opinion between Mr. Cleveland and inyself, and added
that considering the liberal, but withal business, spirit in which Mr. Reynolds met us
when the transter ot stock took place, Mr. Reynolds should be entitled to the benefit
of any doubt, as to the proper understanding of the agreement.

Trusting that I have made this statement sufficiently explicit,

I remain, with kindest regards, yours truly,
CARL MOLLER.

A. E. ReYNoLDS, Esq.,
New York City, N. Y.

Commissioner ATKINS. Also the following letter from J. J. Iisher.
Mr. Osborune read the following letter:

FisueRr, PARKER & Co., 218 and 220 NORTH MAIN STREET, SAINT LoUIs,
October 28, 1535.

DEar Sik: I have the hionor to request that the license of Mr. A. J. Reynolds, as
Indian trader at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Witchita Agency, Indian Territory, be
renewed, aud desire to submit the following statement in connection therewith :

Barly in the year 1230 J. J. Fisher & Co., then licensed Indian traders at Fort Sill,
Indian Territory, upon the renioval of the Indians to Anadarko, sold out their entire
stock of goods, wmonnting to ahout $2.,000, many of the articles having accumulated
during a nmunber ot years, being niore or less unsalable, to Mr. A. J. Reynolds, who
paid cash for same, the amonnt covering the invoiced prices of the goods, together
with 10 per cent. additional tor cost of transportation and other incidental expenses.
Much of this stoek is still undisposed of, while, of course, Mr. Reynolds has from tinie
to time been parchasing 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’ liceuse be not
renewed almost this entire stock will be saerificed, as noue of the present traders is
financially in condition to purchase same, and as I feel assured that it is not your in-
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“ention to cause such a serious hardship to Mr. Reynolds, I make my reqaest for the
renewal 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 renewed, Ite-
main,
Resncettully, yours,
J. J. FISHER.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKIXS,
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.
Anadarko, Ind. T., February 7, 1885.

Sik: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram of 30th ultimo.
in regard to C. A. Cleveland, which only reaclied here yesterday. In reply I have to
say that I cannot recommend the renewal of license of C. A. Cleveland, for the rea-
son that he was 2 member of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co., licensed traders at this
agency, who sold their stock of goods and good-willto A. J. Reynolds, also u licensed
trader, with the obligation not to resume business at this agency while he (Mr. Rey-
nolds) continued to trade at the agency.

Without the knowledge of said obligation, upon the part of J. J. Fisher & Co., I
recommended in October, 1832, 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. Rey-
nolds, and the other members of the firm of J. J. Fisher & Co. (reference to which
is respectfully invited), the license was revoked in December, 1832, 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 ATFAIRS,
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, ad-
dressed to the former Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Price, dated
Anadarko. February 7, 1885, were never before Mr. Price when he re-
licensed Mr. Cleveland, as a matter of course, because even ex-Agent
Hunt’s letter, advising him not to relicense Mr. Cleveland, was not be-
fore him when he did relicense him. That is the letter dated February
7, 1885. 1 repeat, neither the letter of Mr. Moller nor that of ex-Agent
Hunt was before Commissioner Price when he relicensed Mr. Cleveland.

I also have here Executive Document No. 17, Senate, Forty-eighth
Congress, second session, 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, had only heard of, which is an additional reason why I did
not propose to relicense Mr. Cleveland. T was told that there were
statements on file against him. The extracts from this document which
1 have indicated will show that the Indians were dissatisfied with the
course of Mr. Cleveland, and that was an additional reason 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 in IExecutive Doc-
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ument No. 17, Senate, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, pages 119,
120, 133, 134, and 141:

Krowa, Codaxcur, and Wicirra AGENCY,
Indiun Territory, Febraary 5, 1534,

Sz Tab-a-nan-a-ka and White Wolf are here and want to send their talk to yon,
and to tell the Secretary what they think about Jeasing their grass. * * *

We think that Fox and Clevelaud are crowding things on us.  They come up and
embrace s and say give ns some grass.  We think that as Cleveland is in the store
liere he should be satisfied with that without grass, or get out of the country. We
think Fox is doing ns no good, and we think lie should stop bothering ns. * * *

Fox and Cleveland are like two little boys, and he is afraid they will cause trouble
awongst 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 serd some white men here who will set us a better ex-
ample.  We dou’t feel good or sleep good at night worrying so much about the state
of aftuirs our country is in.

We 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
mich worried.

- * » * * * *
) THOS. F. WOODARD,
LEmployé and interpreter for Indians.

Col. P. B. HUXT,
Agent.

[Indorsement.]

Kiowa, COMANCHE, ANXD WICHITA AGEXCY,
Indian Territory, February 8, 1824..

At the urgent solieitation of White Wolf and Tabananaka, their protest againsy
feasing grass is respectfully forwarded to the Commissioner of Indian Aftairs, with
their vequest that it should reach the honorable Secretary of the Interjor.

I do not think they represent the views or wishes of a majority of their people or’
crihe Judians on their reservation, hut owing tothe incessant importunities of W. H,
Cleveland and G. W. Fox, in the manner indicated in their protest, aud as alleged by
orhier nndue intluences, these Indians have heen worked up to an unnecessary state ot
exciteutent and bad blood on the grass question.

- * ¥* * £ * *

G. W, Fox some years ago was in the employ of the Indian trader at Fort Sill, and
is now interested in the cattle bnsiness aloug the western border of the reservation,
and has unlimited opportunities to confer with the Indians who visit or are located
near there.,

W. H. Cleveland is an employé of one of the traders at this agency, and has equal
opportunities to talk and confer with the Indians.

I wonld be glad to have a letter on this subject.

I'. B. HUN'T,
Indian Agent.

Krowa, COMANCHE, AND WICHITA AGENCY,
August 1, 1834,
Nir: In connection with my duties at this ageney, I have the honor to state that a
very respectable number of Kiowa and Comanche Indian chiefs, in council to-day,
requested e to write to you in their behalf in reference to leasing for pasturage ‘a
portion of the reservation allotted to #hem.

* * * * * * »

W. H. Cleveland, who represents Mrs. Hutchins’s interest in Cleveland & Co.,
fraders, Is very aetive in buying, by pretty gifts, and soliciting the influence of In-
Giaus in leasing.

This causes so much disturbance, complaint, and uneasiness among the Indians,
such a species of nucalled-for rivalry among a class of traders, which sets a had ex-
ample to the Indians, and is so pernicious in its effect of unduly infiuencing Indians,
that it should be stopped.

It is enough for traders to trade. I therefore recommend that no trader, or person

6234 CONG: 7
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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 behalt of other
persons.
~ * * * * * -
PARIS H. FOLSOM.

Special Agent.

Hon. HiranM Pricr,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
Washington, D. C.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFVAIRS,
October 25, 1884,
Sr: Referring to your communication of the 1st Angust last, relative to the graz-
ing 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 alludes to the action of the
traders at the Kiowa, &e., Ageney in soliciting the Indians for leases of grazing lands,
T have issued a eirenlar requiring all Indian traders and persons engaged with or em-
ployed by them to confine themselves strietly to their legitimate business, conformably
10 the license issned from tlis office, aud probibiting all suneh persons from bolding
herds of eattle 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
purposes, under penalty, on proof of the facts tb thus office, of an immediate revocation
of the license.
* * * * * * *
H. PRICL,
Commissioner.
Paris H. Forso, Esq ,
Special Agent, Indian Service,
Kiowa, Comancie, and Wichita dgency,
Anadarko, Ind. Ter.

Kiowa, COMANCIE, AND WICHITA AGENCY,
November, 1834.
Indian friends in council assembled :

You say you are glad to see me here agnong you again ; that youhave heen waiting
for me to come and help you out of yodr troubles, and many of you come to shake
hands with me.

* * * * * * *

Thenext 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 busiess alone and stick fast to selling goods in stores.
Traders cannot be cattlemen and cattlemen cannot be truders. The Commissioner
will not allow traders to be two kinds of men at one time.

* * * * * * *

P. H. FOLSOM,
Special dgent.

Commissioner ATKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the other day a state-
ment was made by Mr. Cleveland, signed by C. A. Cleveland & Co.,
I believe it was, that I was licensing my impecunious friends as trad-
ers. Sir, to characterize 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 himselt that hie 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 has 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 T have a rela-
tive 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, as 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 heard his testimony. He swore
here that he had 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 ecopy of a telegram, the original of
which is in my office, in the Indian Office.

AXNADARKO, IND. TER., July 18, 1856,
A. B. UrsHAW,
deting Commissioner Indian Affairs :

From the best information I can get from the parties you wentioned, C. A. Cleve-
Jand 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,

Agency 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, 1836.

A. B. Upsnaw,
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 desired.

J. K. P. CAMPBELL,

dgency Clerk.

Commissioner ATKINS. And here is another communication on the
same subject :

AXNADARKO, IND. TER., July 13, 1886,
A. B. Uprsiaw,
deting Commissioner Indian Affuirs :
Clevelaud & Co. purchased several thonsand dollars’ worth of goads after heing no-

‘tified by Commissioner Atkins not to make any more purchases, as they would have

to leave here.  This can be proven by invoices now in the agent’s office at this place.
DUDLEY P. BROWN.
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Commissioner ATKiNg. Now, I ho'd in my hand another telegram
which T received to-day. This is dated July 21, 1886, and reads as
tollows:

Jacksox, Miss., July 21.
Hon. A, B Uprsitaw,
ceting Conoissioner Indian A ficirs:

I am willing to wake oath that Cleveland’s stock at Anadarke on or about June

15 was not

The CHAIRMAN. Do you propose to put in here something that this
gentleman says he is willing to swear to?

Commissioner ATkINs. Very well; [ will not put it in.

Senator BLACKBURN. It might be submitted to the committee to see
whether it is necessary to take that man’s testimony.

The CHAIRMAN. I will look at it, but of course that way of doing
things might lead to complications hereafter.

Commissioner ArxiNs. 1 understand, then, that everything that bas
been put in here has been sworn to, do I, Mr. Chairman?

The CHATRMAN. [ do not know anything about that.

Comraissioner ATKINS, I think it is a pertinent question.

Senator Coxm. Mr. Hunter and My, 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 CIIATRMAN. (After reading the paper in question.) I will submit
this to Senator Blackburn, and if he thinks it is right, I will not object.

Commissioner ATKINS. 1 ¢an only swear that it has been received at
the oftice. I cannot swear to the truth of it, of course. 1 know the
man says 8o, and he is an honorable man.

Senator BLACKBURN. (After reading the commmunication in question.)
Mr. Chairman, I do not think that this constitutes any testimony.

The CIATRMAN. My impression is very clear that the gentleman who
sends that dispateh is likely to figure in this investigation before we get
through.

Senator BLACKBURN. When we get through with 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. | 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 have stated, but I eannot do it to-day, as the Senate
is already in session.

Senator BLACKBURN. I should like to ask the Commissioner one
question 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 noti-
fied by anybody of improper conduct on the part of Mr. Jackson in
wantivg to use his license !

Jommissioner ATKINS. I think it was likely that day.

Senator BLACKBURN. That was the first information you had from
any quarter?

Cowmmissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir,

Senator BLAGKBURN. And that was the second day of January last?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, sir,
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Senator BLACKBURN., When, or abont when, was that license recalled
n yvour oflice.

Commissiorer ATKINS, 1 notifled him on the 14th of January that
unless he procecded to open his stere by the tirst day of February in
person, that his license would be revoked.

Senator BLACKBURXN. Do yoeu know when that license was back in
your oflice ?

Commissioner ATKINS. It was in my office certainly before the first
day of February. Withiv a day or two of the first of February will
cover it. The clerks in the Burean can better answer that question; but
I think it was the 1st of February.

The CHAIRMAN. I think I suggested at the first hearing that T would
like a list of the appoiutees.  You have furnished the Senate with a list
of the removals. Now, I would like a list of the appointees.

Commissioner ATrxins. I brought that paper with me this morning
for that purpose [hauding 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-imartial in the case of Lieutenant Hunter.

The CIIAIRMAN. Do you desire to put itinto 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:

[General Orders No. 47.1

HEADQUARTERS, ARMY oF THE [PoTOMAC,
Washington, Noventber 19, 1361.

Before a general court-martial, of which Lieutenant-Coionel Tlannibal Day, Secoud
Infantry, is president, which convened at the corner of Pennsylvania avenue and
Seventeenth street, Washington City, D. C., on the 1xth day of October, 1861, pur-
snant to Special Order No. 103, from these headquarters, oi” October 15, 1861, was ar-
raigned and tried—

#* * * - * * *

Betore the same court was arraigned and tried First Licaf. Robert I'. Hunter, Second
Infantry, on the tollowing charges and specifications:

Charge 1st.—* Drunkenness on duty.”

Specification.—That First Lieuf. Robert I'. Hunter, Second Regiment Infantry,
while on duty as officer of the day, and in command of a patrol of the provost guard,
was drunk. This at Washington City, D. C., on or about the 25th day of September,
1561,

Charge 2d.—‘ Conduet prejudicial to good order and military discipline.”

Specification.—In this, that he, First Lieut. Robert F. ITunter, Second Regiment
Infantry, did appear in the streets of Washington City, D. C., while officer ot 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
anthorities. This at Washington City, D. C., on or abont the 25th day of September,
1861,

Plea: ‘““Not guilty.”

The court, after mature deliberation, finds the accused, First Licut. Robert F.
Hunter, Second Infantry, as follows :

Of the specification, lirst charge, *‘Guilty.”

Of the first charge, ¢ Guilty.”

Of the specification, second charge, ¢ Guilty.”

Of the sccond charge, ““Guilty.”

And the conrt does therefore sentence the said Tirst Lieut, Robert I, TTunter, Second
Infantry, to *‘be cashicred.”

* * * * * * * *

IV. The proceedings of the counrt-martial in the case of First Lieut. Robert F.
Hunter, Sccond Infantry, are confirmed, and First Lieat. Robert F. Itunter, Second
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Infantry, therefore ceases, from this date, to be an officer in the military service of
the United States.

V. The court-martial, of which Lient. Col. Hannibal Day is president, is dissolved.
By command of Major-Geuneral McClellan.
8. WILLIAMS,

Assistant Adjutant-General.
Official.

0. D. GREENE,
Assistant Adjutant-General.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will have to adjourn now, as the Sen-
ate 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 seleet committee met pursuance to adjournment at 10 o’cloek a. m.

TESTIMONY OF J. D. C. ATKINS—Continued.

Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recalled and
further examined.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Question. When did you take charge of the Indian Burean?—Answer,
On the 26th of March, 1883, I think.

Q. 1 find in the Revised Statutes, in the edition of 1878, section 2129,
which reads as follows:

S1e. 2120, No person shall be permitted to trade with any of the Indians in the In-
dian country without a license therefor from a snperintendent of Indian affairs, or
Indian agent or sub-agent, which license shall bo issued for a term not exceeding
two years tor the tribes cast of the Mississippi, and not exceeding three years for-the
tribes west of that river.

Commissioner ATKINS. When was that law passed?

The CHATRMAN. The law was passed June 30,1834. In the com-
mencement of your testimony before the committee, you speak of the
act of August 15, 1876, which reads as follows:

The Commiissioner of Indian Affairs has the sole power and authority to appoint
traders to the Indian tribes, and to make snch rules aud 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
Angust 15, 1876, gives to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs a right to
reduce the time of licenses to one year 2—A. Yes, sir; 1 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 ex-
ceeding three years for the tribes west of that river,” would give the
Commissioner the power, even under that statute, to make it one
vear?—A. That question was never called to my attention until I ap-
peared 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 Le given to the Com-
Imissioner of Indian Affairs to license or not license, as the case might
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be, 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 oneyear; 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 the
tformality 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 2—A. I have never practiced law, Mr. Chairman, and do not
set myself up as qualified to give judicial opinions, specially upon gen-
eral subjeets, the rules of construction, aud so forth. But 1 am per-
fectly 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
vou are aware of, from licensing for a longer perind 2—A. How that is,
I cannot say.

Q. There is nothing but the regulation you refer to?—A. Ifow that
is 1 cannot say, but this regnlation would have had to be changed in
order to have done that. 1 found that regulation in the office and I did
uot change it. I will say this mueli, that I think it would be a very
unwise procedure to license them for more than one year; that is what
I think.

By Senator CuLLoM:

Q. Haveyounornotthepower to revoke a license in case of necessity 72—
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 :

QQ. This license to a man to trade with the Indians is a license purely to
set up a commercial business, as I understand it; it is not an appoint-
ment to office; it is not an office; it is a license for a man to carry on a
commercial business, is it not 2—A. 1 cannot see that it is anything
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 ?7—A. I rather think it is. In my experience in the oftice
thus far I rather think it is.

Q. Do you think it is in any way unwise, when a man has been
licensed and has put capital into the trade, torevoke 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 Lusiuness ?2—A.
I think that it is owing to circumstances altogether.

Q. I mean if he has complied with the regulations 2—A. Well, then,
it is owing to circumstances,

Q. Do you think it wise to revoke the liceuse of a trader against
whom there are no charges or complaints for the purpose of putting in
a iriend of the appointing power?—A. I may answer that by asking
another question: {f it would be wise to remove auy man trom ofiice
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and appoint anotlier man in his place, so far as that is concerned ?
Now 1 will be very frauk with you, Mr. Chairman, and with the com-
mittee, very frank indeed. 1 made the statement in iy first heaving
Defore the committee that there had been persons whose licenses had
not been renewed Dbecause there were Representatives and Senators
and other persons asking the appointment of their friends in the place
of those parties.  And, sir, when I came into office—if" a partisan taru
is to be given to the mmatter—I found a large proportion (so far as my
information goes, almost entirely, in fact) of the traders were wembers
of the Republican party, and I reckon to-day that a majority of them,
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. Well, whether in this Jackson case or not, have you not refused to
renew licenses of Indian traders, and appointed new persous who were
your friends >—A. Yes, s

Q. Sneed and Colyer, I think, were friends of yours?
they were, and one or two others.

Q. Now, I am speaking simply of this trade with the Indians. Do
vou think it is wise in a case where no complaints are made against the
trader, to retuse to extend his license upon the ground that you want
to appoint friends of your own to that place?—A. Were I to do so. 1
should follow in the line of safe precedence.

Q. [ am asking you what you think is wise with reference to it.—A.
T answeted your question once by saying that was owing to circum-
stances.

By Senator CULLOM:

Q. What are the circumstances?—A. The 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 7—A. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. I do not want to bring polities in.

Commissioner ATKINS. You may take that ground. You may take
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 aud Colyer pressed upon you by political friends?—
A. No, sir; not specially.

Q. They were your own friends?—A. Yes, sir; they were my owin
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
that I had, men to whom I owed a great many obligations in the way
of my political life, I may say.

By the CITAIRMAN :

Q. The nature of the business of an Indian trader involves an invest-
ment of eapital in goods to a greater or less extent, does it not?—A.
Yes, sir.

A, Yes, sir;
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Q. The same as would be the case in setting up a store anywhere 2—
AL Oh, yes, siry I should suppose so.

Q. Now I recar to the question once more, whether, svhen a man has re-
ceived 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 con-
dueting 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. T have answered that question.
I repeat my answer. My answer is contained in my previous reply to
your question.

Q. When a new trader is appointed the old trader is required, as I
understand 1t, unless he is able to sell out, to remove the goods from
the agency ?—A. Yes, sir; but I have generally given him a reasonable
time to do so.

Q. Do you suppose that his business can be terminated aud his goods
rewoved from the agency or Territory without serious loss to him ?—A.
I cannot say about that, sir. I do not think the Indian Office is a gen-
cral insurer for all men who are trading with Todians. They aceept
the license with the understanding that it only continues for one year.

(). That i 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
widlerstanding that it is only to continue for oune year 7—A. I know
that they do—that they aceept a license with that understanding, for
they know that the license ouly exists for one year, in every case, since
1376,

Q. But does not every trader who receives a license consider that
there is an implied understanding that if he conducts Limself properly
his license will be renewed?—A. I am not aware what inferences
traders may draw.

(). 1las he not aright to imply that 7—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 beeun 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
g0, most of those gentlemen were of the Republican persunasion, and
have been for over twenty years, I reckon; but there was no political
motive for their removal at all.

Q. Do you think that such a man ought to be removed for political
reasons ’—A. I do not think a man once in an Indian tradership ought
to be there always.

Q. Certainly not; I agree to that. DBut again I ask you whether he
ought to be removed for political reasons ’—A. Ithink it would be just
about 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
possible in the appointment of new traders. I have all the time endeav-
ored to go as slowly as possible, and 1 Lave not appointed anything like
the number of persons 1 Lave been pressed and asked to appoint.

By Senator CULLOM:

Q. When yon say vou have been endeavoring to go as slowly as pos-
aible in the appointment of new traders, yon mean consistent with your
relations to your political friends ?—A. Yes, sir.
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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 thatquestion,
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 yoursuggestion, 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 thatitis.

Q. You think that the trade at this Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita
Ageney is about $180,000 per annum ?—A. I thought so at one time.
At first 1 did not think it was vearly that much ; I thought it was per-
haps less than $150,000; that is, when I first came in I didnot know how
much trade was there. It is a very difficult matter to ascertain. Oneof
the most difficult 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.

(). You havefour traders there 7—A. Yes,sir; there are four licensees
at that place. One of the parties has not gone there yet.

Q. Who is it who has not gone there yet 7—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 av 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
subsequent time, and I may have exaggerated, at the subsequent time
to which I refer, the amount of trade in saying that it amounted to
$180,000. But I believed it to be that at the tiwme, though what data
I based it uponI do not now remember. I placed it at,Isuppose,about
$130,000, but I have understood since that the trade was 1ot 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 that
ageney, I suppose it is less. I think tbat a great many of the cattle
have probably gone out of' that reservation.

Q. What are the annuities there?—A. I do not remewmber What they
are.

Q. You will Iet us know at some time?—A. Yes, sir. I do not think
they are very much. I cannot answer that question just now.

Mr. CHARLES A, CLEVELAND. The annuities are not in money.

Commissioner ATKINS. I do not think there are any annuities there.
T do not think there are any treaty annuities with the Kiowa, Coman-
che, and Wichita Indians. My chief clerk informs me that the money
which goes there is simply the money that is paid to the employés of
the agency.

Q. What is your present impression about the amount of trade
there?—A. T 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, 18857—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 2—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 done
that.

Q. Do you understand that they are going to the Kiowa, Comanche,
and Wichita Agency !—A. Yes, I do; or they will have to surrender
their license.

Q. How far is IFort Sill from there 7—A. I understand it is 30 or 40
miles. I was never in that Territory. Those branch stores have been
allowed Ly every adwministration.

). You did license a man named Jacobs 2—A. T did; yes, sir.

(3. When did you grant that license 2—A. I think T granted that
lcense in August—dJuly or August, I forget which. Tossibly it might
have been June.

. When was his license revoked or returned ?7—A. It was revoked
on the 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
nawed 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 reputa-
tion recommended him.

Q. In 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
e got out there, with these parties, as they alleged, I communicated
the fact to Mr. Bond, and finally, over the entreaties ot Mr. Bond and
other parties, I revoked his license.” What was the bad faith which
vou there allnde 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 @ store, he 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 par-
ties, he endeavored to sell out to other parties—to use his license to sell
out to other parties and ignore them altogether. These parties—Harris
apd Stone, 1 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
nme, and I revoked Jacobs’s license. However, 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 Angust, or before August 26, that you heard of those
facts '—A. Yes; so far as they arve concerned, I heard them then, I be-
lieve, I had forgotteun.

Q. You were then aware beforec August 26 that one of your ap-
pointees was trying to sell his license 2—A. Now, I call it to mind; I
recollect it.  The other day when Jacobs’s name was mentioned 1 had
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not thought of Jacobs for months, but when his name was mentioned [
recalled it.

Q. Knowing that one of your licensees—that is, Jacobs—had been
trying to sell his license, and hearing in that same Auagust the rumor
that Jackson had sold his license, you asked Jackson about it and he de-
nied it 7—A. He did, most indignantly.

Q. Did you rest on his simple denial 2—A. T did, becaunse nobody
ever made any such intimation to me at all until way in Decewber or
the 1st of January.

Q. You bhad heard a rumor of that sort>—A. Certainly I had—not
that hie had sold to Cleveland; 1 never heard that, but simply that he
had sold his license for a given sum of money—=$8,000; and 1 asked
him if it was troe, and he said it was not, that it was an infamous lie,
and there the matter ended. Of course I could not institute a search-
warrant to tind 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 1 got it. I got it 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. Where is your home?—A. At Paris, Tenn.

Q. How faris that tfrom 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 he was there or not.

Q. Or he came 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. DBut I saw him that day, and whether he reached there
that day or not I do not know, but I presue 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 1 saw him.

Q. Then yourested on hisdenial. You must have known, then, whom
you received the rumor from?—A. No, sir; I do not know that I did.

Q. It had only been a short time before?—A. Yes, that is true, 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. 1 could not
say 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, after Jackson denied it, to find out
whether there was anything in it or not 7—A. I asked him, and I
thought that was effort enough.

Q. And that is all the effort you made 7—A. Yes, that is all the effort
I made until I heard the last of December or the first of January—and
I suppose by the superscription on the statement that Mr. Cleveland
filed, that it was on the 2d of January that the paper was filed, and his
statement is that he made that statement to me at that time. I think
that is correct. I never heard anything more against Jackson until
about that time. DButI then asked his brother, Judge Jackson, Senator
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Jacksen, abont it, aud told him what I had heard, and he denouanced it
as false, and said that it could net be true, and was not true.

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that if I were to undertake to investigate
all the eharges, ramors, and reports that I hear against traders I should
have nothing else to do, for they can make more charges against cach
other, make more allegations and all that kind of thing, than any class
of people I ever havehad any contact with, I will say that. There are
always coming into the office charges of one kind or another against
rraders, pretty pearly the same thing; but when I pin them down in
some cases the parties dodge ont and malke no allegation at all.

Q. The four traders at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Agency
are A.J. LReyuolds, Frank L. I'red, Dudley P. Brown, and Sneed &
Colyer, who are still at Fort Sill, but who are going there?—A. Yes,
sir.,

Q. You haye relicensed Reynolds, Fred, and Brown, have you not ?—
AL Yes, sir.

(). What are their politics 2—A. T do not know. T understood thas
Fred was a Democrat, and 1 understood that he was a Republican ; 1
do not know. 1 do not know what Reynolds’s politics are. I have an
impression, however, from the letter that hix brother wrote me—his
brother heing a very strong Republican—that he is a Republican.  Ax
to Brown’s polities, T canunot tell you what his poelities are.

). You never heard that he was a Demoerat 7—AL I have heard it
stated both ways, but I do not know auything abount it. L am inclined
to think that he is a BDemocrat. T do not think the polities of any of
them lie very deep.

