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' COMMITTEE ON INDIAN A F F A I R S , 

Washington, I). C, Tuesday, May 31,1892. 

STATEMENT OF MR. C. C. PAINTEE. 

ir. PAINTER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this is a case of very 
great importance to these Indians. A large i)art of the tribe since 
about 1871 have been virtually cut off from any secure feeling that they 
bad any interest in their tribal land, as also from any share in their 
tribal funds. They have been trying, all these years, to have them­
selves restored to what they think is their rightful position under the 
treaty and to a rightful share in the tribal property. The questions 
involved have been investigated a great many times, and I believe every 
report that has been made by those w^ho, as special agents, have inves­
tigated it on the part of the Government has been in favor*of the side 
which we advocate. I t has been reported upon a great many times by 
the Department, and I believe every time, except one, in favor of the 
side which we advocate, and in that case an adverse report was owing 
to a misunderstanding on the part of the CotrinRssioner, who thought it 
was a contest between the new citizen party and those who had been 

f enrolled as Indians under the act of 1871; this was a mistake, these citi-
p - ^ Jins having no part in this controversy Avhatever. I t has been also re-
I 8 0 96 i r t ed upon favorably by the committees of the two Houses quite an um-

^ _ _ 3r of times, and I believe every time except once, that was last year 
i v3 I (Vhen Senator Stockbridge rei)orted against the claims of those who 
1^^— seek to be restored to the rolls of the nation. 
• ^ H The treaty of IB.'iB, in its iireambles, recites the various difflculties 
BPJPf under which the several bands of these tribes have labored, and the 

various expedients that bad been resorted to for the purpose of settling 
those difficulties—numerous treaties and various acts of Congress—all 
which attempts had failed. The treaty then negotiated and largely 
Signed by representatives of all the several bands and factious attempted 
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once more what had so often failed, arid I do not thnik for the j)resent 
contention it is necessary to go back of that treaty. I call'your atten­
tion to its st;ope and i)urp()se. It was, as I have said, to settle all these 
old diliiculties of these Indians, wherever they may be located, and to 
gather them on a new re-servatio!) as a once more united people. 

I would call your attention to the fact that the reservation in regard 
to which the lights of the Indians are denied was secured under this-
treaty of 1856. If that treaty falls to the ground under the criticisms 
of those who justify the act of 1871 asju.st, then there is no land about 
which 10 have any controversy, because the whole of this laud was pur­
chased under the provi.sions of this treaty of 185(), and if that treaty 
should be set aside, as it was really set aside in some of its provisions 
by the act of 1871, there is no land in 2)ossession of these Indians about 
which they can have any contro\'ersy. They who invalidate this treaty 
in order to cut off the "old citizens' x)arty"from a share in the reserva­
tion cut themselves off' also; they saw oft' the limb on which they sit 
and fall with it to the ground. It became a treaty in virtue largely of 
the signatures of those who were cut oft' by the act of 1871, and by it 
the land now in disi)ute was secured to the tribe. I t was made in set­
tlement of all old difficulties, and for the purpose of bringing together 
these Indians onto this reservation, which was bought from the Menomo-
nees in Wisconsin (11 Stats., p. W!9), and a denial of the rights of these 
people to their share of laiul under the treaty signed by them is to in­
validate the treaty itself. 

By this treaty these difficulties were happily composed, and the peo­
ple settled in coinxiarative i)eace, until in 1871 legislation w âs secured 
witliout the knowledge of the Indians which revi\ed with many aggra­
vations all their old troubles. Two Indians were brought on here to 
Washington, as 1 understand, not sent hereby the Indians themselves, 
and the legislation which has wrought these difficulties Avas secured. 
Briefly, this legislation of 1871 provided for a new enrollment of the 
Indiaus. I t provided for a sale of a very large part of their land and 
for a new enrollment of the Indians; and section (i, I think it is, pro­
vided that no one who had received allotment, under the act of 1843 or 
under the treaty of 1856 should be enrolled. There were two rolls to 
be opened, and those who wished to become citizens might sign the 
citizens' roll, have their share of the property, and leave the tribe, no 
longer to be considered as Indians. Quite a number signed this roll, 
took their share of the property, left the reservation, are known as 
the "new citizens'" party, and are not concerned in this contention. 
Those who wished to remain as Indians signed the other roll, and are 
the ones who antagonize tiie. eftort of the old citizens' party to be 
put on the roll. No one was to be enrolled, 1 say, who had received 
an allotment under the act of 1843 or under the treaty of 1856. 

Now, as I think it desirable that we should have a mutual under­
standing on these points, as it may save time and useless debate, I 
.desire to ask Mr. McGowan if it is not true that by the act of 1843 all 
these Indians were made citizens and had an allotment of land made 
to them? 

Mr. J. H. MCG-OWAN. DO you mean to discuss that question here? 
Mr. PAINTBE. No; but my assertion is, and I ask if it is not true, 

that all these Indians, both the Indian and old citizens' party were by 
that act of 1843 made citizens, and had allotments. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. The act of 1843 undertook to make them all citizens. 
Mr. PAINTER. It did this, as I understand. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. But I do not say that under the act of 1843 they all 

m 
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' became citizens. Sonie of them refused to accept the benefits of the act. 
You can not back a man up and clmck him into citizenship without his 

is will. 
^ K Mr. PAINTEK. That is what the act did. 
p K Mr. MCGOWAN. NO, it did not. 

Mr. PAINTEU. Then 1 must take issue with you right there. 1 do not 
understand that it required any volition on their part. The act of 1843 
made them all citizens, and the act of 184(! put them back into the posi-

^ ^ tion in which they were l)efi)re the act of 1843 had l)eeu passed. Then 
^ B is it not trxie that luuler the treaty of 1856 the ]iai'ty whom you repre-
^ B sent took allotments of land under that t reaty! 
^ ^ p Mr. McGOAVAN. I do not choose to discuss this matter by answering 
1 ^ ^ questions categorically here. You are skipping historically over a mat-
" ter that we consider of some importance in 1848, by the treaty of that 
;; year, between 1846 and 1856. 
;; Mr. PAINTER. My contention is that we need not go back of the 
•; treaty of 1856. But the treaty of 18-18 was made by the old Indian 
;; party, and by their action a majoi ity of the Indians were constructively 
y made citizens of the United States without any action on their part. 
:. They had no part in the treaty of 1848. The act of 184() repealing the 

act of 1843 made provision that all the Indians who wished might en­
roll themselves as citizens. None were enrolled under that act because, 
as a result of their so eniolling themselves, they would have lost all in­
terest in their tribal property, and as a matter of fact there were none 
who enrolled themselves as (dtizens under that act of 184(i. 

The treaty of 1848 was made by a minority of the tribe without the 
= consent of the others, by which they were pushed off into citizenship, 

and these diffi(ailties were not settled. But for the purposes of the 
present contention I say we need not go back of the treaty of 1856, the 

i purpose of whh;h was to settle all the old diffi<nilties and to put the In-
l, dians together in harmony. 
' If literally construed it was utterly impossible that anybody should 

be enrolled uinler the acjt of 1871. Neither the Indians who had taken 
i allotments under the act of 1843 nor those who had allotments under the 

treaty of 1856 w^ere alloAved to enroll. These included all the Indians; 
* those who are making this contention were included, for they were 
i made citizens and had allotments under the act of 1843, and also had 
I made selections for allotment under the treaty of 1856. So the enroU-
I ment did not seem to follow either the act of 1843 or the treaty of 
,; 1856, but it seemed to follow^ the sweet will of the man who did the en-
? rolling. I believe it impossible to discover what did control the coni-
1 missioner in the execution of this enrollment. 

This legislation was covertly secured, and resulted in this great in­
justice of ousting the people who had signed the treaty, who had taken 
their allotments under it, and who were entitled to a patent for their 
lands. Those who were allowed to be enrolled became the Indian 

/ party. The citizen party, who had signed the roll and were citizens, 
took their property and went oft". There is no contention whatever in 
r«^gard to them, as they are making no (claims; but the contention is 
simply between the ousted j)arty and the ousters, and the ousted are 
the large majority of the tribe. I find it impossible myself to give any 
reason under the law or under the treaties why these should liave been 
enrolled and the others not. 

Senator J O N E S (in the chair). Did the taking of the allotments under 
the treaty of 185(i operate to sever the connection of the allottees from 
the tribe? 

fc 
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Mr. PAINTER. No, sir; I think it did not. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I think not. 
Mr. PAINTER. Not under the operation of tlie treaty of 1856. 
Senator JONES. What is your position about the law of 1871! There 

was, as you claim, a minority of Indians claiming what? 
Mr. PAINTER. The act of 1871 jnovided that no Indian who had re­

ceived an allotment under the act of 1843, nor any wlio had received an 
allotment under the ireaty of 1856, nor anyone who was not of Stock-
bridge or Munsee descent, Avas ehtitled to eniollment. 

Senator JONES. I t Avas the contention that all such had separated 
themselves from the tribe. 

Mr. PAINTER. Yes, sir. I t is now claimed that the old citizens' party 
had se])arated from the tribe in 1843; L'ut the treaty of 1856 brought 
them back. The act of 1871 made provision for a new separation, but 
those who Avent oft then are not here now. 

Senator PETTIC+REAA'. Did these Indians wlio took allotments after­
wards dispose oi them and receiA^e a benefit or advantage which was 
not accorded to the rest of the t r ibe! 

Mr. PAINTER. Under the act of 1871 a great many of them did re­
ceive their portion and become citizens, and they are what we call the 
" new citizens'" party. The old citizens' party was aAvay back under 
the act of 1843 and the treaty of 1848. Under the enrobment of 1871 
there were tAVO rolls provided, one of which any Indian who Avished to 
be an Indian could sign, and those who Avished to become citizens could 
sign the other; and those who became citizens took their share of the 
tribal property and money wiiich was divided up between them, and 
then they Avent cmt, and they are not a party to this contest in any 
shape. 

Senator JONES. And that was done on the understanding that those 
w;ho had taken allotments under the treaty of 1856 had already become 
citizens and severed their connection with the tribe; is that the theory 
of the operation of the act of 1871 ? 

Mr. PAINTER. NO, sir; I (;an not get at the theory. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I understand Senator Pettigrew's question to relate 

to those who had taken their allotments under the act of 1856. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . What 1 Avant to know is whether these people 

who are seeking relief under this bill liad already previously received 
their share of the tribal property and disposed of it. 

Mr. PAINTER. Not of the property secured under the treaty of '56, 
the property noAv in dispute. They Av̂ ere citizens under the act of 1843, 
had,land allotted, and many of them did dispose oi that. There was 
another act, that of 1846, AÂ hich repealed the act of 1843, and piit them 
all back in their former status, and after that the treaty of '5(i, Avhich 
made them all one tribe or natioi:, and gave them their present reser­
vation. 

Senator PBTTIGREW. Now they want to come in and share the tribal 
property; is that the idea! 

Senator JONES. Did it take from them the property that they had 
already received! 

Mr. PAINTER. I sa,y many of them had sold out previous to the 
treaty of '5(i. Some Avent West, and all of them were in contentions 
and difficulties which it was the object of the treaty of 1856 to settle; 
and therefore I say Ave do 'Uot go back of the treaty of 1856 at all, for 
we need not go back, because the object of that treaty Avas for this one 
puri)ose of settling these difiiculties, as its preamble rehearses, and 
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then says that the object of this treaty is to settle all these Indians 
wherever located. I will read the language: 

For the purpose of relieving those Indiaus from the complicated difficulties by 
Avliich they are surrounded and to establish comfortably together all sucb Stock-
bridges and Mimsees, wherever they may be located in Wisconsin, in the State of 
New York, or west of tho Mississippi. 

The treaty of 1856 made provision that part of those Indians—part 
of the Munsees and jiart of the Stockbridges—should remain at Stock-
bridge, and we have a list of them as distinguished from those who 
were settled at Shawano, their present home, where they staid. 
There Avas that separation that took place, and a number of them re--
mained. But for all the Indians who were gathered at Shawano, and 
were parties to this treaty, the old difticulties were settled and ad­
justed by that, treaty of 1856, and so remained until this coA'ert legis­
lation was secured in 1871, which forbade the enrollment, either as 
citizens or Indians, of those who had taken allotment under the pro­
visions of this A-ery treaty, and under which alone they had any title 
to their land. 

. Senator STOCKBRIDGE. On the ground that they had had their al­
lotment and sold it. 

Mr. P A I N T E R . At what t ime! 
Senator STOCKBRIDGE. Prior to that time. 
Senator PETTIGREAV. Were these allotments which they had their 

proportionate share of the whole tribal property! 
Mr. PAINTER. Yes; of the land which they had when the act of 1843 

was passed. Under the treaty of 1856 they had made selections which, 
by the treaty, should have been patented to them. Of these the act of 
1871 deprives them, as also of their share in the tribal funds, if the re­
lief sought in this bill is not granted. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . They want their proportionate share of the 
whole tribal lands! 

Mr. PAINTER. Yes, sir; and those who signed the citizens' roll un­
der the enrollment of 1871 received their full share of the property, and 
more than their full share, because the amount of property to be di­
vided was much larger than it ought to have been or would have been 
if these had not been excluded from the roll. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. In characterizing the legislation of 1871, did I under­
stand you to call it covert legislation! 

Mr. PAINTER. I said it was done without the knoAvledge of the tribe. 
I said it was coA^ert; it was done without the knowledge of the Indians. 
They did not send on the two Indians Avho came on here. 

Mr. A. MiLLEK. Yes, they did. 
Mr. PAINTER. Does the record of the tribe show tha t ! 
Mr. M I L L E R . The chief himself came; he and one member of the 

eouncil Avere appointed delegates. 
Mr. PAINTER. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to make this prelimi­

nary statement, and UOAV I will yield to the other side. 

STATEMENT OF MB. J. C. ADAMS. 

I 
Mr. Chairman and the honorable committee, I have the honor to pre­

sent and submit our case as follows: 
(1) The basis of our claim as set forth in the Senate bill 2873 is for 

beneficiaries under the treaty of February 5, 1856 (Vol 11, U. S. Stats. 
at Large, p. 663). 
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(2) That we claim our vested rights secured by said treaty have been 
ignored by the act and the construction placed by Government officials 
upon said act of February 6, 1871 (Vol. 16, U. S. Stats, at Large, p. 404). 

(3) That an attempt is now being made by a faction of the tribe to 
coerce and compel us to submit to this unjust discriminaticni. 

(4) That Senate bill 2977 also makes such discrimination and does 
not provide for us who are beneficiaries under the said treaty of 1856, 
but debars us of our rights secured by said treaty. 

(5) That Senate bill 2873 restores to us all our pro rata shares and 
rights in the tribe secured by the treaty of 1856, which has been fa­
vorably reported upon by the honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

We would ask in your report upon this bill that Ave may not be de­
barred of any rights guarantied and secured by said treaty. 

Senator STOCKBRIDGE. What party do you represent specially! 
Mr. ADAMS. I represent specially the " Old Citizens' party." 
Senator STOCKBRIDGE. The parties who went out in 1871! 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir. At this point it may be proper to make an ex­

planation in order that you may fully understand the matter. 
I t has been uiged that those parties who went out in 1871 are parties 

to this controversy, and that they are seeking to come in for a certain 
share. I Avant this committee to understand that that is not the case. 
We rei)resent the Old Citizens' party, whose rights were preserved 
under the act of 1843, and confirmed by treaty of 1856, and not that 
portion of the Old Cit;izens' party who separated from the tribe under 
the act of 1871, and thereby became known and designated as the New 
Citizens' party, as they do not claim here, and liave nothing to do with 
this controversy whatever. 

In appearing before you we base our rights upon the treaty of 1856, 
which provided that in consideration of certain claims which they, the 
Stockbridges and Munsees, jointly relinquish, the United States is to 
give them or agree to select a tract of land in the State of Wisconsin 
near the southern boundary of the Menominee EeserA^ation, of sufficient 
extent to provide for each head of family, and other lots of land of 80 
and 40 acres; also, to pay, to be expended for iniproAements, etc., 
$41,100, and the further sum of $20,550 to enable them to remove, and 
by the amendments the further sum of $18,000; $6,000 is especially 
provided for the Munsees. The treaty also orders a survey of the loca­
tion of such land, providing that the Government shall survey the 
same into sections, half, and quarter sections, and that the council of 
the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe shall, with the (consent of the super­
intendent, make a fair and just allotment to each individual member 
and families of the tribe. 

See Articles I, II, and I I I of said treaty of 1856. 
Now we claim that this allotment was made, and Ave haA'e a certified 

copy of the record here showing that fact that that allotment was made 
under the said treaty of 1856, and upon that we base our claims. See 
list of allotments marked Exhibit A, herewith. 
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E X H I B I T A.—Copi/ of record of lots entered 6.1/ individuals of the StoeMiridijeand Munsee 
triies of fiidiaits in conformity to Article 3rd, Treaty of Fehruary 5th, 1856. 

1857. 
J a n . 19 
F e b . 1 

3 
M a r . 12 
A p r . 11 

M a y 

Sept . 

J o h n P . H e n d r i c k s 
. J egse J o u r d a u 
L u c l n d a Q n l n n e y 
A a r o n K o n k a p o t 
Samue l Mi l l e r 
Jo i in P . Q n i n n e y 
H a r v e y J o h n s t o n 
Sannie'i Mi l le r 
E a r t h B o w m a n 
Corne l ius A a r o n 
D e n n i s T. T u r k e y 
Tiraot t iy .(oiirden 
J a c o b J a c o b s 
J a m e s J o s h u a 
H a n n a h T u r k e y 
Moses Charles ' . 
A u s t i n E . Q n inney 
J e r e m i a h Sh i sger land . 
J a c o b K o n k a p o t 
A d a m D a v i d s 
M a r y J . B o w m a n 
S tephen G a r d n e r 
El izabet l i B o w m a n 
Ja<'ob D a v i d s 
AVm. G a r d n e r 
Mo.ses Smith 
J o h n Yoocum 
Ziba T. P e t e r s 
S te r l ing P e t e r s 
E d w a r d B o w m a n 
T h o m a s S. B r a n c h 
J o h n L e w i s 
Cha r lo t t e P a l m e r 
.Teremiah ( i a r d n e r 
J i ' h n A^occnni 
E l i Wil l iams 

T h o m a s Toi isey 
Corne l ius A n t h o n y 
Beni . P y e , 2nd . -.. ' 
E l i z a b e t h A a r o n 
P e t e r D , L i t t l e m a n . . . . . . 
P h e b e P y e ---
A l e x a n d e r AVilber 
Ben j . P y e . 3rd 
J e d e d i a h Wi lbe r 
Ben jamin P y e . 2nd 
Carne l ius L i t t l eman 
T h o m a s Tousey 
C. Yoccum 
S u s a n n a h H e n d r i e k s . . . 
Sa rah Tousey 
Obediah G a r d n e r 
Ches t e r Tonsey 
Danie l Metoxe'n 
Danie l G a r d n e r 
Geo. X. B e n n e t t 
P e t e r D. L i t t l eman 
E l i a s K o n k a p o t 
Ben.j. Pye . 4 th 
E l i za F r a n k s : : 
.Joseph L. Ch icks 
Ijevina Pye 

. lourdau 
Sopl ironia T h o m p s o n . . . 
A b r a m P y e . s r 
lien.iamiij P y e , 3rd 
Alonzo (^uiimey - -
J o h n Candy 
. lohn W. Qii inney. J r 
Wi l l i am G a r d n e r 
J e r e m i a h B e n n e t t 
J a m e s Chicks 
Ca the r ine But te r f ie ld- - . 
Deb b y Ba ldwin 

Simeon S. Me toxen 
Simeon S . M e t o x e n . 
Simeon S .Me toxen . . 

Desc r ip t ion . 