). They do not vote out there?—A. T think the politics of an Indian
trader is considerably like a chamelcon—Le changes with the Lights
thiat ave thrown on him.

Q. Mr. MAudrews, you say, who was vour livense clerk, called to your
attention the fact that Mr. Cleveland ought not to be relicensed, as
early as April 7—A. He did.

Q. Was Cleveland the only party that he toid you ought vot to be
relicensed in reply to your suggestion to hiw that you wanted to revoke
the license of any party who had acted badiy >—A. 1 do not rememper.
[ do not think he made any charge against anybody else at that agency ;
I think not.

Q. Did he refer to Cleveland alone among Indian traders 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 2—A. I do not remember
about that. 1 believe, though, that that was the main one, because he
called my attention to the fact that he had been guilty of what he con-
sidered bad faith to Reynolds.

Q. When did you first look at the record of Mr. Cleveland in the of-
fice ?—A. T do not think I looked at that record until way in the winter.

(). 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 2—A. T do not think I did. I might have seen Mr. Moller's
letter, but 1 will be frank to say that I had not seen all of that record
until after that time.

Q. Do you think you had seen any of it prior to October 52—A. I
think probably 1 saw Molle1’s letter, but the balance of the record I did
not see. But I put full confidence and taith in what Mr. Andrews told
me, and then the other clerks in the office were well aware ot his record
and they were well aware of this transaction—at least the record in the




110 INNIAN TRADERSHIPS.

office shows that there had been a transaction of the kind, and it wasa
sufficiently familiar subject to me.

Q. Did Mr. Andrews speak to you in any way of the matter which is
embraced 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 consequently I never spoke of it, for I never
understood the merits of it really until thisinvestigation was gotten up.
That is my recollection.

Q. Then that report of Special Agent Folsom had nothing to do with
your notifying 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?—A. 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 bhave been about Cleveland’s having
bebaved himself, it was necessary for one of them to go in order to
malke room for Jackson, was it not 7—A. You may think as you please
about 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. An-
drews, the clerk, without looking at the record, you notified Mr. Cleve-

land that his license would not be renewed 2—A. Not exactly that. You

understand, Mr. Chairman, that my attention was first called to this by
Mr. Andrews, and a becond time called to it by Mr. Andrews, and then
there were other clerks in the office who discussed this question with
me. This gentleman lere now [indicating Mr. Osborne] knew of his
record. DBut 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 ixsued 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 gentle-
men.

Senator BLACKBURN. I waut to call the attention of the witness to
the fact that he continues to use the phrase ¢ 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 rocord 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 adozen Commissioners of Indian Affairs to do it.

Q. The only thing that yon heard of was that he was under obliga-
tion to Reynolds not to trade there, I nnderstand 7—A. No, sir; that
was not the only thing.

Q. Whatelse was there >—A, T had heard that he had been connected
with cattle leases in some way that was displeasing to the Indians, and
1 had also heard—which turned out not to be true—that he was inter-
ested in cattle himself, in a herd of cattle upon the reservation. I had
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
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-other matter was a matter of record—his connection with cattle leases
and his being displeasing to the Indians was a matter of record—and it
was a matter of record on the Senate 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 before
your predecessor, Commissioner Price 2—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 Commissioner Price’s opin-
ions 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; he 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
Eknowledge that Commissioner Price heard those eharges, and had con-
tinued him there notwithstanding, that you ought as well to have ,ex-
amined 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 overit; 1
did not have possibly the time to do it—at least I do not know why I
did not do so. But I was as well satisfied what his record was, and had
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 had acted badly or not?—A. Not thut
I know of. I will say this also: That so far as thisis 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 I'ebruary, 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 Mr. 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
Cleveland & Co. had violated their obligations, and if they had, as be-
tween 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 Mr. Cleveland that his license would
not be renewed 7—A. It had no reference whatever to Jackson, so far
as any negotiations that mayv have ever occurred between him and
Cleveland were concerned, for up to that time I did not know that
Jackson aud Cleveland had ever had any negotiatious.

Q. But did it not have some reference to making room for Jackson at
that place?—A. So far as that is concerned it may be so. But I simply
say that my refusal to renew the license of Mr. Cleveland had no refer-
ence whatever to any negotiations that I had ever heard of existing be-
tween Jackson and Cleveland.
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Q. And that is all you 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 Jackson had been dead.
© Q. When you gave Jackson a license you intended to make a place for
him there 2—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 pot a matter of any concern to me specialy that Jackson should
be a trader there. 1 granted the license just as I had a great many
others.

Q. But you had given him a license to trade there in good faith and
had to make a place for him there?—A. Yes, sir; I intended to treat
him in good faith and allow him to trade, but 1 would not have re-
licensed Cleveland had 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—I pre-
sune it was then—that is the only reason I kunow, but I know it was
late in the fall or early in the winter. I had a Lonvermt](\u with him
in which he asked me to relicense Mr. Cleveland and asked me to re-
license Mr. RReyvnolds, and T told him that I did not think 1 could do it
with the promises I had out.

(3. 1t you had not given Jackson a license then, you would have done
it at the time that Senator Vest called upon you dlld_ insisted npon your
}'em'\\‘ing the license of Cleveland?—A. I will be very frank; let me
maeke a statement. Senator Vest called upon me and urged this thing.
He said e was anxious for it to be done, and represented, I understood
liimy the (riends ot these parties and the ereditors of these parties; that
N i!m way I understood him. I did not upderstand bim as (t:u‘ing’ spe-
cially for this man or the other man, but he was representing parties
whom he did care for, being their Senator, and I called to bis attention
the objections that I had to Mr. Cleveland. 1 called to his attention
thix business of his bad faith, and T think T called to his attention the
subject of lils being connected with cattle leases, and being displeasing
to the Indians, and I also said to Lim that I had heard that he had a
herd of eattle on the reservation. Senator Vest apologized for him.
He emphatically saidt he had no herd of cattle there and he apologized
for the action with regard to the bad faith and said that as Comimis-
sioner Price had relicensed him—I think he urged that argument and
endeavored to impress it upon my mind—it was not a sufticient cause for
me to withhold & license from Cleveland. When I told him I could not
do it, that I had given Jackson this license and intended him to have
it in good faith, he then solicited me to license Jackson with Cleveland,
or Juckson with Reynolds. He solicited me to do either one of the two.
1 did not tender it to him. I did it in response to his earnest solicita-
tion, telling him that I did not want to do if, and that I would not do
1t nnless Jackson was willing to deit, and I think, moreover, Mr. Chair-
man, 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 bis eapital.  Now, let Senater Vest make his statement about it. 1
bave had no eonversation with him and do not know what he wishes
to say about it.
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Q. What 1 awm 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 you 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 o 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
being licensed with Cleveland or Reynolds did not cut a feather’s weight
witl: e, and T would have given the license to Cleveland or Reynolds
at the time nnder the pressure of Senator Vest’s—1I will not say impor-
tunity—Dbut under the pressure of his solicttation, 1 possibly would have
done so.  But, sir, my mind was attracted to the subject of Mr. Cleve-
land’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 hima by my messenger
that evening, before the sun went down, stating to him that under no
circumstanees would I relicense Cleveland—under no circuamstances
would I do it, with Jackson or without.

Q. With a partner or otherwise?—A. Yes, under no circamstances;
and I regretted that I had yielded reluctantly even to him and con-
sentedd to do so.

Q. ITave you a copy of that letter —A. No, sir; Ihavenot. Now,I
wish to say just one thing further with regard to that matter. It has
becn said that I tendered this to Senator Vest. Now that may not be
an intention to misrepresent me, because in speaking of my action after
I bad consented, or given my assent to Senator Vest’s proposition, in
speaking of it, it may be called a proposition of mine, & tender of mine.
But it was not a tender of mine or a proposition of mine in the sense
that I sought it or desired it. I wish that to be emphatic and distinet.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. I will ask you this question: Had any other casc arisen in the
administration of your office, in which you had notitied the trader that
his license would not be renewed, on information of the clerks that
there was arecord against him, without an examination of that record 2—
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 cau take, and if I should undertake to examine
every record, as I said a while ago, upon which I write letters, and sign
letters which are prepared for me from records, and which sometimes
require & clerk to examine them two or three weeks in order to prepare
a letter, and going over records of thirty, forty, or fifty years baclk, it
would take all my time. How could I go over all those letters?

By Senator CULLOM:

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 personncl of the parties is concerned, these in particular.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. But you put the ground of your notice to him that the license
6534 cONG——38
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would not be renewed, did you not, on his bad record in the office 7—A.
Yes, sir.

Q. And all you knew was what some clerk in the oflice told you?—
A. I did not say ‘““some clerk.” I said I didit upon what the clerk who
had 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. Mr. .\. B. Upshaw.
I do not wish to have the words ¢ some clerk ” put into my testimony.
I did not use that phrase.

Q. Still 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 notice 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 tha}
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 no-
tice to Mr. Cleveland, asking him to ¢ please advise this office at once
as to what time you intend to forward your bond and commence busi-
ness as trader at the Kiowa Agency. 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 once.—A.
The word ¢revoked” was used, I reckon, just as I have used it fre-
quently. Itmeans declined to be renewed.

Q. When did you first see that letter 7—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 tlie last days of January or the first days 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 let.
ter 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, aud 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—I do not know who they were
now; I do not think he named them; I do not know 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. Noj; that is not here, I thinlk.

Commissioner ATKINS. Read the letter, please.

The COAIRMAN. Yes; here it is. You say, ¢ Your letter of inquiry
rceeived. If you desire to form a partnership, the names of all mem-
bers of the firm should appear in the license.”

Commissioner ATKINS. That is it. 1t meant this: I could not allow
him to take in other parties without 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 le 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 CIIAIRMAN. But he speaks in this letter of forwarding a new boud,
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 his appointment, which
was the latter part of July—the 24th of July, I think.

Q. Do you know who gave bond for him, then, who was his surety ?—
A. I do not know.

). Was it his brother —A. I do not remember.

Q. If it is in the office you can obtain it and send it to us.—A. I will
do s0. I declare I do not know who gave bond for him.

Q. Senator Beck had asked you fo retain Mr. Brown there, had he
not ?—A. Yes, sir; he did.

Q. And Mr. Randolph Tucker and Mr. Eppa Hunton had asked you
to retain Mr. Fred ?—A. Yes, sir; they did.

Q. And Senator Vest, as I understand, asked you to retain ecither
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 another, and not desiring more than four there,
I did not expect to relicense Cleveland or any other parties there ¢xcept
the four. When Jackson dropped ouf I continued Reynolds there.
That was the way of it.

Q. You spoke 4 little while ago—to go off from the line of your testi-
mony a little—of writing a letter on the very evening, you think, of the
interview you had with Senator Vest, recalling your conditional prom-
ise to let Mr. 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 had 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 had done, that I had 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 wasin a
hurry to write the letter, and 1 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 CirAtRMAN. 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 2—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 him, and he said be did not think there was mueh in it, and
urged me so that I finally yielded for the moment and consented to
license him with one or the otlier, but regretted it immediately after-
wards and took immediate and prompt steps to revoke it. Not five
houvs elapsed before I wrote the letter, and if I had not been employed
as 1 was up to 4 o’clock it would not have been so long The interview
took place about 11 o’clock, and not six hours clapsed 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 eof this sort to Cleveland, or that Jackson’s
father-in-law had 2—A. T have no recollection of Scnator Vest’s cver
talking to me about this proposition of Jackson’s.

Q. At any other interviews that you had with Senator Vest?7—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 know whether he was
present with these parties or not. I do not know that Senator Vest
ever discussed that question with me.

Q. After tlis interview, in which you recalled what you had said to
Senator Vest, Mr. Cleveland did make a statement to you, and you told
him that he discredited himself; you said to him, ¢ You utterly discredit
yourself,” and you said it pretty energetically 7—A. Yes; 1 did in sub-
stance say that.

Q. And yet, after that, you gave Mr. 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 there in order that he
could work his stocic 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 18 con-
cerned.

Q. He would have been trading under it yet if he had accepted it ?—
A, If the new traders had not got there I would havé revoked his li-
cense and put somebody else in there who would go there.

Q. But noue of the new traders have gone there yet?—A. No, sir;
because Mr. Cleveland held on until the 1st of June, and the other
parties have been notified that they must open store or send in their
licenses. But it was not because 1 thought Mr. 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 De-
cember 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 regard to stamping letters 2—
A. Yes, sir. Wlhenever a letter is filed in iy 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. T 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 it not occur to you that you probably sent that tele-
gram after receiving the letter 7— A. It does not, for this reason: I think
that reeord is a correet one. There was no motive in the world for it
to be otherwise than correct. 1 had no expectation of its ever being
called up, so far as that is concerned. Then I had anothier reason why 1
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did it. Br. Jackson had promised to open his store there cortainly by
the 1st of Januvary, and this was on the 3ist of December, and I wanted
to know where he was, or whether he had opened it, and wanted to
know what he was going to do, and that was the last day before the
time he 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 thie licenses of the
old traders have been revoked upon the expectation that the new trad-
ers would talke their places at once.”—A. As amatter of course, we ex-
pected 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
Reynolds, 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 7—A. Yes, sir; of course it was.

Q. And you say here that ¢“the licenses of the old traders have been
revoked upon the expectation that the new traders would take their
places atonee.” Nobody’s license had been revoked except Cleveland’s?
—A. And then his had not been revoked. It was my expectation at
that time to not relicense Reynolds, I think.

Q. When 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. Andwhen you said it had been revoked you referred to Mr. Cleve-
land? There had 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 dec-
laration that I intended to relicense him.

Q. It was not true that any other party’s license had becn revoked,
or that any other persons trading there had been notified that their
license would be renewed ?—A. I do not know. I think possibly Fred
and Reyunolds both had been notified that the license would not be re-
newed.

Q. Aund you do not think that this language I have quoted referred to
Cleveland at all 2—A. I do not, because Reynolds and Fred had both
Deen notified that their licenses would not be renewed, as I understand.

Q. To whom had you extended alicense, or agreed to extend a license,
as a trader at Anadarko at that time? To whom had you given assur-
ances of the extension of license ?—A. I reckon to Mr. Brown, and to
Fred, I expect, if I had given it to I'red at that time; I do not know
whether T had or not.

Q. Will you look that up when you go home and see to whom you
hal given assurances on the 23d of January of an extension of license ?
—A. I will do so.

(). In your letter of the 23d of January to Mr. Jackson, in which you
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
80; I cannot say about that.

Q. But you did not refer to Mr. Cleveland at all in that letter?—A.
I did not vefer to him in the sense that I intended to velicense hin.
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Q. Or extend his license further 2—A. I eannot say that.

Q. As one whose license you could not extend?—A. 1 cannot say
that. But I say that I did not refer to it with a view to relicensing him.

Q. Here i this Folsom report which has been put into the record.
You say that you never saw that report until this investigation be-
gan?—A. No, sir; I never read it until this investigation began.

Q. It had nothing whatever, then, to do with your refusal to license
My, Cleveland?—A. Oh, I had heard of the report, but when 1 do not
Lknow.

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 liad enough to satisfy my mind not to relicense Mr.
Cleveland without that. 1 putitin here for the purpose of showing
who Mr. Cleveland is; that is the reason I put it in.

Q. Doyou know who Mr. Folsom was ?-——A. Yes, sir; he was a special
agent of the Indian Bureau.

Q. 1s ho still a special agent?—A, No, sir; he is not.

Q. Do you know whether Ifolsom at that time was endeavoring to
seeure for himself and another person a cattle lease from these Indians?
—A. I do not know any such thing.

Senator BLACKBURN. I did not quite get the drift «of your question,
Mr. Chairman.

The GAIRMAN. T asked him whether he knew that this special agent,
Folsom, at the time he made this report was endeavoring to secure a
cattle lease for himself and another party from the Indians.

Commissioner ATKINS. No; I do not know any such thing.

The CHAIRMAN. This report is dated November 19, 1884, and is “in
relation to the complaint of C. A. Cleveland, trader, inclosed with your
letter of June 87; so that it seems to have slept from the 8th of June
until the 19th of November without any action on his part.

By Senator BLACKBURN:
Q. I would like to ask this: You say Mr. FFolsom was a special agent
of the Indian Bureau?—A. Yes, sir; and had been for years.
Q. Was he a special agent in 18357—A. He went out of office in 18853.
Q. Who appoints these special agents?—A. The Secretary of the In-
terior. Mr.Folsom was appointed by Mr. Teller, I imagine.

By the CHATRMAN:

Q. Do you know whiech 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.Cleve-
land. Please repeat your question.

Q. Do you know which Mr. Cleveland is referred to in Ixecutive
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 firm, however, he
and his brother.

Q. In that extract where Thomas I'. Woodard, employé and inter-
preter for Indians, says ¢ We think that Fox and Cleveland are crowd-
ing 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
satistied with that, without grass, or get out of the country.” You do
not know whether that referred to Mr.C. A. Cleveland or his brother?—
A. T anderstood it to refer to C. A. Cleveland.

‘Q. In the next letter, which is a part of the report, under date of
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Tebruary 8, three days afterwards, . B. iluni, Indian agent, says,
speaking of White Wolf and others, “1 do not thlnk they 1epresent 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. Cleve-
land and G. W. Fox, in the manner indicated in their protest, and, as
alleged, by other undue influences, these Indians have been wor ked up
to an unnecessary state of excitement and bad blood on the grass ques-
tion.” 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. IIunt says: ¢ W. H. Cleve
land is an employé 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 CHAIRMAN. No. I understand that Mrs. Hutchins was a mem-
ber of the firm, and the allegation was made in Folsom’s statement that
W. H. Cleveland represented Mrs. Hutchins.

Senator BLACKBURN, I think if you will turn back to the cross- ex-
amination of Mr. Clev eland Defore this committee, you will see that in
answer to my quéstion 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 Mr. Cleveland’s license ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes, I understand it is. Mr. Osborn, who is
here, knows.

Senator BLACKBURN. You will furnish us a copy of the license ?

Commissioner ATKINS., Yes, I will do so.

The CHAIRMAN. In the letter of P, B. Huat, 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 ; Commis-
sioner 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 reser-
vation.

). Well, the license will show whether he was a partnerornot. 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 you previously notified him that he 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
June, but I do not know.

Q. What is Mr. Jackson’s full name ?—A. Samuel M. Jackson. I do
nob know what the « M” stands for.

Q. Had you known him before you licensed him ?—A. T had never
seen him before I licensed him.

Q. Had you heard of him through Judge Bond?—A. I never heard
of him through Judge Bond at all.
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Q. Who was it you heard of through Judge Bond?—A. That was Mr.
Jacobs. Jacobs was the son-in-law of Judge Bond.

Q. I meant Jacobs. Do you know the full name and address of Ja-
cobs2—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 IBond ?—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 Brownsrville,
Tenn., and by parties in Trenton, Tenn., 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 le is an old citizen, until last summer, but I knew him by
reputation well, and I understand he is a Republican.

Q. Diditnot oceur to you, having told Jackson in July that you would
license him, as he had not gone into the business up to December or Jan-
uary even—did you not think there was something strange about it?—
A. No, sir; T 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 cn the train. He then 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 that was all right. I did not suppose his absence from the reserva-
tion with a store would be any detriment to the parties already there.

Q. Did you understand, when you licensed him, that he had any
money, any means #—A. Iunderstood 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 he 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 be-
fore or not. Senator Jackson told me that his brother had ample means
to run that store.

Q. It was in your office that he told you that #—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And the young man told you so also ?—A. The young man told
me 80 at the very time this thing occurred about selling his license.

Q. IIad you seen the man before you licensed him ?—A. No, sir; I
never saw him before I licensed him. Tlicensed himin July and Inever
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 indignautly 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 diseredited himself, who was present
at the interview ?—A. Mr. ITunter was present.

Q. Any one else 7—A. I do not recollect whether there was any one
else or not. I do not think there was, although there may have been;
I cannot say. There are always a good many persons in my oftice, but
I think Mr. Hunter was present. When he first said to me that he
made these objections to Jackson, that ¢ had made these proposals, I
said to him that it was very strange he had done a thing of that sort,
for, as T 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. And Mr. Cleveland himself admits in his testimony that
something of that sort was said. Then he proposed to go in with him.
and I said to him, “ Sir, you utterly diseredit yourself in my estimation.”
Said I, “That statement against Jaekson does not weigh a feather with
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me”; and Le did not move out of his tracks, after making the statement
dbOHL Jackson making the proposition to Liim to put in hlS license and
to get one-hall, beforc he made the proposition to me to go in with him
himself; and Liere is this correspondence which shows that he was per-
fectly willing to go in with him after this statement he said was made
to him. Here is his letter right before me now.

Q. A drowning man will cateh at almost any straw.—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 he had been five times more dis-
honorable than he is I would have extended his time and allowed him
to sell his goods and get out. The proof is clear that he bought two-
thirds of his stock after I notified him that the license would not be re-
newed.

Q. Do you state that on the telegram reccived from Mr. Brown?—
A. I say it ean be established now. T do not votuich for it, for I do not
know it; but I say it can be no doubt proved by Campbell and Brown,
both of whom I know well—at least I know Cawmpbell well, and I know
Brown is highly vouched for by Mr. Beck and Breckinridge of IKen-
tucky. The invoices in the office show over four thousand dollars worth
of goods purchased after my notice was sent to him. Mr. Campbell
makes that as an official statement to me, and he is the clerk of the
agency. o makes the statement that the invoices show that over four
thousand dellars 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 esti-
mated at not more timn $6,000. T will say another thing right there,
too, that not more than 25 per cent., I recken (I am told so bv 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 Indians. The balance can
be sold to anybody clse just as well as to Indians.

Q. As late as the 22d of April you had to be pushed a little to say
whether you would refuse to license Cleveland, had you not?—A. I had
to be pushed?

Q. Yes; you had to be pushed alittle by Mr. lunter to say that you
would not license Mr. Cleveland?—A. He niay have applied to me at
that time; I do not know.

Q. That is the day he took his appeal; that is the reason I speak of
it—A. He may have applied. He applied in April, and T declined to
do it and that terminated it. 1 do not know about being ¢pushed.”
That was the time hie told me he wanted to get his fee. There were
gentlemen present who heard him say that.

Q. Do you know what the action of Commissioner Price was on this
TIFolsom report?—A. I do not.

Q. Ts it not of record in the office?

Conmnissioner ATKINS., The report ?

The CoAIRMAN. The action of Commissioner Price?

A. 1 do not know; it is a question my attention has never been
called to; I never havc looked to sce.

Q. You have 1o reason to suppose that he revoked Mr. Cleveland’s
license on that account, have you?—A. I do not know. I never spoke
a word to bomnnssxouer Price on the subject, and do not know what
his views on the subject were.

Q. You found the Iolsom report in some way or other 7—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. Will you look it up for us, so that we can see what the action of
Comimissioner Price was on the IFolsom report?—A. I will, yes, sir.
But Commissioner Price’s opinions do not guide my opinions-of moral-
ity, although he is a very honorable gentleman. I might have one
view and he might have another.

The CTAIRMAN. Of course we will not go into a comparison of views
between Commissioner Price and yourself on that point.

Commissioner ATKINS. 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 ATKINS. I should have put them in Thursday morn-
ing, but I overlooked them.

The letters referred to are as follows:

225 EasT CAPITOL STREET, WasHINGTON, D. C., .
May 29, 1836.
SIr: In view of pending action under resolution and reference in the Senate of the
United States, I have to request that there be a suspension, until 2 conclusion is
reached, of any action had by you looking to the closing and removal of the trading
tirm of C. A. Cleveland & Co., Indian traders, from June 1, 1886, from the Kiowa,
Comanche, and Wichita Indian Reservation.

Very respectfully,

1. . HUNTER,
Counsel for Cleveland § Co.
The COMMISSIONER O INDIAN ATFAIRS,

IFashington, D. C.

225 EasT CAPITOL STRELT,
Washington, June 3, 1=86.

Sir: I bhave the honor herewith to request that pending the investigation, &e.,
directed by Senate resolution of inquiry of this date, there be 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 Wichita Indian Reservation. Aud that un-
til appropriate action be, had in accordance with the provisions of said resolutions,
that said firm be, as Leretofore, authorized to trade with said Indians.

Very respectiully,
R. ¥. HUNTER,
Counsel for C. :A. Clevcland § Co.
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, City.

The CAIRMAN. I will also put into the record at this point a copy
of Special Orders No. 124, War Department, Adjntant-General's Oftice,
dated Mareh 12, 1867, .

The following is the order referred to :

Srrcian ORDERS, 53 a, No. 124,

‘War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFTICE,
TVashington, Mareh 12, 1867,
* * * ¥* * X X
8. By dircction of the President, the disability of Robert I, Hunter, late first
licutenant Sccond United States Infantry, to re-cuter the service, caused by his being
cashiered (General Orders, No. 47, Headquarters Army of the Potomae, Washington,
November 19, 1861), is liereby removed. 4
* * * * * ”
By order of the Seeretary of War:
. D. TOWNSEND,
¥ Assistant Adjutant-General.
Official :
R. C. DRUM,
Adjutant-General
A. G. Office, July 22, 1836. :
Hon. O. 1. Prarr,
United States Senate.
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Commissioner ATKiNg Here is a reeord on that same subjeel which
I wish to put in. | Submitting a paper to the chairman. |

Senator BLACKBURN. Is there any objection to having this paper
goin?

The CITATRMAN. 1t 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 BLAcKkBURN. I will not insist on its introdunetion if you have
any objection.

The CitAtrRMAN. There is no objection to it that I kuow of. 1t is the
letter of the Assistant Adjutant-General referring to other records
whieh he might wish to produce.

Senator BLACKBURN. Very well, then, I will retain it, with your per-
mission.

By the CIHATRMAN:

Q. You say you found Mr. Jackson at your rome when you got there
in August?—A. I met him there that day; yes, sir.

Q. And then when you went again West you wmet him on the car ac-
cidentally ?7—A. Yes, sir; entirely so.

Q. Do you think it was acecidental on his part?—A. Yes, entirely so;
beeanse he did not know of my leaving the city. !

Q. Ile might have known it, if he was in communication withh 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 did not,
because he was a traveling commercial man. I never thought any-
thing 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 2—A. 1 met him somewhere
. between Louisville and Bowling Green, or between Bowling Green and
iy home, I do not know exactly where. It was on the Louisville and
Memphis Railroad somewhere that I met him.

€. You 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; 1 will correct it. I had a very brief conversation with him on
that subject, and all I remember about the conversation was that he
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 1st of
December or the 1st of January. I told him that was all right and T
consented.

Q. You would like to have the correction made in your testimony.
1t reads now: ¢TI 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. 1 said
we had a short conversation ; I did not say a long one, because we did
not have a long one.

). How far did you ride with him?—A. We were on the train to-
gether for several hours, but I did not have very much conversation
with him. We 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 yon can rceall of the conversation. I was going
to ask you to state it more fully.—A. 1 have no recollection of anything
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that oceurred in the conversation exeept what 1 state. 1 have no recol-
leetion of Mr. Cleveland’s name being mentioned or any once else’s, none
in the world.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. In your testimony here on Thursday, I believe it was, when speak-
ing of your construction of the law of 1876, did you mean to be under-
ctood as saying that in your judgment, or as you construed that act,
the power of appointment and the power of refusal to reissue a hcensa
as well as the power of revoking a license to Indian traders was a mat-
ter absolutely within your own discretion?—A. Yes; that was my mean-
ing, and that has been the practice of the office ever since 1876.

Q. Now, I want to ask you this: In the matter of treating these li-
censes as terminating by virtue of their own 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?—A. I was. That has been the practice sinee 1876.

Q. Do you know, and if so, state, whether it was unusnal for a li-
cense to remain for six months or for a year after its issue 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 in-
stances I do not know, but I understand that has been customary.

Q. Twant to know whether it was usual or unusual 2—A. Tt has been
frequently the case, as T understand the fact to be. I never thought
anything specially about their having a license and not using it imme-
diately, if there is anything specially wrong about if.

Q). Iave you seen C. A. Cleveland’s letter 1o Mr. R. T, Huutu" which
was dated on July 25, and which has been put in evidence here in this
case ?—A. Yes, sir; I have read it.

Q. Who showed you that letter 7—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 72—
A. Not that T know of.

Q). It is not of record in your office >—A. Not that I know of. It was
never filed in our office that I know of.

Q. It is not necessary to ask youn in reference to the allegation made of
your putting impecunious relatives into these traderships, for I believe
you have already stated in your former testimony that there has been no
one appointed who is kin to you or connected with you by marriage ?—
A. Yes, sir; the statement made was absolutely false that I Lad ap-
pointed anybody, net ouly kin to me, but that I had appointed any man
whom I had reason to suppose had not the means to run o store.

2. Have you any records in your office that would ﬂlrow any light on
that subject 7—A. Yes, sir; I have.

Q. I wish you would produuc them aud show them to us.

'he CHAIRMAN. I asked the Commissioner carly in the investigation
to give us all the papers referring to the Jackson matter, and I would
like to have him do so.

Commissioner ATKINS. This does not refer to the Jackson matter.
(To Senator Blackburn.) You asked for any letters showing my policy
in making appointments ; is that what you asked for?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.

Commissioner ATKINS. Here is a letter T wrote to Mr. \W. W, Bandy,
of Gleason, Tenn., who lives within 20 miles of we, which will show the
policy I have adopted in regard to these appointments.

»
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The following is the letter submitted by Commissioner Atkins:

DEPARTMENT OF TIHE INTERIOR,
OVFICE OF INDIAN ATTAIRS,
TTashington, November 19, 1835.

Drar Sir: 1 am in receint of your communication of the 17th ultimo in regard to a
tradership. Your previous letter did not reach me. If you have capital suflicient to
run & gooel trading establishment 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 alrcady made an mppomtmcut or rcnewed a license at that
agency.

There arc no vacancies now in the Indian Territory traderships.

Yours, respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINSE,

(onmm‘wmlcr.
W. W. Banoy, Esq.,
(leason, Tenn.

Commissioner ATKINS. That letter shows, I think, that my purpose
was to license wmen who had eapital and eredit sufficient to run a store.

Here is another letter addressed by the Acting Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs, Mr. Upshaw, in my absence, to Mr. MeClung, upon the
same sub]ect which I will submit.

The letter refu‘l ed to is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOK,
Orricy Or INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Mashington, November 3, 1885,

Sir: Replying to your inguiry of the 26th ultimo, yon are informed that as soon as
you decide delinitely upon accepting the tradership tendered vou, your bond should
be forwarded at onco to this oftice, and immediately upon the issuance of your licenso
yoa should commence business at the Sac and Fox Agency. The expiration of the li-
cense of othier traders should in no way influenco you as to the time when you will hegin
business.  The tradership was offered you in good faith; it should be accepted in
good faith, if at all, and in good faith your stocl:. shiould be promptly Lrought to the
agency and offered for sale.

Complaints have reached this office that newly 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 rid of the halancosof their stock at a
great sacrifiee, a sacrifico by which the new “traders hoped to profit. To cnable one
frader to take advantage of another this office proposes to lend no assistance, and
therefore insists that all rewly appointed traders shall commence husiness 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 trading-post at the Sac and Fox Agency,
if you desire to trade there, and that your definite deeision in the matter bo made
known to this offico without delay.

Yours, respectfully,
A. B, UPSHAW,
Aeting Commissioner.

Hu. L. McCLuUNg, Jr.,

Sac and Iox Agency, Indian Terrilory.

By Scnator BLACKBURN :

Q. Do those letters indicate the policy you 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 Mr. Cleveland to the Presi-
dent, accompanying the appeal, or constituting the appeal, that was
made to him in that connection in the matter of the refusal to license
him?

Commissioner ATKINS, Is it written by Mr. Cleveland ?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes; it is signed by Mr. Cleveland, or possibly
by Mr. Hunter as his counsel.

Commissioner ATKINS. I have read two letters of Mr. Hunter ad-
dressed to the President,
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Scenator BLACKBURN. Are they signed by Mr. Hunter as counsel ?

Commissioner ATKINS. Yes; they are signed by Mr. Hunter. I recad
bis letter of the 15th of May, 1886, the letter in which he-speaks of all
the charges against Mr. Cleveland being success{ully refuted, and where
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 that I had for months ¢ knowledge of Jack-
son’s dishonorable propositions; and can he formulate a distinet reason
why he sanctioned by acquiescence these infamous demands?” I have
simply to say that any statement that I had known of any proposition
by Jackson to Cleveland for months is absolutely false.

Q. You have already stated that the first information on that subject
that was communicated to you by any one in any way, as I understand,
was in the latter days of December, 1885, or the early days of January,
1886 ?—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.

(). Have you read Mr. Hunter’s letter to Senator Wilson, of Towa,
bearing date the 24th of May last?

Commissioner ATKINS. Is that the original letter addressed to Sena-
tor Wilson?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes.

Jommissioner ATKINS. The Senator sent me a copy of it.

Senator BLACKBURN. I will ask you about that; the letter is not in
cvidence, though.

Commissioner ATKINS. I should like to have the man who wrote it
swear to it. "

Senator BLACKBURN. It is not in cvidence yet.

Commissioner ATKINS, Very well, Mr. Chairman, since the question
is 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
say 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:

(). Tfind 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
by C. A, Cleveland & Co., I believe it was, that I was licensing my impecuiions
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, 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 Juckson, he told me Iimself that
he had the means to ran the store, and his brother, Senator Jackson, ropeated it this
last winter. I have not a relative on ecarth who has o drop of my bleod, nor is there
a man or a hoy or anybody ecise connected with an Indian tradership who has a drop
of my blood or that of my wite. Then the statement is absolutely, entively, and
wholly false,
and so forth. Now, you do not wish to be understood there as saying
that you have not appointed friends who turned cut 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
1 thought they were not impecunious.

Q. T understand that that is your precise statement, and therefore I
ask you if yon wish {o be understood as saying that you have not ap-
pointed friends who afterwards turned out to be impecunious, although
you suppesed at the time they were able. to carry on a store 2—A. If they
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are, Mr. Chairman, I have to say that there is no testimony that I credit
that makes me believe that they are impecunious exeept Jacobs.

Q. Did you kuow this MeClung 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was he a friend of yours 2—A. I cannot say that he was. His
father I knew well. I understand that he had means sufficient to run
a store.

Q. Who, McClung himself, or his father2—A. MceClung and his
brother were going in together.

Q. Have they gone in ?7—A. No, sir; they declined.

Q. Do you think, still, that McClung was able to get capital to go
into the husiness 2—A. I think he could get any amount of capital that
he wanted.

Q. Who was he recommended by 2—A. I do not recollect, except that
[ have known his father always, and he was anxious for him to get it;
and he has a relative in the city of Knoxville who is one of the largest
wholesale dealers in the city, and I have no doubt he could have gotten
2oods from that maun 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 has 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 him-
self;, and finding that I would not allow that, I think he quit for that
reasoi.

Q. Did he return his license?—A. Yes, sir.

Q). Did you call upon him to do it?—A. No, sir; he returned the
license of his own accord; that is my information and recollection.

Q. How long did he Lkeep 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
vour direction?—A. By my direction? He wrote it in accordance with
the policy of the office.

Q. But not by your specific direction 2—A. I do not know whether
he did or not; Icannot say; I imagine he did. It is inaccordance with
the policy of the office. .

Q. Who was Mr. Bandy ?—A. He was a young man whom I never
saw in my life, but who was recommended to me by some very warnm
friends of mine at McKenzie, Tenn., eighteen miles from Paris, at the
crossing of the Nashville, Chattanooga and Northwestern Railroad, the.
Memphis and Louisville braneh, a place where everybody knows me.
This young man was a favorite there with all those people, and they
pressed me very much to give him an appointment as trader, and [ had
declined to do it exeept 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 npon me to know what my policy was about such
things, and I stated to him what I had written to Mr. Bandy there, and
I think I took that letter out and read it to him.

Q. When was that 7—A. I do not know when it was.

Q. It was after some talk had been made about this matter?—A. T
do not recollect when it was. It was sometime in the fall or winter.

Q. Did Mr. Knapp at that time call your attenticn to the communi-
cation to Mr. Dwight Treadway in the Saint Louis papers?—A. I do
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not know whether he did or not. But he just asked me what my policy
was, and I told him I did not want to license any man to go to a {rader-
ship unless he 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
Jangnage to hinw.

Q. Are those two thie only letters which you have indicating any such
policy ? Arethose all the letters you have written on that subject7——A. 1
do not recall any others. They were written to persons in my own State,
and I thought they indicated pretty plainly what my views were, as they
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 Secre-
tary 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. Dut they have no au-
thority, in my opinion, over the question of the appointment of traders
under that law. That is what I said, and that is my opinion. DBut I
said that, Mr. Chairman, as I hope the committec understood, with the
utmost respect for both those funectionaries.

Q. Tunderstood you were laying down i matter of law?—A. That
was simply all I desired to say.

(3. Upon referring to the Statutes I see that section 462 reads as fol-
lows: .

Spe. 462, There shall be in the Department of the Intevior o Commissioner of In-
dian Affaivs, who shall be appointed by the I’resident, by and with the adviee and
consent of the Senate, and who shall boe entitled to a salary of three thousand dollars
@ year.

I find, also, section 463, which reads as follows:

Src. 463, The Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall, under the dircetion of the Sce-
retary of the Interior, and agreeably to such regulations as tho President may pre-
seribe, have the management of all Indian aflairs, and all matters avising out of Indian
relations.

Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that?

The CAIRMAN. That was passed in 1832, [To Commissioner At-
kins:| Now, doyou think this statute, to which you have referred, takes
away from the Secretary of the Interior any sapervising power in the
matter of the renewal of licenses?

A. I think it does, and T have not only expressed that opinion here,
but [ have expressed it in the office frequently, and T am not sure but
what I have expressed it to the Seeretary himself. But at the same
time, I qualify that with the remark that any maladministration by
myself of that power, of course, would be under the sapervision 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 decliue 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 BLACKBURN. Iixcept where that power has been abused by
you?
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WASHINGTON, D. C., Monday, July 26, 1886.
The select comittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10 o’clock a. m.

STATEMENT OF GEORGE G. VEST.

Hon. GEORGE G. VEST came before the committee and made the fol-
lowing statement :

The CoAIRMAN. If you have any knowledge with regard to the re-
fusal 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 you 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 cale noth-
ing about anv of them, and do not know them. I cannot be very exact
about dates, in the variety of public business here, especially in a mat-
ter in which I have 1o personal interest, and would not naturally take
very particular notice about dates, and therefore have nomemory about
them to any extent.

But my first knowledge of #his man Cleveland was, I think, about two
years ago, when Hiram Prlce I know was Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs. 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 politieal friends,
Major Bannerman, Mr. Caruth, and, I think, Mr. Rainwater (at least 1
Iknow 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 n Indian trader for some years in the Indian
Territory, but had sold out to a man named Reynolds, and that lie now
wanted a license to commence business again, but that Reyuolds was
opposing him, and they thought unjustly. Mr. Cleveland also made a
statemens to me to the same effect. Simply to oblige Major Bannerman,
Mr. Caruth, and Mr. Rainwater, and without any knowledge of the mat-
ter, 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, by which he had bound himself not to commence that
same business again at Anadarko, Ind. 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 my frieuds 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 oft and resumed his business and opened another
store. ,

I never heard anything more of Mr. Cleveland, and never thought
about him until ke reappeared here after Mr. Atkins became Commis-
sioner 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. 1 have tried to look up
all those letters, but I have got several thousand of them filed away on
different subjects, and I could only find a few. Among my letters, how-
ever, I find this one from Mr. C. A. Cleveland:

ANADARKO, INDIANT., May 10, 1836,
Sk : Thave the honor to herewith inclose you a copy of anorder from the honorable

Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which he eorders me to clese my place of business
on May 31, 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 as the honorable Cominissioner appoints
impecunious persons who ouly obtain their license to blackmail, I do not sec 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 the nearest railroad.

The honorable Commissioner knows all the facts. He kuows 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 mwe to close, knowing that my buildings would be a
total loss.

I would also statc that Messrs. Sneed and Colyer, traders at Fort Sill, are now oc-
cupying my buildings at that place, taking possession without my consent, and
although they know that said buildings Lelong to me, have never paid one cent for
their use, and it looks as though my buildings at this piace would meet the same fate.

The nearest that I have come to have an offer to buy mo out was a proposition (rom
8. M. Jackson to blackmail me, and as there was nothing small about him, he simply
wanted one-half the profits for his license. The fact is,if I have to go 1 amn finan-
cially rnined, and as an act of justice my license should be renewed or my successor
compelled o buy me out. My only hope is through you, and I respectfully ask you
to use your influence in my behalf.

Very respectfully,
C. A. CLEVELAND.
Ion. G. G. Vust, : :
United States Senate Chamber, Washinglon, D. C.

Senator VisT. I observe that that letter is dated May 10, 1886, at
Anadarko, Ind. T.. That is the only communication I ever had in
writing, that I recollect, from Mr. Cleveland. That letter incloses this
copy, it seems, of the letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of
April 30, 1886, which is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, April 30, 1380.

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.
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 busi-
ness without loss.

The above order will not ho moditied, and it is earnestly hoped that you can ar-
range youtr business so as to vacate the position without serious financial loss.

Very respectiully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
C. A. CrevELAND & Co., .
Anadearko, Ind. T.

Scnator Vesr. That seems to be a copy. It is so marked and is
" copied in Mr. Cleveland’s handwriting, and was sent me inside of his
letter.

Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that notice?

Senator Vs, The date of the notice is April 30, 1886, and he was
notified to close out on June 1. I do not pretend to give thesec mat-
ters in the order of time, because it is impossible to do that. DBut last
summer, when I was at Sweet Springs, Mo., preparing to goto Montana
with my wife, who was sick, Major Bannerman came up from Saint
Louis with Major Rainwater, and they spent a day 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 old 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 entirely reputable nien, and that if they
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were put out it would ruin the men, Reynolds and Cleveland, finan-
cially, and would be a great loss to them, Major Rainwater and Major
Dannerman.

The CrATRMAN. They being merchants 2

Senator VEST. Yes; and they were customers of theirs, had been
dealing with"them for years, ancd were indebted to them. They also
stated that Commissioner Atkins was putting in Blississippians and
Tenneesesans who were unused to the trade and did not know any
thing about the Indians, and that it would divertthe Indian trade, as
we term it in the West, from Saint Louis, where it has been, to Memphis,
and a good deal of that sort of talk.

I was in a great hurry, expected to leave the Springs the next day
for Montana, and was very much distressed about my wife’s condi-
tion, as she was very sick, and barely able to travel, and 1 told them 1
would write to Cominissioner Atkins, but that I could not go to Wash-
ington; that was ount 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 prep-
arations were all made to go West by the advice of a physician, but that
I would write to Commissioner Atkins. 8ol satdown ina great hurry
and wrote him a letter (I do not know whether he kept it or not), but I
am satisfied that Tused expressions in that letter that I ought not to
have used. If I did so, it was under the statements made to me and
becausel was irritated about other matters. I knew Mr. Atkins very
well; we were old friends. I had very great regard for him, and I
thought h had {for me, and I wrote to him that I thought he was making
a mistake in removing all those old traders, I assuning 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 he ought to 1ctam some of them anyhow especially where
they were known to be good men and accustomed to trading, who knew
the Indians; that 1 understood very well what the pressure was upon a
public official by his friends and neighbors, but that I did not think he
ought to put so many Mississippians and Tennesseeans into that Terri-
tory. 1 then left for Montana 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 lawsuit 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 well, I think I must have come to Washington about the
latter part of be stember. I then had an interview with Commissioner
Atkins. In the mean time I think U did get other letters from Ban-
nerman and Caruth, but I am not positive about that; if so, I cannot
find them, and must have destroyed them. At any rate, I saw Mr.
Atkins in regard to allowing Cleveland and Reynolds to remain in the
territory as traders.

I cannot state the date, 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 done at once, and worried me a
great deal. We talked and talked about it. ITe would come very
ncml) every day to my house on A street, and urge me to go to the
Comumissioner; and, to make a long story short hn(mlly,as I was pressed
and urged by ﬂl(‘%b fmntlem(:n d]l(l by my hlen(ls in Saint Louis, T went
several times to the Department, I do not know how often, and finally
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Mr. Atkins said to me, ¢“Well, Vest, I cannot put both those men there,
and 1 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 cau for youn.”

About that time I received a letter from Saint Louis, which I find
amongst my other papers, from a gentleman there, Mr. C. I’. Ellerbee,
in which are copies, or what purport te 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; ! think I called on
him the next day or the day after. .

The 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
Mr. 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 Decems-
ber ¢

Senator Vugr. Yes, I think about the 1st of December; aboub the
time of the meeting of Congress. At any rate, it must have been after
the 27th of November. The first of these letters from Mr. Jackson,
which were inclosed in Mr. Elierbee’s letter to me, is as follows:

Rives, TENN., July 16, 1335,

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 valne
of your house? Also, let me know on what terms you would like to cone 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 idea of living so far from home. I expect to be out nbout 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 eapital necessary to ruu the business.

Trusting you are both well, and hoping to hear from you by returi wail, Tremain,

Yours, very truly,
5. M. JACKRSON.

Post-oftice address, Dyersburg, Tenn.

Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRro.,

dnadarko, I. T.

The other inclosure from Mr. Jackson reads as follows:

Dyrespuna, TERN, July 20, 1885,
GENTS : I wrote you several days ago that I was ready for o proposition from you in
regard to the matter we were speaking of.  Tor fear you did not receive my first let-
ter, I write again. Please let me hear trom you by return mail as {o what you are
willing to do.
Yours, very traly,
5. M. JACKSON.
Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRro.,
Anadarko, I. T.

I expect to start for Anadarko in about two weeks.

Senator VEST. At the same time that I received those copies I re-
ceived Jetters from Saint Louis stating that Mr. Jackson had bLeen there,
and with his father-in-law, Mr. Henley, he had been going around the
city of Saint Louis making propositions to merchants there to buy a
stock of goods on credit, exhibiting his license at the same time, and
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that he had no money and was unable to raise any money, and had left
there without buying the goods.

I called Commissioner Atking’s attention to thiese matters. I told
bim that he knew my feeling was entirely friendly to this Administra-
tion; 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 this sort of dubious letters, susceptible of
the worst kind of construction, to this man Cleveland.” 1 said, ¢ Ile
has no right to put you or the Adwmiuistration into any such condi-
tion or position before the public, and I call your attention to it irre-
spective of whether I get thisman Cleveland or Reynolds put back there
or not.” Mr. Atkinsagreed with me entirely, e said, I shall write
to Jackson” —and he said it very emphatically and encrgeticaliy, for he
is an excitable man—¢‘and demand of him that he go to that place at
once and open his store with a lot of goods, er else I will revoke that
license ; he has no right to do it.” I said, ¢ You 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 fricuds, 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 propease to have him going around the coun-
try 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 Scnate, 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
kin, 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 doiug, 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 abont 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, but he
said, “I think the matter is arranged now.” ¢TI 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, “Tam 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 up, 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 ; buthe said, ¢ I will do this,
Vest; I will give a joint license to Reynolds or Cleveland (though I pre-
fer it should be Reynolds) and Jackson to open a store at Anadarko,
and I will see that Jackson puts up his part of the goods and that he
does right.” That is the substance ot what he said. I do not recollect
the date when this occurred, but I know I said, ¢“That is all right,
Atkins ; T don’t want you to do anything which will embarrass you. I
know your relations to the Jacksons and so on, but I do not care about
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either of these men, cither Reynolds or Cleveland.  All 1 am trying to
do is to meet the wishes of my {riends in Saint Louis, who are good men,
and I will write to them and let them say which 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—I am not positive about telegraphing, but I know I wrote
and I may have sent a telegram—to Bannerman and Caruth, stating
what the Commissioner had told me, and for them to select the man,
cither Reynolds or Cleveland; that it was a matter that I cared nothing
about, &e.

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 thew, and I think he also wrote to me not to say anything about
it to Cleveland, not to notify anybody of what he said. Dut the letter
had gone, or the telegram—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 been 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 sub-
stantially what he lad written ; that he had changed his mind; that
he was not going to license either one of these men with Jackson; “but,”
he said, ¢“I will see you about the matter hereafter,” &e., 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 sec-
ond 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 thcught without any
reason, and then I wrote the second letter, whicl has been put before
the committee. That is about all, I believe.

Something has been said here about a resolution of inquiry being in-
troduced. I do not recollect what was said distinctly about that mat-
ter. 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 in-
quiry, 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 some-
body 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 had not voted, and that there
was not polities 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 ceme
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 said what was said in that letter speaking
about the Mississippians and the Tennesseeans takingall the traderships
in the Territory, about whicl,, 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 Commissioner, for which I have no doubt he had good reasons. T
never at any time mtlmated—-—and any man who says so states a delib-
erate 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. e is an irritable man
like myself, an impulsive man, but a perfectly honest man. What I
complamed of was, that he had told me to write to my friends to pick
out this man, and that he 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 De joined in the license ?

Senator VEST. I do not recollect. I may have done so. Butmy
whole connection with the matter grew out of my friendship to Banner-
man and Caruth, at Saint Louis. I did notcare anything about Cleve-
land.

The CEAIRMAN. Let me call your attention to the testimony of Com-
missioner 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 ?” Te said: ‘“Noj; I did not. n 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 Carath. 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 VEST. I do not think I did, but I have no recollection about
it.

The CHATRMAN. But you did to Bannerman and Caruth ?

Senator VEST. Yes, I did to them, and I would not possibly have re-
collected that so well, but I saw one of the letters which appeared in
the New York Trlbune on that date, and I see that some days after-
wards 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 let-
ters written to a friend, with whom I had slept under the same blanket,
with the past acqualntance I had with him—I 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 :

MEYER, BanytrmaNy & Co.,
Saint Louis, July 18, 188,

DEAR Sir: I was amazed and shocked on seeing ti:e pnblication of your letters to
me. Mr. Cleveland, in whom I had the utmost eonhdoncc to my mortification and
shame, basely violated it. The last conversation I had with him , previous to his leav-
ing, was that under no circumstances were you to be bronght into this matter, as it
ccrtmnlv 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 valueso highly,

I am, your friend,
JAMES BANNERMAN.
Hon. G. G. VEsT,
Washinglon, D. C.
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The CinAIRMAN. If it will not interrupt you, I will ask you this: You
spoke of receiving a letter from Mr. Cleveland which was dated May 10,
1886, and which you replied to. Do you think you showed that letter
to Commissioner Atkins?

Senator VEsT. No, sir; I did not show that letter to him, because
there were expressions in it which I did not think were just, and which
I was cerfain would be disagreeable to Mr. Atkins, in regard to Mr.
Atking’s motives, blackmailing, and so forth. The only things I ever
showed Mr. Atkins were these copies.

The CitAIRMAN. You mean the copies that were sent you by Mr. 13l-
lerbee ?

Senator VEST. 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 VEST. 1 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 let-
ters.

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 malie upon
the public is that you have put in here an impecunious man who is try-
ing 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 said, ¢ he is try-
ing to do nearly the same thing by getting a lot of goods in that way.”
Mr. Atkins was very much exeited and said, “It is an outrage, and 1
will order him immediately to furnish his goods or I will revoke his
license.” And hLe 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 Sena-
tor Jackson in regard to matters in Tennessee.

To be frank to the committee, I understood, or Mr. Atkins made the
impression upon me, that there was a sort of trouble in Tennessce be-
tween Senator Harris’s friends and Jackson’s, or between Harris and
Jackson, and Mr. Atkins said, “I don’t want to be mixed up in it.
Jackson thinks now I am Harrig’s friend, but I am a {riend of both of
them ; butif I were to put his brother out suddenly and harshly, without
giving him a chance to comply with what he ought to do, Jackson might
think I was actuated by my friendship for Harris and my enmity to
him,” or something like that.

The CHAIRMAN. Has that letter reference to anything else except this
matter ?

Senator VEsT. Yes; it has a lot of personal matters in it in regard
to things in Missouri that I do not care to put in.

The CoAIRMAN. You gave the date of it, did you ?

" Senator VEsT. 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 busi-
ness?

Senator VEsT. I'rom Jackson to Cleveland ?

Renator BLACKRURN. Yes.

Senator VEsT. I will not be positive about that. I do not recollect
all the details; T only have the salient points in my mind. The letters
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themselves from Dyersburg showed there was something of @ partner-
ship talk between us.

Senator BLACGKBURN. But you say you do not understand whether
the Commissioner 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; I donot think Ydid. Isuppose I have the copies
here. The whole amount of it is, I just called Mr. Atkins’s attention
to the contents of those letters. Whether 1 rcad them to him or he
took them and read them I could not say. Ido 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, 1 am confident of that, to Mr. Atkins.

Senator BLACKBURN. Those letters make no proposition except the
general proposition about the partnership ?

Senator Vrsr. That is all.

The CHAIRMAN. They ask Mr. Cleveland to make a proposition in re-
gard 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 October 12, 1885, which seems to be writ-
ten by Mr. Cleveland to James Bannerman, of Saint Louis. I do not,
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 its 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 CIAIRMAN. This letter which you have read was from W. il.
Cleveland to Major Bannerman, of Saint Louis ?

Senator Vesr. Yes.

The CoAirMAN. Did you or not communicate the contents of that
letter to Commissioner Atking?

Senator VEST. No, I do not think I did; I am very certain I would
not have done that.