E . J S E , i 
A V . i S E . i 
E . i S A V . i 
E . J N E . i . . . . : . - . 
AV. iSAV. i 
E . J N E . i 
A V . i N W . i 
E . i S E . i 
W . i N A A ^ i 
E. 1- SE. i 
A V . ' i S W . i 
E . i N A V . i 
E . l N E . i 
AV. 4 If AV. i 
E . i N E . i 
A V . J N E . i 
W . | S E . i . . . . . . . 
E . i S W . l 
E . J N W . i -
E . J S W . i 
E . i If E. 1 
W . i - N E . i 
AV. 4 SE. i : 
E . i SAV.J 
E . J S E . i 
E . 1 AV. i SAV. i . . 
W . J l f W . i 
E . i S E . i 
W . i N A V . i 
W . i N E . i 
E . i"NE. 1 
W . i N E . i 
W . J S W . i 
E . J J f A V . i 
E . | l - T W . i 
A V . J S E . i 

W.f JfE.J 
E . j s E . i : 
E . J S W . i 
A V . i S E . i 
E . i N E . i 
W.JNW.J 
E . i N W . i 
W . J s S W . i 
E . f N A V . i 
W. JSW.-i 
E. J N W . i 
E . J S W . i 
W . J X A V . i 
S . i E . l N W . i . . . 
E . i S-W. J 
W . l S E . i 
AV. i I f W .̂ i 
B . i . ' ^ E . i . 
AV.^NAV.J 
E . J N E . i 
E . 4 S E . J 
W . i S E . i 
AV. I SAV.i 
E . i N E . J 
E . J S W . i 
N . * E . J l f E . i . . . 
S W ^ i N E . i 
E . i XAV. i 
W . J S W . i 
E . J SE.-t 
W . J N E . i 
E . i N E . J -
W. i I f W. J 
W . i S W . i 
W . J N E . i 
E . i S E . i 
A V . ' i N E . i 
E . i N E . i 

E . J N W . i 
N . i W . i N E . i . . . 
I f . i E . i ' N A V . i - - . 

Sec. I 

Head of fami ly . 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do . 
Do . 
D o . 
Do . 
Do. 
Do . 
Do . 
Do. 
Do . 
Do . 
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
1)0. 
Do. 
Do. 

Sinfile m a n . 
H e a d of fami ly . 
S ingle m a n . 
H e a d of I 'amily. 

Do. 

Single m a n . 
H e a d of f ami ly . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do . 
D o . 

Single m a n . 
H e a d of fami ly . 
S ingle m a n . 
Hea i l of fami ly . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Single woman . 
H e a d of fami ly-

Do. 
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. -
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Single w o m a n . 
flo. 

Wife of J o n a s T . 
H e a d of family . 

Do. 
Single m a n . 
Head of f ami ly . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Single m a n . 
Head of f ami ly . 

Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
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E X H I B I T A . - -Copy of record of lots entered by individuals of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribes of Indians, etc.—Continued. 

D a t e , j N o . 

1858 
M a r . 18 

18 
31 i 

31 
A p r . 27 I 

27 
27 
30 
4 . 
7 i 

8 
10 
10 
10 
13 
17 
18 
18 

M a y 

1856 
Oct . 

N o v . 

26 
26 

1857 
A u g . 1 

1 ' 
1 
1 
1 

14 
21 
21 

Oct. 
Dec. 

M a r . 

1858 
J a n . 24 

24 
5 
5 
5 
5 
6 
7 
7 
7 
7 

1859 
Oct. 1 

18 
K o v . 11 

11 

6 ; 102 
6 103 

26 104 

105 
106 

107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 
115 

116 
: 117 
I 118 
: 119 

120 
121 
122 
123 
124 

I 125 

1861 
Jan. 30 

1858 
May 

July 

Aug. 
Sept. 

Nov. 

18 
18 
18 
14 
14 
24 
3 
11 
20 
20 
21 
25 
27 
11 
18 
18 

127 

128 
129 
]30 
131 
132 
133 
134 
136 
136 
137 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 
143 

N a m e s . Descr ip t ion , Sec, 

Wi l l i am H i g h b l y 
Wi l l i am F i s h e a n y 
J o h n N . Chicks- ' . 
Ben jamin D o x t a t e r 
Jedet i ial i W i l b e r 
Lev i K o n k a p o t 2d 
Josep l i L . Cln(!ks* 
J o h n If. C h i c k s l 
L u c i n d a Yoccun i 
J a c o b K o n k a p o t 
P h i l e n a P y e ( d a u g h t e r 

o f A . P ) f 
J o h n N. Ch icks 
L e w i s H e n d r i c k s 
P e t e r Benne t t , s r 
J o h n S l inger land 
Clar i ssa Mi l le r 
J o s e p h u s A d a m s 
Eleazer A d a m s 
Eleazer A d a m s 

J o n a t h a n T i t u s . . . 
Clar i ssa S p r a g g . . . 
J . L e w i s S p r a g g . . 
L e v i Hal f town, jr-
Moses Ked Eye" . . . 

T i t u s M o h a w k - - . 
J o s h u a Wi l son .-
Char les Red E y e -

J a n i e s R e d E y e - . . 
Wi l l i am M o h a w k -

I s a a c D u r k e e 
Jefferson Ha l f town - - . 
E u n i c e Ked E y e 
T h o s . S n a k e s ' ' w i d o w . 
L e v y Ha l f town 
J o n a t h a n W a t e r m a n - -
E loue r Char les 
M a r y H e n d r i c k s 
B a s h e b a W r i g h t 

W.JSW.J-
E.JSE.i---
W.iSE.J.. 
E.iSW.J--
W.JNE.i. 
W.iSE.i.. 
W.JSW.i-
E.iSE.i--
E.iSE.i .. 
W. i NAV. 1 
E. i NW. i -

34 
33 
34 
13 
13 
22 
34 
34 
22 
14 
23 

35 
1 
1 
35 
29 
12 

S-iAA^iSB-i 1 2 

W. i SW. 1 
E.iNE.J 
E.iSE.i 
W.iSE.i 
N.iE.JNW.J. 
W-iS-ftf.-i---- -
S.iE.iSKi-

AV.J NE.i.-
W.JSE.j---
E-iSE.J.--. 
W-iNW. 4-
W.JNW.J. 

W.iSW.i-
E-JNE.i--
E.JNW.i-

E.JSW.i--
W.JNW.i 

George G a r d n e r 
E l i zabe th P a l m e r 
Danie l Tousey 
M a r y M c A l l i s t e r ! 
A l e x a n d e r W i l b e r 
P r u d e n c e W . Konk^ipot . 
E l e c t a A\". C a n d y 
J o s e p h D o x t a t e r 
J o s e p h D o x t a t e r 
George T. B e n n e t t 
Ab iga i l Moon 

W . i S E . i 
E . i S E . i 
W . J S W . J 
E . i SAV.i 
W . i N E . i 
E - i S E . i 
S . J N E . J 
E . i S E . i 
W . i S E . J 

E . i S W . i 
W . i S W . i 
E . i S E . i 
E . i N E . i 
N . i E . i N E - i - -
A V . i . S E . i . . . - " 
W . i N E . i 
N . i W . i S B . i - -
N . i A A ' . i N E . i . . 
A V . i N W . i 
E . i S W . i 

H a n n a h A u t o n e ^ . . ' N . i N E . ; 

M a r i e t t a A h r a m s -. - -
Mar i e t t a A b r a m s 
L iv ings ton Pe te r s ---
-Alary Benne t t 
B a s h e b a P u t m a n 
M a r g a r e t Mil ler 
A b i g a i l Moon 
H a r v e y J o h n s t o n 
J e r u s h a D a v i d s 
Soloman D a v i d s 
L e v i K o n k a p o t , 1st - . 
Benjamin D o x t a t e r . -
'Tobn B a m a n 
T-,ueinda G a r d n e r 
J o n a s Thompson 
J o s i a h Chee t s 

E . i S W . J 
W . i - V E . i - - - . 
E - i N E - i 
S. i E . i SE. i . 
E . - i N E . i . . f . . 
AV. iSAV.J - - - -
E . 4 N E . i 
AV. i N E . i - . -
E . i N E . i 
W . J S E . i 
E . i S W . i 
A V . i S E . i 
E . i N E . i 
E . iSAA- . i 
W - i N W - i - . . 
E . i N E . i 

El i jah P y e ' E . i N W . i . . . . 
J a m e s Moon l E . i N E . i 
A b r a m P v e , j r • E . i N E . i 
M a r v E . b u t l e r . . . ] W . i S W . J . . . . 

28 
28 
28 
28 

28 
28 

14 
14 
14 
14 

14 
14 

80 
8il 
80 
40 
80 
80 
80 
80 

R e m a r k s . 

14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
34 

14 
14 
14 
14 

80 
80 
80 
80 
80 : 
80 
80 
80 

80 
80 
80 
80 

H e a d of family . 
Do. 
Do . 
Do. 
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do . 
Single m a n . 
H e a d of family. 
Single m a n . 
H e a d of family . 
S ingle m a n . 

Do.' 

H e a d o f f a m i l y . 
Do . 
Do. 
Do. 

Son of E u n i c e Red 
E y e . 

Single man . 
H eado f f am i ly . 
Son of E u n i c e R e d 

Bye . 
Do. 

H eado f f am i ly . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
D,.. 
Do. 

Single m a n . 
M a r r i e d m a n . 

Do. 

Single m a n . 
Headof fa ra i iy . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Mar r i ed w o m a n . 
H e a d of family . 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Single female. 

H e a d of family. 
Do. 

Single man. 
Single woman. 
Head of family. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do . 

Single woman . 
M a r r i e d m a n . 

Do. 
Do. ' 

Single m a n . ^ 
Single w o m a n . 
M a r r i e d m a n . 
Single man . 

Do. 
Do. 

H e a d of family. 
Do. 



STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. d 

E X H I B I T A.—Copy of record of lots entei'ed by individuals of the Stocl'bridge and Munsee 
tribes of Indians, etc.—Continaed. 

D a t e . 

1859 
N o v . 11 

12 
12 
12 
15 
29 
30 
30 
30 

1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
3 
3 

Dec . 

3»VL. 

F e b . 
M a r . 

D e c . 

A p r . 
Oct . 

N o . N a m e s 

Ben P y e , 4tli 
C a t h a r i n e B e n n e t t 
J a n e t t B e n n e t t 
Car tdine Doress 
L u k e - lourden 
P h i l i n a Py(% I s t 
T. F . ( Ju inney 
.1. M. Qninney , sr 
M. .T. Rob inson . 

Desc r ip t ion . 

W . J N E . I 
AV. i W . i SE. i . -
E. i AV. i SE . i . . -
S . i E . i S A V . J . . . . 
W..', SAV.i 
E . i ' S K . i 
W."i N E . i 
KA N E . i 
A V i J S E . ' 

Po l ly B e n n e t t i W . i S W . J 
D a r u i s Char les : E . i N E. i . 
Simeon Q u i n n e y . -
J o a e p h M . Quinney , j r . 
A u s t i n E. Qni imey 
Nicho las P a l m e r 
Siscelia Samue l 
A b r a h a m I s r a e l 
SaUy P y e 
Simeon G a r d n e r 
E l i z a b e t h AVilber 
L o u i s a Q n i n n e y 
J o h n C. A d a m s 
Sally Qu inney 

Ramona Mi l l e r 
H u m b l e J ou rden 
Dol ly D o x t a t e r 
P e t e r M e t o x e n 
I ' hebe S k i c k e t 
Ches t e r T o u s e y 
Sarah E . T o n s e y 
Moses Dox ta t e r 
Moses D o x t a t e r 
Samue l S t ephens 
George, l ied E y e 
George Moses 
George Red E y e 
George Moses 
P e t e r l iennet t , j r 
VeU-.v Benne t t , s r . . . 

J u l i e t t Yoccum 

M a r g a r e t J ou rden . 
T i m o t h y J o u r d e n . . 
L u e y J a c o b s 
L o u i s a K o n k a p o t . . 
J a s p e r B e n n e t t 
J a m e s Pa lmer 
E l i WilliauLS 

E. iSAV.- i 
E . i S W . i 
S. t N W . i . . . . 
E . i S E . J 
E . J N E . i 
E . i S K . i 
W . i NAV. i . . . 
W . i S E . i 
E . i S E . i 
E . i N E . i 
E . i N E . i 
W . i N E . i . - - . 

Sec. T . 

29 I 28 
11 : 28 
20 ! 28 
19 I 28 
30 
19 
19 
18 
30 
18 
12 
13 
21 

3-< 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 

J ^ - - ^ ^ R e m a r k s . 

32 28 

33 I 28 
33 ' 28 
27 
21 
14 

M . A . T o u s e v t . 

T h o m a s T o u s e y W. .̂  N E . i 

22 1 28 
22 i 28 
20 ' 28 

E . i N A V . J 
W . i K E . i 
E . i N A V . i 
W . i S E . i 
E . i N A V . i - . - . 
A V . i S W . J 
E . i S W . i 
E . J N W . J 
E . i S E . i 
E . i S W . i 
W . i W - i S H . i . - - -
E - i W . i S E . i - . . . 
W . i W..V X E . i - - -
E . i ' W . i ' N E . i - . . -
W . i N W . i 

w.-isi;.i 
S . i E. .i S W . i 

A V . i S E . i 
W . i S E . i 
W . i S E . i 
E . i N W . i 
E . i S E . i 
W . i SAV.i 20 28 
W . i NAA'.i 32 28 

28 
34 
32 

33 

1 
12 
10 

28 
28 
28 

28 j 

28 
28 
28 ! 

S. i AV. i SE. : 

T h o m a s H . Tousey 
H i r a H . Tousey 
J o b Bowman 
J a c k s o n L e w i s 
N a n c y Si i ragg 
E l i zabe th G a r d n e r . . -
H a r r i e t J o u r d e n 
M a r y Chick s 
H y m e n i l i s D o x t a t e r . 
E l i z a b e t h Wi lbe r — 
J e r e m i a h S l inge r l and 
D a v i d P y e 
D a v i d P y e 
Cornel ia P y e 
R e u b e n J o h n s t o n 
-Tesee AVybro 
Bethenia Char les 
Al i l s ina J o u r d e n 
(.Jlarissa Y o c c u m 
M . A . P e t e r s 
Ei i sha K o n k a p a t ' E . i S W . i 
Rebecca T h o m p s o n S. i AV. i N W . i 
Pol ly K o n k a p o t ; i S . i E . i N W . i ' 'ii 
Pol ly K o n k a p o t J S. i AV. i N E ' 

E . i X W. 
W . i N A V . ' i 
W . i S W . i . 
AV.J SAV.i 
E . i N E . i 
N . i W . i NAV.i-
N . i W . i N K . i . 
E . i S E . i 
E . i S E . i 
W . i S W . i 
E . i S W . i 
S . i E . i N E . i . . . 
S. i A V . i N W . i -
W . i S W . i 4 
E . i S E . i 
W . i N E , i 
N . i E . I S W . i . 
N . i W . J S E . I -
S.J AV.J S E . i - -
E . i S W . i 

Head of fami ly . 
S ing le woman . 

Do. 
Do. 

M a r r i e d m a n . 
He.a^l of family . 
Single m a n . 
Head of fami ly . 
S ingle m a n . 
H e a d of family. 

Do. 
Do. 

Single m a n . 
Head of family.* 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

Do . 
Single loan . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 
Single m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

D o . 
Single m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

D o . 
Single m a n . 
Single w o m a n . 
Single m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

Do . 
Single w o m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do . 
Do . 
Do. 
D o . 
Do . 

15 I 40 j S ing le female . 

14 i 80 ! Do . 
14 ! 80 i H e a d o f f a m i l y . 
14 ! 80 I Do . 

28 ' 15 ; 811 ! D o . 
28 ! 34 , 8(1 j D o . 

15 ! 8i' Do . 
14 i 8(1 j D o . 

14 I 40 i S ingle female. 

H e a d of family . 
Do . 

Single m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 
Single m a n . 
H e a d of family . 

Do . 
Single w o m a n . 

]3o. 
Single m a n . 
H e a d o f f a m i l y . 

Do . 
Do . 
Do . 
Do . 

Single m a n . 
M a r r i e d m a n . 

Ifi 28 
16 28 
16 28 
10 28 
3 28 
0 

HI 
10 
4 
5 
9 
9 
5 
4 
4 
9 

15 
10 
4 
4 
4 
3 

10 
24 
24 

28 
•28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
28 
•28 
28 
28 
•28 
28 
28 

1.1 
15 
15 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 

80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
80 
40 
40 
80 
80 
80 
80 
40 
40 
80 
80 
80 
40 
40 
40 
80 
80 
40 
40 
40 

' Sise N o . 78. t See No . 149-50. { See No . 43 and N o . 63. 



10 S T O C K B R I D G E A N D M U N S E E - I N D I A N S . 

E X H I B I T A.—Copy of record of lota entered by individuals of the Stockbridge and Muns*e 
tribes of Indians, etc.—Continued. 

» 
Date. 

1866. 
Nov. 'M 

26 
26 

Dec. 13 
13 
33 
13 

1887. 
Dec. 5 

9 
1869. 

Nov. 26 

No. 

221 
'2'22 
228 
'224 
225 
226 
'226 

227 
228 

229 

Alexander AVilber . 
Alex. Wilber* 
Harriet Jourden . . . 
Naomi Johnston — 
H. C. Moon 
John C. Adams 
John C. Adams 

Description. Sec. 

N . i E . ^ N E . i ; 13 
S . i E , i S B . i ' 4 
W . i S E . i • 9 
S . i E . J N W . i I ,4 
w . i K E . i : 3 
N . i E . i N W . i I ; a 
N . i A V . i N W . i J - ' 

R. Gardner S. i E. i SW. i 
Don Carlos Butler E . i N W . J 

Edwin Miller. N. i E. i and N. i ; 15 
W . i N W . i . 

T. 

28 
•28 
28 
•28 
28 
28 

28 
28 

28 

E. 

14 
14 
14 
14 
14 
14 

14 
14 

14 

No. of 
acres. 

40 
40 
80 ! 
40 

Remarks. 

" ^ 

^ Head of family 

80 I Single man. 

* See No. 204. 

I cer t i fy t h a t I h a v e e x a m i n e d t l i e al)Ove r e c o r d a n d find i t a c o r r e c t copy of t h e 
" Record.s of t h e S t o c k b r i d g e a n d M u n s e e t r i b e of I n d i a n s u n d e r t h e t r e a t y of 1.856," 
k e p t i n m y office. 

KESHE>fA, Feb'y 25, 1878. 
J o 8 . C. B K I I X I . M A N , 

U. S. I. A. 

Mr. ADAMS. We claim that no man can debar us from that, for the 
simple reason that this act of 1871 Avas made by only a faction of the 
tribe, and Avithout the consent or knowledge of the tribe. Therefore 
they were not parties to that act, and when they presented themselves 
to be enrolled they were forbidden to be enrolled, for the simple reason 
that they had already received allotments of land under the act of 
March 3, 1843, and under the treaty of February 5, 1856. 

NoAv, let us clear up that point. If you construe that those parties 
who received allotments under the act of 1843 can not be enrolled, 
you can not enroll a.ny of the Stockbridge tribe because the whole tribe 
have received allotments under the act of March 3, 1843. 

In proof of my assertion that the Stockbridges all accepted allot­
ments under the a(;t of 18413, here is an abstract from the General Land 
Oflice, duly certifled, stating that fact, that the whole of the Stock-
bridges received allotments of land under the act of 1843. 

(See book of abstract of Stockbridge, Wis., marked Pixhibit B hereof.) 

E X H I B I T B .—Abs t rac t of Stockbridge, Wisconsin. 

G E N K K A I . L A N D O F F I C E , 
.July 8, 1869. 

I , . loseph S. AVilson, C o m m i s s i o n e r of t h e G e n e r a l L a n d Office, do h e r e b y ce r t i f y 
t h a t t h e a n n e x e d on p a g e s 1 t o 29 i n c l u s i v e i s a t r u e a n d l i t e r a l e x e m p l i f i c a t i o n of t h e 
o r i g i n a l n o w on file in t h i s office. 