The CIIAIRMAN. 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.

Commissioner ATKINS. If the chairman will allow me, I would like
to ask Senator Vest a question. Have you my letter of the 5th of De-
cember ? ,

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 domnot
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 of
carthly interest in the matter except what I have stated, and you all
know from personal experience that it is simply impossible for a Sena-
tor representing a large State, with all its different interests, to keep
dates in his mind. T only pretend to give the salient points as I recall
them.
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Senator BLACKBURN. Were you cver present abt an interview with
General Atkins when Mr. Cleveland or My, ITunter was there?

Senator VEsT. Ithink I went with Mr, Cleveland onee to Mr. Atkins.
I do not recollect ever being there with Mr. Hunter; it might have
been, but I do not recollect it. DBut I have an indistinet, nebulous sort
of recollection that I went there once with Mr. Cleveiand.

Senator BLACKBURN. Was there in that interview Dbetween My,
Cleveland and Commissioner Atkins any discussion had in regard to
the proposals made between Cleveland and Jackson?

Scenator VEST. I do not know. I could not state. I have a very in-
distinet recollection about it. I have a slight recollection of going
there with Mr. Cleveland, and I think Mr. Cleveland talked to Com-
missioner Atkins in my presence. My only idea was to help Cleveland
the best I could.

Senator BLACKBURN. 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 VEST. Yes, they said they wanted to keep the trade at Saint
Louis and I waunted to help my people. I had no interestin Cleveland.
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 thatletterin which
Commissioner Atkins told you that he could not carry out the agree-
ment or arrangement that he had made with you that day, he told you
that this man Jackson’s brother, then Senator Jackson, had assured him
that an arrangement with Jackson to go into business there hid been
made ; do you remember whether that was stated in that letter?

Senator VEsT. I I?ave some indistinct recollection of that. But Sen-
ator 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 Vust. Yes, I think so. He told me as I stated a while ago.

Senator BLACKBURN. That he and the general had arranged it?

Senator VEST. Yes, that he and the general were going to put up
the money to byy 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. :

WASHINGTON, D. C., Iriday, July 30, 1886.
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 W. ANDREWS was then duly sworn by the Chairman,
and interrogated as follows:

By Senator BLACKBURN :

Question. IHave you ever held a position in the Indian Office, Interior
Department %—Aunswer. Yes, sir.
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Q. For how long « time, and what position was it 2——A. 1 was ap-
pointed in March, 1876, and dismissed the 15th of August, 1885.

Q. You held the position nine years ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. What position did you hold there ?—A. For a yvear or two I did
miscellaneous work. ’

Q. That was at the beginning, was it 7—A. Yes, sir; and for about
seven years I had charge of the licensed Indian trader’s desk.

Q. Do you kvuow 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
knowledge 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 state-
ment, making it as short as you can, and bring out all the facts.

A. Well, when General Atkins sook- possession of the Bureau, the
first converstion I had with him he sent for me, and he said that he
proposed to make new rules and regulations, and to put rew men, to a
certain extent in control of the trade on Indian reservations. He said
that he was not familiar with the matter, and he wanted from me all
the knowledge that 1 had on the subject, and wanted I should post him
to the best 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 renewal or granting of a license to one J. K. Moore,at IFort Wash-
akie, 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 him to grant a new license, I think. Mr. Moore, I be-
lieve, had not had an Indian license the year before, 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 Le came to the conclusion that it
would, and directed me, upon the receipt of Moore’s bond, which I then
had—the bond and application—to grant a license to Moore. That, if
my memory serves me right, is the first license that General Atkins
granted after he took possession of the office.

Then applications came in pretty rapidly, accumulgted pretty fast,
and the applicants themselves, or their representative men who were
urging their cases, would request me to bring their matters up, and
every oppertunity I could get, whenever I could get Commissioner At-
king’ 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 that I bring to him the
papers of the traders at the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wickita Agency.
I selected them out. Ifach of the traders’ papers are kept in the office
by themselves in a jacket; the bond, application, all the recommenda-
tions, and most of the papers relating to them are all kept in a jacket
together. I selected those ‘out and took them over. &eneral 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 up his mind that it wanted a new deal there, as he termed it.
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1 had the papers of Reynolds, I had the papers of I'red, and 1 had
the papers ¢f 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, &e. e asked me if
there were any objectious 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 Mr.
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 Mr. Cleveland. e wanted to know what
the charges against Mr. Cleveland were. I told him that it was repre-
sented by the papers on {ile, and which I held in my hand, that Mr.
Cleveland was a junior partner of the firm of J. J. I'isher & Co.; that
4. J. Tisher & Co. sold ocut to Reynolds with the verbal or written
unuderstanding, or both, that no member of that firm should engage in
trade on the Kiowa, Comanche, and Wichita Reservation as long as
Reynolds remained there.

I also told him that in the papers I had I had letters from Reynolds,
I hada letter from J. J. Fisher, I had a letter from Moller, who was one
of the firm of J. J.Fisher & Co., and some other papers, and that there
was net any doubt about Mr. Cleveland being a partner of J. J. Tisher
& 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 elaim 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 « license afterwards ;
that he filed pretty strong papers, and filed the proper bond and appli-
cation, and that a license was granted to him.

By Senator CuLLom:

Q. By whom 7—A. By Commissioner Hiram Price. I told him that
upon Mr. Cleveland’s appearing at Anadarko with a license, Mr. Rey-
nold’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 done him ; that he had bought
out Fisher & Co. with the understanding that no member of that firm
should engage in trade there while he remained, and demanding that
the Commissioner take the back track and revoke the license. That
was done by Mr. Price; that upon IReynold’s letter, Moller’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 middle of December, 1882,
that the license to Cleveland was revoked. That ran along then until
the spring, I think, of 1854, Some time, perhaps, in January or I'eb-
ruary, 1884, Mr. Cleveland was granted a new license. You could
hardly call it & renewal of the old one, for I think there was a new bond
and application at that time.

By the CIIAIRMAN:

Q. You are telling now what you told Commissioner Atkins?—A.
Yes, sir. I told him all these particulars. Some time in January or
Tfebruary Comwissioner Price granted & new license to Mr. Cleveland.
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By Senator CULLOM:
Q. To run for a year?—A. Yes, sir; for one year.
By the CIIAIRMAN:
Q. That was February, 1884 7—A. It was January or February, 1884,
I should say; I may be mistaken about the date. General Atkins told
me that he had not time to look into the matter then, but he wanted ]
should make a memorandum of the facts T had statcd to him, and call
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 cughtnot to remain there as long as Reynolds did; that
he ought not to be permitted to, but that he would give the matter at-
tention in the future.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. About what time was this conversation between you and the Com-
missioner?—A. I should think be had been in charge a month, perhaps,
which would make it about the last of April or somewhere in that neigh-
borhood. It may Liave been a little earlier or a little later than that. .

Q. Did you have any subscquent interviews with General Atkins
with reference to this Cleveland application 2—A. I did.

(). Give the substance and date as near as you cau.—A. My impres-
sion is that the next time the matter of this Kiowa, Comanche, and
Wichita Agency was brought up—we were bringing up 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 Mr. Rey-
nolds.

Q. At what time was that ?—A. I should think some time in the
month of June.

Q. Did you haveany conversation with Commissioner Atkins relative
to the Cleveland application after that%—A. I hardly think I did, be-
cause 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 have been.

Q. Did you or not ever say anything to the Commissioner with refer-
ence to a complaint against Mr. Cleveland for being interested in any
¢razing 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 Reynolds, Fisher, and Moller, that
lie told you that he had not time to look into them then, but that he
would do it subsequently, and if those things were found to be substan-
tially as stated, he would not relicense Mr. Cleveland ?7—A. Well, he
said that he ought not to be there.

Q. What is the practice in that office with refercuce to the duration
of the licenses issued to Indian traders ?

Mr. ANDREWS., Do you mean how long are they given for ?

. Senator BLACKBURN, Yes.
A. They are issued for one year.
Q. All of them 7—A. Yes, ever since 18706.
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Q). 1Jad you had any information from Burgess Hunt, the general In-
dian agent out there, or any advice from him in reference to the reis-
suing of a license to Mr. Cleveland ; I mean had the Indian Office been
been advised %—A. He reported against it.

Q. Mr. Hunt reported against the reissuing of a license?—A. My
recollection is that he——

The CirAIRMAN. Whatever it was, it was in writing ?

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes; there was nothing else but that.

The CHAIRMAN. You may state what it was.

Mr. ANDREWS. My recollection is that he said he could not recom-
mend the renewal of Mr. Cleveland’s license.

Senator BLACKBURN. Did you call Commissioner Atking’s attention
to that?

Mr. ANDREWS. That was among the papers that I had inny hands—
Mr. Hunt’s report—and I presume I mentioned it.

Q. Do you know the date of that report 2—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. 1
cannot tell.
© Q. Ttis on file ?—A. Yes, sir.

Senator CurLLoM. The documeunts ought to show that. .

Senator BLACKBURN. Has that document been brought up here?

Mr. OSBORNE. Yes, sir.

Senator CurLoM. 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, hut
only whether he called Commissioner Atkins’s attention to the fact that
a report against Mr. Cleveland’s being relicensed had been filed by the
agent. .

Senator CuLLox. 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 Mr. Cleveland licensed after there was a ques-
tion raised by Mr. Reynolds as to the right to trade there, once or twice
after that 2—A. Onee, I think.

Senator CULLOM. Was 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 cvidence now.
This is the Commissioner’s letter, under date of February 1, 1884, to P.
B. Hunt, the Indian agent. .

The letter referred to is as follows:

’

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., February 1, 1884.
Sir: Inclosed please find, for the files of your agency, copy of a license this day
granted Charles A. Cleveland to trade with the Indians of your agency, for the term
of ono ycar from this datoe.
Very respectfully,
II. PRICE,
Commissioner.
P. B. HuNT,
United States Indian -gent,
ICiowa, Comanche, and Wichita .1geney, Anadarko, Ind. T.

Senator CurLoM. What date is that?
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,
18857

Senator CuLLod. That is what I want to know. Was not the license
reissued or rencwed February 1, 18857

My, AXDRrREWS. 1 think so.

Senator CurLLoM. Sothat he was twice licensed after this controversy
about his right to trade there, by Commissioner Price?

Mr. ANprEWS. I have forgotten about that, but he was relicensed in
in the spring of 1885.

Senator CuLLoM. That shows that he was liceused in 1884,

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes,that mast be so. I did notnoticethe datc ot that.

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, this is February 1, 1884,

Mr. ANDREWS. That is February 1, 1884, and it was rencwed in 1885.

Senator CurLonx. For another year?

Mr. ANDREWS. Yes, I had forgotten about that. That is correct.

Senator BLACKBURN. I believe that is all I have to ask.

By the CIIATRMAN:

Q. Do you sustain any relations to the office of Indian Affairs at the
present time ?

Mr. ANDREWS. In what respect ?

The CHAIRMAN. I ask you if you sustain any relations to the oftice ?

Senator CurLon. Official relations?

The CHAIRMAN. Any relations.

Mr. ANDREWS. No, sir. 1 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. Who are you 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. Tor pay?—A. Yes, sir; for pay; but I do not very often get any.
By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. You have told us about having had a conversation with Commis-
sioner Atkins in regard to Mr. Cleveland, two of them, or perhaps three.
At-one ¢f 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. T do not think I ever showed them to him. I do not
think © ever took them cut of the jacket to show them.

Q. Was Mr. Jackson appointed or licensed as a trader at that agency
while you were still in the Indian Office 2—A. I think so.

Q). Commissioner Atkins never sent for those papers to you that you
remember 2—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 2—A. I do not remember that he did. I had the
recommendations and the bond and the application and so forth, but
wlhether I was ever called upon to take them over or not, I cannot tell

~ you.

Q. 1 refer, of course, to the papers which charge Mr. Cleveland with
being in some way bound by the agreement with Reynolds not to trade
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Senator CuLLoM. And the license, though actually 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 trans-
mittal is dated the 1st of February.

The CHAIRMAN. What is the regular time by mail for the transmis-
sion 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 Iudian agent, saying, in sub-
stance, 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 hcense to Cleveland was actually issued on
the 13th of February, six or seven days afterwards. Do youremember
whether there was any communication addressed to Mr. Hunt in the
mean time by letter or telegram ?

Mr. ANDREWS. That would be by Commissioner Price, would it not ?

The CHAIRMAN. Here is the letter, and you will recollect it when you
see it [exhibiting 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 ?—A. Commissioner Price.

Q. What was it #—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 dates.

Senator BLACKBURN. No, the letter is perfectly plain. The letter
was dated the Tth ot 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 re-
port of Agent Hunt was filed on the 13th, and the records of the office
show that that reissue was made thirteen da)s before Agent Hunt’s re-
port 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 under-
standing about the matter. I am not positive about the dates, but that
is what I understand, that the letter is of the 1st of FFebruary, 1885.

Senator CuLLoM. Our information is that Commissioner Price tele-
graphed to him, stating to him that unless he preferred charges against
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him he should issue the license, and the license was issued, irrespective
of 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. 1 do not waunt 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 Agent Hunt was dated at Ana-
darko, 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 any-
thing about the renewal of that license ?

Mr. ANDREWS. No, sir; I do not. This printed record of the evi-
dence 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 Feb-
ruary, was received by Comnmisgioner 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 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. The whole history, the correspondence, and all 7—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.
Oleveland 7—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 7—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 and Burgess Hunt.
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By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. Do you remember anything about this Hunt letter except as your
attention has 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 had 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 CULLOM:

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?” Were you turned out?—A. I
was told to quit.

Q. Were there any charges against you?—A. T never asked the ques-
tion; I don’t know whether there were or not. I suppose it was be-
cause I had bet on the wrong horse the year before.

Comumissioner ATKINS. Mr. Andrews was dismissed when I was ab-
sent.

Mr. ANDREWS. When Commissioner Atkins came back, he said I had
taken advantage of his absence to resign. I never asked the reason
for my dismissal. -

Q. Where were you when you were dismissed 2—A. I had been out
riding with some ladies, and I drove up to my house 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 Gen-
eral 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.

Mr. ANDREWS. I never asked the question why I was discharged of
any living being, and never have been told the reason.

By Senaior BLACKBURN:

Q. Was the Secretary of the Interior in company with you at Gen- -
eral Grant’s funeral 2—A. I saw most of the officials there.

Q. Was he and the Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs also
with you at that funeral, as well as the chief clerk, Mr. Upshaw 2—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 pogition you held 2—A. Mr. Osborne.
I think Mr. Upshaw took charge of my desk for perhaps a month or
half a month, and then Mr. Osborne took it and has had it since.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. Was Commissioner Atkins here at the time of your dismissal?—
A. No, sir.

Q. Where was he?—A. He was away, and, as I said, when he came
back he said I had taken advantage of his absence to resign.
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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, 18385.

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 Commissioner.

The U. S. INDIAN AGENT, Agency.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. Do you know whether that was ordered by Commissioner Atkins
or not 7—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 them settle the differences between
the traders and myself.

Q. What induced the preparation of that circular; was it or not com-
plaint of the high prices charged 7—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 defi-
nite 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 rec-
ollection of any special conversation in regard to Jackson.

Q. Did not Mr. Hunter read you, before you were dismissed, a letter,
which he had reteived 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 he 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 2—A. I should think about
the time, either just before or atter.

Q. You have no recollection that you told Commissioner Atkins that
you had seen or heard of such a letter?¥—A. No, sir; Commissioner At-
kins was not here.







152 INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

%lée Commissioner was away, and it was probably while he was in the
est.

Q. That was in the fall then #—A. Yes. Theletteris 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, 1 think the
latter part of December, some question was again brought up about the
relicensing of Mr. Cleveland, and the matter was looked into. But be-
fore that, I think, I had looked into his record. '

I was informed by Cominissioner Atkins that Senator Vest had called
on him about the first part of September, asking that Cleveland or Rey-
nolds be relicensed. This is simply hearsay, from what the Commis-
sioner tells me. I am just repeating what I heard. He had promised,
I believe, atter a talk with Senator 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 that somebody, I
have forgotten now whom, had come in and given some other reasons for
not relicensing Cleveland, and probably he had seen Senator Jack-
son—I think he had-—and Senator Jackson had told him that his
brotlter had ample means, or that he had made arrangements to go
into business. But then this other charge coming up, he had written
to Senator Vest that evening, and I sent the messenger over and the
letter went off. Commissioner Atkins told e 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 hear the interview which took place between Senator
Vest and Commissioner Atkins 2—A. The first interview was very brief,
He just came in and the Gommissioner 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 used
the words probably that no harm was done, or something like that.

Q. Who used those words ’—A. Senator Vest—that is my reeollec-
tion. It was several days after this letter. Then along towards the
last of December Mr. Cleveland came here, and he was, through his
attorney and himself doing all he could to have the license renewed.

Q. Were you present at any interviews that occurred between Mr.
Cleveland and the Conunissioner, or Mr. Hunter and the Commisioner?
—A. 1 was present at an interview that occurred between Mr. Hunter
and the Commissioner on April 1, think in the Commissioner’s office,
and then I was present at an interview that occurred between the Com-
missioner and Mr. Hunter, probably shortly after he came back from
the West, I do not remember, but I 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. Hun-
ter, Mr. Hunter claiming that Cleveland ought to be relicensed and
that there had been nothing new filed—I 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 he believed him to Le an improper man to be on the reserva-
tion, and that he believed him to be an improper man, and that he did
not think it right to relicense him. I counld not detail all the conversa-

tion.
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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 Decem-
ber, 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 presentatan in-
terview which occurred about the time of the appeal to the President.

By Senator 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
had done all that he 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 bis hands and received great clemency, probably more than
be 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 had 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 uunless he did. That was about the conver-
sation ; 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 Com-
missioner ?—A. He said that the treatment of the Commissioner had,
been that of clemency and leniency and was probably better than he—
Hunter—would have given him, if he had been in the Commissioner’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 ¥
—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; [ think Mr. Osborne was in the office; I knew Mr. Hunter
was attorney inthe case, and I had frequent talks with him. He wounld
come into the office and ask questions, ask to see papers, and I gen-
erally tried to accommodate him. I did not propose to run any * star-
chamber ” business,and I opened up the booksand he saw’pretty nearly
everything and all the correspondence. I do notthink I ever declined
to show him anything that was dove, because we did not do anything
under cover. I think he will make that statement himself.

Q. Did you ever, together with the Commissioner ot 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 in the latter part of De-
cember or the 1st of January, we went up to see Senator Jackson; it
was shortly after the conversation between the Commissioner and Mr.
Cleveland and Seuator Vest, I think, and Mr. Hunter. The Commis-
sioner wanted me to go up with him and I went with him to see Sena-
tor Jackson. I think it was the last of December or the 1st of January.
The reason 1 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.
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By Senator CuLLoM:

Q. Was it New Years 2—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 Affairs, Mr.
Cleveland, Senator Vest, and Mr. Hunter —A. Yes, sir.

Q. When those charges were brought to the Commissioner’s notice 2—
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 Com-
missioner 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 oceasion. I think,
probably a day or two, or two or three days atter, there was another in-
terview with the Commissioner. I was not present, but he sent for me
and said, ¢ I wish you would go and see Senator Jackson.,” I gotin 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 any-
thing wrong he wanted him treated just like anybody else; and he said,
« T will see the Commissioner further about this matter, either this even-
ing 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
afford to continue this man in the service if the charges were true. 1 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 %—A. Yes; I was Act-
ing Commissioner at the time.

Q. Please tell the committee aboutit.—A. 1 was Acting Commissioner,
and one evening—I 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 H. 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 in-
fluence 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 NewYork
as anybody, and that carrying out the reform idea that partisans ought
to be dropped from the list, he had concluded to do it. He asked me
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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 7—Answer. Yes, sir; I am.

Q. Have you charge of the files 7—A. Yes, I have charge of the cor-
respondence 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 2—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 7—
A. On the back.

Q. I know, but in what 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?—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 have
charge 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 discussed?—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 chiet clerk, Mr.
Huunter, and myself are the only parties I remember.

Q. When was that, and where?—A. I could not state positively the
date.

Q. Approximate it.—A. It was in the chief c¢lerk’s room cf the In-
dian Oftice.

Q. In Mr. Upshaw’s office?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. About what time?—A. I think it was some time in April last.

Q. What 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 Commissioner’s ruling ?—A. I think he referred to the matter.

Q. Do you know what he s'udm that regard?—A. Ithink he said he
was going to take an appedl 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 CHAIRMAN:

Q. You would not undertake to give his language on that occasion?
—A. No, sir; I could not give it positively.

. Have you here the letter of transmittal which covered the renewal
of the license to C. A. Cleveland on the 1st of February, 1885?2—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 youn will deliver to the person named. A copy of the license is also trans.
mitted for the agency files.

Respectfu]ly,
H. PRICE,

(Andrews.) Commissioner.,

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 dated February 13 ?—A. Yes, sir; February 13, 1885.
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By Senator BLACKBURN-:

Q. And the license was dated back to the 1st —A. Yex, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. That is what Commissioner Atkins stated in the
first place?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, and the mistake came from the clerk
copying the letter of 1884 instead of 1885. 1t should have been written
on the 1st of Ifebruary, 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 mail 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 2—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.

HERNRY W. ANDREWS recalled and further examined :

By the CHAIRMAN :

Question. Please look at this letter of Mr. Hunt’s and say whether
you think you received that letter before or after the file-mark was put
on, if it came to your desk.—Answer. I have no recollection about it
at all.

Q. What would be the course of business there 2—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. Some-
times 1 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 par-
ticular 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 7—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 2—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 2—A. It is unusual for a letter to be nine days com-
ing from Anadarko.

Q. But for some reason the letter transmitting that license did not go
until the 13th of IFebruary ?—A. It went the 13th.

Q. The license was renewable on the 1st of February, was it not%—
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The CHAIRMAN. [ want 10 put in here the letter which Mr. Cleveland
said he had written for, which his clerk had in.his safe at Anadarko,
and which has been received by him since. It is a letter from S. M.
Jackson to Cleveland & Brother, dated December 5, 1885.

The letter referred to is as follows:

DYERSBURG, TENN., December 5, 1885.

Messrs. CLEVELAND & BRro.:

GENTS: Please let me know by return mail about how much stock you have on hand
and what you will elose 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? Iam
still anxious to make arrangements we were speaking about last summer. Please let
me hear from you 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 he had 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 ?

Mr. HunTER. What have these letters to do with the matter, nnless
the Bond letter has?

Senator BLACKBURN. [ 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:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., June 18, 1885.

Hon. W. P. BoNp,
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, Co-
manche, and Wichita tribes of Indians.

The agency is located and the place of trade is at Anadarko, Ind. T.

I have also appointed Mr. 8. 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,
Commissioner.

(Andrews.)
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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 be-
fore Commissioner Atkins came in; all of them.

Commissioner ATKINS. They were asked for the other day, and I
brought them up. T do not care whether they go in or not.

The CHAIRMAN. Have you here all the papers relating to the Cleve-
land and Jackson license since you came into office?

Commissioner ATKINS. So far as I know.

The CHAIRMAN. Where are they?

Commissioner ATKINS. The clerk of the Indian trader s’ desk informs
me that every one of them is here.

The CIIAIRMAN. These letters relate to Commissioner Price’s admin-
istration ¢

Senator BLACKBURN. No; here is one from Commissioner Atkins
under date of May 31, 1886.

Commissioner A’lKINS 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 Com-
missioner 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 whieh 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 ATXINS. I do not know whether it is or not; if itis I
will produce it.

The CHAIRMAN. There must be other letters about this transaction
of Mr. Cleveland’s. Senator Vest says that he wrote letters from Sweet
Sprirgs, 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. Tlie others may be personal letters not on file.

Senator BLACKBURN. I suggest that you furnish, Mr. Osborue, a list
of letters there, and every one that is there that vou know of.

I will recall Mr. Upshaw for a few questions.

TESTIMONY OF A. B. UPSHAW-—Continued.

Mr. A. B. UPSHAW recalled and his examination resumed.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Question. How many Indian traders are there in the Indian Terri-
tory, licensed since Commissioner Atkins came into office, from the
States of Mississippi and Tennessee?—Answer. There are in the Ter-
ritory 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 2—A. Five.

Q. How many from Kansas?—A. Thirteen.

0 Does that have any relation to the five civilized tribes or the
others ?—A. Those are the licenses which are controlled by the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs that I refer to.

Q. That is exclusive of the five tribes or civilized nations?—A Yes,

Le
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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 2—A. Yes, sir.
Senator BLACKBURN. That is all.
Mr. Ursnaw. 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 repre-
sent but one license.
Q. Where is Meeks 7—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. Who 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 name?—A. I think so. I think he
is in partnershjp with a man named Hayes.

Q. Hayes was an old trader ?—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 cver hear that Meeks put in no money, but was receiving
a stipulated sum quarterly for his license?—A. Ihave heard something
of that kind since this investigating committee commenced, never be-
fore.

Q. Have you investigated it at all?—A. There has been no investi-
gation of it up to the present time.

Q. How many traders are there from Mississippi?—A. Two.

Q. What are their names 2—A. There is a man named Barker and
onc 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 ?7—
A. I don’t know; I expect he was.

Q. Is that Lamar Secretary Lamar 2—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 7—A. No, sir.

Q. Do you think that Barker is out there now 7—A. No, sir; I know
he is not, because we got a telegram from him in Mississippi the otfher
day.

Q. He is ostensibly trading in that Territory, is he not 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And so is Branham 7—A. Yes, sir ; and Mr. Branham is there, and
has been there all the time. He was told that he could notlive in Missis-
sippi and hold the license.

Q. Have you not heard as a fact that he is at home doing nothing 7—
A. No, sir; T had a letter from him yesterday, dated at the Osage Agency,
I think.

Q. Do you know who recommended Branham ?—A. I do not remem-
ber who recommended him. T have known him for a great many years
myself.
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Q. e was Secretary Lamar’s law partner, was he not?—A. I think
it probable.

Q. Do you think he has been out in that Territory all the while 7—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. IIe went there to lock after his sick child and attended the fune-
ral. He alludes to that in his letter yesterday.

Q. When do you think he came from the Territory in consequence of

his child’s sickness 2—A. I happen to know something abont 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 he has not been in the
Territory 2—A. I think not: I do not know. He says inthisletter 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 Agenecy. (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 2—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 fur-
nish 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 solicita-
tion, 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 any-
body specially recommended him. I think the Secretary of the Inte-
rior knew him very well, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs knew
him, and I have known him always,and no further recommendation
was necessary. 1 was born and raised within thirty miles of him at
Holly Springs, Miss.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. Do you know who recommended Mr. Meecks?—A. I do not.

Q. Do you know whether John Taylor, member of Congress from his
distriet, recommended him?—A. Since you mention hlm 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 recommen datxon he was appointed.

Q. Do they live in the same county2—A. Yes, sir.
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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 posses-
sions, save only the love, esteem, and confidence of the friends God gave during a
course of fifty years in West Tennessee. I have a hardscuftle 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.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Washington, D. C.

True copy, attest:
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Clerk, Indian Uﬂi ¢.

[Indorsed.}

Office of Indian Affairs, 16207, received July 18, 1885.

W. P. Bond, Trenton, Tenn., July 15, 1835, requests that license to M. B. Harr's &
Co. be revoked and issue of same to C. W. Jacobs.

Answered July 17, 1885.

TrENTON, TENN., July 22, 1885.
My DEAR SIr: Yours received in reply to my last. In was very wrong 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, §c.

True copy, attest: '
C. A. MAXWELL,
Acting Chief Clerk, Indian Office.

TRENTON, TENN., July 28, 1885.
My DrAR 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—J aclxson Jacobs, and M. B. Harris & Co., Jacobs with-
drawing from the firm of Harris & Co. 'y
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 he can be permitted to act as his judgment and sense of propriety dic-
tates. 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 J acobs 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 gunide and help you.
Yours smcerely, and with high esteem,
W. P. BOND.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS.

True copy, attest :
. C. A. MAXWELL,
Acling Chief Clerk, Indian Office.
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BELLE MEADE, NASUVILLE, TENX., June 5, 1885.

My DEAR Sir: We notice from your letter to Mr. Samuel M. Jackson, of Dyers-
burg, West Tennessee, that you contemplate granting hiim 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 Hua-
chua, 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.

IIOWELL E. JACKSON.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,

Commissiorer, §-c.

[Personal.]

BELLE MEADE, NASHVILLE, TENN., June 5, 1885.

My DEAR Sik: General Atkins has signified a disposition to bestow on my brother,
Sam. M. Jackson, of Dyersburg, 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. . JACKSON.
Ex-Governor J. D. PORTER. b

(Indorsed on back:) Respectfully referred to the Hon. Commissioner of Indian Affairs
and earnestly recommended.

JAS. D. PORTER.
JUNE 8, 1885.

NASHVILLE, TENN., dugust 3, 1885.

DEARr Sir: 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 addi-
tional 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, very respectfully and truly,

W. II. JACKSON.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS.

The following memoranda attached to letter:

W. H. Jackson, Nashville, Tenr., Angust 3, 1885. Thinks number of traders at
Kiowa, &ec., 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 BU

MoBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD HOTEL,
. (S. M. CHIDSEY, MANAGER,)
Rives, Tenn., January 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 re-
ceiving your letter I abandon that idea, as you say I must go myself.
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ARKANSAS Crry, KANs., Monday, May 9, 1887.

The select committee met, pursnant to the call of the chairman, at
10 o’clock a. m. Present: Messrs. Platt (chairman), Cullom, and Black-
burn.

The resolutions under which the committee was acting were read as
follows: )

IN TR SENATE OF TIE UXNITED STATES,
July 31, 1836.

Resolved, That the select committee to investigate the matter of licenses to Indian
traders appointed by resolution of the Senate, passed June 3, 1286, be authorized to
sit during the recess and to employ a clerk.

Attest:

ANSON G. McCOOK,
Secretary.
By CITARLES W. JOHNSON,
Chief Clerk.

. - INx THE SENATE Or THE UNITED STATES,
December 7, 18806,
Resolved, That the select committees of the Senate in existence August 5, 1886, be
revived and coutinued during the present session, with all the powers and authori-
ties heretofore given by the Senate to cach of the select committees, on the respcctwc
subjects to which they relate.
Attest:
ANSON G. McCOOK,
Secretary.

IN ToE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Lebruary 22, 1837,

Resolved, That the select committee directed to investigate the subject of the ap-
pmntment. of Indian traders, the granting of licenses to them, and the refusal to ex-
tend such licenses to persons en (rawed as sucl trader s, &c. ('Lppomted under resolution
of Juno 3, 1886), be, and it is helebv continued, and anthorized, and dirceted to con-
tinue the said investigntion during the coming recess ofCougress, with all the powers
and authorities granted to said committee by the said resolution of June 3, 1836

Attest :
ANSON G. McCOOK,
Secretary.
B3y CHARLES W. JOHNSON,
Chief Clerk.

The CHAIRMAN. Before we proceed with the examination of witnesses,
1 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 presult trading, and those whose
licenses have been revoked or surrendered, together Wlth the letter of
transmission.

The papers referred to are as follows

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OTFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, April 30, 1837,

Sir: In compliance with your request of thie 21st ultimo, inclosures containing in-
formation relative to licensed Indian traders and trading licenses are transmitted
herewith.

In a few instances the statements transmitted fail to show upon whose recommen-
dation the licenses were granted, as some have been issued upon the personal recom-
mendation of Senators and Members of the Hoeuse of Representatives, and a number
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of those holding licenses when the present Commissioner assumed the duties of this
office have been graunted renewals of the same without any recomimendations.

Under a former administration, and during about four months of the present ad-
ministration, the matters relating to Indiau traders belonged to the Civilization and
Educational Division of the Indiau Office, and the correspondence upon these matters
was kept indiscriminately with the other correspoudence of this Division, Thero
was no system by which the correspondence upon traders conld be reached, and it
was, therefore, necessary to examine each letter of the correspondence of the Division.

It has been the desire of this office to make the compilation of the data requested
as accurate aud complete as practicable under the circumstances.

In relation to division 4 of your communication, I will say that no statement of
oral promises to grant licenses and the datesof such promises can be given with ac-
curacy, and, as a general reply to the request above mentioned, I will state that I
have no recollection of having made any promises with regard to trading licenses
which have not been complied with.

It will be seen from the inclosure herewith, that the number of licensed traders has
been considerably reduced under the present administration, in pursuance of the new
policy adopted.

Soon after I took charge of the office, circular letters were sent to every ageney
where traders were liceused directing the United States Indian agents to make care-
ful estimates of the gross amount of trade done annually upon tlie reservations, and
report the same to the Indian Office as soon as practicable. This was in pursuance of
the policy decided npon to limit the amount of profit which a licensed trader might
realize from goods sold to Indiaus, and to apportion the number of traders upon the
reservations according to the amonntof trade.

In this connection, it will be observed that most of the revocations of licenses oc-
curred during the first fow 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 considercd, to a certain extent, as other Federal patronage; and
in some instances licenses have been 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 his 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 con-
form 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, it available, from the files
of thisoffice. Allrecords upon the matter are open to the inspection of the committee.

Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
Hon. O. H. PrartT,
Chairman of the Special Select Senate Commiltee on Indian Traders.




List of licensed traders whose licenses had not expired by limitation on March 26, 1885, when the present Commissioner of Indian Afairs assumed the

duties of his office.

Agency.

Names of traders and residence when licensed.

Location of store.

Arizona.

New Mexico.

San Carlos......oceiieecannnn. .

Lower Brulé.
Devil's Lake.
Fort Berthold
Sigseton .....
Pine Ridge
Do...
Do..
Do..

-| John R. Miskelly, San Carlos, Ariz

- Gemga W. Felt, Smu\ an Towa...

’ John G. Mead, Pine Ridge A{:encv Dak

James D. Rittenhouse, Swestwater, ATiz ... ..ot ieeereieeseeeeeeamncceaaennennn.
Alfred J. Waketield, Sacaton, Ariz....... .
Edward Phoenix, Gila SL'L[IOD Ariz..

George Schornick, Pima Stauon Aiz.. .
Chailes T. Hayden Temple, ATiZ. aomms i feeeseneaeeemaaeeaaiaas

William. H. Green, Denver, Colo . ..

Joseph F.Grogam «cce.eieeeeanann...

George M. Drake, Denver, Colo.......... et e e eaeiaeieseesiessesieeaaannaaan

\Vnhmn E. Caton, Fairbank, Dak .............. bt ieetecniiaaiieniaeneeiaeaaainans

ames C. Robb, Fort Bennett, Dak .

A. J. Carrier, Crow Creek Aﬂencv DQk ............................ .
H. ¥, Clough & Co. (Herberf, F.C l(mrrh and William . Higman, )Swuz Clty Towa .
Frank Palmer, Fort Totten, Dak O
William B. Shaw, Fort Berthold Agenoy.
John W. Hines, Sisseton Agency, Dak...

E. J. Robinson, Pine lxulge ‘A gency, Dak.

George F. Blanchard, Fremont, Nebr

\Vhlte&Glllln"hqm (Ho“ ard White, Mount Holly, N. J., and Theodore Gilling-
Liam, Pine I ulzv Agency, Dak.).

Wall & Santee (Ellis W. WV all, Pisheville, Nebr., and Joun C.Santee, X

George E. Bartlett, Pine ]»ld{:e Anency Dak

Eldou Sparks, Valemme Nebr... ...._...........

Higman & Rawley (Williain . Higman, Sioux City, Towa, and Alfred B. Raw lo\,
Mitchell, Dak. )

Felt & Jordan (George W. Felt,
bud Ageney, Dak.).

Charles 5. Johnson Wahoe, Nebr ...... e e et et eameeemaaas

Louis Richard, Rosehml Agency, Dak .

Niobrara, Nebr).

Sioux City, Towa, and Charles P. Jordan, Rose-

E.dJ, DeDell,Omaha, Nebr. ..o iiiiiiiacaiiannas e e

Sweetwater and Casa Blanca.
Sacaton Station.

Gila Station.

Pima Station.

Gila River, Double Butte, and Chericum.

| Ageney and Camp Apache,
Do.

San Carlos and Camp Apache.
Fort Apache,

Agency.

Do.
Mouth of Bad River.
Agency.

Do

Do.
Do.

Do.
Lake Traversc Reservation.
Agency.
Pine Ridgo Reservation.
Agency and Wounded Knee Creek.
Agencey.
Agency and Porcupine Tail Creek.
Ar'em,) and Wounded Knee Creek.
Yorcupine Tail Creek.
Agency snd Wounded Knee Creek.
Near Oak Creck.
Agency. -
Do.
Do.
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List of licensed traders whose licenses had not expired by limitation on March 26, 1835, §e.—Continued.

Agency.

Names of traders and residence when licensed.

I Location of store.

Kansas.

Do...
Blackfeet . .
Fort Belkmp

Do
Flathead. ..

Do. ..

Do. ..

Do...
Fort Peck .
0...

Nebraska. |

“Winnebago and Omaha....v.ennieann.
Oteeemvanannans

-Santee and Flandreau.

Nevadaeeaeano.....

| Charles T. Babcock. ..... ..

.| John W. ; t Bell
. James L. Caldwell, Fort Assinaboine, Mont

William A. Margrave, Nohart, Nebr.......c.cooae.
S. M. Brosius, White Cloud, Kans

George A. Fairbanks, White Earth Agency

Henry D. McArthur, White Earth, Minn ..
Robert Fairbanks, White Earth, Minn .
Jaines Bonga, Leech Lake, Mich......oooa.o..
Leecy & McArthur (John Leecy and Clement IR,

Panl MeCormick, Junction City, MoOnb.«oou e oo iae s oare e e e ee e aaeaaaa

C. B. Chittenden Albam N.Y

WO £ ap, Mont.......

.| Andvew B. Hammond, Missoula, Mont .......

.| John W, Mﬂler Jemes, N. MeX .coviiannanns
.| Douglas D. Graham, New Mexico

Alexander L. Deners, Saint Ignatius, Mont .
Henry A. Lambert, MONtana + .eureenennenan..
Telesphore G. Demels Frenchtown, Mont .
Hemy I, Batchelor, 1‘1ttsbu1gh Pa......

George 11, Fairelild, Bismarck, Dak. .. .
Charles Aubrey, Wol Point, Mout. ...

H. C. Baird, Omaha, Nebr ..o iiaie ittt iaiace i e e ciaamaeaeanaeann
Cornelius J. O(,nnnor Winnebago, Nobr.. .
Joseph H. Berker, Santee Agency, Nebr.
E. Griswold, Wadsworth, Nev.........

Meyer Raphael Wadsworth, Nev
Belknap Bowers, Nevada ...cc.eeomnimieueoaaneiianenanana,

Archibald Rea, Bernalillo County, New MoXic0 ceavaeees vavenn.nn e e eiaas

Nohart.
Great Nemaha Agency.

TWhite Earth, Leech Lake, and Red Lake Reser-
vations.

White Earth Reservation.

White Earth and Red Lake Reservations.

.| Winnebagoshish.,

Ageuey.

Custer Station.
Agency.
Do.

TFort Belknap and Little Boekies.
Tfort Assinaboine.

| Agency.

Saint Tgnatius Mission.

Toot of Llathead Lake.

Arm of the Lake.

Agency, Poplar River, and Wolf Point.
Poplar River and Wolf Poiat,

Wolf Point and Old Agency.

Cimaba Reservation.
Wipncbago Reservation,
Agency.

I’yramxd Lake Reservation.

Do.
Walker River Reservation.

Isleta Pueblo.
Jemes Pueblo.
Zuiii Paeblo.

Nathan Barth, Saint JOhns, AriZ. ..ueeuueeee e niiieiiaiaaiaaean e e .

Do.

L1
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Francisco Delgado, Santa Fé, N, Mex ........
Alexander de Armond, Cubers, N. Mex..
Juan Gareia, San Juan, N. Mex
Samuel Eldott
Thomas . Poe, Holgate, Ohio..
B. F. Hyatt & Co. (S. G. Reeder and att), Findlay, Ob

Clark & Aldrich (EllasS Clark and Stephen E Aldnch), nnuehto, N.
W. 1. Fales, Fort Defiance, N. Mex ... ... i iiieii e
George W Lluvellyn South Tork, N. Mex
Mis. C. G. Luambcn, Salem, Orew

Marion Westcott, Shawano, TWis. ... i i i e ieaie s
William Weltenhall, Lawyer County, Wisconsin
Dobice & Stratton (Malcolm Dobie and Milton S, Stratto

I

.. John A, Simnus, Washington Territory
I Clement B. King, IIerman, Nebr
.| James Monoghan, Miles, Wash.
.| William Gallick, Colville Ageney.
S. Baxter & Co. (Sutchiffe Baxter, A. M. Brooks, and Jesse W. George; records
fail to show residence when hcensed)
~ Elias B. Moore, Tulalip Reservation, Wash

i
- " Lu-ka-cha-}

Acoma.

.. ’ Tueblo of Santo Domingv.
.\
|

. San Juan.

Ageney.

Washington Pass, Fort Defiance, and Agency.
cai and Tse-a-lee.

ance anld Washington Paas.

Fort Defi
Ageney.
Do.

Do.
’ Lac Court Oreilles Reservation.
Pal-gn-a-ah-wong.

. Jozeph Allen, Haywood, Wis. ..o i .| Reservation.
L. 3. Thomas, WiSCONSI -« oo it i ieia e I Ageney.
Noble & Lanc (Worden P. Noble, Salt Lake City, Utah; Albert Lane, Shoshono } Do.

Agency, \Wyo.).
Jobn L. MeLanghlin, Lander, W0 - oot i e ceeee e e V Do.
i
!
John W. Hugus & Co. (John W. ITugns and J. M, Thornburg), Ouray Agency.. ‘ Do.
George W. Basor Ashley, Utab ... Do.

.| Jesso L. Priteliard, Litticton, Colo. . Do.

Moward Miller, Den\wr COLO e o i Do.

Priest’s Landing.
Agency.
Near Old Mission.
1 Agency.

Do.

i Records only state that store is on reservation.

- TS .
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List of persons now holding licenses (o trade willi the indi
such licenses were issucd, locations of slores, re

(except those amoiy Uie five civilized (ribes in the Indian Territory), giving the dales when
ey o) iraders, and the nanies of those by whom they have been recommended.

. [Many recommendations and suzgestivns with regard to the Indian trade and traders have been included in the reports of special United States Indian agents and
inspectors which it would require almost intinite search and labor to colleet, and some have been licensed upon personal recommendations of which there is no recoxd.]

Crow CreeK.eeveneceeane.nn.

Lower Brulé....coovnvann... i
Fort Berthold......... ceanen
Sisseton ......c.ccen.. [

} Nov. 16,1886
Nov. 25,1886
April 6,1887

L e e N e S

. . \ Date of Ii- | Names of traders and residence when
Agency. | cense. ieensed.
Arizona.
Pima coeceriiiniiiiaanananans l Apr. 7, 1887 | Jawes D. Rittenhonse, IFlorence, Ariz
SanCarlos......coooo.o.... ‘ May 6, 1885 | Willis B. Horton, Tucson, Ariz
DO eeceracaeaaaaaannnn ! Oct. 2, 1886 | W. W. Chapel, App'eton City, Mo...
DO e 4 Jan. 27,1887 | A. C. Bernard, Tucson, Aviz.........
Colorado. !
Southern Ute..cvveunennne... I DMar. 18,1887 | Thomas J. Loush, Logansport, Ind...
Dakota. i .
Cheyennc River............. } Jan. 11, 1887 | James C. Robl, Fort Bennett, Dak....

Location of

Sweetwater, fi
trom Ageney.

store.

ve miles

AGONCY.oeiom i

S. Winter & Co. (Sylvan Winter and
Moses Winter), Arkansas.

Howard M. Cosier, Fort Berthold,

Dak.
John . Hincs, Sisseton Agency,
Dakota.

By whom recommended.

An cld trader relicensed without any further recommenda-
tion.

T. M. Norwood, Savannah ; George Harvey, Canton, Miss;
Hop. J. G. George, United States Senate; (. A, Wilson,
Lexington, Miss.

B. M. Dilloy, Hamilton, Mo. (State sewator); W. E. Shel-
ton, J. M. Cassity, N. J. Ring, N. W. BMurrell (editor
Standard), and J. H. Smith, all of Appleton City, Mo.;
Ion. ¥. M. Cockrell, United States Seuate; Hou. W. dJ.
Stone, House of Representatives.

F. E. Pierce, acting United States Indian agent, San Carlos
agency, Captain I'irst Infantry, United Stutes Army ; Gen-
eral George Crook, United Stutes Army.

Hon. Isaac P. Gray, Governor of Indiana; ¥. Hoover, ex-
United States Indian asent; Hon. D. W. Voorhees, United
States Senate. ~ .

An old trader rclicensed upon the reccommendation of the
United States Indian agent; William H. Day, esq., of Tyn-
dall, Dakota, and L. D. Palmer, postmaster, Yankton, Da-
kota.

A. J. Carrier at this point continued trading until his deatl.
No new license has been granted at this point.

Hon. A. H. Garland, United States Attorney-General; Hon.
T. C. McRae, House of Representatives ; three petitions
signed by citizens, lawyers, and business men, whese
names are teo numerous to include in this Yist.

Gencral T. S. Rosser and J. S, Winston, esq.

An old trader relicensed. Recommended by the Tnited
States Indian agent at Sisseton.

9LT

NVIANI

‘SAIHSYIAVAL






List of persons now holding licenses to trade with the Indians (cxcept those amony the five civilized tribes in the Indian Territory), §¢.—Continued.

Agency.

Indian Territory—Continued.

Cheyenne and Arapahoo ....

Do..

PaWnee.cocouiienananieannan

Date of li-

Names of traders and residence when

Location of store.

‘ By whom recommended.

cense. licensed.

Oct. 22, 1886 e . Samson, Darlington, Tnd. T...... Lapwai
Jan. 18,1887 | Settle & Caldwell (Thomas J. Scttlv,

Saint Louis, Ma.; James AL Cald-

well), P(\Dtid( 1.
Jan. 21,1687 1 Walker B3. Barker, Macon, Miss......| Agency
Apr. 6,1886 . John Chapin, Red Fork ]mn(h Ind. L.} Red ¥For
Mar. 28, 1887 ‘ Dudley P. Brown, Auvadarko, Ind. T..| Agency

‘ \

Feb, 16,1887 A.J. Reynolds, Anadarko, Ind. 1" ....."...

Feb. 28,1887

Apr. 7, 1887 Collier &Sneced (Z.

June 28, 1886
June30, 1886

Feb. 28 1887 ‘

Frank L. Fred, Anadarko, Ind. T..._. ......

T. Collier, McKen-
zie, Tenn.; IR. ‘A, Sneed, JacLSOL

Tenn.).

Peter Wyckoff, Arlkansas City, Kans. Ageucy

J.H. Halley, llinois .................. 1 ...... do

William T. Baldwin, Jessamine Coun- |...... do
tyv, Ky. ’

Reserve

Arapalioe Reservation....

'k Ranch.

Tort Sill and agency......

! (Keeps livery stable at Agency); United States Indian

\ agent; necessity for the Tusiness urged by Georgo W.
\Luut Tnited States commissioner; S, D. Wilson, deputy

| Urited States marshal, and E. O. \ub.e qupeuntvndeut
Arapahoe school,

The fuilowing representatives in the State legislaturo of
Dlinois: M. Cleary, James Kenney, James lldunwtun
1. C. Crafts, Thomas H, Riley, and E. 8. Browne; T. J.
Bunn, and James Is. E“m;:, both of B]()omm'fton 111
Tton. L. L. Payson, House of Representatives: Tion. F. M.
Cockrell, United Stmos Senate; Hon. D. R. Trancis,
mayor of St. Louis: D. . Rowland, esq.; W. C .
Samuel, esq. ; Walter 8. Carr, esq.; W. H. Stone, esq. ; B, F.
Tlammett ., all of St. Loun Mo.

The United States Indian agent.

.| Necessity of post urged bv Maj. Sumner, Fifth Cavalry, U.

| S. Army. License remwed upon the ]ELOquL‘Ddd{lUD of
| the Uuited States Indian agent.

i Ton.W. C. . Breckenridge, House of Representatives; Jonas
Hutehinson, Chicago, Iil.; and the Ugited States Indian
agent; J. Do Hunt, chiugtou, Ky.

Ton. J. R. Tucker, House of Representatives; 3Weblb Hen-
drix, esq., Apadarke, Ind. 1.: Hon. Eppa Ilunter, Wash-
ington, . C.; the United States Indian agent: I, C.
West, esq., St. Louis, Mo.; and J. . Arnold, esq., (zraham,
Tex.

Pci.tition containing numerous names of professional and pub-

1C men.

Hou. 8. 7. Landis, ITouse of Representatives: Hon. William
M. Springer, House of RRepresentatives; Hon William R.
ansou Honse of Representatives; Tion. J. M. Riggs,
Touse of Replvsenmll\ es; Hon N, I, WVoxthmlton Touso
of Representatives ; ITon. R. W, Townshend, House of Rep-
resentatives ; Hon. William H. Neece, HomeofRepreseLh
tives; Hon. "James H. Ward, Honse of Represcutatives;
ITon. Frank Lawler, JTouse of Representatives.

Hon. J. B. McCreary, House of Representatives.
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Pottawatomie and Great Ne-
maha.

.| Nov. 20,1886

Mar. 17, 1887

July 9, 1886

July 26, 1866

Sept.29, 1886

Dec. 29, 1886

Mar. 7,1887 |

Mar. 18, 1887 ;
Aug.31,1886 .

Dec. 29, 186
Feb. 10, 1886

June 9,1886
July 17,1886
Nov. 24,1886
May 1, 1886
Oct. 18,1886

Ochs & Nicholson (Isaac Ochs, Henry
C. Nicheison, ArkansasCity, Kans.).

Bartles, Hartley & Raub (Jacob H.
Bartles, Ind.1.; George S. Hartley
and Adam B. Raub, Earl Park, Ind.).

John R. Skinner, Pawhuska, Ind. T..

R. E. Bird, Rockport, Mo.............

Hale & Phillips (John M. Hale, New
Harmony, 1nd.; Jacob H. Phillips,
Centreville, Tenn.).

Brapham & Sheddan (H. Parke Bran-
ham, Oxtord, Miss.; A. B. Sheddan,
Brooklyn, N.Y.).

S.J. Scott & Co. (3.J. Scott and Mark
S. Cobu, Fort Smith, Ark.).

I

Gray Horse Creek

Shawnee Town

. I : .
Alexander Raukin, Lawrence, Kans..! Kickapoo Springs.........

William D. Shaw, jr., Washington,
D

. C.
Clardy & Co. (J. E.Clardy and William
Clardy, Johnsen P. O., Ind.T.).

R. M, Wright, Dodge City, Kans ...
T. A. Butler, New Kiowa, Kans
Ward & Courtney (Patrick Ward and

John Courtney), New Kiowa, Kans.
Charles P. McCarty, Strother, Mo ....

W. W. Letson, Netawaka, Kans

I
. [ 0

1
|

T
...... Y (4}
Conrad, Shenfield, New Kiowa, Kans..|

Osmit..... .

Along Southern Kansas
Railroad.

Great Nemaha Agency ...
With Kickapoo trile..... }

L. J. Miller, esq., Auburn, Ind.; Hon. R. Lowry, House of
Representatives; 1. J. Schiftbauer, mayor of Arkansas
City, Mo.; petition contaiuing numerous names of citizens
of Arkansas City, Kans.; also a petition from Auburn, Ind.

C. C. Rainwater, esq., St. Louis, Mo; J. E. Dodson, esq.,
Osage Agency, Ind.T.; Hon. F. M. Cockrell, United States
Senate; Hon. G. G. Vest, United States Senate; petition
signed by numerous business men of Saint Louis, Mo.; Hon.
J. E. McDouald, Indianapolis, Ind.; S. P. Sheridan, clerk
supreme court of Indiana; Hon. J. P. Way, governor of
Indiana.

Hon.John T. Heard, House of Representatives; R. M. Yost,
esq., Critic staff, Washington, D. C.; the Unites States In-
dian agent.

Sanmuel Davis & Co., St. Louis, Mo.; the United States In-
dian agent; Fetition containing names of citizens ot Rock-
port, Mo.; M. B. Nicholson, judge 8th judicial district Kan-
sas ; Hon. James N. Burns, House of Representatives.

Hon. R. Lowry, House of Representatives; leaves letter of W.
H. Meeks, Savannah, Tenn.; Hon. 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.

n

Taylor, Houso of Representatives.

| Hon. John H. Rogers, House of Representatives.

Jobn R. Rankin, esq., Lawrence, Kans.; Governor Rossof New
%Iexico; Hon. G.W. Glick, and N. F. Acres, esq., of Topcka,

ans.

Hon. S. J. Randall, House of Representatives; Hon. A. H.
Garland, United States Attorney-General.

Hon.John Hailey, House of Representatives; Hon.John B.
Stone, House of Representatives; Hon. John J. Q'Neill,
House of Representatives; Hon. S. W. Peel, House of Rep-
resentatives: Hon. T. G. Skinner, House of Representatives;
Hon. John M. Allen, House of Representatives ; Hon. John
B. Hale, House of Representatives; Thomas T. Murray,
es(., editor Wamego Democrat, Wamego, Kans.; J. W. Mar-
tin, esq., Topeka, Kans.; John Mile’ﬁam, Kans.; Robert
Scott, esq., Wamego, Kans.