I n t e s t i m o n y whereof , I h a v e h e r e u n t o s u b s c r i b e d m y n a m e , a n d c a u s e d t h e s ea l 
of t h i s office t o b e affixed, a t t h e c i t y of AA^ashington, on t h e d a y a n d y e a r a b o v e 
w r i t t e n . ' 

[SEAL.] J o s . S. WlI,>S0N, 
Commissioner of tlie General Land Office. 



B ' STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 1 1 

To Mis Excellency the President of the United States: 
S I R : The undersigned would respectfully report to your excellency tha t they have 

carried into eft'ect the act of Congress api)roved March 3rd, 1843, entitled "An act 
for the relief of tlie Stockbridge Indians in the Territory of Wisconsin," and will de­
tail in compliance with tlie directions of the said act their proceedings in fulfilling 
the duties for Avhich their nation elected them. 

In all their acts they tirmly t rust tha t it has been their fortunate lot to adhere to 
the strictest letter of the laAV as well as to meet the whole of its spirit and intent, 
and tha t the benevolent provisions of the last Congress have under their humble 
ministrations fixed the happiness and social advancement of their brethren upon a 
firm and eiuluiing basis. 

1st. The undersigned were elected conmiissioners to carry into efibct the objects 
of the act of Congress upon the first Monday in April, 1843, being the 3rd day of the 
month. The election was suj)erintended by ,Tohn Scott Horner, esq.; the register of 
the Green Bay land office. ITie report and certificate of this gentleman h a \ i u g 
been already transmitted to your excellency, it appears only necessary at this tim* 
to refer to the paper on file at Washington as a portion of the narrative of the pub­
lic duties of the undersigned. 

2nd. The undersigned having been declared duly elected as commissioners by the 
superintendent of the election, on the next day being April 4th they proceeded to 
settle the principles upon which their decisions Avere to be made, and in public ses­
sion with the assistance of all such inenibers of the nation as could be conveniently 
present to deternn'ne the persons who really belonged to the Stockbridge Nation in 
Wisconsin. 

3rd. These facts being ascertained, the undersigned caused the survey of the Stock-
bridge Reservation to be commenced on the 20th April, and com])leted on the 2,5th 
day of Jnne. 

4th. The assignment of the lots or pi-oportious were then made, and the list thereof, 
together with a full and complete map or plot of the Stockbridge Reservation as 
surveyed and subdiAaded under the direction of the undersigned, was tiled Avith the 
town clerk on the 1st day of .Inly, 1843. 

5th. The filing or making public these papers was advertised by put t ing np numer­
ous notices to tha t otiect and they remained in the office of the town clerk open to 
public inspection and criticism at all hours for the space of 20 dajs . 

6th. On the 1st day of August the undej-signed met iu puldic ses.sion to re(!eive 
all such gi'ievances or complaints as had been filed with the town clerk during the 
ten days previous, and proceeded at once to consider and determine them. 

7th. The undersigned were highly gratified to finil tha t but in a yery few in­
stances any of their decisions or allotments of land failed to give satisfaction, and 
the few complaints tha t were filed proceeded from either misapprehension or cler­
ical mistakes in preparing the papers. All these have been explained and corrected, 
and the undersigned have eyery reason to presume tha t a geneial acquiescence in 
their official acts now exists. 

8th. The consideration and determination of the complaints jus t referred to oc­
cupied the undersigned from the first to the uineteeuth day of August, inclusive, 
and in t ransmit t ing these pai)ers to your excellency by mail the undersigned sur­
render the authority delegated to them by the (General Government and the Stock-
bridge Nation. 

9th. In accordance with a fundamental law of the Stockbridge Nation and with 
the unanimous consent and desire of all interested—• 

All purchases, deAdses, grants, and gitts of land from one member of the Stock-
bridge Nation to another which had occurred previous to the passage of the laAv for 
the relief of the Stockbridge Nation have been considered inviolable and their 
validity confirmed by the undersigned; and none other than Stockbridge Indians 
have had lands allotted to them, with tlie exception of 15 acres only to the American 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions. 

The lots of land into Avhich the Stockbridge Reservation is divided may be de­
scribed as follows: The tier on the lake shore, l)eing fifty-three in number, from 1 
to 53, both numbers inclusive, are, owing to the curvatures of the lake shore, of 
irregular size, and on the west ends of irregular shapes. They are all exactly fifty 
rods in width, and their lateral dimensions are marked upon the map, as well as 
their contents in acres stated in the assignment of each lot. 

The next two tiers of lots Avest, being from 54 to 159, both numbers inclusive, are 
exactly rectangular, being two hundred rods long and fifty rods Avide, and contain 
sixty-two and a half acres. 

The east halves of lots 83, 84, 85, and 86 and the west half of lot 128 are divided 
each half into four smaller lots, each 25 rods wide from east to west and fifty rods 
long from north to south. These small lots are designated as the school lots 1, 2, 3, 
and 4, of the lot to which they belong, and as such are distinctly noted on the map. 
They each contain 7 acres and | | of an acre. 
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The lots in number one hundred and fifty-nine, and constituting three tiers of lots 
on the west shore of the reservation were part ly located and improA'ed when the 
duties of the undersigned commenced, and convenience to the residents as well as 
obedience to the laAv precluded any interference with their buildings and improve­
ments. 

The remainder of the reservation is subdivided into sections of one mile square, 
and these again into quarters and half-quarters in the same manner as the public 
lands. The east half of the west halves of sectiims 3, 4, 9, 10, 15, 16, 21 and 22, are 
fractional, and so is all tha t exists of sections 25, 26, 27. 

All the lots haA'e been careluUy blazed and their corners established, and upon 
each lot, a t every corner, its number is legibly written upon a convenient and dnra-
able tree, in such manner tha t the least informed person can have no difficulty in 
apertaiuing at once the dimensions and metes and bounds of his land. 

As is well known the Stockbridge Reservation lies upon the east shore of Lake 
Winnebago, is bounded on the north and east by public lands, on the south by the 
former Brothertown reserve, and contains 23,137 acres of land. 

The surveys have actually been made with the chain and compass, and the papers, 
i t is believed, are perfectly accurate. The undersigned are ready a t all times to 
give the reasons and facts which may have guided them in any contested decision or 
award. 

Respectfully, your excellency's obedient servants, 
D A N I E L D A V I D . 
J O S E P H L . CHICKS. 
TIMOTHY JOUKDAN. 
J O H N N . CHICKS. 
J O H N W . ABRAMS. 

UTOCKBIUDGK, August ^4th, 1843. 

The following lots or parcels of land are assigned to the persons whose names 
s tand opposite to them: 

9 
10 
11 
12 

• 1 3 
hi 
•15 

36 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
82 
23 
24 
2.5 
26 
27 ; 
28 I 
2 9 S 
30 i 
31 
32 
33 
34 
36 
3« 
37 
38 
39 
40 

Lot. 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

Con ta ins . 

Acre^. 1 

47.5 
53.12 
58.26 
66.75 
68 

K a n c y C h i c k s . 

J o h n Yoccum. 
76. 7 • J e r e m i a h .Jonson. 
74. 7 j H a r v e y J o h n s o n . 
77.1 
78 
78 
76.1 \ 
73.25 ' 
68 ) 
67.8 S' 
67.3 
68 

See p a g e 17 

J o h n Moore. 
H a n n a h P . Chic l ts . 
L e w i s B o w m a n . 
Moses Char les . 
Moses Char les . 

I 'nel la J o a r d a n . 
J a c o h Ch icks 

74.37 J o h n N . Chicks . 
70.1 , .James J o s h u a . 
85.1 
87 
87.5 
87 
85 
76.1 
75.9 
75 
72.5 
60 
68 
66.87 
61.25 
66.87 
68 
.53. 75 
61. 88 
61.4 
60 
50 
60.5 

See ])a;i'e 17.' 

See p a g e 17.^ 

J o s i a h Chicks . 
J a c o b C h i c k s . 
J o s e p h L. Ch icks . 
J a c o b Ch icks . 
J o h n N . Ch icks . 
Sally Quinney . 
Sal ly Qn inney . 
Sally Uuinney . 
Joli i i N . ( 'hic 'ks. 
.John N. C h i c k s . 
.Jane Dean. 
M a r i e t t a A b r a m s . 

1 
-I J o s e p h L . Ch icks . 

J o h n A\'. Qu inney . 
Ben jamin P y e , 2!id. 
J o n a s T h o m p s o n . 
J o h n Moore . 
A b r a m P y e . 
I s aac J a c o b s . 
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I 

41 
42 
43 
44 
4;-. ' 
4C ! 
47 ': 
48 ! 
4» 
60 
51 
52 
53 
54 I 
5 5 I 
56 1 
57 i 
68 
5S 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
66 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
84 
86 
86 
87 

9 8 i 
99 i 

300 I 
101 • 
102 ' 
103 
104 

-106 i 
106 • 
1 0 7 : 
108 '• 
109 
110 ; 
111 
112 : 
113 
114 
115 
116 , . 
117 
118 
119 
120 i 
121 
122 

Ii 

S e e p a g e 17.' 

i-

Acre^. 
53 
.51.4 i 
61.8 I 
51.5 I 
51 I 
50 
51.26 
53.12 
54. 25 
66 
58 
62 
63 . ' 
62.1 
62. i 
62. .5 i See p a g e 18. ' 
62.6 ' 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62. 6 
62. 5 
62.6 
82.5 
62.5 
62.6 

i 

See p a g e 18.' 

See p a g e 18.* 

62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62. i. 
62.5 
es.u 
62. 5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
62.6 
62.5 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.;^ 
62. .̂  
62. 5 
02.5 
62. r, 
62.5 
62.5 
62. 5 
62.6 
62. 6 
62.5 
62.6 
62.5 
62. 5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
6'2. 5 
62.5 
62,5 
62.5 

See page 18.' 

See page 18.^ 
See page 19 .̂  

See page 19.' 
Do." 
no' 
Do.2 
Do.' 

See p a g e 20. ' 

See p a g e 20.'' 

See p a g e 23 .̂  

A r o n T u r k e y . 
Ar (m Tnrke.^'. 
. ionas Thompson . 
L u c y .Tacobs. 
J o h n Wi lbur . 
p;iiKabetli Wi lbu r . 
Danie l D.ivids. 

A u s t i n E . Qu inney . 
Lou i sa Davids . 
J o h n W. (Quinney. 
Eani<-e A b r a m s . 
Danie l D a v i d s . 
J o h n N . Chicks , 
. lohn W. Quinuey . 

D.arius D.Lvids. 
M a r g a r e t Dav i s . 
A u s t i n E . Q u i n n e y . 
Danie l D a v i d s . 
Levi K o n k a p o t . 
J o h n AVilbur. 
H e n r y J a c o b s . 
Benjamin P y e , .-^enr. 
- lohn T u r k e y . 

Bei \ iamin i*ye, 3rd. 

J o b Moore . 
J o n a s Tl ' .ompson. 
Benjamin Pye, '2nd. 
J o h n W . (Quinney. 
J o h n M e t o x e n . 
fTohn M e t o x e n . 
Simon S. Me toxen . 

T h o m a s S k e n a n d o a h . 

H a n n a h M a r q u i s . 
J o h n N . C h i c k s . 

Wi l l i am G a r d n e r . 
A u s t i n E. Quinney , j r . 
A u s t i n E . Q n i u n e y . 
T i m o t h y J o u r d a n . 

Char les S t e p h e n s . 

Cha r l e s S t e p h e n s . 
Samuel S t e p h e n s . 
A u s t i n E . Q u i n n e y . 
D e m y Big-deer . 
D a v i d P a l m e r . 
E l i zabe th -Tohnson. 
.Teremiah J o h n s o n . 
. Jeremiah G. Slingerland., 
Jof^eidi L. Ch icks , 
.lolin N . <^'hicks. 
Moses Doxta te r . 
.Toll!) Moore . 
.Josiah C h i c k s . 

S e e p a g e 21^. 

J o s e p h L . Ch icks , 
. lohn Voccum. 
J o h n N . C h i c k s . 
T inmi l iy J o u r d a n . 
T i m o t h y J o u r d a n . 
.John L i t t l e m a n . 
. l ames J o s h u a . 
J a m e s J o s h u a . 
A u s t i n E . Q u i n n e y , 
A u s t i n E , Q u i n n e y . 
A u s t i n E . Q u i n n e y . 
Char le s S tephens . ' 
J o s e p h M. Quinney. , 

Samue l Mil ler . 
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123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
1-28 
129 
130 
131 
132 
133 
134 
136 
336 
137 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
1.50 
151 
152 
153 
164 
1.55 
1,56 
1.57 
158 
159 

Conta ins 

Acre,i. 
6'2.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
02.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62. 6 
62.5 
62.5 
62.6 
62.6 
62.5 
6-2.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.6 
6'2.6 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62.5 
62. 5 
6-2.5 
62, 5 
62, 5 
62, :• 
62.5 
62.5 

.See I'age 21 ^ 

hee page 

Samuel Miller. 

Austin E. Qninney. 
Hitnnah Marquis. 
.John AV. Quinney. 

: Jidm P. Quinuey. 
• John W. Abrams. 

Jac<ib Davids. 

Jacob Davids. 
.Joseph L. Chicks. 
Thoniaw .Skenandoah. 
Catherine Mills. 
Garret Thimi])son. 
Peter D. Littleman. 
John Met<)xen. 
John Metoxen. 
John \V. (Quinney. 
John AV. Quinney. 
l')etsev T. Aaron. 
Jt'sej'li Doxtater. 
Jos'idi Doxtater. 
Beii.iiitnin i'ye, 3rd. 
Aaron I'urkey. 
John Turkey. 
IJenjamin Pye. senr. 
Levi Konkapot. 
Jl'hli Wilbur. 
Levi Konkapot. 
Dinah Davids. 
Alexander T. Abrams. 
Isaac Jacobs. 
Darius Davids. 
John Littleman. 
Isaac Jacol)s. 
Hannali AV. (.'hicks. 

" 2. 

" ' • " 4 . 

.4 2 . 

" ' • " d. 

" " " 4. 
The school lot 1. 

" 2. 
u (I I. 4 

" 2 
" "• " 3 

" " " 4 
The achopl lot 1 
" . " ' - 2 
" • •• " y 

" " 4 

Of lot 8;i 

Of lot 84 

a Li a 

li M u 

Of lot 85 

(L U LI 

Of h)t 86 

Of lot 128 

^i u u 

John I*. Quinney. 
A\'illiam (iardner. 
William Gardner. 

-lohn P. Qninney. 

rlai'ol) (Hiicks. 
Aniorican Hoard of Commissioners for Foreign Missions. 

American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions. 

TiniotOiy Jourdan. 

trustees of the ohurch for the Stockhridge Nation with 
power to sell luuler authority of the nation. 

i 

Lot 14 is assigned as follows: The one-third undivided to Demy Bigdeer, being 
22 acres and f, and to Sapliire Yoccum, Delila Likerter Charlotte Miller, and Ramona 
Miller is assigned to each and severally one-sixth psirt, undiviiled, being 11 acres 
and jf each and apiece. The tibove tire heirs of Andrew Miller. 

Lot 15 is assigned as folloAvs: The north half to Austin E. Quinney, and the south 
half to Samuel Miller. ' ' 

I;ot 32 is assigned as follows: The north half to Catherine Mills, and the south 
half to Betsey T. Aaron. 

Lot 34 is assigned as folloAvs: The north half to ,Iohn Metoxen, and the south half 
to .lohn W. Quinney. 

Lot 48 is assigned as follows: The north half to Daniel Davids, and the south half 
to John W. Abrjims. 

Lot 56 is assigned as follows: The north half to Daniel Davids, and the south half 
*o John Littleman. 

I ' 
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Lot 66 is iiHsigned tis follows: All that portion or i)art bounded by and l.ving east of 
the U. S. military road, to Aaron Turkey, containing 12 acres. Ail tha t part in­
cluded between the U. S. uiilitiuy road and the Stocki)ridg-e old road, to Lucy Jacobs, 
containing .50 acres and i acre. 

Lot 68 is assigned tis follows: The east half to .John A\'. Abrams, ami the west half 
to Abram P.ve. , 

Lot 76 is assig-ned as foUoAvs: The north li.alf to Eunice Abrams, and the south 
half to John W. Quinney. 

Lot 78 is assigned as follows: To Mary Hendrick, to Lewis Hcudrick, to Susanna 
Hendrick, is assigned to each tind tipiece ouc-third, being 20 acres and "g each, the 
above being heirs of Hendrick Aupaiimet. 

Lot 79 is assigned its follows: To Isaac .Jacobs the portion or par t beginning at 
the southeast corner of lot 79; thence running north on the military road 25 rods; 
thence west through centre of lot 79 one hundred tmd twenty-einht rods; thence 
south tAventy-flvc rods, intersecting the line between lots 78 and 79; thence east 
back to place of beginning, l)eiug twenty iicres. l"o George Bennct is assigned the 
remainder of lot 7!), iieing forty-two acres and fl, of an acre. 

Lot 82 is assigned as follows: To .Jacob Davids the south half, and to John N. 
Chick the north half. 

Lot 83: The,west half to Ntincy Hunt. 
Lot 84: The Avcst half to Sallie Quinne.v. 
Lot 85: The west half to Betsey Wyat t . 
Lot 86: The west half to Betsey Wyatt . 
Lot 91 is assigned as follows: The north half to Moses Charles, and the south half 

to Timothy Jourdau. 
Lot 93 is assigned as folloAvs: To .Joseph M. Quinney thttt par t or p<irtion of lot 

93 beginning in the centre of the U. S. military road on the production of the line 
dividing lot 119 from lot 120: thence west on the line dividing lot 93 from lot 94 for 
the distance of thirty-three rods; thence south across lot 93 fifty rods, intersecting 
the line between lot 93 and 92; thence ca.st thirty-three rods into the military road; 
thence north fifty ri)ds back to the plaie of lieginning, 10 acres and î ,,- of an acre. 
The remainder of lot 93, being 1ift.v-t\yo acres and J of a [u] acre is assigned, the 
one-third undivided to Rel)ecca Thompson, luring 14 acres and -/v of an acre, and the 
remainder, l,)eing 28 acres and V of an acre, is assigned e(|ually to John Yoccuni, Law­
rence i'occum, Cornelius Yoccum, and to David A'occum, being six acres and | f of 
an acre to each, undivided. The aboA^e are ht.'irs of .John Aoccum. 

Lot 107 is assigned as follows: To Kebeccii Thompson, Sylvia Yoccum, and to 
Hannah Yoccum, one-third each and apiece, being 20 acres and f of an acre. The 
above are the heirs of Benjamin Yoccuni. 

Lot 121 is assigned as follows: To Betsey Palmer (widow), to Elizabeth Palmer, 
t o Nicholas Palmer, fuie-third each of lot 121, being 20 acres and | of an acre each, 
tindivided. The above are the heirs of Benjiiniin Palmer. 

Lot 124 is assigned as follows: To .John AV. Abrams is assigned tha t par t or por­
tion of lot 124 beginning at the southwest corner of lot 124; thence north on mili­
ta ry road for the distance of eighteen rods; thence east forty-four rods and thir teen 
l inks; thence south eighteen rods, intersectingthe line dividing lot 124from lot 125; 
thence west forty-four rods and thirteen links, being five acres of land. 

Lot 132 is assigned as follows: To Betsey Scipio, the one-third undivided, being 20 
acres and f of an acre, and the remainder, being 41f acres, to Betheny Scipio. The 
above are the heirs of Calvin Scipio. 

0-

WKm 

N. f or 60 ac. of W. i of NAV. i of sec. 
" " of E. .V " '•' 
" " of W . i of N E . i " 
" " of E . i " " 
" " o f W . i o f N W . i " 
" " of E. i " " 

" of W . i of N E . i " 
" " of E . i " " 
" " o f W . i o f N W . i " 
" 52 ac. of E. i " " 

S. i or 20 ac. of W. i of NW. i " 
" " of E . i " " 
" " of W . i of N E . i " 
" " of E . i " " 
" " of W . i o f N W . i " 

" of E . i " 
" " of W . i of N E . i " 
" " of E . i " " 
" " of W . i of N W . i " 
" 17.5 of E . i " " 

1, Lawrence Yoccum. 
" Abram Chicks. 
" Jonathan Cliicks. 
" Catherine Butterfield, 
2 AndreAV Yoccum. 
" Simson Gardner. 
" Ezekiel Robinson. 
" Nancy .Johnson. 
3 .Jedediah Wilber. 
" William (iardner. 
1 Abigail Jourdan. 
" Elizabeth Wilber. 
" Ciitherine Franks. 
" .Jonas Davids. 
2 Sarah Ann Wilber. 
" Lucy Abrams. 
" Mary .Jane Bowman. 
" .Jason Simmonds. 
3 Thankful Stephens. 
" Josiah Chicks. 

T 
^ 
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N. i or 40 ac 

" 35 ac. 
S. i or 40 ac 

" 35 ac. 
N. i or 20 ac. 

" 17.5 
S. 4 or 60 ac 

" 52.5 ac 
N. i or 60 ac. 

" 52 ac. 
S. i or 20 ac. 

" 17.5 ac. 
N. i o r40 ac. 

of W . i of S W . i " 
of E . i " " 
of W. i of SE. i " 
of E . i " " 
of W . i o f S W . i of sec. 
of E. i 
of W . i of S E . i " 
of E . i 
of AV.iof .SW.i " 
of E. i" " " 
of VV. i of SW. i of sec 
of E . i " " 
of \V. i o f SE. i " 
of E . i " " 
of W . i o f S W . i " 
of E . i •' 
o f W . - i o f S K . i " 
of E . i " 
of W. i of SW. i " 
of E . i 
o f W . ' i o f NAV. i " 
of E. i'^of NW. i " 
o fW. i o f N K . i " 
of E . i " " 
of AV. iofNAV. i " 
of E . i 
of W. i o f NE. i " 
of E . i " " 
O f W . i o f N W . i " 
of E . i " " 
O f W . i o f N W . i " 
of E . i " " 
of W . i of NE. i " 
of E . i 
O f W . i o f N W . i " 
of E . i " ," 
of W . i of NE. i " 
of E . i " " 
of W. i of NW. i " 

I. of E . i " " 
of AV. i o f S W . i " 
of E . i 
o f W . ' i o f S E . i " 
of E. i " " 
of W . i of S W . i " 
of E . i " " 
o fW. i o f S E . i " 
of E . i 
of W . i of S W . i " 
of E . i 
OfW. i o f S W . i " 
of E . i " " 
of AV. i of SE. i " 
of E . i 
of AV. i of SAV. i " 
of E . i " 
of W . i of SE. i " 
of E. i " " 
of W. "iof S W . i " 
of E . i " " 
of W . ' i o f N W . i " 
of E . i " 

" of W . i of NE. i " 
" of E . i " 
" O f W . i o f N W . i " 
" of E . i " 
" of W . i of N E . i " 
" o fE . ^ 
" O f W . i o f N W . i " 

35 ac. of E . i " " 

1 Abigail .Jourdan. 
" Elizabeth Wilber. 
" Catherine Franks. 
" Jonas Davids. 
2 Sarah Ann Wilber. 
" Lucy .\brams. 
" Mary Jane Bowman. 
" Jason Simmonds. 
3 Thankful Stejihens. 
" John N. Chicks. 
, 1, Nancy Gardner. 

" Bartholomew Bowman. 
" .lesse Bowman. 
" Adam Uavid. 
2, .Jesse Minor Jourdan. 
'- Hannah Moore.' 
" .Jeremitih Gardner. 
" Betsey Menage. 

3, Serepta .Johnson. 
" John N. Chicks. 

6, NancA' Gardner. 
" Bartholomew Bowman. 
" Jesse Bowman. 
" Adam David. 
5, Jesse Minor Jourdan. 
" Hannah Moore. 
" Jeremiah Gardner. 
" Betsey Menage. 
4, Serepta Johnson. 
" Chitrles Stephens. 
6, Harvey .Johnson. 
" Harriet Jourdan. 
" Sophia M. Jourdan . 
" Luke Jourdan. 
5, Sylva Yoccum. 
" Solomon Davids. 
" Elizabeth Bowman. 
" Mary Eliza Wilbur. 

4, Catherine Bowman. 
" Charles Stephens. 

6, Thomas .1. Chicks. 
" Antlrew J. Chicks. 
" Isabella Chicks. 
" Elizabeth Moore. 
5, Lucrotia Davids. 
" .losiah Abrams. 
" Jul ius Davids. 
" Darius Davids. 
4, George Gardner. 
" Charles Stephens. 
6, .Jemima Doxtater. 
" Sarah Davids. 
" Isaac Simmonds. 
" Joseph Doxtater. 
5, Silas Jourtiixn. 
" Margaret Doxtater. 
" Racliael Davids. 
" Harvey .Johnson. 

4, Niithaniel Al)rams. 
" Charles Stephens. 
7, .lemima Doxtater. 
" Sarah Davids. 
" Isaac Simmonds. 
" Joseph Doxtater. 
8, Silas .Jourdiin. 
" Margaret Doxtater. 
" Rachael Davids. 
" Harvey .Johnson. 
9, Nathaniel Abrams. 

4 

file:///brams
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i 

• 

i or 40 ac. of AV. i of NW. i 
" " of E . i " 
" " of AV. i o f N E . i 
" " of E . i 
" " ot AV. i of NA\". i 
" " of E . i " 
" " of AV. i o f N E . i 
" " of E . i " 
" " O f W . i o f N W . i 
" 35 ac. of E. i " 
i or 20 ac. of AV. i of SW. i 
" '• of E . i " 
" " of AV. i o f SE. i 
" " of E . i " 
" " of W . i of S W . i 

" of E . i " 
" " of W. i o f SE. i 

" ofE. i 
" " of W. "iof SW.i 

' " 17.5 ac. of E.i " 
S. f or60 ac. of AV. i of SW. i 

" " OfE. i " 
" " of W. i of SE. i 
" " ofE. i " 

" of W. i of SW. i 
" ofE. i " 
" of W.i of SE.i 
" ofE. i 

" " of W. i of SW. i 
" 35.5ac. OfE. i " 

N. ior60 ac. of W. i of NW. i 
" " OfE. i " 
" " of W.i of NE.i 
" " OfE. i 
" " OfW. iof NAV. i 
" " ofE. i " 

" OfW. i o f N E . i 
" OfE. i " 
" ofW. "iof N W . i 

" 52.5fic.of E. i " 
S. i or20 ac. of W. i of NW. i 

" o fE . i 
" ofW. i o f N E . i 
" • of E. i " 

" " O f W . i o f N W . i 
" " OfE. i •' 
" " o f W . i o f N E . i 
" " OfE. i " 

- *' " O f W . i o f N W . i 
" 17.5ac.ofE. i 

N. i o r40 ac. of W. i of SW. i 
" " OfE. i 
" " of W . i of S E . i 
" " o f E . i • " 
" " of W . i of S W . i 

" OfE. i • " 
" " of W. i of SE. i 
" " O f E . i 
" " of W. i of SW. i 
" 35.5ac. o fE . i " 

S. i or 40 ac. of AV. i of SW. i 
" " o f E . i " 
" " of W. i of SE. i 
" " o f E . i " 
" " of AV. i of SW. i 
" " o f E . i " 
" " of W . i of S E . i 
" " o f E . i " 
" " of AÂ  i o f S W . i 
" 35.5 ac. of E . i " 
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7, Sophia Moore. 
" Saphire Yoccum. 
" Caleb Moore. 
" .Jonathan C. Johnson. 
8, Reuben Johnson. 
" Harriet .Johnson. 
" John S. AVilber. 
" Humble M. Jourdan. 
9, Daniel Gardner. 
" Timothy Jourdau. 
7, Sophia Moore. 
" Saphire Yoccum. 
" Caleb Moore. 
' ' Jonathan C. Johnson, 
8, Reuben Johnson. 
" Harriet Johnson. 
" John S. Wilber. 
" Humble M. Jourdau. 
9, Daniel Giirdner. 
" Timothy Jourdan. 
7, Job Moore. 
" Job Moore. 
" Triphene E. Jourdan. 
" (Jeorge Bennett. 
8, See page 42. 
" Moses Doxtater. 
'• Saiuuel Wilber. 
" Stephen Gardner. 
9, Alexander Wilber. 
" Timothy Jourdan. 

12, Jacob Davids. 
" Jerut ia Davids. 
" Hannah Yoccum. 
" Prudence Qninney. 

11, Theresa Doxtater. 
" Lncinda Gardner. 
" David Palmer. 
" Francis .J. Davids. 

10, Jacob Moore. 
" .Jacob Chicks. 

12, John P. Quinney. 
" John P. Quinney. 
" William Gardner. 
" Delilah Siketer. 

11, Henry Moore. 
" Andrew Wilber. 
" Obediah Gardner. 
" Mary McAllister. 

10, David Palmer. 
" Jacob Chicks. 

12, John P. Quinney. 
" John P. Quinney. 
" William Gardner. 
" Delilah Sikerter. 

11, Henry Moore. 
" Andrew Wilber. 
" Obediah Giirdner. 
' ' Mary McAllister. 

10, David Palmer. 
" Jacob Chicks. 

12, John N. Chicks. 
" Mary M. Chicks. 
" John W. Quinuey, jun ' r . 
" Isaac Simmonds. 

11, Abigail Moore. 
" Hope Moore. 
" Jemis'on C. Chicks. 
" .John AV. Quinney, jun ' r . 

10, John W. Quinney, jun ' r . 
•' Jacob Chicks. 
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^ ^ ^ K N. i or 20 ac. of AV. i of NW. i 
^ ^ ^ K OfE.i 
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^ ^ ^ K , " OfW.iofNW.i 
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^ ^ ^ B ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B " OfW. io f SE.i 
^ ^ ^ B OfE.i 
^ ^ ^ B " of W. i of SW. i 
^ ^ ^ B ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B " of w . i of SE.i 
^ ^ ^ B ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B " of w . i of SW.i 
^ ^ ^ B ' 16.5ac.ofE.i 
^ ^ ^ B N. i or 40 ac. of W. i of NW. i 
^ ^ ^ K ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B " of w . i of NE.i 
^ ^ ^ B , ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B : " OfW.iofNW.i 
^ ^ ^ B OfE.i 
^ ^ ^ B ' of W.'iof NE.i 
^ ^ ^ B ofE. i 
^ ^ ^ B i " OfW.iofNW.i 
^ ^ ^ B 30 ac.ofE.i 
^ ^ ^ K ~ S. i or 40 ac. of W. i of NW. 
^ ^ ^ B : of E. i 
^ ^ ^ B ; _ _ of W. i of NE. 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ B of i 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ B of w . i of NE. 
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^ ^ ^ B . of E. i 
^ ^ ^ • l l ^ ^ ' of W. i of SE. 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ K i 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ K of W. i of SE. 
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13, John N. Chicks. wtk 
" Mary M. Chicks. M 
'• John AV. Quinuey, jun'r. J 
" Isaac Simmonds. a 

14, Aliigail Moore. 1 
'• lIoi)e Moore. 8 
'• Jeniisou C. Chicks. J 
" John AV'. Qiiinne,v, jun'r. j 

15, John A\'. Quinney, jun'r. j 
'• Garret Thompson. ,, 

13, Philena Pye. 
" Abram Pye, jun'r. 
" Sally Skenandoah. 
" Joseph Pye. :' 

14, Darius Charles. 
'- Elizabeth Turkey. ' 
" Catherine Metoxen. < 
" Miriam Metoxen. ,, : 

15. Cornelius .Anthony. 
'- Garret Thomson. 1 

13, David Yoccum. 
" Betsey Palmer (widow). '• 
" Louisa .lemison. 
'• Isabel Thomjison. ^ 

14, Mary Anu T. Doxtater. ] 
" Leyvis Hendrick. < 
" Betheny Scipio. ' 
" Nicholas Palmer. 

15, Elizabeth Palmer. : 
" Simon S. Metoxen. 

13, Benjamin Pye, 4th. •, 
" Ccudelia Quinney. . '', 
" Sarah I>iftloiuan. ' 
'-' Sarah Miller. ", ; 

14, Cynthia Quinney. • < 
" Mary Jane Quinney. ^ 
'-' Lucy Pye. ; 
" I'eter Metoxen. 

15, David Palmer. ' 
" Simon S. Metoxen. 

18, Benjamin Pye, 4th. _• 
" Cordelia Quinney. ,' 
" Sarah Littleman. 
" Sarah Miller. •: 

17, Cynthia Quinney. 
" Mary .Jane Qninney. 
" liucy Pye. 
" Peter Metoxen. 

16, David Palmer. - ' \ 
" Simon S. Metoxen. i 

^ of sec. 18, Lavinia Pye. 

i 

4 

i 

i 

i 

i ^ 

i 

i 

i 

" Hannah Pye. \ 
" John Metoxen, jun'r. 
" Irene Pye. 
17, Algerina Pye. 
" Sally Pye. ; 
" Margaret Miller. • 
" Elizabeth Metoxen. 
16, Susanna Hendrick. 
" Simon S. Metoxen. 
18, Lavinia Pye. 1 
" Hannah Pye. ' 
" John Metoxen, jun. I 
" Irene Pye. j 
17, Algerina Pye. , 
" Sally Pye. ; 
" Margaret Miller. 
" Elizabeth Metoxen. , ; 
16, Susanna Hendrick. 
" Garret Thomson. ; 
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John Kill-snake. 
Margaret Littleman. 
Jcmas Turkey. 
Hannah Turkey. 
Cornelius Aaron. 
Elijah Pye. 
John Kill.snake. 
Rachael Littleman. 
Lucy Koakajiot. 
Garret Thomson. 
Benjamin Doxtater. 
Harriet Miller. 
Lucinda Aarcm. 
Elizabli. Mary Thomson. 
Martin Littleuian. 
AVilliam Alonzo Quinney. 
PricUla Quinney. 
Mary Hcudrick. 
.Jesse Wybiow. 
John Killsnake. 
Theodore V. Quinney. 
•John P. Quinuey. 
AA'illiani Miller. 
Demy Big-deer, 
Betsey P y e 
Louisa, Koukapot. 
Olive Quinnoy. 
Betsey Scipio. 
Daniel Metoxen. 
.John Kill-snake. 
Tlieodore F. Quinney. 
John P. Quinney. 
AA'illiam Miller 
Demy Big-deer. 
Betsey P^'C. 
Louisa Koukapot. 
01i\^e Quinney. 
Betsey Scipio. 
Daniel Metoxen. 
Samuel Stephens. 
Jeremiah Sliugerland. 
Lucinda Quinuey. 
Geoige R. Robinson. 
Hannah Quinney. 
Amelia Quinney. 
Cornelius Yoccum. 
Mary Pye. 
Zacharias Miller. 
Wiiliam Thompson. 
Samuel Stephens. 
Jeremiah Slingerland. 
Lucinda Quinney. 
(Jeorge R. Robinson. 
Hannah Quinney. 
Amelia Quinney. 
Cornelius Yoccuni. 
Mary Pye. 
Zacharias Miller. 
AA'illiam Thompson. 
Abram Pye. 
•John Lewis. 
Paul Quinney. 
Ruth Metoxen. 
Washington Quinney. 
Polly Quinney. 
Simeon Quinney. 
Rebecca Aaron, 
Joseph Quinney, jun'r . 
Ramona Miller. 
Abram Pye. 
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N. i or 60 ac. 

37.5 ac. 
S. i or 20 ac. 

' l2.5 ac. 
N. fraction oi 
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of W . i of SW. i of 
of E. i 
of W. i of SE. i 
OfE. i 
of W . i of SW. i 
OfE. i 
of AV. i of SE. i 
of E. * 
of AV, ,| of SW. i 
of E. i 
of W. i of SW. i 
OfE. i " • 
of W. i of SE. i 
OfE. i " 
of AV.i of SW. i 
OfE. i 
of AV. i Of SE. i 
OfE. i 
of AV. i of SW. i 
of E. i " 
62.5 ac. of AV. i of NAV 

" OfE. i 
of W . i of NE. 
OfE. i 
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" OfE. i " 
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MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Rebecca Tliompson. 
Hannah Chailes. 
Oceola Quinney. 

.Jane Quinney. 
Martha Quinney, 
(Charlotte Miller. 
Eleiior Pye. 
David Pye. 
Dennis Turkey. 
Samuel Stephens. 
.John Turkey, 
see page 43. 
Adeline .Metoxen. 
Adeline Metoxen. 
Adeline Metoxen. 
Tnoinas Skenandoah. 
Thomas Skenandoah. 
Thomas Skenandoah. 
John Metoxen. 
John Metoxen. 

of sec. 25, see page 43. 
ii 

a 

" 
n 

" 
11 

ii 

" 
ii 

" Peter 1>. Litt leman. 
" Benjamin Pye, 3rd. 
" .leremiah Slingerland 

26, Benjamin Pye, 2nd. 
" Thomas Skenandoah. 
" Moses Charles. 
" Benjamin Pye, sen'r. 
27, John Metoxen. 
" John Metoxen. 

:; 

To George Bennet is assigned the north half of the south f or 60 acres of the west 
half of the southwest quarter of section 8, being 30 acres. 

To Moses Doxtater is assigned the south half of the south f or 60 acres of the west 
half of the southwest quarter of section 8, being 30 acres. 

To John Turkey is assigned the west half of the south i or 20 acres of the east half 
of the south-west <iuarter of section 24, being 10 acres. 

To Abram P,ye is assigned the east half of the south i or 20 acres of the cast half 
of the southwest quarter of section 24, being 10 acres. 

To Catherine Mills is assigned the south half of the north fraction or 62.5 acres of 
the west half of the northwest quarter of section 2.5, containing 31 acres and i of an 
acre. 

To John Turkey is assigned the north half of the north fraction or 62.5 acres of 
the west half of the northwest quarter of section 25, containing 31 acres and i of an 
acre. 

D A N I E L DAVID, 
Jo.sj;pH L, CHICKS. 
TIMOTHY JOTTKDAN. 
J O H N N . CHICKS. 
J O H N W , AHRA.MS. 

S'l-OCKBRlDGh, W . T . , Aug. 24, 1843. 

RKGI.STEK'S OKKICK, Crt7«»!e< CodKf.i/.- f 

Recorded May 23d, 1870, at 9 a. m., in Vol. " Z " of deeds, pages 445 to 457, both ' 
pages iuclusive. 

ARTHUR CONNELLY, liegr. 
P'iled in the town clerk's office .Julv 20, 1870. 

T. C. STEARNS, 
Town Clerk. 

Mr. ADAMS. Therefore, according to the act of 1(S71, they could not 
be enrolled. There could not be any discrimination made in favor of 
a portion Of the tribe for the simple reason that they had already 
received equally allotments of land under said act of March 3, 1843. 

But the act of 1846 repealed the act of 1843 and restored them back 
to their ancient customs and usages as though the act of 1843 had not 
been passed. I t then i)rovided that an enrollment should be made 
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under that act; thereupon the agent assembled the tribe on the 6th o 
December, I think, 1846, and told them that if there Avere any Avho 
wished to become citizens the enrollment book vras opea to them for 
that purpose. No one came forward to haA'e his name enrolled. He 
then went home, but soon afterwards came back again, on or about 
December 16, 1846, and told them that the time would soon expire—I 
believe the time was three months—and that if there were any who 
wanted to become citizens, now was their time to present themselves 
and become citizens. But no one came Ibrward, and the report of the 
agent in 1847 states that no one came forward. Therefore nobody be­
came citizens under that act, and so forfeited no rights. 