H%n. John J. Ingalls and Hon. P.B. Plumb, United States
Senate.

Hon.g. R. Peters, House of Representatives.

0.
Do.

Hon. John B. Hale, House of Representatives.

Hon. John J. Ingalls, United States Senate, and Hon.G. W.
Glick, of Topeka, Kans.
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List of persons now holding licenses {o trade with the Indians (except those among the five civilized {ribes in the Indian Territory), §.c.—Continued.

Agency. D oct:ngg li- | Names of tr. ad?ircsezxxlggdresidence when Location of store. By whom recommended.
Minnesota.
White Earth ...... veesss--.|dJune 2, 1886 | Leccy & McArthur (John Leecy and | White Earth Agency..... The United States Indian agent.
1(ell.e'm R. McArthur), White Earth,
nn.
DO.covveneeeievannan..| June 2,1886 | George A. Fairbanks, White Earth, | Agency, Leech Lake and | Hon. D. M. Sabin, United States Senate; Bishop H.B. Whip-
Minn. ed Lake. ple, Faribault, Minn. ; the United States Indian agent.
D 87 T Oct. 22,1886 | A, R.Jourdan, Leech Lake, Minn..... Leech Lake.covaeeearnn... Johan. Wallace, special agent Department of Justice ; J.B.
Colegrove.
Montana.
L0 June 23, 1886 Fl_ﬁ[nkt S. Whitney, Junction City, | Custer Station The United States Indian agent.
ont.
DO.ereee e ieanaaans Sept. 29,1886 | Charles 1. Babcock, Crow Agency, | AZency..c..... ceeeeneaans George R. Milbarn, esq., ex-special United States Indian
Mont. agent: Hon E. B. Winans, House of Representatives; Hon.
M. V. Montgomery, John H. Pedewa, esq., Saint Jolin’s,
Mich. ; James T. Christie, esq., Washington, D. C.; Martin
Maginnis, Ilelena, Mont.; Auerbach, Finch & Van Slych,
Saint Paul, Minn.
DO.cvnervnmcrninionnnns Apr. 1,1887 | Paul McCormick, Junction City...... Custer Station....... ....| The United States Indian agent.
Tlathead....c.occiieneaneaees| Ag 5,1886 | A 10 DEMErS vvvnnieennaeeneinnnn. Saint Ignatius Mission.... Tlée Uui;ed States Indian agent; Hon. G. G. Vest, United
States Senate.
B Oct. 30,1886 | A.B. Hammond..ououvuenneurneniannn. Arlee Station............. The United States Indian agent.
) 8 7, S Dec. 11,1886 | T.G. Demers, Saint Ignatius, Mont...| Arm of Lake....cce...... MIaoﬁy & Marshall, of Missoula, Mont.; the United States
ndian agent.
Tort Belknap...cocvovnun.... May 15,1886 | John W. Power, Fort Benton, Mont .. Ftﬁt lie_lknap and Little =
0CKl1es.
Do iieaaas Mech. 22,1887 | J. L. Caldwell, Fort Assinaboine, | Fort Assinaboine ........| Hon.S. J. R. McMillan, United States Senate ; Martin Ma-

e — — |-‘ = ~ )

.| Aug. 14,1886
.1 Mch. 24,1887

June 4, 1886

Sept. 13, 1886 i

Sept. 17, 1886

Feb. 12,1887
|

Mont.

Philip W.Lewis, Poplar Creek, Mont.
E.J. Dodge, Ligonier, Ind..........

George Walters, Miles City, Mont. .

C.J.0'Connor, Winnebago, Nebr....

Thomas C. Baird, Homer, Nebr.......

Joseph I Barker, Sartec Agency,
Nebr.

Toplar Creek, Wolf Point.
Agen (i:y ...................

Winnebago Agency

Omaha Agency ceeeen.....

g{nnis, esy., Helena, Mont. ; A.H. Wilder, esq., Saint Paul,
Minn

Hon. Ignatins Donnelly, General Thomas S. Rosser.

Hon. R. Lowry, House of Representatives.

The United States Indian agent.

Charles II. Brown, esq., Omaha, Nebr. : the United States In-
dian agent; Hon. C. H. Van Wyck, United States Senate.
General Joseph Hollman, of Emerson, Nebr.; Hon, C. H.
Van Wyck, United States Senate.
Jul\AYlgg James A. Cooley and number of citizens of Niobrara,
ebr.

08T

‘SITHSYIAVAL NVIANI






List of persons now holding licenses to trade with the Indians (except those among the five civilized {ribes in the Indian Territory), §-c.—Continued.

Agency. D:;gengg. li- | Nawmes of tradcla_lrcseixslgdl:esidence when Location of store. | By whom recommended.
Wisconsin—Continued. ‘
Green Bay..cvcieerierenancns Feb. 8,1887 | *Donald McDorald, Chippewa Falls, | Lac Court Orcilles........
Wis.
0 Feb. 81887 | *Gaynor & Bergeron (Thomas Gay- | Lac Court Oreilles Reser-
nor and Charles Bergeron), Chip- vation ....coieiniiiniian.
pewa Falls, Wis,
DOeeiiniieiciiaaees Feb. 81886 *I“tgpr Bergevin, Chippewa Falls, | Lac Court Reservation....
is.
Wyoming.
Shoshone........... . Nov. 24,1886 | Noble & Lane (Worden P. Noble, Salt | Agency ........ feinenens Renewed upon the recommendation of the United States In-
Lake City; Albert D. Lane, Sho- dian agent.
| , i shone Agency, Wyo.). .
B | Mch. 16,1887 | Simon Silberberg, New York City.  |...... A0 i . Hon. Timothy Campbell, House of Representatives.

* These licenses all expire on June 1, 1887,
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List of licensed traders who have surrendered their licenscs or had the same revoked, §c.—Continued.

i

Names of traders and residence when | Date of revocation or surren-

. Date
Agency | of license. licensed.
Dakota—Continued. }

Pine Ridge ....covmmennaea.. ! Jan. 5,1885 | Eldon Sparks, Valentine, Ncbr

Apr. 30,1885 | Higman & Rowley, Sioux City, Towa

(\V]llmm E. ngmau and AlixudB
towley, Mitchell, Dak.).

Rosebud..ceuuu.nn. vemeeaaas Dee.  2,1834 | Louis Rickard, Roscbud Agency, Dak.
Stunding Rock............... June 18 1886 | R.C. K. Martin, Nashville, Tenn......

KioWa, &C.mveenneennnnnnnn.

Pawnee..oeeeveneinnnanan.
Osage. ...

Sac and Fox....... Ceeameaas

CTOW +eenaenannnsrnanncnonans

.| Sept.

June 19, 1835

Oct. 29,1886

19, 1885
Apr.

Jdnly
Dec.

Feb.
Mar.

Nov.

19, 1886
27, 1884

94,1885
16,1885
17,1885

Sep. 11,1885

!
30, 1885

M. B. Harris & Co. (M. B.Harris, C.
W. Jacobs, . C. Lovelace).

E.J.Dodge, Ligonier, Ind.............
George C. Ellison, New York City...

Bartles, Wismeyer & Co. (Louis A.
Wismeyer, Council Grove, Kans. ;
Jacob H. Bartles, Bartlesville, Ind,
T.; Robert E. Bird, Rockport, Mo.).

Hiram Tyler, Ripley, Ohio............

P. P. Wilcux, Denver, Colo...ovnnn....

Pilcher & Hubbard (T. R. F. Pilcher
and David Hubbard, Olatle, Kans.).

Davis & Bruner (Cesar Bruner and
Samuel Davis, Osmit, Ind. T.).

McClung Bros. (Rufus McClung, Ter-
rell, Tex.: H. L. McClung, Knox-
ville, Tenn.).

II. G- Armstrong, Charleston, W. Va..

der.

Revoked, to take cifeet Nov.
15, 1883,
Revok zed, to take effect Sept.
[ 1, 1885, but later revocation
suspended and they kept
open until they sold out to
| M. W.King.
lxevokéed to take effect Nov.
1,18

| Ruvokod to take cffect sixty
days Irom receipt of the
communication sent to
ageut on Apr. 4, 1887.

Revoked Aug. 10, 1885,

Revoked Dec.17,1885.........

Resignation of license ac-
cepted Deec. 17, 1885.

Store at Grey Horn Creek.
Revoked on Sept, 30, 1885.

Surrendered licenseon........
Rev oLnd to take etfect Nov.
, 1885,
Revoked to take cffect Jan. 1,
1880.

Re\'oked totake effect Jan. 1,
1886,
Surrendered Jan. 16,1886......

Ticense suirendered

By whom recommended, &e.

Hon. Johin J. Ingalls, United States Senate.

TUnited 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 whose licenses are now in force.

W. P Bond, Trenton, Tenn.; R.P. Caldwell, Trenton,
'.L‘enn B.A Enloe, esq., Mllan Tenn. ; Hon. R. P.
Cole, Mllau Tenn. ; pemtlou with names of business
and professional men of Milan, Tenn.; A.D. Bright,
Jackson, Tenn.; John J. Freeman, esq., Trenton,
Tenn., Hon. P. I'. Glass, House of Representatives.

Hon. R. Lowry, House of Representatives.

Withdrew his recommendations.

The United States Indian agent. (Bartles is a citizen of
the Cherokee Nation, and has been relicensed).

Hon. W, W. Ellsbury, House of Representatives.

The United States Indian agent.

J.J. 8. Hassler, esq., appointment clerk, Interior Depart-
1 ment,

¥8I1
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TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM R. LITTLE.

‘Wirriam R. LITTLE, having been duly sworn by the chairman, was
interrogated as follows:

By the CIIAIRMAN :

Question. Of what State are you a native?—Answer. T am a native
of Illinois.

Q. You have been an Indian trader, have you not?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. At what place 2—A. At the Sac and Fox Agency.

Q. When were you first licensed there 7—A. I was licensed there in
the fall of 1883 ; that was my first license.

Q. Are you sure whether it was 1832 or 1883 7—A. I am not sure
which it was. 1 have all my licenses at my room. It was either 1882
or 1883, T do not remember which.

Q. What had been your business experience and history previous to
that time %—A. 1 was a commissary clerk at the Pawnee Agency.

Q. Before that time what was your employment before you became
a commissary clerk 2—A. I ecame 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. I'rom 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 1 went to Washington and laid my matter
before Commissioner Price and Lie gave me a license.

By the CHAIRMAN : .

Q. Under what name did you trade at theSac and Fox Agency 7—A.
The first year I traded there it was just under the name of W. 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 employés; of course 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, was William R. Little & Co. (William R. and D. T,
Little).

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. What year was that?—aA. That was in 1884.
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By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. How many traders were there at the agency 2—A. There was one
trader or trading firm, the firm of Whistler, Pickett & Co. There was
one establishment, but several were in the trade.

Q. There were two traders there, then 2—A. Yes, sir; two with my-
self.

Q. When did your license expire 2—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 7—
A. I was carrying then about——

Senator BLACKBURN. What time is this that he speaks of ? 7

The CIIAIRMAN. The time of the expiration of his license, September
8, 1885.

The WriNEsg. 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 cus-
tom 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. Butthey 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 an-
nuity payment came I collected everything that was owing me except
about $40 out of 4 total of $6,000. Then the next annuity came and I
traded 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 gointo the details of the matter, but what I wish
to know is whether a cash trade by an Indiau trader is practicable or
not ?—A. No, sir; it is not.

Q. Why not 7—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 7—A.
Yes, sir; that is all.

Q And then theyonly have it a short time 2—A. Yes, sir; but a short
time. Ior about a month you wili 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 7—
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Did you make an application for its renewal ?—A. I did.

Q. When?—A. I made an application 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 Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs through the agent; the agent was the party
who notified me.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. That was in August, 1884 2—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 after-
wards 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 2—A. I did not.

Q. Go on and state what was done with reference to a remewal 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 2—A. They were the McClung brothers.

Q. Do you know their full names ?—A. Yes, sir; Hugh L. McClung,
of Knoxville, Tenn,, and R. M. McClung, of Terrell, Tex.

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 wero
authorized te 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 Wellston, and they
were there looking over the ground to make a selection. I got to talk-
ing 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 au-
thorized to come here and make those selections.” And he took a
letter from 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 wherever he selected.

By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. What were the three places named ?—A. Wellston, Shawnee-
town, and the Sac and Fox Agency.

By Senator CUuLLOM:

Q. And you were at the Sac and Fox Agency, were you ?—A. Yes,
sir. He also stated to me that there were six traders under the juris-
diction 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 2—A. No,
sir; there were six traders under the jurisdiction of that agent.




INDIAN TRADERSHIPS, 189

By the CIIAIRMAN :

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 tothe 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.
Well, my time was extended. DBut during the time those 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 aman by the
pame of John Iiddy was licensed at Sac and IFox to succeed Whistler,
Pickett and Co. Mr. Mc¢Clung had 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 & mistake in some way. You, of course, get
the exelusive right at that agency, and you had better look into this
matter. Isaw 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 sce him and have the business all fixed up.”
He said that was lucky; that he expected to meet him in Muscogec.
So after the Commissioner came there he (McClung) went and had a
private talk with him.

By Senator CuLLOM:

Q. In speaking of the Commissioner, you refer now to Commissioner
,Atkins, who was coming there?—A. Yes, sir. As I say, they had a
private talk with him, and they stated to him that they had heard there
had 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. Me-
Clung stepped into the store, his brother with him, and my brother was
present, and he says, .** We have seen the general,and the general says
that Mr. John Eddy is licensed to trade here at Sacand 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 prom-
ised this place, and are going to have 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 came 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 Janu-
ary.” Hesays, “Iam going to go to the agent and see him, and there will
be a payment here.,” There had 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 —A. Yes, sir; a payment to
the Indians. And he says: ¢ When there will be a payment here I
will have the agent send e a telegram, so that I can De here on the
ground to see the payment made, and I will take possession of the store
and goods and everything, 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 itin
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my grip down at the hotel) telling me that Hugh L. M¢Clung had gone
to Washington to see the Commissioner about whether they were going
to have the place at Sae and Ifox or not, and he says: ¢ Everything
will be all right, Little, just continue as you are doing.” Well, 1 never
heard anything more from them.

By the CIIAIRMAN:

Q. Do you mean to say that you never heard anything more from
them at all 7—A. I never heard anything 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 ordercd more goods on the strength of their
coming 7—A. Yes, 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 M¢Clnngs had with you, did either
of them speak of the intimacy which existed between their father and
the Commissioner %—A. They did.

Q. What did they say 7—A. They said they were old schoolmates.

Q. That their father and the Commissioner were old schoolmates 2—A.
Yes, sir; and they also led me to believe that they were very intimate,
and that the place had been promised to them long before they got it.

Q. 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.

Q. Who did he recommend?—A. He went there in my behalf and
told the Commissioner that I cught to have the place; that I had staid
thiere and traded with these Indians and trusted them when they were
in almost a starving coudition, and that they had had no payment for
abont eighteen months, and that I was carrying those Indians and fur-
nishing 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 Lie comes here.

Q. You were saying, I think, when I interrapted you, that Mr. BEddy
came there Y—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 came to our agency on Saturday evening. On Sunday morning
about nine o’clock he came to our store. My brother was standing out
on the porch, and he introduced himself and said his name was Eddy.
We had heard, of course, that he was coming, and he stepped right
into the store and commenced to tallk about business right away and
wanted to know if we had sold our business there. We told him that
we lhad made an arrangement that way. We did not want to tell him
because we did not know who he was or anything about the matter, and
those people in that country generally keep their business as close to
themselves as they can. Hesays, “I am sorry you have; I want to
make sonie arrangement with you for atrade in this place.” He says,
“ You have tlie best location in the town, and, hesays, ¢ the people who
talk to me about you say that you boyshave the best trade here, and,”
he says, ¢ I will do one thing with you if those men have not closed up
the business.” I said, I cannot make any arrangement with you, Mr.
Eddy.” «“Well,” e says, ¢look herce; have those men paid you any
money ?” I says, * No, sir; they have not.” ¢ Well,” he says, ¢ sup-
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pose I advance you £500 to close the bargain with me, what would you
say %’ Isaid, “I caunot do it.”

Q. Did you tell him why you could not 2—A. No, not until after this.
e says, ¢“ I want to make some arrangement with you and I can make
a better arrangement than they can. What kind of an arrangement
did they make with you?” I said, ¢ They made this kind of an arrange-
ment with me; that they were coming here to take my stock off my
hands on the 1st of January at ecest and carriage, and also had hired
me at $1,200 a year to talke charge of their business for them, and
see after their books and do their business, because Mr. Hugh L. Me-
Clung cannot be here, and R. A. McClang 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,” hie says, “ I can do a great deal better than that with you.”
He says, ¢ I will put in as mueh money as you have goods lere, and,”
he says ‘“let you and your brother both stay here and run it.” I said,
“Thatis a very good thing, but I have made my arrangement with those
men and they stand pretty close to the Commissioner, from what I ean
see, and I had Dbetter 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 you before I go away. I don’t like these
other men down here, and I would rather you would handle the busi-
ness.,” He says, “ What do you say to taking and furnishing the goods
here and Iooking after the trade just as you have 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 Mc¢Clungs 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, ¢ Well, 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. Ie staid around the agency, I think, three days, and a man
named Bruaner took him out to the Berry Brothers’ cow range, about 20
miles from the agency, and lie 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. Because Mr. Berry
made that statement before the agent at Sac and Fox.

Q. Did he make it to you 7—A. He made it in my presence, before the
agent,

“Senator BLACKBURN. Well, T only call your attention to it.
By Senator CULLOM :
Q. Mr. Berry is not here, is he 7— A. No, sir; I have sent after hiw.
By the CIAIRMAN :

Q. Will he be here 7—A. T think he will be here.

The CHAIRMAN. We will lef that go, then, if he is going to be herc;
if not, 1 think perhaps you wonld have a right to state it.

Senator BLACKBURN. It is hardly evidence, but I do not intend to
insist upon my objection.

The CirAIRMAN. In this part of the country, where it is difficult to
get witnesses, perhaps we shall have to be a little easy about these
things. [To the witness:] Have you stated fully what he said to you
about putting in his license ?

The WITNESS. Yes, sir; L stated exactly what he said to me.
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By Senator CULLOM :

Q. Will you please state agaiu the proposition that he made to you ?—
A. Why, the proposition was like this: That he 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 dollars’ worth of improvements there.
But he would put in as much meney 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 7—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
malke you equal partners 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And that would make you 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 li-
cense 7—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 7—
A. No, sir; he did not. -

Q. You 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 property and divide the profits 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. The last one was simply to let you remain there and run the busi-
ness, and give him so much for his license ?—A. Yes, sir.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. Now, when Eddy came there did you notify Mr. MceClung 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 Tennessec 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 7—A. It was extended ; yes, sir.

Q. To what time 2—A. To the 1st of January.

Q. That being the time when they had agreed to take possession 2
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 ?2—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 2—A. Yes, sir; of course I closed it myself.

Q. Because your license had expired 2—A. Yes, 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.

R 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 credit-
ors, 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. 1t eertainly had,
for I never failed in collecting before, and the Indians would come to
me and say, “Mr. liddy 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 pur-
pose of making collecvions 7—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 2—A. Moses Neal.

Q. Is he there still ?7—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 cullected 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 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Go on and state what occurred there.—A. I went to the Depart-
ment; I first went to see Geuneral Upshaw, and he flew all to pieces
when I went 1n 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 Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs.

Q. What was General Upshaw’s position at that time 7—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 not Acting Commissioner, was he ?—
A. No, I expect he was not Acting Commissioner, but you might think
he 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 McClung Brothers 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 ine ask you 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.
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By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. Who did he send that telegram to?—A. He sent the telegram to
Hugh L. McClung, of Knoxville, Tenn. He sent the telegram to the
agent, and in about ten days there came a letter back from Hugh L.
MeClung 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 he corroborated your statement 2—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 CIIAIRMAN :

Q. How did you get that copy 7—A. I got it from MeClang., When
I went into the office about ten days afterwards, the letter had come
there a day or two before, and I had I&. John Ellis, of Washington, with
me, who knows all about the affair and how I was treated there and
how I got along. Ie went with me, and just as I came into the door
General Atkins got up and said, ¢ Little, I have a letter fromn the agent,
avery nice letter, about you, and also one from the McClungs, and 1
see you have been misled by the McClungs.” Hesays, ¢ 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 1 would have to make anew bond,
and he says, “You go right home, Little, and make a new bond and
carry yourself like o man, and everything will be all right ; and,” he
says to me, ¢ look here,” he says,« I just waut to ask you a few ques-
tions.” He says, “ What about this man Eddy ; is he down at Sac and
Fox?” 8aid L, * No sir; heisnot.” Iesays,  Well he has got a license
to trade there.” Said I, ¢ I understand he has.” Hesays, ¢ Who is run-
ning the business there?” I said, “The oldparties, Whistler, Pickett
& Co.” He says, ¢ Isn’t Bddy there?” I replied, ¢ No, sir; he is not.”
Said he, “Where is he?’ ¢ In Bloomington, Iil.,” I says. FHe says,
“Do you know that Whistler, Pickett & Co. are running the business %7
I said, “I think they were when I left. The old employdés are still in
the store and there was no change made at ail ” <« 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 you know about it.” 1
said I would. So I weut right over to the office with Mr. 1llis 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 bonds, 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 have to get out.
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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 WI1TNESS. 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 2—A. Yes, sir.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. Had he been there at all from the time you went on to Washing-
ton until you were directed to leave the Territory?—A. e 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 2—A. Yes, sir; I had got a half a dozen orders to leave.

Q. But the 1mperamve 01ders, as you call them, had they come 7—A.
Yes, sir; the imperative orders had come.

Q. W’hen did you, in fact, leave ?—A. I left, in fact, I think about
the middle ot October, but my store was closed after the 15th of J uly ;
it was locked up.

By Senator CuLLOM :
Q. Your goods were in it —A. Yes, sir.
By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Who closed it then 2—A. It was closed by the agent.

By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. You think that the letter which you received from Mr. Upshaw
you sent to Mr. Ellis in Washington 2—A. Yes, sir, I did; I sent it to
him. I wroteto 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 in 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 7—A. Yes, sir; he said that Mr. Oberly was receiv-
ing letters from Mr. Eddy, and thiat he was on the ground.

() Was there any investigation after that as to th‘mt fact, and if so,
how did it come about ?—A. Yes, sir; I urged an 1nvest1<rat10n on every
point I conld, and kept urging t‘ne :Lgent to make an investiga,tion as to
whether I had told a lie about the matter or not, and finally got an in-
vestigation. IthinkSenator Cockrell brought thatinvestigation around.
I wrote to a personal friend of Senator Cockrell in Missouri, Mr. 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 Depart-
ment ?—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 affidavits 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. 1 took the affidavit of a young man who
had been working for me, a half-breed Indian, and my brother’s affida-
vit, and I think I took the affidavit of the interpreter and of Chief
Keokuk.

Q. To what effect 2—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 you know whether he did forward them or not 2—A. I do not.
[ 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. Iillis about it?—A. T did.

Q. What did you tell him?—A. I told him to go to the Oftice 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 2—A. I told him to take them before the Cominissioner
and show them to him.

Q. Have you any letter from him showing whether he did so or not ?—
A. I have; but it is in my valise down at the hotel.

By Senator CuLLOM:
Q. Do you say you have a letter from the Commissioner?—A. No,

sir; it was from Mr. Ellis.
Senator BLACKBURN. We would like that letter.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. Were you summoned or were you telegraphed for 2—A. Mr. Paul,
the clerk of the committee, had me sent for.

Q. By telegraph 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know whether Mr. Neal sent those papers to the Commis-
sioner 7—A. I could not say as to that; he can answer for himself; he
will be here.

Q. Did you get any subsequent letter from Mr. Upshaw while this
matter was pending, while the investigation was going on? Did you
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 let-
ters 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 7—A.
Yes, sir; 1did.

Q. When was that; was it in 1886 2—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 2—A. That was on the
January before.
By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. And on the next payment you collected $3,300?—A. Yes, sir; T
did.

Q. Was your store closed then 2—A. My store was closed the next
day after the payment.




198 TNDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

By Senator CULLOM :
Q. That made $5,800 altogether 2—A. Yes, sir.
By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. In the mean time you had been trusting them?—A. Yes, sir; 1
had been crediting them in order to get more, and didn’t reduce the pile
very much. In that country you 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 re-
ceived 2—A. The agent received them and issued them to me.

Q. From whom did he receive them, do yon 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 him-
self. It was a telegram, as I understand.

Q. What did you tell the agent then 7—A.. 1 told the agent that I had
given every dollar I had in the world to my creditors and settled up
with them at 334 centson the dollar, and that Idid 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 $30 to my name. I had given every-
thing [ had to my ecreditors.

(). 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 you owed ?—A. No, sir; I got
a receipt in this way: 1 settled for 333 cents on the dollar, and they
gave me a receipt that if I ever colleeted any more of that I was to di-
vide with them pro rata, which I was willing to do. I gave them all 1
had, and that was all I could do.

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 2—A. Ido not know which one sent that order to him.
He can tell you when he comes here. He had bnt one Government
team on the agency and that was making hay, and he wrote or tele-
graphed to them that fact, and the next telegram that came placed him
in a pretty serious position, and he ecame and told me that they had
made it imperative, and that I would have to do something. Itold 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
bow 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
liis note for what I had there at about half price for what it was worth.

Q. You could sell to a chief and he conld 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 2—A. I took a note for the whole
of it in the first place, and then afterwards, in the fall, there was a pay-
ment made, and I went down there and he gave me $500 cash later.
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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 sale of your houses?—A. Yes, sir; every-
thing I owned.
Q. Your goods, wares, and everything else 2—A. Yes, sir; I had con-
siderably over $1,200 there in property, such as buildings.
Q. So you got out 2—A. Yes, sir; 1 got out with $500.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. How much had you saved up from your previous occupation at
the time you betame a trader; how much money had you then, I mean
when you first got a license 7—A. [ had $1,750 that I had made at Paw-
hee.

Q. By herding cattle —A.. Yes, sir; by herding cattle; and from
that I was put to berding Government stock at $40 a month, and the
agent there promoted me from that to the position of commissary clerk,
and I was getting $300 a year as commissary clerk. I staid there as com-
missary clerk over two years.

Q. So that when you were first licensed you had saved up money out
of your earnings and had $1,700?—A. Yes, sir.

8 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 2—A. No,
sir; and I had to make every dollar of it by hard licks, too.

Q. What are you doing now 2—A. I am in the real estate business in
Richfield, Kans.

Q. From the 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. Zddy ever at the agency engaged in trade 7—A.
e never was.