Under the treaty of 1848, which we now come to, a portion of the 
tribe made that treaty. The Citizen party nor the Munsees was not 
recognized in that treaty at all. I will read from the memorial of the 
Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, page 3, of March 6, 1856. 
(See printed memorial, marked Exhibit C, herewith.) I quote from 
second paragraph on page 3 of said memorial, which reads as follows: 

After the act of 1846 sales were continually made, of course at reduced prices, 
until , in 1848, a t reaty was concluded yvith the United States disposing of the re­
mainder. This t reaty was made by what was termed the " Ind ian par ty ," the band 
called the "Cit izens ' p a r t y " not being permitted to sign, and the Munsees not being 
recognized at all. 

This is the memorial of the sachem and councilors to the United 
States Senate, March 6, 1856, praying for the ratification of the treaty 
of 1856: 

E X H I B I T C . ^ 

MEMORIAL TO THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Memorial and statement of Ziba T. Peters, .John N. Chicks, John W. Abriims, and 
Jeremiah Slingerland, to the Senate of the United States, in regard to the t reaty 
of February 5, 1856, praying it may be confirmed with amendments; but if the 
Senate please, in any event, Avith or Avithout amendments, tha t it mii.v lie confirmed. 

BROTHERS : The treaty referred to was ])uld icly made at Stockiiridge, in Wisconsin, 
All parties of the Indians were there. The wliite <daimants w<'re present with the 
commissioiiei- of tll(^ United States, 

All the Munsees, liy their authorized delegates, and three-fourths of the whole 
number of Stockbridges (including more than two-thirds of the whole number of 
the Iiidia.n party, \A-ho wiire jiarties to tlie treaty of 1848) signed. 

The Stockbridge and Munsee trilies agveed at the time to become, and lie hereafter, 
one nation ; and in presence and with the a]>pi'Oval of the commissioner and super­
intendent of the northern agency elected their sachem and five councilmen, in ac­
cordance Avith ancient custom. 

Ziba T, Peters was chosen sachem; and five ]iersons, including those named above, 
were elected councilors. 

After the treaty was made we were inforiiied that those refusing to sign, uuinber-
ing (men, Avomeil, and children) sixty-seven sotil.s, had sent one of tlicir men, Samuel 
Miller, to resist its ratification by the Simatc. 

Our iieoplc, therefore, gave us instructions and jiowers of attorney, signed by e\'ery 
person Avlio.se name is appended to the treaty, to (•(iiiie ]I;TC .'lud ask A'OU, as Ave do 
now earnestly ])ray, to put an cud to iiur iircseiit iiiis('i'al>lc state and ratify this 
treaty. 

Brothers, Ave will UOAV in a few words give the reasons for this jictition, and also 
why we desire amendments. Iu doing so let it not lie understood that we intend.to 
reflect disresjiectfully u])on our sniieriiitcndcut, or upon our father, Colonel Many-
penny, under Avhose instruction the treaty Avas negotiated. Our trouliles and diffi­
culties, existing for many A'cars, which their jiredeciissors did not take care of, have 
been arranged by them. AVe owe them a debt of gra t i tude ; and although Ave did 
not receive all Ave desired, their wise parental policy and kindness to us and to all 
Indians will never be forgotten by our tr ibe. 

Brothers, iu the years 1821 arid 1822 lands were bought liy the Stockbridges, 

file:///A-ho
http://Avlio.se
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Mnnsees, Oneidas, and others of the Menomonee and Winnebago tribes by permission 
of Mr. Calhoun, the Secretary of War, and our father and the friend of all Indian 
tribes. Governor Lewis Cass. In the year 1832 the Menomonees and Winnebagoes sold 
to the United States a large portion of the same land, and the contracting parties 

f aA'e to the Stockbridge and Munsee triJies two townships of land on Lake Winne-
ago, in AVisconsin, which thesi; tribes, finding it was impossible to get more, agreed 

to accept. This is the same Ixiautiful t ract we have, jus t sold. 
In 1839 the Stockbridges and Munsetis sold to the United States the east township. 

In 1843 a law passed Congress making the Stockbridges (not the Munsees) citizens, 
with a provision for subdividing the remaining township, and allotting to each 
Stockbridge his equal share; iind, further, tha t to each individual a patent in fee 
simple should be given. 

These patents Avere ne \e r issued. A portion of the Stockbridge tr ibe, being dis­
satisfied with this law, petitioned Congress to repeal it. Accordingly an act passed 
in 1846 making all the Stockbridges Indians again. Between these tAvo periods the 
t r ibe was in the most unhappy s ta te ; bitter disagreements arose among themselves; 
they were unable to get their patents. Began to sell their lands at a great sacrifice; 
in many instances in the tortures of s tarvation; while every advantage was taken 
by the white purchasers, who either doubted their poAver to convey or were willing 
to avail tlienisel\-es of our extreme necessities. After the act of 1846 sales were con­
tinually made, of course at reduced prices, until , in 1848, a treaty was concluded with 
the United States disposing of the remainder. This t reaty was made by what was 
termed the " Indian par ty ," the band called the " Cit izens 'party " not being per­
mitted to sign, and the Munsees not being recognized at all. By tha t treaty the 
Stockbridges ceded to the I 'nited States all their lands rciuaiuiug in the township, 
relinquished old claims upon White River, iu Indiana, and under their treaties with 
the Menomonees and AA'innebagoes in 1821 .and 1822, and all other claiilis whatsoever, 
receiving $34,004 iu cash, $16,500 iu stock bearing au interest of 5 per cent, and the 
United States agreed to pay the expenses of theii- remoA'al and to subsist them for one 
year in their new homes. The Senate, in an amendmeut, granted them additionally 
72 sections of land west of the Mississipjii, and $20,000, to be paid in ten annual in­
stallments. This land Avas subsequently located near the mouth of .Crow River, in 
tha t Territory. 

I t will be observed that in the Iiody of this treaty, as well as in the amendment, 
no provision is made for the Munsees, who OAvned the half. Their interest and r ights 
were OA-erlooked, although the 72 sections and the $20,000 are given in consideration 
of claims relinquished owned by the Stockbridge and Munsee tribes. No one Munsee 
was consulted, nor did any agents or person accept or sign for them. 

Here originated the cause of our present wretched condition, the Munsees and the 
"Ci t izen jiarty " annually sending delegates to the Indian Oftice and Congress to 
obtain redr«>ss, and the " Ind ian p a r t y " resisting; while the whites who had pur­
chased, and had become intersjiersed with us, by every annoyan(ie Avere ende<avoring 
to clear us out. 

Application upon apjilication Avas made by the Indiaus to treat anew, unti l , in the 
month of .June, the Commissioner at tha t time of the (ieneral Land OiKce, Hon. John 
Wilson, together with our superintendent. Dr. Huebschmann, were instructed to visit 
Stockbridge, and if possible to settle CA'erything by a new treaty, being especially 
instructed to regard the claim of the Munsees. A treaty was accordingly made, 
which, howevei', did not receive the sanction of the President, and was really dis­
tasteful to all ])arties. 

Mr. Wilson on his return, in his report of July 14, 1855, to the Secretary of the In­
terior, expresses the condition of the Indians in the following language: " Since the 
act of 1846 was passed, and the failure of the GoA'ernnient to carry out a t reaty in 
1848, the Nvhites have become disheartened, and have not carried on their improve­
ments with the energy or vigor tha t Avould otherwise have been manifested. The 
Indians, in most cases, liaA-ing really no home, are broken-spirited, and liaA-e fallen 
into haljits of idleness, having no Lands to cultivate and really nothing to do. All 
the mone.y heretofore received by them, they allege, has been spent by them, mostly 
in the purchase of farming utensils, cattle, etc., to enable them to Avork the lands 
west of the Mississippi secured to them by the treaty of 1848. But, as no homes 
were provided, they had been compelled to sell their cattle and utensils, generally a t 
a sacrifice, and buy food Avith the proceeds; and now many of them often get an un­
certain and scanty subsistence by occasioii.al labor, as they can obtain it ." 

Brothers, you Avill thus see that we are literally perishing. Our necessities 
brought ns together to soil for any price or to make any t reaty offered. 

The Munsees said they Avere willing to forget tha t the rest had wrongfully sold 
them out; the Citizen Band also said so, while a large majority of the Indian party 
X)rofessed a willingness to abrogate the t reaty of 1848, in which injustice had been 
done their brethren. Thus Avere we brought together again, always expecting those 
of the Indian par ty above named were here by Samuel Miller, endeavoring to de-
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stroy this treaty and our people with it. We then told Col. Manypenn.y, our father, 
we are united, and implored him to send some person to put an end to our trouble. 
Dr. Huebschmann was sent, and the result was the treaty before you, for which we 
pray the Great and Good Spirit to bless them forever. 

Brothers, may we not ask you if our present miserable condition is not in some 
measure at tr ibutable to a Avaiit of pioper care on the part of our guardians, the 
representatiA'es of this Republic ? By the t reaty before you we get land enough, 
provided it is good land; and we received $61,000 to pay expenses of removal and. 
subsistence for one year, purchase of cattle, horses, farming utensils, building school-
houses, .clearing lands, etc., making roads, etc., etc. 

Our school fund, which will amount to $600 or $700 a year, being the product of 
all the small annuities, we already have devoted to that purpose. 

Brothers, will you make an account of this against the value received of us ? We 
relinquish to you $36,000 in cash and stocks of the United States. AVe give up our 
lands on (?row River (doing so because nearly every forty-acre lot is, and has been 
for some time, settled and improved by si)natters, and our father, the superintend­
ent, informs us we can not have that land) in exchange for land far less valuable, 
which you have jus t purchased of the Menomonees for a small sum. I'he land on 
Crow River, we state on the authori ty iind information of manj-gentlemen, amongst 
others the Hon. Mr. Rice, Delegate from the Territory, is now worth for cash in the 
market at least $20 per acre; but at $1.00 per acre let it be put. The sum necessary 
to remove and subsist us at CroAv River, wliic'h would haA'e necessarily been tAvice 
as large as tha t now paid, you get clear of; in addition, the large amount you will 
receive from sales of our I/ake AA'innebago lands, in the heart of the fairest country 
in Wisconsin. In all this, brothers, the good bargain the United States are making 
in this t reaty you will see. 

Now, brothers, we say this, tha t at least one-half of our removal and subsistence 
money under the treaty -vill be used in prejiaring to go, arranging our affairs, and 
paying our honest debts. There is not a yoke of cattle nor ^ span of horses to every 
ten families in the nat ion; Ave have few farming utensils of every k ind; we are 
nearly destitute of clothing and provision. 

Mr. Wilson tells you in his report what our condition is ; tha t statement is t rue. 
Whenever, for years, we could obtain proAnsious and clothing for our families we got 
them oil the most soleiuii promises of ultimate payment. 

Brothers: Is not the United States iinsworable by the law of 1846; by their neg­
lect or refusal to issue jiatents, thereby reducing us to the necessity to sell our lieau-
tiful lands for little or uotliing; by tlieir delay to carry out the treaty of 1848 unt i l 
i t was no longer possible to comply Avitli i t ; by their delay in treating with n^? We 
humbly and respectfully ask again, is not the United States iu a great degree an­
swerable for the loAV state in Avliich Ave are? In selling o-ut and going to a new 
country we desire to be lionest, and we believe, brothers, you do uot Avisli us to he 
otherwise. 

The sum we now ask ($12,000 for the Stockbridges and $6,000 for the Munsees) is 
small, bu t a very large one now to us, AVe liave calculated closely, and tha t amount 
we Avant in buying necessaries and stock, and in paying jus t delits, so tha t we may 
have the $50 a head given for removal and subsistence for a year devoted to tha t 
purpose exclusively; and for the purpose of insuring the jiroper application of the 
$18,000, let it be expressed in the amendment tha t it shall be expended by the sachem 
and (councillors, under the direction of the superintendent of the Northern Agency; 
and if any surplus remains, or in his opiuiim is not needed for the purpose indicated, 
then to return the same to the Treasury. 

Brothers: In making this a])plication we do not think we ap])roacli you as begjfars, 
and we t rust you Avill uot so regard us. But wliatever is your decision, we pray you 
to ratify the treaty as soon as possible, tha t we may go home; for, indeed, we are ill 
able to pay tlie expenses of reinaiuing. 

Brothers: In shaking hands for the last time ]>robably with the Senate of the 
United States, we prav the (Jood Spirit to l)less von and this Government. 

Washington, D. C , "March 6, 1856. 
ZIBA T . PETERS, Sachem. 
J O H N N . CHICKS, 
J O H N W . ABUAMS, 
J E R E A I I A H SLIN<iERLANl->, 

^ Councillors. 

Mr. ADAMS Four-fifths of that tribe signed the treaty, and there 
was a very small portioTi who did not sign that treaty. There was 
a provision in the treaty that those parties who agreed to separate by 
the treaty in 1830, the Stockbridge and Munsee tribes should receive 
them back as brothers, provided they moved into the reservati(m Avithin 

^ a ^ 
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a specified time, which was two years from the ratification of the treaty, 
and that those who did not come to the reservation within that speci­
fied time should not receive any of the benefits of the tribe. 

Orders have from time to time been issued from the Department to 
eject this Old Citizens' party, which we successfully resisted; butthrough 
the interposition of Senator Sawyer the Department was asked that 
these parties be removed from the lands, A\iiich were lands allotted to 
them under treaty of 1856, "and alloAved to settle on the reservation not 
allotted." If they were trespassers upon the lands which were allotted 
to them under treaty of 1856, w ĥy did he ask tliem to be entitled to 
settle upon the other portion of the same reservation ? We presented 
ourselves before the agent and asked thirty days' time within which 
to present our case. The agent would not give us the time. We tele­
graphed here to the Department, and the Department gave ns sixty 
days Avithin which to jiresent our ease. We presented our case to the 
Department [Stephen Gardner, whose case was made a test case] with 
our brief and a statement of the case. The Dejiartment has taken the 
matter into consideration, and decided that the i>arty Avhom we had 
chosen and made a test case was rightful owner of that land which he 
now occupies, under said treaty of 1856. (See tenth paragraph of page 
6 and first paragraph of page 6, H. R. Report No. 558, first session 
Fifty-second Congress, Avhich is marked Exhibit D, liereAvith.) 

EXHIBIT D . 

As i t appeared by communications to this office from Hon. Thomas Lynch and 
others, tha t certain parties affected by these instructions to Agent Kelse.y had l)een 
parties to the t reaty of 18.56 (11 Stats., 663), between the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians, and had received allotments of land in accordance with the pro­
visions of that treaty on the reservations set apart for the use of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee tribe, and that the land upon which they are now located is the same 
land tUftt was allotted to these parties under the provisions of the s;iid treaty, but ' 
which had been reallotted to otln^r parties under the provisions of the act of 1871, 
this office directed Agent Kelsey, by letter of December 14, 1891, to suspend further 
action under the letter of August 31, 1891, directing the removal of certain alleged 
intruders for sixty days, and unti l further notice, in <nder tha t evidence of the rights 
of these jiarties might be submitted in proper form for the consideration of this De­
partment and determination as to the proper action to be taken by the Government 
in th^ premises. At the same time Mr. Lynch was advised of this action, and re­
quested to advise the interested parties to submit their cA-idence as early as practi­
cable. 

I am now in receipt of a report of January 29, 1892, from Agent Kelse.y, trans­
mit t ing a brief on behalf of Stephen Gardner, whose case has lieen agreed upon as a 
test case, and certain affidavits, from which it appears tha t the said Stephen Gard­
ner was a signer of the t reaty of 1856, and had the lands upon which he is now 
located allotted to him under ithe third article of said t rea ty; tha t he has continu­
ously resiiled on the lands eA-er since and made improA^ements on the same; tha t he 
has no other homestead; t ha t he Avas excluded from enrollment under the act of 1871, 
and that his allotment, 'under the treaty was reallotted under tha t act to Sterling 
Peters. 

Objection to Senate bill 2977, purporting to be "for the relief of the Stockbridge and 
Munsee tribe of Indians, in Wisconsin." 

First. The bill provides for the appraisal and sale of fihe Stockbridge reservation, 
or a portion of it, while there is not more than sufficient laud to furnish homes for 
all the Stockbridge and Munsee Indians. 

Second. The bill, if passed, will work great injustice to a large number of Indians 
who have settled upon the reservation and had lauds allotted to them under the 
t reaty of February 5, 1856, who, by an unfair construction of the act of February 
6, 1871, were excluded from enrollment as members of the tribe. These Indians 
buil t homes and improved their farms, and many of them are still in possession of 
their homes and farms. This bill, 2977 (if passed), will rob them of their homes 
without compensation. 

Third. The bill provides for the allotment of Lands to one jiarty or faction now 
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claiming to be the tribe, to the exclusion of the other portion thereof who have 
vested rights under the treaty of 1856. 

Fourth. Section 7 of the bill is misleading iu tha t i ts accejitance by " a majority 
of said tribe " must indeed be construed as meaning a majority of tliat faction 
recognized in section 7 of the act of 1871, and does not mean the whole tribe, the 
Stockbridge and Munsees, Avho are not enrolled under said a('t of 1871. 

; The Indians since I have been here have also sent the folloAving j>ro-
test against the same bill, which I herewith submit, marked Exhibit 
E, and reads as follows: • ' 

EXHIBIT E . 

To the honorable Senate Indian Committee, Washington, I). C: 
GENTLEMEN: In behalf of the aggrieved jiarty.of the St()ckl)ridge and Munsee 

tr ibe of Indians, residing on the reservation in the State of Wisconsin, do hereby 
solemnly protest against any action being taken on the Senate bill 2977, as totally 
not worthy ad referendum, for the following reasons: 

1st. Mr. A,'Miller and the small faction whom he claims to represent are the ones 
who never did sign the treaty of February 5, 1856; also the ones continuously op­
posing final adjustment of our pro ra ta rights l)y Congress, 

2d. If he and the rest of this faction had any interest heretofore, they lost their 
interest by nonremoA^al within the time of two years from the ratification of the 
above-mentioned t reaty. 

3d. The faction to which he belongs utterly refused a compromise wlien i t was 
offered to them by the late Inspector AA'illiam Parsons about the year 1887. 

4th. The bill recently introduced, it is presumed by his [Miller's] request, is one 
of the most infamous robbery bills, intended scheme, so he be paid tlie sum of $13,.5€0. 

5th. The most infamous part being to rob us of our pro rata shares of our treaty 
rights Avhen four-fifths of the whole tribe signed aforesaid t reaty of February 5, 
1856. (Vol. 11, Stats., p. 663.) 

This brief is intended for the information of the honorable Indi:in Committee of 
the Senate. 
, All of Avhicli is most respec'tfully suliuiitted. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, , 
J O H N 1*. HENDRICKS, 

Sevreturi/ and ex-sitchem of the Stockbridge and Munsee Indians, 
For and in bihalf of the aggrievedpirty of the . 

Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians. 
STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIAN R E S E R V E , 

SHAWANO COUNTY, W I S , , May 2, 1892, 

Mr. PAINTER. HOW many signed the treaty of 1856! 
Mr. ADAMS. Pour-fifths of the whole tribe, 409; that is to say, it was 

signed by 122 of the head and representative men of the tribe, inclu­
ding the sachem and councilors thereof, as against 67 souls. Page 2, 
Exhibit C. 

Mr. PAINTER. HOW maiiv were refused enrollment under the act of 
1871? 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the numbei' Avas about 150. They may number 
more than that now. There has been some increase sincie that time. 

Mr. PAINTER. How many of those who Avere refused enrollment 
were parties to the treaty of 1856! 

Mr. ADAMS. The number AÂ OUH be about 142. 
We have here a list which we wish to submit to the committee, al­

though Ave Avould like to have it preserved, because it is a copy from the 
Department, and it is very difiicult for us to get copies. This list giA ês 
every name signed to the treaty, and you can see for yourself. Those 
parties are not enrolled at all. You can take the other roll if you are 
fiot certain, and compare it with the roll ot 1871, and see if their names 
are on both rolls. These are the names of the parties AVIIO signed the 
treaty of 1856 that haA'e not been provided for. See list of the Stock-
bridge and Munsee tribe who were deprived, etc., marked Exhibit 
F , herewith. 

M 
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EXHIBIT F . 

A list of members of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, who were deprived of 
their rights and were refused enrollment under the 6th section of the act of February 6th, 
1871, entitled "An act for the relief of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians." 
(See Rev. bid. Treat., page 958, lines—.) 

M U N S E E S , 

41!6T9 
4'2680 
42681 
4'268'2 
42683 
42085 

42686 
42687 
42688 

I s aac B u r k e e ' s he i r s 4 
AVilliam M o h a w k , 6 
T i t u s Moha"vrk 4 
T h o m a s S n a k e ' s w i d o w 2 
A u s t i n Ha l fwhi re 1 
Oeorge Mo.^es 6 
Po l ly Moses ' 3 
H e n r y Moses 1 
L u c y Moses I 1 
J o h n Moses I 1 
-Julia Moses ' 4 
Josei>h Turke.y , I 1 
J o h n i t h a n W a t e r a i a n ' 7 
J o h n i t h a n T i t u s . 
Lev i H a l f t o w n . 

4'2690 
42691 

Came in­
t o t h e 
t r i b e 
b y a r t 
6 of t h e 
t r e a t v 
ofl856. 

42704 

42720 

j Eunice lied Eye 6 
I John Wilson 5 

James Ked Eye 1 
Charles Ked Bye 1 
Lucy Halftown \ 1 
AVilliam Highby 1 
AVilliam Fishcdny 1 
Moses Ked Eye .! 1 
Henry Jiod Eye i 

Mun.se6s who came from New York and took up land 
and were admitted in the ti-ibe by art 6. of the treaty 
of Feb'y 5, 1856. 

I 

STOCKBRIDGKS. 

of 

42735 
42743 

42729 

42773 

42766 
42726 

42711 

42826 

^2730 

42696 

See 42774 

(rPor<;e T. T^eimett 
Georjiie J . Henuctt 
Stepiieu virardner 
William (ifirdner 
Zera Garduer 
Thomjis (riirdner 
Nancy Gardner, widow 

William Gardner. 
Obed < rafdner 
George (i-ardner 

i Jeremiah Gardner 
\ Daniel Gardner 
i Joseph Gardner 
1 A dasn Davids 
j Louisa Davids 
I Solomon Davids 
[U^euben Johnson 
1^Jeremiah Johnson 
I Harriet Turkey 
I -loscph Doxtater 
j Tlioiiias Doxtater 
! Charles Doxtater 
' John P. Hendricks 

Samuel Hoiulricli.'* 
Bortbolimew Boman 
John Boman 
Edward 'Hoinan 
John Hoiiian 
Samuel IJoinan 
Enialine B<mum 
Susan La Uoy 
Elizabeth Boman, nee Chicks 
Hannah Doxtate.r 
Sincleton Fiddler 

.James Moon 
'Henry Moon . . . 
(Jeremiab Moon. 
Williani Butler. 
D^m C. Butler . . 
John Butler 

Son of Geo. T. Bennett. 

SSons of Stephen Gardner. 

>8ons of Wm. Gardner. 

Son of Daniel (iardner. 

Daughter of Adam Davids. 

SSons of Hovey Johnson. 
Â ee Jourdan. married Dennis Turkey. 

vSons of Josepli Doxtater. 

Son of John P. Hendrieks. 

>Sons and daughters of Edward Boman. 

Daughter of Elizabeth Chieks. 
Son of Emily Wanby, enrolled under the act 1871, but 

he was not. 

>Sons of the sister of John W. Abrams. 

Son of M. Eliza Butler. 
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A list of members of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, etc.—Continued. 

STOCKBRIDGES.—Continued. 

See 42700 

See 427'27 
42775 

42706 

See 42798 
See 42815 
See 42727 
See 42694 

42783 
42780 

42721 

See 4'i701 

42708 
See 42733 
See 42773 

42786 

See 42734 
See 42696 

See 42781 

See 42708 
See 42726 

4'2792 

Names. 

Charles Toueey 

Laton Toueey 

Elizabeth Stephens 
Mary 0. Beoman 

Eleanor Hammer 
Simeon Gardner 

Clark Ciiish 

Truman Koberson 

Henry Jacobs 
Harriet Martin 

Heirs of Mary A. King 
Elsie J . Anger 

Gerome Smith 

Aaroii Smith, heirs 

Heirs of Pete.r Metoxen 

Mary Jane ('ascy •. 

fAViUiam Welch, heir of Con-
J dace Abrams. 
IJohii Banshie, heir of Eliza 
[ Franks. 

Ciiroline Doxtater 
John Lewis, " in Canada".. - -

No. 

1 
4 
4 
5 
4 
1 
5 
4 
3 
6 
2 
1 
4 

I 
2 
] 
3 
4 
2 
2 
1 
3 
1 
1 
4 
3 
1 

3 
3 
4 

2 
5 
2 
2 
2 
4 
2 
5 
1 
4 
1 
5 
1 

4 

1 
1 
1 

Remarks. 

Son of Jacob Davids. 

Son of Margaret Davids. 
See 42761. 42762, and 42763. 

^Sons of Joseph L. Chicks. 

ISons of Thomiis Toueey. 

Sister of Thomas Toueey. 

Son of Jesse M. Jourdan. 
Wife of Samuel Stephens. 
Wife of John Beoman. 
Daughter of James L. Chicks. 
DangJiter of John N. Chicks. 
Son of Mary Jane Beoman. 

Daughter of Simeon Gardner. 

Son of Lucinda Gardner. 
Wife (»f J . W. Quinney. 

Son Isaac Jacobs ami iu'othcr of Jacob Jacob 
Daughter of Hovey Johnson. 
Wife of John Mohawk who was enrolled \ 

act of 1871, but she was not ein-oUed. 
VDaughters of George T. Bennett. 
"Wife of Moses Smith. 
Son ot Hannah Smitli. 
Daughter of Hannah Smith. 
Son of T'raneis. 

paughter of Thomas Toueey. 
His father enrolled, but he tt̂ ft otf. 
Daughter of Daniel Gardener. 
Sister of Aarttn Koukapot. 
Son of John W. Abrams. 

VDanghters of John W. Abrams. 

Daughter of Charlotte Palmer. 
Daugiiter of Josepli Doxtater. 

s. 

J 

Mr. P A I N T E E . Oae more question: Had any of those Avho were al­
lowed to enroll taken allotments niider the treaty of ISoO? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; they had all recei\'ed allotments under the treaty 
of 1856. 

Senator JONES. Let me understand the condition of the party you. 
now represent; are they on this reservation? 

Mr. ADAMS, Yes, sir. 
Senator JONES. They occupy lands! 
Mr. ADAMS. Y"es, sir; they have been on there ever since the treaty 

of 1856, and were some of the first parties to locate on their OAvn lands, 
according to that book, I mean Exhibit A hereof, as you will see. 

Senator JONES. A S I understand the contention in this case is, that 
you are not entitled to the lands you are occupying! 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
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Senator JONES. They propose to put you out and occupy it for the 
balance of the Indians? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
In regard to the treaty of 1848: Article xvi i of the treaty of 1856 

provides that so much of the treaties of 1839 and 1848 as is in contra­
vention or in conflict with the stipulations of said treaty is thereby 
abrogated and annulled. 

Article xvii i ])rovides that this instrument [said treaty of 1856] shall 
be binding upon the contracting parties after the Senate and the Presi­
dent shall ratify it. 

Now, this treaty was presented to the tribe; they signed it and ap­
proved it. I t Avas sent to the Department; the Department approved 
it. They sent it to the Senate; the Senate ratified it with amendments. 
They sent the amendments back to the tribe; the tribe accepted the 
amendments. I t was ratified by the Senate on the 18th of April, 1856, 
and approved by the President on the 8th of Sej)tember, 1856. There­
fore it became the supreme law of the land. They took up lands under 
said treaty, and, as I have said before, lived upon them, built houses 
upon them, and have resided thereon ever since, until the act of 1871. 

Senator JONES. When was this present reservation given to you by 
the Government? 

Mr. ADAMS. In 1856, by the treaty of February 5, 1856. 
Mr. JONES. Did the Indians immediately remove to it? 
Mr. ADAMS. A greater portion of them did, and a small portion of 

them did not. 
Senator JONES. HOW many Indians do you represent of the class 

denied the right of participation? 
Mr. ADAMS. About 150 and some odd; there has been an increase 

since the enrollment of 1871. 
Senator J O N E S . About how many are in the tribe exclusive of those? 
Mr. ADAMS. In 1871 there were 138 enrolled to become citizens, and 

there were 112 wanted to remain Indians. That was the way the rolls 
were made. That would make about 250 altogether. 

Senator JONES. These were exclusive of the Indians you represent? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, exclusive, l^ow, these parties whom I represent 

have not had their rights. They have, however, by the law of 1871, 
been recognized as members of the tribe, are so far as to secure pay for 
their improA^ements in the same manner as the indiA'idual members of, 
the Indian party did. See list of appraisal and awards. House of Eep-
resentatives. Mis. Doc. No. 14, third session. Forty-sixth Congress, p. 
27, thereiij. They have held offices in the tribe up to the time of the 
passage of the act of 1871. They were refused enrollment for the sim­
ple reason, as I stated, that they had received allotments under the 
act of 1843. 

Senator S'J'OCKBEIDGE. Do they; hold those allotments? 
Mr. ADAMS. XO, sir; they hohl "the allotments which they receiA^ed 

under the treaty of 1856. 
Mr. McGrOAVAN. What became of the aUotments Avhich they received 

under the act of 1843 ? 
Mr. ADAMS. Tlie allotments Avhich they received in 1843 were thrown 

into those made under the treaty of 1856. 
Mr. MCCTOAVAN. Did they not sell them? 
Mr. ADAMS. They sold Avhat is called the usufructuary rights. Im­

mediately when the Avhite people found a treaty was going to be made— 
you know how it is when a neAv settlement is going to be made—the 
whites all rushed in and wanted to get possession of the land. I have 
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known one to pay $5 for the possession of su(;h a place, and $10 was 
paid for a right of possession in the town of Stockbridge. 

Mr. MCCTOWAN. Was it not all patented subsequently to the parties 
to Avhom these old Citizen parties sold? 

Mr. ADAMS. It Avas yiatented to a portion of them. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Were they not all patented ? 
Mr. ADAMS. These parties had sold their usufructuary rights only; 

they had nothing more to sell. 
Mr. MoGoAVAN. What do you mean by usufructuary rights? 
Mr. ADAMS. The rights of possession. 
Mr. McGoAVAN. Is that all the right they had under the allotment? 
Mr. ADAMS. No; they had just the same tenure as other Indians 

had, but they could not sell th<- title in fee in these (;ases because it 
belonged to the Government; it was held in common by the United 
States for said Indians; therefore they could not sell. 

Mr. MoGoWAN. I think y(ni misunderstand me. 
Mr. ADAMS. N O ; I do not misunderstand you. You mean to say that 

the Jiarties who received allotments under the act of 1843 the land was 
patented to them or their grantees ? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Either to them or to their grantees, was it not? 
Mr. ADAMS. NO ; it was not patented to them, and could not, as I have 

stated. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. If that is true it Avas patented in fee simple. 
Mr. ADAMS. Not until after the treaty of 1856; and as I stated, these 

patents were given to them for the purpose of securing those parties 
who bought. The Indians (I mean the Miller party) also sold their 
lands at the same time. So Avhere is your criterion to say what party 
sold out their land and therefore received right? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. We shall take issue with you there that the Indian 
party did not sell. 

Senator JONES. Will you please state the size of the lands you aban­
doned when you took these lands in 1856? State the size of your whole 
reservation at that time. • 

Mr. ADAMS. There was one township of land. In 1839 a faction of 
the tribe sold out; they had two townships granted to them in Stock-
bridge, in Wisconsin, on Lake Winnebago. In 1839 a portion of the 
tribe agreed to remove west of the Mississipjii, and one township of 
land was sold out then; then they only reserved one township of land. 

Senator JONES. SO they gave up in 1856 one toAAniship of land? 
Mr. ADAMS. Y"es, sir; by Article I, treaty of 1856. 
Senator JONES. And they have in their present reservation how much 

land? 
Mr. ADAMS. They have only eighteen sections of land, the balance 

of their leserA'ation iiaving been sold under act February 6, 1871. 
Senator -JONES. They gave up, as I understand yon, a reserviition 

which embraced a single toAAaiship in the place Avhere they lived? 
Mr. ADAMS Yes, sir; which was at Stocskbridge. 
Senator J O N E S . What else did they give uj) to the Government in 

consideration. 
Mr. ADAMS. All their old claims Avhich they were entitled to. 
Senator JONES. Were they entitled at that time to seventy-two sec­

tions of land? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; as stated in Arti<;lel, of said treaty of 1856. 

' Senator JONES. And they gave up their township of land and their 
claim to the seventy-two sections tor this present reservation? 
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Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; for the jiresent reservation, and the money 
stipulated in Article I I oi the same said treaty. 

Senator JONES. What is their present reservation? 
Mr. ADAMS. Their present reservation contains eighteen sections, or 

about 11,803 acres; and there is about 7,520 acres allotted; the balance 
being allotted to the so-called In<lian jiarty, also to the Miller faction 
under the act of 1871. 

Senator JONES. Was it only 11,803 acres at the time? 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir; it was one toAvnship of land. Originally two 

townships of land were given to them by article 1 of the treaty Avith 
the Menomonees of February 11, 1850, page 679, Vol. 11, ir. S. Stats. 
at Large of 1871. 

Senator JONES. I want to know how much land the Government 
agreed, under the treaty of 1856, to give you in ycrar present reserva­
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS. The Government agreed to give us sufficient land for 
use. 

Senator JONES. Did it not say liow much? 
Mr. ADAMS. N O ; it did not say hoAv much, but it gave two town-

shijis of land for the express pui'pose of locating thereon the Stock-
bridges and Munsees by said treaty with the Menomonee tribe of 
February 11, 1856. 

Senator J O N E S . Sufficient for what purjiose? 
Mr. ADAMS. Sufficient to giAC each individual 80 and 40 acres of-

land. 
Senator JONES. How much to each head of a family?' 
Mr. ADAMS. Eighty acres if he was married, and if there were more 

than four in the family, then there Avere 80 acres more. Each male 
person over the age of 18 years had 80 acres, and each female not lie-
longing to any family 40 acres, and each orphan child had 40 acres. 

Senator J O N E S . Did the enrollment under this act of 1871 receive the 
approval of the President and become a law? 

Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir; it did not. The enroUtnent under the act of 
1871 was made by Henry R. Wells, who Avas appointed commissioner 
for that purpose, which the Commissioner approved under our protest. 
The agent before that had tried to make the enrollment, and objection 
was made on account of the points there that nobody ccmld be enrolled, 
and he reported to the Department what he had done in the matter, 
and the Department wrote him that the law was very explicit upon that 
point and that he needed no instructions in regard thereto. So he re­
fused to jjut on the names of certain parties because they were not 
Stockbridge and Munsee descent. The sachem and councillors were, 
you might say, a set of unscrupulous men, and they procured the pas­
sage of the act of 1871 for their own aggrandizement, Avhich the sequel 
will prove, for by the enrollment which was made by Mr. Wells (the 
commissioner sent for that purpose) certain parties, individual members 
of our tribe, Avere rejected. Then after he had left them they, said mem­
bers of the tribe, Avere approached by a certain party who endeavored to 
secure contracts, but the proposition Avas refused, and the contracts are 
now on file in the Indian Office. 

Senator JONES. Was the man wlio apiiroached them a white man? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
Senator JONES. And an agent of the GoA'ernirieut ? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; an agent of the Government. He was Henry 

R. Wells, acting as euroUer for the Government, and this was done by 
his clerk, a man who has since been a Representative in Congress, Mr. 
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Myron H. McCord, and it is all fully stated in the pamiihlet—a report 
of the Secretary and Commissioner of Indian Aifairs, which I will leave 
with you for your perusal. That states the whole thing. The Depart­
ment has made several investigations in regard to this matter, and re­
ported invariably i;i our favor. 

Now, to shoAv you how the enrollment was conducted (and this is not 
my word, but the report of the inspector, William Parsons, Avho re­
ported ujion the matter January 16, 1888, and his report is on file in 
the Indian Office) let me read from paragraph 12 of said report, ILxhibit 
G, the whole of which is as follows: 

E X H I B I T G . 

POTT.AAVA'rOMIK, ( i R E A T N E . A I A H A A G K N C Y , 

Hoyt, Kansas, Jan. 16th, 1888. 
Hon. ,INO. D . C . ATKINS, 

Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, I). C: 
Paragraph I : S I R : In accordance Avith \'oiir instructions of .Inly 25tli, 1887, L. ; 

17486-1887, directijig' me to proceed to the Stockbrids'e Reservation, Wisconsin, to i 
investigate the claims of the "Old Citizen part.v" of Stockbridges \vitl> regard to its i 
members sliaring in the land and propertA' of the trilje, and to suggest some method 
of effecting a tinal adjnstment of the troubles which have afflicted these people for \ 
so many years, I haA-e the honor to report as follows: } 

Par. 2: I proceeded to the Green Ba,v (Wisc(msin) Agcnc.v iu August last ; held ^ 
seA'cral councils with the Stockbridges; took a large amount of testiuuuiy in the 1 
case, Avhich is herewith submitted; heard the arguments of the leadei's on each side; I 
visited the Stockbridge Resei'A'ation, spending sonui days there, and became per- 1 
soiially acquainted Avith nearly every male adult belonging to either party. The j 
evidence AVas written down b^- me, each witness having been first SAVorn, and every i, 
opportunity Avas given for examination and cross-examination by the representatives | 
of the opposing parties. All were invited to be present at the taking of the testi- | 
mony, and nearly all availed themselves of the iiiA'itation. 1 

Par. 3 : The first thing tha t struck my attention was the fact that the Stock- ? 
bridges, both "Old Citizens" and Indians, belong to the Avhite rather thsui the red 
race, nearly all of them having three-fourths white blood in their A-eins. They 
speak the English language tluently, and many of them read ami write. They can I 
not be fairly cla.ssed as Indians; they are only "p lay ing Ind ian" for selfish or un- ,; 
worthy nurtives. | 

Par. 4. In the next place the men are all either politicians or "s ta tesmen," and : 
the .almost sole occupation of the entire male portion of the tribe is politics. This § 
is largelj^ due to the many preceding years of political Avire-pulling and litigation 
which has cursed this people. | 

Par. 5. Thirdly, I discovered that there had been so much double-dealing, tr ickery, ; 
corruption, unfairness, and injustice done b,v one faction of this t r ibe to another 
tha t everA-l)ody had lost confidence iu everybody else, and tha t it was impossible to ;; 
harmonize or eft'ect a compromise between the factions. I nui.de a strenuous effort j 
to bring about a reconciliation, and at one time came ver_y near eft'ecting it, but one 
of the "Mil ler" faction left the reservation, consulted with,some of the political J 
authorities of AVisconsin, receiA'ed assurances of a strong outside support for their i 
side, returned to the reservation, and preA-ented the compromise. _̂  .3 

Par. 6. I have had in my possession for several months an immense mass of docii- < 
ments and books comprising the tribal records, also a variety of confiicting treaties, ! 
acts of Congress, and reports of commissioners, inspectors, special agents, agents, j 
and committees of Congress, which I have perused carefully as occasion offered, and ,] 
haA'e digested as well as I could. 'i 

Par. 7. After a thorough .stud^' of these documents and records, I find that it is < 
impossible to reconcile them with each other or Avith the existing facts in the case ,j 
in such a way as to do justice and equity to all. I will not cumber your files with -| 
a recapitulation of the history and misfortunes of this peo])le during the past sixty | 
years. | 

Par. 8. The report of Inspector Edw. C. Kemble, dated November I2th, 1877, is a I 
very able, accurate, and comprehensive statement of the facts, and I agree with his ^ 
recommendations in the main. ' | 

Whoever may have been responsible for the troubles of this people prior to 1871, s 
the evidence taken during my investigation and my personal observ^ation bonvinces ; 
me that the act of Congress of February 6,1871, and the enrollment made by Special | 
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Commissioner H. R. Wells in 1874, under its provisions, are the chief causes of the 
present troubles. 