Q. What became of Whistler, Pickett & Co. 7—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 July.

Q. What then became of Whistler, Pickett & Co.?—A. Why, Mr.
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 7—A. No, sir; he did not.

Q. Did he ever go to trading in that agency in any way ?—A. No,
sir; he never handled any goods atall ; 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. 1 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 away
from there and has not been there since that I know of.

Q. And Whistler, Pickett & Co. did not trade after about that
time?—A. No, sir.

By Senator CULLGM :

Q. Shaw is there now, is he 7—A. ITe i3, 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 Keo-
kuk and coming away ?—A. The 1st of October was when I sold to
him.

By Senator CuLLoM:
Q. Do you mean in 1836 2—A. Yes, sir.

By the CHAIRMAN :
Q. Up to that time Eddy had not been there in trade ?—A. No, sir.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. You say that Eddy never was engaged in trade ‘on that agency
up to the time you left there in October, 1886 2—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 Lhome at
that place. ‘

Q. When was that transfer mmade to Shaw?—A. I think it was along
about the 20th of July.

Q. In 1886 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was directly after the payment was made of annuities 2—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 Whistler, Pickett
& Co.’s store also worked for Shaw.

Q. Were there two Whistlers?—A. Yes, sir.

Q). Tather and son 7—A. No, sir; father and nephew.

Q. And they both did business for Shaw after the transfer 2—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 2—A. No, sir; he was not.

Q. How long did any of the firm of Whistler, 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 bad some trouble, and the agent, I believe, told him that
he could not clerk any more for him.

Q. He told who 2—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, 1836 ?—A. Yes,sir; in August, 1886.

Q. Then there has been no member of that firm of Whistler, Pickett
& Co. with Shaw since August, 1886 %—A. I do not know; I have not
been there since October, 1836.

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 7—A. Yes, sir; it was in January.
Q. Of 1886%—A. Yes, sir.
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Q. No; in this 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?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Slherburne was to buy the stock ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And Sherburne was to attend to the business 2—A. It was under-
stood 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 pro-
tected, as well as my bondsmen, and to see that the regulations of the
Department were carried into effect. That was the understanding be-
tween us.

Q. But it was your expectation to retain your office in Illinois and
take care of that 2—A. Yes, sir; I expected to be backwards and for-
wards.

Q. Just why was the trade declared off with Sherburne; how did
you fail with Hodges 7—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. How much did he want then 7—A, He talked about $1,600 or
$1,700.

Q. And what did you finally buy it for ?—A. I think I got the prop-
erty—and he had a few little goods there, a small package of goods—
I think I got it for $1,500.

Q. A house and what trading property he had 7—A. Yes, sir.

(). Before you bought of him did he carry on the business atter your
appointment ?

The WITNESS. Do you mean Mr. 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 he re-
plenished 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 ?—A. No, sir; he
had nothing to do with that; he got extensions from the Indian Bu-
reau.

Q. How long after your appointment was it before you bought him
out?2—A. Well, sir, I was appointed, and as I have stated, the last day
of June. I came down in July, and I think the trade was consummated
some time in the early part of September. I took possessiondown 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. TFor ashort time
I was judge of the circuit court.

. Of what place are you a native ?—A. I am a native of Virginia.

. When did you first come to Illinois %—A. In 18657?

. Which was just after the war?—A. Yes, sir.

Before or after the close of the war 7—A. About the close of the

OOOD

war.
Were you in the Confederate service ?—A. Yes, sir.

. Were you in Illinois during the war ?—A. I believe I was at Pe-
oria once during the war.

Q. Were you sent into Illinois during the war by the Confederate of-
ficers or Confederate government to look after things or to discover
things %—A.. No, sir.
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Q. You change your prices on account of the regulation that you have
received with reference to the percentage of profit 2—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, doesit? 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. A

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 heard 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 annual payments, or only just one pay-
ment?—A. I do not know about that, whether it was one payment or
not. '

). Who did you hear this from 2—A. I do not remember any person
in particular; I heard several say it.

Q. Have you heard it more than eonce?—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 2—A. I think it
was about the st 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 2—A. He is in Arkansas City, I think.

By the CHAIRMAN:
Q. Ishe 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 sald down at the
tradership at Gray Horse?—A. I never did.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. I'will ask youone question. Did not one or more of the agents on
that reservation recommend the continuance of a store at Gray Horse
and the establishinent of one at Hominy Creek —A. I do not know; 1
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 CITAIRMAN:

Q. Did not the traders there make pretty strenuous efforts to get
Agent Iioover to recommend thediscontinuence of the Grey Horse store ;
did they not apply to Hoover to have him recommend its discontin-
wance’—A. I think so. I think they have done everything they could
in that way legitimacely.

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 their
council?—A. That is what I understand; I do not know anything
about it.

Q. 1t 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 tor a man who is engaged in
daily work to do it, is it?—A. I do not 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? Prae-
tically, with one store off at Gray Horse and another at Hominy Creek
there is no inducement for the Indians to come to the agency except
to get their money 2—A. No particular inducement ; 0o, sir.

Q. Is it not better for the Indians and the agency that they should
have something to draw them to the agency #—A. I do not know as to
that. I do not see what particalar benefit it would be to them.

Q. Is there competition at the agency among the traders 7—A. Yes,
sir.

Q. Then the Indians do not get the advantage of any competition in
trade, with one store placed in the outskirts 9—A. No, sir; they have
10 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 sections ?—A. Yes, sir.
That letter was written and application made prior to the enforcement
of that list 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.it it was at the
agency 7—A. I do not think they visit the stores; they have not, to my
knowledge.

Q. What change has been made in this matter of the prices which
the trader is permitted to charge by this administration, as you under-
stand it?—A. They allow him, say, to a certain per cent., varying, I
think, from 20 to 35 per cent. I believe that is the limit—or 25 to 35 per
cent. .o
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 !—A. The agent was there to regunlate the charges.

Q. And was it not a standing and printed rule and regulation of the
Department and the Indian Office that only reasonable profit must be
charged, and that the agent must saperintend it and see that the regu-
lation was carried out?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was the old rule; and the vast improvement is in saying just
how much profit a trader must be allowed to makeon a particular arti-
cle?—A. Yes, sir.
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moved and brought into the agency; would it be beneficial to the
Indians, and to their convenience and accommodation, or not?— A. Cer-
tainly it would not be a benefit to the Indians, but it would be a benefit
for us traders there.

Q. It would benetit you and the other three traders at the agency ?—
A. I think it would; I do not know whether it would or not. I have
not been there but four months, and I do not know, of course, as much
about it as the rest of the gentlemen, but I take it for granted it would
benetit us considerably. But certainly it would not benefit the Indians,
tor they would have to go 25, 35, and some 40 miles to get there.

Q. Has there been an ordinance or law passed by the Territorial
couneil requiring all the stores to be kept at theagency?

Senator CuLLod. Right lere let me put into the record what I find
in the laws on this subject. I find this publication, dated 1883, entitled
~Laws of the Osage Nation, passed at Pawhuska,Osage Nation, in the
vears 1883, 1884, and 1885.” Among the laws passed 1 find this one:

Be it enacted by the National Council :

That from and atter the passage of this act United Stateslicensed traders that may
now be trading within the limits of the Osage Nation, or any person or persons who
may hereafter desire to procure license to trade in the Osage Nation, shall first make
Lknown their intentions to the National Council .and procure their consent for such
privilege, and pay into the Osage treasury a tax of $200 for the use of timber and
grass that may be required in their regular business and trade.

Be it further enacted:

That no person shall receive the consent of the National Council to tradein any part
or place in the Osage Nation except in the town of Pawhuska.

Be it further enacted :

That if any United States licensed trader, or any other person desiring to trade in
the 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 licerse or
the revocation of their license shonld they procure them.

Approved December 9, 1884,

BLACK DOG,
Principal Chief.
E. M. Matugs,
National Secrelary.
L
By Senator CurLLoar:

Q. The placespoken of as Pawhuskais where the agency is located ?—
A. Yes, sir; that is the Osage Agency.

Senator BLACKBURN. What is the date of that?

Senator CurLLoM. December 9, 1884.

Senator BLACKBURN. 1t is approved by whom ?

Senator CULLOM. It is approved by Black Dog, the principal chief,
aud attested by the secretary.

Senator BLACKBURN. Who got that ordinance passed ?

The Wirngss, I do not know who got it passed, but I will make this
statement about it. Some time ago, when Inspector. Bannister and Col-
enel White were there, they summoned all the traders to go up in the
council-room to meet the council and they made many speeches and re-
ferred to this law.

Senator CuLLo). You say they referred to this law which I have
read ! N i

The WirNess. Yes, sir; to that law. They said that they had alaw
but it was never enforced, and Inspector Bannister told them that the
law did not amount to anything ; that it was not a law because it was
not recognized by the Department.

By Senator BLACKBURN :
Q. Has this law ever been approved by the Department?—A. No,
sir; it never has; Inspector Bannister said so at Ieast in my presence,
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other store to trade, and they try to sell him anything, he will want 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, there-
fore, from that. But the general supposition is that where there is no
competition a man will have his own prices for most of his things.

Q. You have told us about one protest that was made at Washington.
Was there any subsequent protest made ?—A. Yes, sir; the protest
that Mr. Brenner spoke about, that Wismeyer and Hartley 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 reso-
lution then, and Wismeyer and Hartley were accused by some parties
(I did understand that the agent had accused those parties) with draw-
ing up that resolution for them to act upon. I do not know how trueit
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. As soon
as anything is passed by a majority of the votes and approved by the
chief it is the law.

By Senator CuLLOM:

Q. You do not know whether there was very much opposition to it or

not —A. No, sir; I do nof.
By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. More than a majority of the Indians live outside of the limits of
the agency, do they not 2—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 Indiaus 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 3—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—tLat 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 7—
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 aman 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 bhad 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 youn understand the reason to be why you cannot get
that Gray Horse store moved in 2—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










































































































































092 INDIAN TRADERSHIPS.

Q. You have a pretty good reason for that, have you not; all that
vou 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
business of the store that the Department had licensed me to run,

Q. And Lkeep everybody else away 2—A. I did not mean it in that
light.

Q. Well, is not that a fair way to put it 2—A. No, sir; I did not mean
to keep everybody else away ; [ 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 ap-
plying for the privilege to come down there and trade you became in-
dignant. You were struggling to be let alone and to keep him away
from there when he wanted to come there, were you not? Inother words,
has 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 Lép 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-
sire still.

Q. Of course it is, and youintend to keep it so if you ean 2—A. Yes,
sir; if I can.

Q. That is exactly why I say you are struggling harder to be let
alone now than you ever were 1n your life 7— A. And I have Dbeen let
alone up to the last few months. :

Q. I never saw Mr. Hartley before, but he looks and acts like a gen-
tleman, and'l want to ask you a questionright here: Did you regard it
as an unreasonable thing 1or him when he felt that he could do better
as a post trader out at the Big Hills 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 Mr. Hartley was unreasonable, thinking
that he could do better in business if he could get a license to trade
down at the Big Hill country than he was doing at the agency ; was it
unreasonable for him to ask for it 2—A. 1f Mr. Hartiey believed (as in-
-cluded in your question) that he could do better at Gray Horse, and
simply desired a store down there because he felt he could do Dbetter,
then it would not have been unreasonable. But I did not think then,
and I do not think yet, that that was what he ought to have believed ;
I thought otherwise, and I think he ought to have thought otherwise,
and believing that, I think that was not his intention.

Q. I believe you admit that you tried to get the Government to pay
thie annuities down at your store 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. IHow manyof the Indians would get their annuities there ; as many
as four hundred and fifty 2—A. I do not know, sir; the effort was to
have five bands paid there.

Q. That 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. No,
sir; not all of those. They were scattered some, and I asked for the
payment of five bands there. There were seventeen bands of full-blood
Iudians in the reservation, and over four hundred balf-breeds. I asked
for the payment of five bands.

Q You stated, I think, at some time during your examination, that
there were four hundred and fifty who came there to trade. How much
money would that amount to if there were four hundred and fifty of

















































































INDIAN TRADERSHIPS. 419

that just means Hamilton, and I do not propose to go out to Gray Horse
and do business and have to fight Hamilton here.”

Q. Why did he say that; what was the trouble with Hamilton ¢—A.
1 do not know except that he was a pretty good Indian trader.

Q. He was known to be a good Indian trader, was he?—A. He had
that reputation.

Q. He was an energetic and pushing man?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You do not remember what the objection was to taking Dodson’s
ofter?—A. I cannot call it to mind just now; no, sir.

Q. Do you know anything about 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 halt 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 goods, alarge proportion of them he would find objections
to, and as to a good many things he said he did not want them at
all. In regard to other things he would just simply say, ¢ I will give
you so much for your share of that,” and we generally took it.

Q. Did you let him have them at just 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 2—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 haveamemorandum of the goods
which are there. »

Q. What do they amount to in value?—A. 1 forget whuat 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 2—A.
Yes, sir. Hesaid, “I own half of these goods,and 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. He said that he felt that the money he had in there was
all that he could afford to put in thatclass of goods. Wefound that any
protest on our part would not cut any figure. Iknew there wasto 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 was net, or whether there was 15, 10, or 5 per cent. com-
ng oft of it, and he sald 10, any prices we made as we went along went
at thab ratc. He became indignant and said my sarcasm didn’t affect
nimat 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 9—A. The buildings were
erected first by Finney, Schiffbauver & Co., and cost them some $2,80(.
‘When the transfer was made from Finney, Schiff baner & Co. to Bran.
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office which we had in the store at the time. I told him I did not think
they had. ¢ Well,” he says, * I will get that.”

Q. And bhe 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. fle said he had a friend by the name of Oberly, and through him
he could get anything he wanted 2—A. Yes, sir; through Lim and an-
other gentleman from Illinois somewhere, I forget his name.

Q. Did you understand, then or now, that this Oberly, who was his
friend and through whom he could get anything that he wanted, was
then superintendent of Indian 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 oft to the
cattle range and staid a few days at the Pawnee; he staid there a day
or 80 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 after-
noon we held a council in the store-room above the store, and on Mon-
day 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 oft
and staid until the 1st 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 was
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 gomg
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 1st, thinking the pay-
ment 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 1lst 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 pa.yment came off I believe on the
5th, if I am not mista,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 4th, 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 colleet 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. He came in with the money for
the payment a couple of nights before, and said he would take the re -
sponsibility of letting us open the store and collect in the money.
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Q. Did you extend your remarks with him? I wish you would go
on and tell me all abount 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 con-
versation.

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 inade 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

o 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 Mr. Paul, the clerk of the committee, was here last fall, I
nnderstand that he came to see you and you told.him you had received
a letter of that nature, but you could not then remember who you re-
ceivel it from 7—A. Yes, sir; that is so.

Q. And then afterwards it came to your reeollection 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 7—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And this morning you went to see him so as to make it perfectiy
certain that you were not mistaken in his being the author of the let-
ter?—A. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. That is all.

By Senator CULLOM :

Q. Do I understand you to say what was the amount he offered; was
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 2—A. My recollection is that there was no name given at all; he
only spoke of the nephew.

By Senator CuLLoM:

Q. 1 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, did you not, that
it was $2,000 that this unknown man wanted 7—A. That 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 under-
stood from some source ¢

The Wi1TNEsS. That is what I understood.

By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. And that was told you by Mr. Miles in your trip to Kaw in she
buggy *—A. That was told me this morning at Mr. Miles’s residence.
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along we would discuss the matter when we got down there; that it was
no use talking about it there in Saint 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 there, which I did not
intend to do. We staid there a day or probably two days, and then he
and I went down together. In the mean time I had discovered that
Connell’s license ran until, I think, some time in 3March.

By Senator BLACKBURN:

Q. This was in October ?—A. Yes, sir; it was in October, and his
license ran until 1836. 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 tihe to wind up their busi-
ness after it expired. So that I concluded on that account, in the tirst
place, that I would not entertain a proposition from Hays, for if [ was
going into the business I wanted to go in at once. So I said to Hays
that I did not think it was of any use for him and I to be discussing
this matter, and 1 went on to give him my reasons. * Another reason,”
I said, ¢“1s, you have about as large a stock as Hemphill & Woy, and so
far as I have seen there is only one stock I would undertake to buy out,
and that is the stock of Reynolds, Doty & Hubbell; it is a clean stock,
and is less in amount, and I am going to negotiate with Reynolds and
going to help you out with Meeks; that will be your only chance I un-
derstand, as Meeks is licensed here.” I first went over to see Hewphill
& Woy, 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
accept, 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 am not positive what, but to the best of my recollection
they wanted to sell their goods at =5 or 33 per cent. discount, or some-
thing of that kind, and I told them I had had a talk with Mr. Charles,
who was in charge of their goods, and Mr, Charles had said that he
would not give a price exceeding 25 cents on the dollar; that I would
be candid with them. Mr. Charles was their stock man to keep up their
stoclk.

). Did he buy goods for them from time to time ?—A. T do not know
whether he purchased goods, but I guess he did, though, for I after-
wards employed him to buy wmy goods, and I ratbher think he bought a
great many of their goods.

By the CHAIRMAN :

Q. Do you employ him still ?—A. No, sir; he is not in my employ
now. So I said to them then that I would buy their storebouse, but
their vesidence I did not need; 1 had no family and cons~quently no
use forit. 1 also told them I would bny some of their gosds such, as they
could not 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, and for those goods I thought I would give them cost and car-
riage. 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
themn an offer. T told them it would be folly for me to make them an
offer.

By Senator BLACKBURN :

Q. What did Mr. Hemphill say their buildings cost 2—A. He said

their storehouse, warehouse, corral, and everything cost in the neigh-
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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 2—A. Chapin’s trade 1s
principally with parties passing through the country ; he has a kind of
ranch for meals, and soforth. His trade with the Indians is very small.

Q. Nobody would go over there except him 2—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 should be
allowed to remain there2—A. I think the license was granted on Cap-
tain Lee’s recommendation principally, as an accommodation for travel-
ers passing through the country.

Q. He is away off and has no trade 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. But people go through there sometimes and it is a convenience
for themn to stop there 2— A 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 sev-
eral days. ‘

Q. Murphy keeps a hotel 2—A. Yes, sir.

Q. And be is the only instance, so far-as you know, of the sparing
mercy of the Dewmocratic party on that reservation 7—A. Oh, no, sir;
there are more than that. Are you speaking of licensed traders?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

The WrrnEss. There is Mr. Sampson, who is under license down
there; he is a Republican.

Q. What is his occupation 7—A. He keeps a livery stable.

Q. The Democrats do allow a man to keep a hotel and a livery stable,
then, even if he is a Republican 7—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 ?2—A. No, sir;
I was not.

Q. When did you cease to be an agent at the agency 7—A. In Sep-
tember, 1885.

Q. About April, 1886, you were in Washington. Did youjthere have
any conversation with a gentleman who said his name was Atkins, and
that he was a nephew of Commissioner Atkins, with reference to his
being appointed an Indian trader at the Osage Agency, or at any other
place?—A. T was introduced to Mr. Atkins, but I do not know that I
ever had any conversation (I do not remember that I did) in reference
to the trade at all.

Q. Will you please state what there was to the matter, and if you
wrote a letter on the subject to Mr. Finney, and go on and state in your
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office in the month of January, 1886 (or early in February), and requested a contin-
uance or extension of his license until the 15th of March following, stating that he
did not desire to remain after that date. Iis request was declined upon the ground
that he had already had two extensions. He then wanted an extension until March
1 following, which was also declined.

In this conversation, and alsoin a conversation at Darlington with Mr. Hemphill
and his partuer, they said they were losing money, and desired to give up the husiness.

They stated that the order of the President, removing the cattle-men, had destroyed
the profits of the traders.

It will thus be seen that they were allowed to remain and do business more than
nine months after the expiration 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, 1835.

They were granted an c¢xtension of their license, and on October 19, 1385, the mem-
bers of this firin joined with Barker, a newly licdnsed trader, in a request for an ex-
tension of license not to exceed thirty days, stating that they had made a sale to
Barker. The telegrain is inclosed.

I deny absolutely that I gave Hubbell any assurance that I would license him, nn-
less I afterwards concluded to license three stores at Darlington. In that event I
would have licensed Mr. Hubbell, but not otherwise, and as I had come to the con-
clusion that the trade there would be diminished on account ot the removal of the
cattle-nen from the reservation to such an extent as not to jnstify three licenses at
that place. I therefore declined to license him. Had he requested a longer exten-
sion than the 21st of November 1 have no doubt that I would have granted it, just as
I did in the case of the other traders at that place. In thisconuection I will say that
I hgve never made an Indian trader a promise that I did unot redeem, Mr. Hubbell’s
statement to the contrary notwithstanding.

In reference to the trading-post at Hominy Creek, upon the Osage Reservation, I
have to say that Mr. Hartley, representing the firm of Bartles, Hartley & Raub, who
now have astore at Osage Agency, fivst applied for a license to trade at Hominy Creek.
I distinetly advised him that a license wonld be granted his firm to trade at that point,
provided the United States Indian agent would recommend that a store be estab-
lished there, and further provided that they would give up their store at the agency.

After he, representing the firm, declined the tender of the license, I, several weeks
or months afterwards, gave it to Hale & Phillips, believiug that it was to the interest
of the Indians living in that vicinity, as they had to come 25 to 40 miles to the 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
also made the same recommendation in my office in Washington.

It is true that my son John, being an old acquaintance of Phillips in Tennessee, ex-
pressed a wish that I would license Hale & Phillips at Hominy Creek. I was, how-
ever, not influenced by, his request, but made the order believing it was to the interest
of the Indians.

In reference to the application of J. W. G. Atkins, a clerk in the Post-Office Depart-
ment, and a nephew of mine, I desire to say that he did make a verbal application to
me for a license to trade at Xaw, in the Indian Territory, in the spring of 1886. He
said that there was a party here in Washington who would raise the money and go in
with him, I told him that I would not entertain the proposition; that I would sooner
draw my check for $500 and make him a present of it than to do so. I heard nothing
more from him afterwards. The next day I made the same positive statement in the
presence of the assistant commissioner. Attention is called to the inclosed affidavit
of J. W. G. Atkins.

In reference to the pecuniary advantage obtained by Mr. Branham over Mr. Schiff-
barner, in the partnership existing between them, I have to say that I never heard of
it until April, 1887, at Saint Louis.

A letter from the United States Indian 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 committee it was hinted that the committee had been
advised of some arrangement between the members of the firm of Hays & Meeks,
traders at the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Agency, whereby Meeks was using his share
of the license as his capital in the business.

Inclosed are copies of the correspondence of this office npon the subject.

In reference to the case of J. M. Sherburne, attention is called to the statement of
the United States Indian agent on page 274 of the testimony.

Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner.
‘Hon. WM. E. CHANDLER.
Chairman of the Committee on Indian Traders, U. S. Senate, City.
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Receipt of Whitsler, Pickett § Co.

WHISTLER, PickETT & Co.,
GENERAL MERCHANDISE AND INDIAN GOODS,
Sac and Fox Agency, Ind. 1., January 12, 1836.

John Eddy, Dr., to histler, Pickett & Co.

For stock general merchandise, per inveice taken January 11 and 12, 1336, amount-
ing to the sum of §5,940.64.

Received payment. )
WHISTLER, PICKETT & CO.

I'hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of a receipt in the posses-
sion of” I'rank Randolph, clerk for Jobn Eddy, and is the paper referred to iu his tes-
timony takeun in deposition before me this 28th day of April, 1836.

. MOSES NEAL,
United States Indian Agent.
Sac axp Fox AGgexcy, INp. T., dpril 28, 1886.

7. B. Shaw, jr., to Commissioner Atkins.

Washington, D. C., March 26, 1386.

Sir: In my conversation with you I neglected to mention a fact which it is due to
you that youshonld know, and which is due to me in order that my actions should not
be misrepresented or misunderstood. When the Messrs. McClung decided to give up
their license and you were kind enough to grant the said license to we, I called upon
W. R. Little and informed him that I was ready to buy his stock of goods and would
then take aninvoice He declined to sell, and intimated that he intended to go to Wash-
ington and secure an extension of his license. This necessitated my securing another
stock and place. At the time of my conversation with him I am satisfied his stock
of goods would not have invoiced $1,000. When I left the agency to come here he
had not received $100 worth of additional goods. I have called your attention to
these fac's that you may better understand the condition of affairs at the time my
license was issued, aud that I was inclined to help him, Little, all I could. All these
facts cau be substantiated by Agent Neal.

Very respectfully,
W. B. SHAW, Jr.
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS,
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C.

Hemphill § oy, to Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

OFFICE OF HEMPHILL & Wo0Y, INDIAN TRADERS,
Darlington, Ind. T., September 23, 1385.

DEAR SIR: Since the receipt of your 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 beeu very light, and we find we have still on
hand over $20,000 in stock ; our building, which cost us nearly $13,000, still unsold, and
over $4,000 debts still uncollected, and we would further state that we have offered
our stock at 25 per cent. off, 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 thrée 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, ete.

Very respectfully, yours etc.,
HEMPHILL & WOY.
The COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Hashington, D. C.

Commissioner Atkins tn Agent Lec.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
IMashington, July 31, 1336.
Sir: It has been charged that C. Y. Meeks, of the trading firm of Hays & Moeeks,
" has made an arrangement with Mr. Hays wherelby Mecks's only contribution to the
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WASHINGTON, D. C., Tuesday, February 7, 1888, -

[}
The committee met, pursuant to the call of the chairman, at 11 o’clock
a. m. *
Present: Messrs. Chandler (chairman), Platt, Cullom, and Coke.

TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. G. ATKINS.

JOHN W. G. ATKINS, having been duly sworn by the chairman,
was interrogated as follows:

DBy Senator COKE:

Question. Where do you reside ?—Answer, I reside at present in the
city of Washington.

Q. Are you related 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, the 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 proceed-
ings, that in reply to a question by Senator Cullom, Mr. Finney made
this answer: "

Along in April, 1885, I think it was, I received a letter from Mr. Miles, the former
agent of the Osages, stating that he had been approached by a nephew of Commis-

sioner 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 him during the interview that is here referred to —
A. That was in the winter of 188586, and Mr. Bartles, who was a
trader in the Indian Territory, introduced me to Mr. Miles at his room.

Q. In this city 2—A. Yes, sir. He made the remark after he intro-
duced me to Mr. Miles, that I was thinking of going out as an Indian
trader, and he said that he had told me that Tom Finney was an honest
man, to which Mr. Miles assented. That was all that passed between
Mr. Bartles, Mr. Miles, and myself there. I left the room after that and
went off.

Q. Did you have any other meeting with Mr. Miles 7—A. No, sir; I
never saw Mr. Miles 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
other man at all.

Q. You never gave him any authority to make representations for
you at all?—A. Yes, sir; I gave Mr. Bartles authority to make repre-
sentaticus for me, but not by any letter.