P.'ir. 9. I t is claimed, and I think the evidence sustains the claim, that two forces . 
combined togetlier to secure the passage of this partisan act and the unfair and cor­
rupt enrollment made under its provisions. One of these forces, and by far the 
most powerful, was a syndicate of lumber speculators who wanted to secure the 
pine lumber on the Stockbridge Reservation. At the head of this, it is claimed, was 
Hon. Philetus Sawyer, then a member of the lower house of Congress, now a dis­
tinguished Senator of the United States. That he took an uncommon interest in 
the passage of the act of 1871 appears from a letter of his marked Exhibit 1, ilated 
Feb.v. 16th, 1871, to .leremiah Slingerland, a speculatiA^e and dishonest Stockbridge 
Indian, herewith transmitted. Also see affidavit of Orlin Andrew, formerly licensed 
trader at the Green Ba^' AgencA', to the effect tha t Myron H. McCord, who was the 
evil genius mauipnlatiug the corrupt enrollment made by Special Commissioner 
Wells in 1874, Avas fiuaufually backed, and was the political protege of Mr. Sawyer. 
Exhibit 2; see also Exhibits 3 and 4. 

Par. 10. I t is a matter of common knowledge in AVisconsin tha t the Stockbr dge 
pine went to the mills in which Mr. Sawyer was interested. The records of the 
tribe also show tha t he was reimbused from tribal funds for moneys advanced by 
him to secure the serA'ices of a timber expert in examining the Stockbridge pine. 

Par. 11. The other forct^ which assisted to procure the passage of the act of 1871 
was the Miller faction, who desired to secure the handling of the money to be de­
rived from the sale of the pine. See exhibit 5, where Sanniel Miller admits that he, 
with others, urged the passage of the act, and tha t Senators Sawyer and Howe as­
sisted them. 

Par. 12. That the enrollment made by Special C<mmii8siouer Wells in 1874, under 
this act, was corrupt and unfair the testimony shows clearly. As soon as Commis­
sioner AVells arrived on the reservation to make the enrollment he was taken posses­
sion of by Myron H. McC'ord, a prominent political wire-puller of Shawano, Wis., 
and the friend of Hon. Philetus Sawyer. See affidavit of Orlin Andrew, the par tner 
of McCord, Exhibit 2. McCord kept Commissimier Wells under the influence of 
whiskey a large par t of the time, and controlled the enrollment jus t as he pleased. 

Par. 13. Names were put on the " citizens'" roll or t t e " I n d i a n " roll, jus t as Mc­
Cord decreed, for a moneyed consideration. Those who were entitled to enrollment 
were refused unless they signed a paper agreeing to pay McCord a fourth or half of 
the amount to be received, while others who had no r ight to be placed on either roll 
were arbitrarily enrolled, proA'ided they paid McCord what he demanded. That 
Commissioner AVells and Myron H. McCord were in collusion in this disgritceful busi­
ness is undoubted. See affidavit of Dennis T. Turkey, one of the " Ind ian par ty . " 
Exhibit 6, Avhere Commissioner Wells refused to enroll Edward BoAvman, 'because 
Bowman neglected to put up a " stake." See also Exhibit 7, aflidavit of George T. 
Bennett; Exhibit 8, aflidavit of .lohn O. Hendricks; Exhibit 9, affidavit of Jacob 
,Iacol)8; Exhibit 10, aflidavit of Stephen Gardner; Exhibit I I , affidavit of John 
Davids; Exhibit 12, affidavit of Jesse M. .lourdan, and Exhibi t 13, affidavit of 
Jessie M. Jourdan; also affidaAit of John Davids, Exhibit 14; affidavit of John O. 
Hendricks, Exhibit 15; affidavit of J . C. Adams, Exhibit 16; affidaAit of John P. 
Hendricks, Exhibit 17; affidavit of John C. Adams, Exhibi t 18; affidaA'it of C. S. 
Aaron, Exhibit" 19. 

Par. 14. List of Stockbridge and Munsee Indians as claimed by the " Old Cit izens '" 
party, Exhibit 20; list of those who claim a right upon the Stockbridge Reservation, 
but are prohibited by the treaty of 1856 and act of 1871 from enjoying any of the 
privileges of the " Stockbridge and Munsee t r ibe," Jjxhibit 21. 

Par. 15. As a consequence of the arbitrary and corrupt enrollment made by Com-
Hiissioner Wells in 1874, the Stockbridges have been in a constant state of turmoil 
ever since. 

The " N e w Citizen" party, viz, those enrolled on the " c i t i z e n " list iii 1874, have 
nothing to do with the controversy. The contest is betAveen the " Old Citizeti" 
party, viz, those claiming the r ight of enrollment under the act of 1871, but who 
were rejected, and the " Ind ian" party, or those who were placed on the " Ind ian " 
roll in 1874. 

Par. 16. Failure to clearly distinguish the " Old Citizen" from the "New Cit izen" 
party seems to ha\-e caused at one time confusion in the minds of those managing 
the Indian Office. 

Par. 17. That the enrollment made in 1874, whereby many members of the " O l d 
Citizen" party were excluded, was corrupt, is established by the evidence herewith 
submitted, and tha t many persons entitled to enrollment were unfairly excluded is 
equally clear. There is strong evidence to show tha t tin; Miller faction had no r ight 
to enrollment under the act of 1871. Samuel Miller, tlie head of this faction, Avhose 
descendants compose most of it, is not of " Stockbridge or Munsee descent," and 
according to his own testimony did not remove as required by laAv to the Stock-



STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 3 3 

bridge Reservation within the two years specified. He admitted to me tha t he was 
of Mohican descent, but claimed tha t he Avas adopted by the Stockbridges when a 
child. He offered no other proof but his own statement in regard to his adoption. 

Par. 18. But though the Miller faction secured control of tribal aft'airs through the 
corrupt enrollment of 1874, they seemed to have been unable to retain it . The man­
agement of the tr ibal funds Avas a tempting prize, and a new faction arose in the 
" I n d i a n " party itself—the Aaron faction. 

Par. 20. This faction secured control of t r ibal att'airs a short time ago; then the 
Miller faction impeached C. S. Aaron, the sachem, and attempte<l to depose him from 
his office. A state of hopeless anarchy ensued. An examination made by myself 
showed that there Avere seA^eral conflicting tr ibal constitutions, none of which Avere 
legally adopted, and tha t neither the officers of the "Mil ler" nor of the Aaron faction 
had been legally elected; in short, the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians, as 
the ' ' I n d i a n " part.v style themselves, have neither constitution, law, nor legal offi­
cers, aiul iu my deliberate opinion they are utterly and hoiielessly incapable of man­
aging their tribal affairs. In another report, subsequent to this, I will trausmit the 
evidence and my findings in regard to this phase of the case in full. 

Par. 21. In view of the foregoing facts, I am constrained to agree substantial ly 
with the recommendations made by Inspector EdAV. C. Kemble, Nov. 12, 1877, and I 
therefore respectfully recommend— 

Par. 23. (1st) That a ncAv enrollment be made of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe of Indians. 

Par. 24. (2nd) That three (3) commissioners, one of whom at least shall be a com­
petent lawyer, be appointed to make such enrollment and adjust the equities iu the 
case, Avhi<:h enrollment and adjnstment shall be final. 

Par. 25. (3rd) That the tr ibal government be abolished, and the affairs and busi­
ness of these Indians be placed entirely under the control of the Green Bay Agency, 
until the provisions of the general allotment act, or some special act framed to adjust 
the troubles of these people can be put into operation. 

Par. 26. (4th) That the expenses actually incurred by the " Old Citizi'n " par ty in 
prosecuting their claims since 1874 be reimbursed them out of the t r ibal funds. 

Par. 27. (5th) Thjit a bill similar to tha t introduced by Representative Rankin, 
a t the 1st session ot the 49th Ctrngress, H. R. 3749, proA'iding for the recommenda­
tions above-made be brought before Congress for action. 
' Par. 28. I return herewith the records and documents forwarded me from your 

office, and in a separate package, the papers and books belonging to Mr. .lohn C. 
Adams, which you will oblige me by turning over to him. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
W^iLLiAM P A R S O N S , 

U. S. Special Indian Agent. 

The whole story is embodied iu this report. 
(See report of Special Agent William Parsons, of January 16, 1888, 

to the Hon. John D. C. Atkins, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, marked 
Exhibit G hereof.) 

Senator STOCKBRIDGE. IS that the McCord who was in the House of 
Representatives last session? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir. This is a part of the old political fight. 
Mr. ADAMS. Y*OU may call it a political fight if you want to, but 

the Avhole thing has been conducted through politics. There Avas a 
party wanted to get possession of the pine lands which they coveted, 
and knew no other means of getting it than t6 use this pretext. The 

-sequel shoAvs that they had an act passed [the act of February 6, 18911 
'thout the knoAvledge or coisent of the tribe. The Couimissioner of 

bu Aff'airs in 1872 reports the same, and in 1872 and 1874 reports 
.me again. "Agent Chase said he was unable to shut his eyes to 

Jegal practices against the interests of the tribe, but he was power-
JS." The ring Avas mighty at that time, and after they got the i)ine 

and sold the reservation, these parties, the Citizen portion of the tribe, 
who were clamoring .for their rights were rejected, saying that they 
would jjut them out ol the Avay so they could not hinder, and the Com­
missioner, H. R. Wells, refused to let us have a copy of the rolls after 
they were made. We sent here to Messrs. Paine & Grafton, attorneys 
here in the city of Washington, for a copy of those rolls, and we paid 
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$25 for a copy and received it by which we knew positively how the 
enrollment Avas conducted. We then made a protest against it. The 
Commissioner Avas sent back. He assembled all the headmen of that 
faction and made rolls again to suit themselves and it Avas sent back to 
the Dejiartment and Mpproved. Wc ha\'e been ever since contending 
and showing to tlic Dejiartment that we are entitled to our jn-o rata 
share of the lands and moneys. 

Senator JONES. Has the june land been sold? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
Senator JONES. Off' the entire reservation? 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir; there are 18 sections I'eserved by the act of 

1871. All the rest has been sold. 
Senator JONES. The pine has been sold off'of the land that was oc­

cupied by the party you represent? 
Mr. ./VDAMS. Yes, sir 
Senator JoNES. Has it been sold off the remainder? 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir. There were allotments made in 1871 to these 

Indian x)arties, including the Miller faction, and there are 7,520 acres left 
that were not allotted under the act of 1871. 

Senator JONES. HaA'e they sold the i)ine which was left on the lands 
uot occupied by the Indians now? 

Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir; they (the Indians and the MiUer faction) have 
cut and sold it themselves. 

Senator JONES. HOW was the pine disposed of on the land occupied 
by your party ? 

Mr. ADAMS. It was cut off" by the Indian party and Miller faction 
and sold by them for their individual benefit. 

Senator PBTTIGBBW. Under that act, have they sold the land or the 
pine oft'of it? 

Mr. ADAMS. The pine and the land both, and only reserved 18 sec­
tions. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . Then you are li\ing on part of these 18 sec­
tions? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; we are living now on these allotments which 
'were made for us under the treaty of 1856. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . Your party is all living on some part of these 
18 sections? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
You Senator JONES. 1 want to get the matter straight in my head. 

say there are 18 sections with the timber aU sold off? 
Mr. ADAMS. N O ; there were 18 sections reserved for the use of the 

Stockbridge and Munsee tribes. 
Senator JONES. YOU had 36 sections ? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes; of the 72 sections all but 18 sections were sold. 
Senator JONES. Were there any Itidians living on the part of th 

land that was sold! 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir; except a few of the new citizens, Indian 

claimants herein. 
Senator JONES. What Indians were living on the 18 sections reser 
Mr. ADAMS. They are there UOAV. They were both the old citize.. 

portion and the Indian party of the tribe. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . W^hat are these men after now? Do they want 

the balance of the jjine? 
Mr. ADAMS. They want to deprive our party, who were signers of 

that treaty, of their pro rata portion of the land and of the tribal funds. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . That is of these 18 sections? 
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Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. They have always been recognized as mem­
bers of the tribe, but by the act of 1871 they Avere cut off" from those 
rights and were refused the privilege to be enrolled. NOAV this enroll­
ment, as 1 stated, was made tlirough fraud, and certain parties were 
enrolled through favor and moneyed considerations and others Avere re­
jected, and after they were rejected the clerk of the commissioner, 
Mr. Myron H. M(;Cord, went and made contracts Avith certain parties 
to enroll them jirovided they gave him 25 per cent of tlie amounts Avhich 
they would receive; and one party was sued on one of those contracts, 
and the proceedings are giA'en in a book liere. (See note and contract 
by Moses Doxtater to M. H. McCord and tlie settlement of the same, on 
pp. 12 and 13, in Exhibit H hereof.) 

I t Avas settled according to the contract Airtually; so it shoAvs that 
the enrollment under the act of 1871 Avas carried tlirough fraud. 

Now, all we ask for you to consider is the treaty of February 5, 1856. 
We base our rights upon that treaty. As has been said, all the diffl­
culties heretofore existing in the tribe up to the date of the treaty of 
1856 were considered as settled, and tlie treaty jirovided that all com­
plicated difficulties which theretofore had been surrounding the tribe 
should be settled for the ])urpose of establishing "jieace, wherever they 
may be located, Avhether in the State of Wisconsin or whether in the 
State of NcAv York, or such as Avere included in the treaty of September 
3, 1839;" but all were to share and share alike, and the Stockbridges 
were the parties who agreed to receive those who had withdrawn 
again as brothers provided they would moÂ e up to the reservation 
within the two years sx)e(afied. Now, these parties moved up, and they, 
the (dtizen p(jrtion, Avere the first to come on the land and open up the 
reservation, and they have resided upon those lands ever since. 

This matter has been favorably reported upon by several Congresses. 
The matter was favorably reported upon by the Forty-fourth Congress, by 
the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, and Fiftieth (Jongresses. The Fiftieth 
Congress passed a bill in the House, but it did not go any further. 

Now, let us see what the conclusion of the committee was in the Forty-
fourth C!ongress. I read from the last two paragraphs, on page 2 of Mr. 
Morgan, from the Committee on Indian Aft'airs, House of Representa­
tives, Report No. 813, first session, P'orty-fburth Congress: 

The committee have had this matter under consideration for several months, and 
have given it careful attention, and the committee believe tha t great injustice is in­
tended to the portion of the tr ibe sought to he excluded from the reservation. They 
gave up their homes a t Stockbridge and moved to this reservation under t reaty 
stipulations, to which each one was a par ty. They have resided on the lots assigned 
to them for a quarter of a century, supposing them to be their own. They have no 
other homes, and, if driven aAvay, they and their families will be beggars and 
vagrants. 

The committee are of the opinion tha t whatever may have been the equities be­
tween the members of the tribe in regard to the lands occupied by it prior to the 
t reaty of 1856, t ha t treaty must be regarded as a settlement of all differences prior 
thereto, and tha t in virtue thereof eA'cry member of the tribe signing that t reaty 
obtained an equal interest with every other member in the lauds acquired by it, and 
the Government is bound to carry out in good faith the object sought to be accom­
plished by it. 

The committee of the Forty-seventh Congress adopted that report 
(H. R. Report No. 1950, second session. Forty-seventh Congress); the 
committee of the Forty-eighth Congress, first session (Report No. 
1054), changed the report a little, but adopted the same conclusion; 
the committee of the Fiftieth Congress, first session (Report No. 
1339), adopted the same report. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
has taken the matter under consideration and reported favorably, and 
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the Committee on Indian Aff'airs of the House has also reported a bill 
(H. R. bill No. 3594) in regard to the settlement of these difficulties. 
They have also reported, as I understand, favorably uiion Senate bill 
2873, which is but justice. The State of Wisconsin also, by a memorial 
to Congress, stated that they desired to have some proAUsion made for 
the relief of this (citizens' portion of the) tribe. (See memorial to Con­
gress, No. 7, on page 15, report of honorable Secretary Vilas, May 1,1888, 
to Committee on Indian .\fl'airs, H. R., and marked. Exhibit H thereof.) 

The county board of ShaAvano County also passed resolutions, em­
bodied in a iiapcr I have here, that there ought to be relief. The prin­
cipal men of the city of Shawano have also presented a memorial. 
Here is the memorial of the citizens of Shawano, asking relief for the 
Old Citizens' party: 
To the honorable U. S. Senators and Representatives in Congress of the State of Wisconsin: 

We, the undersigned citizens, do most earnestly pray that you will use your influ­
ence to procure the passage of a bill in Congress to appropriate a resonable sum of 
money to aid the citizen party of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, and we believe 
them to be in need and just ly entitled to the same. 

Dated Shawano, November 3, 1890.-
(Four;eeii signatures of the principal men of that city. See Exhibi t I hereof.) 

' E X H I B I T I. 

To the honorable U. S. Senators and Representatives in Congress of the State of Wisconsin: 
We, the undersigned citizens, do most earnestly pray that yon will use your influence 

to procure the passage of a bill in Congress to appropriate a reasonable sum of money 
to aid the Citizen party of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, and we believe them to 
be in need and justly entitled to the same. 

Dated, Shawano, Nov. 3, 1890. 
CHAS. M . UPHAM. 
H . B . SCHOOLEY. 
G. W . GIBB.S. 
C H H I S . H I L L . 

" H . C . HOYTKR. 
' W. H. MUKDOCK. 

J . M. R0HIN.SON. 
1). H . PULCIKKB. 
R. W. JACKSON. 
O. .ANDREWS. 
H. H. ANDREWS. 
CHAS. BROOKS. 
O. J . HOREN. 
A. KUCKCK. 

The legislation [which was act of February 6, 1871] Avas presented 
to Congress without the knowledge or consent of the tribe, and we 
Avrote to Congress, when ReineseiitatiA'e Rusk was in the House, and 
here is his reply: 

42 CONGRESS, U . S. H O U S E OF REPRESENTATIA'ES, 
Washington, IJ. C, April 5th, 1871. 

GENrLEMEN: Yours of March 29th in regard to lands situated in Shawano County 
is receiA'ed. I stated the case to Mr. Sawyer. He Said he had the law passed and it 
was right, and i t being wholly within his district 1 could not interfere in the matter. 

Yours, truly, 
J. M. RUSK. 

J O H N P. HENDRICKS, ADAJVI DAVIDS, and others. 

That is the way the matter has been heretofore conducted. We have 
presented the matter here to the members of Congress, but, as it were, 
they were parties who had passed the act of 1871, and tlierefore we, 
could not get any redress from them. 

We would earnestly ask you to take the matter under consideration, 
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and to base our rights upon the treaty of 1856, and in making your re­
port that you debar us from no rights guarantied us under said treaty 
of February 5, 1856, and that all subsequent acts or parts of acts in 
eifect as is in contravention or in conflict with the provision or stipulation 
of said treaty be so modified and amended so as to secure to us said 
rights and benefits in accordance therewith. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. We take but little- exception to anything that has 
been said here to-day in the way of historical statement. But there are 
a few serious errors that have been made, and what I shall desire to do 
to-morrow will be to fill up the gaps and bring in the facts. 

When the committee reassembled on the morning of June 1, 1892, 
Mr. Adams said: 

In support of our claim I offer in evidence the t reaty of B '̂eb. 5, 1856, on page 663, 
in vol. 11, U. S. Statutes at Large. 

Also letter of approval of honorable Commissioner of Indian Affairs of March 3, 
1856, on page 672, same volume and statutes. 

Also letter of Hon. Francis Heubschmann, superintendent, &c., of Feb. 23, 1856, 
together with amendment and accompanying documents on pages 673 to 681, inclu-
si\'e, same statutes. 