Q. What authority did you give Mr. Bartles?—A. I told Mr. Bartles
to see Mr. Fiuney; that 1 would like to go out as an Indian trader, and
that if we could come to terms—he wanted a partner, Mr. Finney did—
I 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 half cash; half the amount.

Q. Half the capital required ?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You authorized Mr. Bartles to talk with Mr. Finney?—A. Yes,
sir; I did.
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missioner ought not to be allowed to put in & couversation 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 had rather give $300 out of my own
pocket than to have you do that.” )

Senator COxu. This is a part of the res gestee of the transaction you
are attempting toprove, Itoccurred contemporaneously,alongduring 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 Com-
missioner Atkins to get a commission he was informed that he could
not have oune. :

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. In 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 CogE. 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 PLaTr. 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 CoxE. 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
has been offered on this point; because you seek to connect Colonel
Atkins and the Indian Bureau with these alleged misdeeds of these out-
side 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 Com-
missioner 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 donot, 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 ecommission #—A. No,
sir; I did not.

Q. You talked with Mr. Bartles on the supposition that you could
get one, did you 7—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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By Senator CoKE:

Q. He was from the IFort Smith dlstrlct ?—A. No, sir; from the Fay-

etteville district, the district now.represented by Mr. Peel
By the CHAIRMAN:

Q. When you had this talk with Commissioner Atkins, had you any
capital then?—A. None in my own hands; no, sir. I could have raised
the money.

Q. Bnt none of your own ?—A. Well, my mother would have let me
have what I needed.

Q. Did you have any communication with her .),bout it?—A. I think
I wrote to her xomethmg about it.

Q. That you might want some capital 2-—A. Yes, sir. That was my
idea in raising what money I wanted, to get 1t from my mother.

Q. You expected to obtain it through your mother?—A. Yes, sir.

Q. You had no means ot your own?—A. No, sir; none to speak of.
I had some little money, but none to speak of at all.

Q. Had you ever been in any other business than what you have de-
scribed ?—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 merning; that is all I know of.

Q. In Mr. Shafer’s drug store ?—A. No. sir; that was at my home in
Fayetteville.

Q. And you had no capital of your own?—A. No, sir; I had none to
speak of, of my own.

Q. Did youreceive any reply from your mother stating tiat 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 con-
sented 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, 1 expect.

Q. You have not the letter preserved ?—A. No, sir; I have not.

Q. Did you make any definite arrangement with Mr. Shafer 7—A..
No, sir; except that Mr. Shafer took me up on Eleventh street and in-
troduced 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 gentle-
man 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, and 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 re-
gard 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
fitteen hundred or two thousand dollars or something like that.

Q. Did you make any definite arrangement with Mr. Shafer to this
effect: that it a good tradership could be produced you and he would
go in as equal partners 7—A. That was the understanding between us.

Q. Was it understood that each was to furnish a share of the capi-
tal 7—A. Yes, sir; that was the idea. I would like to have Mr. Shafer
subpceenaed to come before the committee if you would like to examine
him.
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Q. You may state how you happened to be transferred from the
Coast Survey to the Interior Department.

The W1TNESS. Youn mistook me if you think I made that statement.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 then you were transferred {from there?—A. Yes, sir; to the
Peunsion Office.

Q. That is the point I wish to vet at. How did you happen to be
transterred fromt he Post Office Department to the Peunsion Office?—
A.— [ think my uncle had me transferred ; that is my impression.

. Q. Wasit customary at that time to make transfers from one Depart-
ment to the other 2—A. In last October? Yes, sir.

Q. At the time you were transferred —A.. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you know how loug that practice has existed 2—A. No, sir; I
do not, but I suppose ever since the civil service rules have been in
vogue. I am not posted on that point.

Q. Have you been promoted since you have been therc ?—A. No,
sir; I have not.

Q. What was your salary in the Post-Office Department?—A. My
salary was $1,400 a year.

Q. And you receive $1,400 now in the Pension Office 9—A. Yes, sir.

Q. Will you state what applications you have made to the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs for appointment or promotion in any way since
March, 1885 7—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 promotionJ—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 electri¢ 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 employ-
ment under the Government.—A. 1 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 conver-
sation with Commissioner Atkins with reference to an Indian trader-
ship, are the only efforts you have made to secure appointment or em-
ployment under this Administration #—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 efforts to secure any ditferent em-
ployment from this Administration?—A. That is my impression, that I
have not. I do not remember of anything else at present.

Q. Have you made any efforts to obtain any additional emolument, or
to make any money in any way out of the Government, which you have
not named ?—A. No, sir; other than I was transferred over to the Pen-
sion Office with the understanding that I was to go to the field, and
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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SELECT COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS,
Washington, D. C., 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 Senator
Biackburn.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Ellison comes before the committee at his own
request.

STATEMENT OF GEORGE C. ELLISON.

GEORGE C. ELLISON, of Washington, D. O., addressed the ommittee
as follows: :

I will state to the committee that I would not have paid any atten-
tion to the statements concerning myself which bave been made betore
the committee if it had not been for the letter written by the chairman
of the committee to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate objecting to my
appointment. to a position under the Senate. I will ask if it is proper
to have that letter here and to haveit read? Several memnbers of Con-
gress have seen it and several Senators also, so that it is a sort of com-
mon property.

The OHAIRMAN. Do you want the letter put into the record ?

Mr. ELL1sON. No; I do not care for that, but I want to answer some
of the points contained in it.

The CHAIRMAN. What you are to deal with now is the printed record
of the testimony taken by the committee. If you want to put the let-
ter that I wrote to Sergeant-at-Ar ms Canaday in and make it a part of
the record you ean do so, and you may see it first before yon determine
apon that point.

Mr. ELLISON. Very well. I will go on in the meantime and state
whiat I have to say in regard to the testimony taken by the committee.
And first [ find a statement made by Dr. De Bra, printed on page 261,
and I will state how I came to meet Dr. De Bra. Perhaps it would be
proper also to state how I came to go down to the Indian Territory as
an Indian 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 would
appoint me. Hesaid I had better think it over about a week and then
if I would come to him he would appoint me. There was not a word
said about polities by either of us. So I went in about a week after-
wards with a gentleman named Bagley, a Democratic member of Con-
gress, and Mr. Bagley said he thought it would be'a good thing to ap-
point Ellison to go down there. 1 suppose he made the appointment
because of Mr. Bagley’s going in there, and also because of the old ac-
quaintance that he and I had. At any rate he made the appointment.

The CHAIRMAN. What Mr. Bagley do you refer to?

Mr. ELLiSON. To Mr. John H. Bagley, jr., a member of Congress
from the Catskill district in New York. After I received my appoint-
ment I first went to the Osage Agency and spent two or three weeks
there looking around foran opportunity to get into a business.

Senator CULLOM. What kind of a business?

Mr. ELLISON. An Indian trader’s business.
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at the aforesaid 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, [8EAL.]

Gro. W. PLATT. [SEAL. ]
REGINALD LEVIEN. [BEAL.]
Signed and sealed in presence of—

JOHN C. FISHER,

WINTHROP FOSTER,

As to all.

The foregoing bond is approved.
WILLIAM DORSHEIMER,

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

ACCEPTANCE OF RESIGNATION.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., December 17, 1888,
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
above resignation is accepted.

Very respectfully,
J. D. C. ATKINS
Commiasi,oner.

GEORGE C. ELLISON, City.

The UHAIRMAN. You may proceed with your statement.

Mr. ELLISON. I began to talk with one or two people while I was
there in regard to buying an interest in their business, and the man
who enfertained e or encouraged me the most was Mr. Bartles, a gentle-
man who also mmakes some remarks in this record that are not very
pleasant to me. While we were there we entered into the taking of an
account of srock, and the terms on which I thought of going into bus-
iuess I should like to state, because in that matter there seems to be
some reflection cast on a good many people who went down there with-
out means. My understanding with him was clear and distinet betore
we began to take an account of stock that I did not want to pay any
money for his stock; for the haif of the stock I was talking of pur-
chasing.

Senator 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. in-
terest. lle said that e¢ighteen months would be about the length of
titne it would take to cover the whole cost of his stock ; that it would
take about eighteen months of profits to wipe it out. I was to pay him
for the stock with my notes, divided into six, twelve, and eighteen months,
bearing 6 per cent. interest, and of the additional stock that we bought
jointly I was to pay one half in cash for every article that went in.
When the eighteen months expired then I would begin to draw a half
interest in the business. Thatwas the basis, plain and simple, and none
other was made between him and L, and on that basis we began to take
an account of stock.

We took the account of stock, and there are very few people of course
who are familiar with a man’s entire stock or that have any experience
of that kind. 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 prices, and I found that the prices he was paying for
things was paid on the basis of six, eight, ahd twelve months’ credit, so
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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 morning ; I did not see him or his wife; it was a
colored servani—a dirty, uncouth thing. I was, of course, a little late;
it was about 11 o’clock, and the coffee and rolls were a little cold, and 1
made some renfark about it and she spoke back, and I said, ¢ i guess
you have been here about long enough, and they ought to have some-
body here who can keep a hotel.” What she told them about it I do
not know, but that is all the conversation I had with any person in the
way of ecomplaint about that hotel. I thought I had a right to do so,
as they brought me that kind of a breakfast and took pay for it.

On pages 235, 286, 287, and 292 Mr. Wismeyer makes this statement,
beginning at the question -

Q. What did he say about trading with you #—A. 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
had a license to trade.

Q. What did he say ?—A. He had been there some time before he ever spoke to me.
But he spoke to uie one day and said, ‘I presnme you know who Lam?” I told him
yes; 1 knew what his name was.

The CHAIRMAN. You need not read all that; but you may say it is
all untrue—the whole of that long answer—or you may specify such
portions of it as are untrue, leaving the rest to stand..

Mr. ELLISON. About midway of that answer he says:

1 told him I was aware of that fact—that I had been so informed—and he sug-
gested that he go in with me, and I told him then that he had jnst remarked that I
could not get a llceme and how was he going to mauage? He said he could fix that
all right; and finally he remarked, How wou](l 1t do to fix this up? I can have
your name put in, and we will call it Ellison & Wismeyer.”

I made that allusion to him, that if we went into business the firm
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,
and I have got a position in Washington that pays me four or five thousand dollars a
year.

1 did not say that I would leave him there to manage it. My inten-
tion was, if I went into the business, to devote every moment of my time
to it. I deny that statement of his, In regard to the statement of my
income being four or five thousand dollars a year, I will say that I never
fhave yet Lbeen able to earn more than one half that amount.

The CHAIRMAN. You mean that you did not tell him that, then %

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I did not tell him that. I told him I had an
income from papers that 1 was writing for ; they knew generally that
I was writing gossip, and one thing and another. I told him I did not
feel like entering into a business ot that kind, and he did not tell me
anything of lhat kind.

Well, he reminded me again that I could not get a license, and Itold him that was
all very well.

Now, I will say just there that I did tell those people (not only he,
but it occurs in several other places) that I did not think they could
et a license; that I thought those places belonged to the administra-
tion, and it was proper they should have them. I told that to every-
body, and that has been my political belief right straight through, that
to the people who win the battle or the victory the spoils belong, and
that is abeut all there is to it. -

Then Mr. Bartles, on pages 310, 311 and 366, makes some statements
about me. Heis asked

Q. Did you see Ellison when he came down to the agency with a license 7—A. Yes,
sir.
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There is an allusion made there to a conversation, with regard to the-
doctor’s being transferred from the Osage Agency to that place—Dr.
Dodson to take the 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 allusion to him about anybody’s taking the place cf’
Dr. De Bra. I will say in that connection that Dr. Dodson, who was at
the Osage Agency, did say to me that he was not doing very well as his
salary was small and he had, I think, some eight or nine children (I
never saw such a grand little family of children, they were just like:
steps, and he 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 did 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 thereisanything
you would like to ask about, I shall be glad to answer. 1 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 con-
cerning you in the record that you desire?

Mr. I‘LLIsoN. I think I have, from just running them over.

The CHAIRMAN. And have 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 upon that.

The CHAIRMAN. You may see the letter and judge for yourself
[banding the letter to the witness.]

Mr. KELLISON. (After having read the letter for his own information. )
I presume that is based eutirely upon the contents of this testimony
which you have taken. It may have reference there to my politics. If
you would like me to restate my politics I have no objection to that, and
[ would like to do it in eonnection with this matter.

The CHAIRMAN. You may go on and state your relation to polities 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 con-
cerned; I am sure of that. I had been in public life, had filled an hon-
orable posmon on Governor Fenton’s staff with the rank of colonel, I
had enjoyed the confidence of President Arthur for twenty-eight years,
and during one year had done several thousand ot dollars’ worth of en-
gineering and steam work which he had paid me for, and our acquaint-
ance was an every day one. [ desired to be re-instated to the position
in the House which I had lost through an unfortunate occurrence, and I
called on President Arthur as he knew all about the trial, with Senator
Hiscock, Hon., Darwin R. James, and General McCook. President Ar-
thur weut 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 BLACKBURN. Were you the assistant engineer or the chief
engineer ot the House at that time ¢

Mr. ELLISON. I was chiet engineer, but I had been suspended on ac-
count of the trial or mishap I had there.

Senator BLACKBURN. I remember all about it.

Mr. ELL1SON. 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 General MeCook (who is now your secretary) to say to Archi-
tect (J]ark that I want Mr. Ellisou restored to that place.” I have all

“he correspondeuce on the subject. It is a little lengthy, but there are
{our or five lines here right in connection with it that would close it all
up and give you the reasons why it was doue.

The CHAIRMAN. If you are going to read the letter state from whom
you received it and give the date of it.

Mr. BLLISON. it is dated Washington, D. C., February 20, 1884, and
is @ letder trom Architect Clark, ot the Capitol, to President Arthur.
Itis headed, ¢ Inre the application for the re-appointment of Mr, George
C. Ellison as engineer of the heating and ventilating department of the
House of Representatives.” It is addressed ¢ To his excellency the
President of the United States.” After stating about the apparatus
used at the Capitol, Mr. Clark says:

The law places the heating and ventilating of the House of Representatives under
the Architect of the Capitol, with a proviso that no removal of those operating it or
appointment on ity force shall be made unless by the consent of the honorable Speaker
of the House of Representatives. I am permitted by the Speaker to say that he does
not desire the change to be made.

This copy of the letter the President furnished me himself. Mr. Lan-
non, my assistaut when 1 went out, holds the place, and being a Dem-
ocrat L suppose the Speaker did not care to remove him, That letter
is signed by Edward Clark, Architect of the Capitol.

While I was in the House there was an investigation held concerning
a statement made by a uwewspaper man about my having bought my
position, and that was referred and the Housce exawined iuto it by a
committee. The committee was composed of the Hon. . B. Payne
(the present Senator), as chairman, Houn. William H. Forney; Hon.
Levi Maish, Hon. John T. Wait, and Hon. T. J. Henderson. Their re-
port is a unanimous report. Iun their report (having also investigated
Mr. George M. Adams, the Clerk of the House, who had been called into
-question in ¢ounection with the appointment), they say :

In regard to the latter (that is the chief engineer), it is proper to say that he was
not a political friend of the Clerk, nor an acquaintance of his previous to the com-
mencement of the present session.  Aud, though presenting stroug testimonials as to
character and qualifieations, he was, with three other d,pphcanrs, compelled to sub-
mit to a competitive examination before the Burean of Steam Engineering of the Navy
Departmient, and it was on the official certilicate of William W, W. Wood, the chief
of that Bureau, that he was of all the candidates examined the best qualified, that
he was appointed chief engineer of the heating and ventilating apparatus of the
House.

For the care and solicitude shown by the Clerk in filling this important position, in
which skill, jndgment, experience, and vigilance are specially required, he iy, in the
-opinion of the committee, entitled to the commendation and thanks of the House.

The testimony is reported herewith, with the recommendation that it be laid on the
table and the committee discharged from the further consideration of the subject.

I will say that it was a unanimous report and shows that I was not
.a political friend of the Clerk. The portion I have read is taken di-
rectly out of the Record; I cut itout.

The OHA'RMAN. Let it be noted in the record that the extract i is taken
from the Record of the Forty-fourth Congress, first session, vol. 17, page
4136.

Mr. ELLISON. Shortly after I was appointed chief engineer of the
House, there was a question raised by Hon. J. D. White, of Kentucky,

as to the bad ventilation, and he laid it in part to bad engmLermg,
aud after a lengthy inv bll“‘&thl] in which the report was unanimously
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in my favor, Mr. George M. Adams, the Clerk of the House, was put upom
the witness stand and made the following statement:

I appointed Mr. Ellison with the full knowledge that he was what iscalled a liberal
Republican : and that circumstance alone, if anything, made me more anxious to ap-
point him, because there wete a number of liberal Republicans on the floor. Iknew
that he voted for Mr. Greeley. I did not question himn as to how he intended te vote
in the approaching Presidential election, but I supposed as a matter of course that
the chances were that he was going to go with the Democracy. His being a liberal
Republican was not the controlling consideration at all, thongh I desire to state to
the committee that 1 was cognizant of the fact that that was his political status at
the time I appointed him. (See House veport 841, Forty-fourth Congress, first ses-
sion, report of Committes on Public Buildings and Grouuds, by Hon. Casey Young,
chairman of subcommittee.)

I will say that, if my politics and character were bad, I have an in-
dorsement from the same gentleman who recommended you, Mr. Chair-
man, for Sceretary of the Navy.

bmmtor BLACKBURN. I will ask one or two quesmons Is it not a
fact that when you were appointed to that place in the TForty-fourth
Congress you were appointed as an Independent in politics ?

Mr. ELL1sSON. No, sir; I was appointed as a liberal Republican,

Senator BLACKBURN. What do you mean by a * liberal Republican %

Mr. ErrisoN. Well, we broke off -fron the Republican party, in
dorsed 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 those people out there in the Indian Territory—those licensed
traders—that they would not be able to get a renewal of license, because
vour understanding was that the spoils belonged to the victors and
those places belonged to the administration?

Mr. ELLisoN. Yes; that is just about it.

Senator BLACKBURN. At the same time, in explaining some remarks
which were indulged in as to General Upshaw, you stated here that you
were a political partisan, which would serve to explain the temper in
which you spoke.

Mr. ELLISON. Noj I did not say that.

Senator BLACKBURN. Have you not said in your statement here that
you were a partisan in politics ?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

Senator BLACKBURN. Then I will ask you this: Behevmg that the
spoils belonged to the victors, and that none but Democrats were en-
titled to those places, and that Republican traders would not be able
to get their licenses extended or renewed, how much of a political par-
tisan were yon when you got Mr. Bagley, the Demoeratic member,
1o go with you to a Democratic Commissioner of Indian Affairs and ask
for the issuance of a license to you, a partisan Republican ¢

Mr. rLisoN. I do not think that reflected upon me in the least, or
reflected upon the Cominissioner; notin the least. I had a dual motive
in going there.

Senator BLACKBURN. What were the two motives ?

Mr. ELLisoN. First, to secure a business if possible, and while T was
making that effort 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. ErrisoN. No, sir; they were general, gossipy letters.

Senator BLACKBURN. No politics in them ¢

Mr. ELrisoN. Once in awhile I stirred in a little politics.

oy
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The CHATRMAN. Did you eclaim, as a reason which should commend
yourself to Senator Platt and myself that you had aided in furnishing
the majority of the committee with testimouny directly or through Mr.
Clark ?

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I did not.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you elaim that we ought to favor you because
you had aided Mr. Clark, ol’ the New York Tribune, in obtaining evi-
dence that was used before the commmittee ?

Mr. ELL1sON. I said I thought it was strange that that information
should turn up and go agaiust me.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you claim that you had been on what you were
pleased to term * our side” of the investigation, helping us to get testi-
mony?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes; I think so; I think that interpretation would be
taken from what I said.

The CiTAIRMAN. Were you asked by me what Commissioner Atkins
understood your politics to be at the time he gave you this appointment
at the Osage Agency ?

Mr. ELLzoN. Yes; you asked me what I was appointed as—whether
as a Democrat or a Republican.

The CHAIRMAN. What answer did you make to that?

Mr. ELLisoN. My answer was that 1 did not know what he appointed
me as, whether as a Democrat or Republican ; that 1 never had men-
tioned politics to him.

The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact when Commissioner Atkins ap-
pointed you to the Osage Agency, were you not a Republican ?

* Mr. ELLisoN. I was a Republican,

The CaalrMAN. Did or did not Commissioner Atkins know you were
a Republican or know what your politics were ¢

Mr. ErLisoN. I do not believe he knew.

The CHAIRMAN. Had you assisted Lim any when he was a candidate
for Clerk of the House?

Mr. ELLTSON. Yes, sir; [ had. As between him and Mr. Clark, the
other candidate, I preferred him,

The CHAIRMAN, Both being Democrats ?

Mr., ELLISON. Both being Democrats.

The CHAIRMAN. You had aided Mr. Atkins?

Mr. ELLisON. 1 had a preference for Mr. Atkins.

The CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Atkins know at that time what your pol-
itics were?

Mr. ErL1SON. I do not think he did.

The CHAIRMAN. What were your politics ¢

Mr. ELLiSON. They were Republican.

The CHAIRMAN. Were they straight Republican ¢ .

Mr. BLLISON. Yes, sir; ever since the close of the Greeley campaign,

The CHAIRMAN. You had supported Mr. Greeley during his cam-
paign?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Openly and avowedly

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

The CoAtRMAN. When did you, after that, first renew your allegiance
to the Republican party ?

Mr. ELLISON. At the first or second Congressional election after the
Greeley campaign, I think at the second Congressional election, that I
acted with the party and with the Liberals through that to the follow-
ing Congressional election.
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The CHAIRMAN. And you have been a Republican ever since ?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

Sgho;z CHAIRMAN, How did you vote in the Presidential election of
1884 ’

Mr. ELLISON. T voted for Mr. Blaine.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know whether Mr. Atkins was aware of that
fact when you secured the appointment ?

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I do not know that.

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know whether he was or not ¢

Mr. ELvLisoN. I do not know whether he was aware of the fact.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 House off 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 polities to be
when he went with you to the Commissioner ?

Mr. ErLisoN. I think Mr. Bagley had always known I was a Repub-
lican. We were old acquaintances.

The CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Bagley know at that time that you were a
Republican when he was recommending you to Commissioner Atkins
for an appointment?

Mr. ELLIsON. I am under the impression that he did.

The CHATRMAN. When President Arthur authorized his recommenda-
tion for you to Architect Clark he understood you to be a Republiean,
did he?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; he knew me. We belonged in the same ward
and had been brought up there together for twenty years.

The CHAIRMAN. He knew you had 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. ErLison. I talked a little of most everything; I was talking for
business, for letters.

The CHAIRMAN. When you made these remarks which have been
alluded to, that the victors (the administration) had a right to the pat-
-ronage, 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. ErrisoN. 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 administra-
tion,

The CHAIRMAN. But in reality, when you said that the administration
was entitled to the patronage and that Republicans cotld not be ex-
pected to stay under it, you meant that the administration had a right
and would be expected to give the places to their friends, whether Re-
publicans, Democrats, or Mugwumps ?

Mr. ELLISON. Whether they were Mugwumps or whether they were
Democrats. .

The CHAIRMAN. Did you say their friends, you thought, were entitled
to the places, whether Republicans or Democrats

6534 CONG——36
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Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir; that is my view, whether they were Mug-
wumps or Democrats.

The CHAIRMAN, At that time you were, as a matter of fact, a Repub-
lican.

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. And when the administration gave you the appoint-
ment you were a Republican ?

Mr. ELLisON. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. And you were helping Mr. Clark of the Tribune and
the majority of the committee to get evidence ?

Mr. ELL1sON. That was after I came back, two years later than that.

The CHAIRMAN, How long were you out there before you were dis-
charged ?

Mr. ELLisON. I never was discharged, to my knowledge.

The CHAIRMAN, State how your appointment terminated.

Mr. 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 hereI called on Commissiongr Atkins to thank
him for his kindness in giving me the tradership. He said, ¢ Why,
Ellison, I have just recalled your license.” I said, ¢ What did you do
that for?” ¢ Well,” he said, ¢ you know you have not put up any build-
ings, 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 country; I have had all I want of it.” I said, ¢ You want my
resignation?” Hesaid ¢ Yes.” Twoorthree daysafterwards I thought
about the bond I had filed 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 had
you visited and at how many agencies had you investigated the sub-
ject 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 ?

Mr. ELLISON. The second was the Kaw Agency.

The OHAIRMAN. Did you see the traders there ?

Mr. ELLIsON. I saw oné trader there; yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Who was he ?

Mr. ELLisoN. I have forgotten what his name was.

Senater BLACKBURN. There is but one there.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember his name?

Mr. ErLisOoN. No, sir; I do not.

The CHAIRMAN. On what ground did you negotiate with him ?

Mr. ELLisoN. I did not talk with him much. He had a little store,
4 by 9; I just talked a little about it.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any talk with him about buying out
the business ?

Mr. BLLISON. No, sir; I did not.

The CHAIRMAN. You did not think it was worth while to venture
there ?

Mr. ELLisoN. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Your license would not have allowed you to trade .

there?

NV
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Mr. ELLTSON. No, sir. ,

The CHAIRMAN, If you had found that ageuncy 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 ?

Mr. ELLisoN. I talked with Mr. Woy, for one.

The CHAIRMAN. You have already testified about your conversation
there.

Mr. ELLIsON. Yes, to some 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 CHAIRMAN. Did you tell anybody at that agency that you could
have a license to keep sfore there if you wanted it ?

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; 1 do not think I told that to anybody.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you 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; 1 only told them, where I was asked, as to the
likelihood of getting a renewal.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any such statement there ?

Mr. ELLisoN. No, sir.

The CvAIRMAN., Where did you next go to?

Mr. ELLisoN. To the Sac and Fox Agency.

The CHAIRMAN. Who did you talk to there?

Mr. ELLIsON. 1could not state; Ionly staid there two or three days.

The CHAIRMAN. How promising was the outlook there?

Mr. ErLison. Everything looked pretty well starved out. They were
back in their payments, the traders owed large sums of money, and the
Indans could not pay them.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any efforts to get in there ?

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell anybody there that you could have a
store if you wanted it ? 4

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 thé general welfare of the In-
dians, and talked about matters to get some general letters.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 CHAIRMAN. What was the result of your explorations there %

Mr. ELLisoN. I went riding and fishing with him; I did not talk
trade with him. He did not want a partner, 1 am sure; he had a
promising business.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you not tell him you had an appointment at the
Osage Agency?

Mr. ELLISON. Yes, sir.

The CHATRMAN, Did he know that you had visited that agency with
reference to determining whether you should dip in there?

Mr. ELLISON. No, sir; I talked with him more concerning the re
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