Also the roll or census taken and made in pursuance of Article V of said t reatv of 
Feb. 5, 1856. 

I also oft'er in evidence the list of allotments made in compliance with, and under 
the provisions of, said t reaty of Feb. 5, 1856; the list of allotments made under act 
of March 3rd, 1843; and also list of allotments last named are offered for the pur­
pose of showing that we, the Citizen portion (so called) as well as the contending 
portion of our tribe, have all received the benefits and shared alike under said 
treaties, and that we are all ecjually entitled, without discrimination, as provided 
for in Senate bill 2873 now under consideration. 

WEDNESDAY, June 1, 189.2. 

STATEMENT OF MR. J. H. McGOWAN. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I have taken it for granted, gentlemen of the com­
mittee, that the committee Avould take cognizance of any documents 
that Avere official without my having formally put them in CAadence. 

Senator JONES. Certainly; though you might refer to us any you de­
sire, and call our attention to them. 

Mr. McGOAA'AN. Then I Avill hereatter submit a list; I think possibly 
the most of them have been put in, but I may submit some that you 
may not haA'c. 

The committee has before it two bills containing practically antago­
nistic propositions. One is tlie bill introduced by Senator Sawyer in 
the Senate, which proposes to follow up the legislatiA'e action taken 
by Congress in 1871 in breaking uj* this little Indian reserA'ation in 
Shawano County, and jiutting the Indians there in severalty, so far 
as they choose to take lands in severalty, and selling the land and 
absorbing the members of the tribe into the body of citizens. That 
bill of Senator Sawyer's folioAVS almost exactly the proA^sions of the 
laAv of 1871, which disposed of three fourths of the reserA'ation in 
Shawaiio County, and left these eighteen sections iov a reservation for 
those who determined to remain as a tribe in connection Avith some 
common lands. . 

The other bill introduced into the Senate by Senator Vilas, and into 
the House by RepresentatiA^e Lynch, proposes simply in general terms, 
—the details of tlie bill will suggest themselves to you Avhen you come 
to read it—to take the members of the Old <citizen party and reincorpo-
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rate them into the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, and declare them bene­
ficiaries of all that the tribe are now owning. All that the members of 
the tribe now claim is to be shared, share and share alike, with those 
"Old Citizen" Indians, i t makes no provision for any final disposition 
of the little reserv^ation. 

The Commissioner of Indian Aff'airs lias recommended that the Vilas 
bill shall be enacted, and that the Sawyer bill had better be omitted. 

One bill is to be enacted in lieu of the other, under that recommen­
dation. The latter bill, which I shall designate here as the Vilas bill, 
would be practically a repeal of the act of 1871, so far as that act can 
now be repealed, for it has been largely executed, and it would result 
in a reversal of the policy that has obtained with that Stockbridge tribe 
of Indians for twenty-one years. I t would take away from those Avho are 
there rights which they acquired under that act^ and which would or­
dinarily be treated by a court, I think, as vested rights. 

Those are the two propositions before you in these two measures. 
The history of this Stockbridge tribe of Indians is an exceedingly in­

teresting one. As was suggested here yesterday they are " the last of 
the Mohicans," curiously enough. They came from Massachusetts 
where they lost the name of Mohicans. They were the friends of the 
whites, and invariably, through all history, I think, they have been the 
friends of the white man. They fought Avith us during the Revolu­
tionary war, but in some transactions with the State of Massachusetts 
they lost their name of Mohicans and came to be known as Stock-
bridges. They went from Massachusetts to NCAV York, from New York 
to Wisconsin. In shifting about, eventually, iu 1831—and that is where 
I am going to begin—there was a treaty between the United States and 
the Menomonees by which there was set apart for the Stockbridges and 
Munsees two toAA'nships of land on Lake Winnebago, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

In 1839, a portion of the tribe becioming restless and wanting to get 
away from theie, there was another treaty made with the United States 
by which these IAVO townships of land Avere split in two, north and 
south, and the east half Avas receded back to the L^nited States, the 
west half of each of the two townships remaining as a reservation and 
makirfg what was equivalent to one toAvnship of land. A portion of 
the tribe Avent Avest of the Mississippi River and were stationed over 
there as a result of that ti'caty. 

Senator JONES. Part of the tiibe remaining on that reservation? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The tribe remained on these two half townships of 

land as a tribe with tribal organization until 1843. 
Now I reach the act of 1843, which was not a treaty, let me impress 

upon you, but an act of Congress. The tribe proper desired to remain 
as Indians and niaintain their former ancient customs and tribal ela-
tions. J!ut in coiisequence of the action of some of the restive younger 
men of the tribe—and it is said that some of them Avere dissolute, and 
it is also said they were urged on by white men who wantCj] their 
lands—Congress A\'as petitioned to break up their reservation ^nd di­
vide it in severalty, and make citizens of the members of the t ^ibe. 

Senator JONES. That Avas these two half townships you speak of? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. These tAvo half townships. In reference to that pe­

tition the sachem and councilors and old men—and the documents are 
here to be referred to if necessary—the old men said that these young 
fellows were urging it on, and that the white men AVOUM soon get the 
land. But Congress was petitioned to take up these other two half 
townships of land, divide them into severalty, and break up the Indian 

1 
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tribe. Thereupon Congress did pass the act of 1843, which undertook 
to do exactly that thing, commissioners being appointed to divide this 
land into lots and allot it among all the Indians. 

Senator JONES. Those AA'ho had gone west of the Mississippi? 
Mr. GowAN. No, sir; those who were on the reservation, those who 

desired to maintain their Indian relations, who did not Avant citizenship. 
I think the act of 1843 declared them all citizens, that hereafter they 
should be citizens by reason of this act. Congress legislated them all 
into citizenship, and by and by commissioners divided up the leserva-
tion into lots, and allotted them to the Indians, and thereafter there 
was to be no reservation owned by the Stockbridge tribe. 

Senator JONES. Citizenship was not contingent upon the division? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. NO ; citizenship was not to be contingent upon the 

division; it Avas made directly by the act. Those who opposed this 
act, and who insisted tliat they wanted to be Indians, constantly pro­
tested against it. They protested at the time when the matter was 
being legislated upon, while it was going through Congress, and they 
protested i)ersistently after that until 1846, when Congress listened to 
them to the extent that it passed another act in 1846 repealing the act 
of 1843. 

But in the meantime, under the provisions of the act of 1843, the 
land had all been diA'ided; the commissioners had assigned lots of land 
to heads of families and certain persons ac^cordiug to the terms of the 
act. I t is not very important right here how much each person re­
ceived, but it was all divided. That is the important consideration. 

Senator JONES. Was it patented ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Not then; subsequently large portions were, as you 

will see in folloAAdng me. 
As I say, in 1846 Congress iiassed an act repealing the act of 1843; 

but iu the meantime these people Avho desired citizenship under the 
act of 1843 had been exercising the rights of citizens Avhich they sup­
posed they had, and Avhich I dare say they had, if they saw fit to exer­
cise them, under the act of 1843, for they had been holding office, vot­
ing, and exercising all the rights of citizenship. 

But finally they came to be taxed, and then some of them began to 
kick tremendously, as the officers began to sell their cows and other 
personal property in order to get money Avith Avliich to meet the taxes. 
But the Indian party Avere all the time insisting, after the passage of 
of the act of 1843 up to the time of the new act of 1846, that they were 
not vî hite people and could not be deprived of their Indian status and 
forced into citizenship, or, to use their own language, that they could 
not be made white men simply by legislation. So by agitating the sub­
ject constantly before Congress they secured the repeal of that act of 
1843 by the act of 1846. 

Tlie act of 1846 not only repealed the act of 1843 but provided that 
the north half of this reservation should be set aside—that would be 
one-half township—for the Indian party, and they might hold these 
lands as a tribe and resume their tribal relations, go into tribal usages, 
elect a sachem and councilors; and that those Avho saw fit to insist 
upon citizenship might haA'e their allotments down in the south half of 
this little reservation. 

They found, howcA'cr, when they came to attempt to execute the act 
of 1846, that they could not do it because the Citizen party had already 
taken their allotments and sold portions of them, and some of the lots 
were in the north half of the reservation and some in the south half, 
and Avhite people Avere claiming them. The allotments had been chosen, 
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and the right of ownership had attached, and the allottees had sold 
some of the lots, and the deeds had gone on the record in the register's 
office of the county. So they found they could not execute the act 
of 184(J. 

Another provision of the act of 1846 was that a list should be made 
of all those who chose to be citizens and stay out of the tribal relation. 
But the Citizens' party—that is, those who are now designated as the 
"Old C/itizens' party," it being the Citizens' party away back in .1843— 
under the act of 1846 refused to enroll. They sent in protests, which 
we have in i)rint, Saying that they had their rights, and that they pro­
posed to maintain themselves as American citizens; that they Avere 
under no obligations any longer to the Government of the United States 
under the act of 1846; that they had taken their allotments and their 
citizenship; that they proposed to maintain their status; and they ab­
solutely refused to enroll themselves as citizens. There was no ]AroA'ision 
in that act for enrolling the Indian party. So these were the difficulties 
in the way of executing the act of 1846, arising from the fact that the 
land was to be .divided into tAvo sections or parcels, and that it could 
not be divided, because they frmnd individual white ownership both in 
the north and south sections. Those were the principal reasons why 
the act of 1846 (;ould not be executed. 

What was to be done? There Avere great difficulties out there, great 
dissatisfaction in various ways. They came to Congress with ])etitions; 
they harassed the President and the Secretary of War, Avho, I think, at 
that time had charge of Indian aff'airs, and the Commissioner of Indian 
Aft'airs. The Indian party were the agitators at that time, desiring to 
maintain their position as Indians fully in their tribal capacity and re- , 
lations. 

Finally a treaty Avas entered into, the treaty of 1848, which under­
took to settle all the difficulties betAveenthe Citizen party and the Indian 
party. The treaty of 1848, to be found in Vol. 9, of the Statutes at 
Large, page 955, i have printed, beginning on page 47 of what I call 
my red book, which I have in my hand. It embraces the legislation 
which had gone before. I t is a short treaty, and is so pertinent and so 
valuable in this discussion that if you will permit me I shall read con­
siderably from it : 

Whereas by an act of Congress entitled "An act for the relief of the Stockbridge 
tr ibe of Indians, in the Territory of Wisconsin," approved on the thi rd da.v of March, 
A. D. 1843, it was provided tha t the township of land on the east side of AA'innebago 
Lake, secured to said tribe by the t reaty with the Menomonie Indians, of February 
8, 1831, as amended b.y the Senate of the United States, and not heretofore ceded by 
said tribe to the United States, should be divided and allotted among the indiA'idual 
members of said tribe, by commissioners to be elected tbr tha t pur]iose, Avho were to 
make reports of such division and allotment, and thereupon the ])ersons composing 
said tribe were to become citizens of the United States. 

This is the first whereas, and deals fully with the treaty of 1843. 
And whereas a jiortion of said tr ibe refused to recognize the A'alidity of said act 

of Congress, or the proceedings which were had under it, or to be governed by its 
provisions; and upon their petition a subsequent act was passed hy the Congress of 
the United States on the 6th day of August, 1846, repealing the Said act of March 
3rd, 1843, and providing, among other things, tha t such of said tribe as should en­
roll themselves with the subagent of Indian affairs a t Green Bay should be and re­
main citizens of the United States, and the residue of said tr ibe were restored to 
tlieir ancient form of government as an Indian tr ibe. 

I t Avas also provided tha t the said township of laud should be divided into two 
districts, one of which was to be known as the " Ind ian district ," the other as the 
" Citizen d is t r ic t ; " the former to be held in common by the par ty who did not desire 
citizenship, and the lat ter to be divided and allotted among such as were citizens 
and desired to remain so. 
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That deals wholly with the act of 1846. 
And AVhereas it iias been found impracticable to carry into full effect provisions of 

the act of August 6, 1846, by dividing the said township of land in the manner spec­
ified in said act without infringing upon private rights, acquired in good faitli unaer 
the act of 1843, hereinbefore referred to. With a view of relieving both the Indian 
and Citizen parties of said Stockbridge tribe of Indians from their present embar­
rassments, and to secure to each tlieir jus t rights^ articles of agreement and com­
promise have been entered into as follows: 

'•i. i^ * i^ i^ * I. 

ART. 1: The said Stockbridge tribe of Indians renounce all iiarticiiiatiou in any of 
the lienefits or privileges granted or conferred by the act of Cougres.s entitled "An 
act for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the Territory of AVisconsin," 
approA'ed Mari;h 3, 1843, and reliii(|uish all r ights secured by said act ; and they do 
hereby acknowledge and declare tl iemsehes to be under the protection and guard­
ianship of the United States as other Indian tribes. 

That is the tribe, those who desired to be Indians, do that. 
ART. 2. That no misiinderstandiug may exist now or hereafter in determining who 

compose said tribe and are parties hereto, it is agi-eed that a roll or census shall be 
taken and appended to this agreeiueut, and in likeniauuer taken annually hereafter, 
and returned to the Secretary of the War Deiiartnient of the t 'nited States, contain­
ing the names of all such as are parties hereto and to be known and recognized as 
the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, who shall be entitled to their due proportion of 
the beiieiits to be derived from the provisions made for their tribe by this and for­
mer agreements; and whene\'er an^'of them shall separate themselves from said 
tribe, or abandon the country which may be selected for their future home, the 
share or portion of such shall cease, and they shall forfeit all claim.s to be recognized 
as members of said tribe. 

ART. 3. Thatsaid Stockbridge tribe of luiliaiis hereby sell and relinquish to the 
United States 

This is important. 
The said Stockbridge tribe of Indians hereby sell and ridinquish to the United 

States the township of land ou the east side of Lake AVinnobago 

Those two halves that they call a townshi]) I find were halves of sep­
arate townships, but they are a township i;i quantity——• 
(granted and secured to said trilie by the treaty with the Menominie tribe of Indians 
of Feb. 8th, 1831, as amended by the residution of the Senate of the United States), 
and situated in the State of Wisconsin. 

ART. 4. The said township of land shall bu surveyed into lots, in conformity Avith 
the plan adopted by the commissioners elected under the act of March 3, 1843, and 
such of said lands as were allotted bj^ said commissioners to memliers of said tr ibe 
who had become citizens of the United States (a schedule of which is hereunto an­
nexed) are liereby confirmed to such individuals respectively, and patents therefor 
shall be issued by the United States. The residue of said lands belonging to the 
United States shall be brought into market, but shall not be sold at less that the ap­
praised value, unless the Senate of the United States shall otherwise determine. 

ART. 5. In consideration of the cession and rel inquishmeit hereinbefore made by 
said Stockbridge tribe of Indians, i t is agreed tha t the United States shall pay to 
. tribe, within six months after the ratification of this agreement, the sum of 
,500, to enable them to settle their affairs, obtain necessaries, and make provision 
establishing themselves in a ncAv home. 

The •|16,.500 was not paid to the Old Citizen party but to the tribe as 
here recognized. 

ART. 6. The United States shall also pay to said tribe, within six months after 
the ratification of this agreement, the sum of $14,504.85, being the appraised Ar.alue 
of their improvements upon the lands herein ceded and relinquished to the United 
States, and to be paid to the individuals claiming said improvements according to 
the s<^hedule and assessment herewith transmitted. 

That is, the Indians who insisted tipon remaining Indians had not 
sold their allotments as a general thing; there were some few ex­
ceptions; one or two had sold, although none had sold all tlieir allot­
ments. After the allotment under the acts of 1843 and 1846 a head of 
a family Avould sometimes have tAvo or three lots. The lots were 62^ 
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acres each; they were all one size and were numbered. I t sometimes 
happened, as I say, that a head of a family wimld have three or four lots. 
Some members of the Indian tribe had sold one or two of their lots, but 
still retained some of their lands. The great mass of them, hoAvcA'cr,. 
retained all their allotments, and these are the lands that are ceded 
back to the United States. Of course there was not ceded back to the 
United States the land which had been taken by the v Id Citizens' party 
and had been sold to the whites and other individuals, and Avhich are 
provided to be patented; it was for the improvements on these lands 
that the Indian party had, that the United States are now paying the 
sum of $14,504.85. 

ART. 7. I t is further stipulated and agreed tha t the said Stockbridge tribe may re­
main upon the lands they now occupy for one year after the ratification of this 
agreement, and tha t they will remove to the country set apart for them, or such 
other west of the Mississippi River as they may be able to secure, where all their 
treaty stipulations with the GoA^ernment shall be carried into effect. 

ART. 8. Whenever the said Stockbridge tribe shall signify their wish to emigrate, 
the United States will defray the expenses of their removal west of the Mississippi, 
and furnish them with subsistence for one year after arriA'al at their new homes. 

ART. 9. I t is further stipulated and agreed, tha t for the purpose of making pro­
visions for the rising generation of said tribe, the sum of $16,,500 shall be invested by 
the United States in stock bearing au interest of not less than five per cent per an­
num, the interest of which shall be paid annually to said tribe as other annuities are 
paid bj ' the irnited States. 

That was foi' an educational fund. I emphasize these provisions be­
cause they are carried into the treaty of 1856, which my friends on the 
other side are urging shall be a finality in tliis matter, as part of the 
consideration for the laud in Shawano County, and which is now before 
this committee as the bone of contention. Here is an educational fund 
of $16,500 provided for to be put into stocks at 5 per cent, the money 
to be paid over for the purpose of educating the children of the tribe as 
it was then organized. 

ART. 10. I t is agreed that notliing herein shall prevent a surve.v of said lands a t 
any tihie after the ratification of this agreement, and tha t said tribe shall permit no 
waste or do unnecessary damage upon the premises occupied by them. 

ART. 11. The United States will pay the expenses incurred by the sachem and 
head men, amounting to $3,000, in at tending to the business of said tr ibe since the 
year 1843. 

This treaty thus recognizes their tribal organization. 
ART. 12. This agreement to be binding and obligatory upon the contracting parties, 

from jHul after its ratification by the (Jovei'ument of ttie t.'nited States. 

This treaty is signed by the councilors and principal men, and wa? 
entered into and formally prochiimed. 

Senator JONES. Was that treaty agreed to by the tribe and by t 
Old Citizen party as Avell, or simply by the tribe? 

Mr. MCCTOWAN. Simply by the tribe. 
Senator JONES. The old citizens had nothing to do Avith this treaty 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The old citizens had nothing to do with it, so far a. 

I knoAv. 
Senator JONES. I t rehearses that it Avas to settle the difficulties be­

tween the two. 
Mr. McGoAVAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . The Old Citizen party retained their possession 

of the land, and were com])ensated for it? 
Mr. McGOAVAN. Yes, sir; as I will show. 
Senator JONES. But they did not assent to the treaty between the 

Indians and the Government of the United States to settle the diffi­
culty between the two branches ? 



STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 43 

Mr. MCGOWAN. They were not a branch of the tribe; they did not 
belong to the tribe; they contended that they were citizens. Here is 
what they say about it 

Senator JONES. What who says? 
Mr. McGOAVAN. Here is Avhat the Commissioner of Indian Aff'airs, 

Mr. Medill, says to the governor of Wisconsin with relation to the citi­
zen wing or citizen Indians Avith reference to this treaty of 1846; Here 
is a petition, for instance, from a committee of the Citizen party, or of 
the citizen Indians who had become citizens. This Avas in November^ 
1846. 

Senator JONES. Protesting against Avhat? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Against any proceeding that will undertake to re­

store them to their Indian relations. 
Senator JONES. I want the time. About what time was that ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Eighteen hundred and forty-six. Let me read it; it 

is not long. My friend on my left (Mr. Painter) says that under the 
act of 1846 that old Citizen party was restored to Indian status, as I 
understand him. But they protest that they were citizens and that you 
could not decitizenize them and make them Indians again. Let us see 
whether they could have been related to the United States in another 
capacity if they did not want to come in. 

STOCKBRIDGE, \V. T . , November 20, 1846. 

. The undersigned committee, by request of a great portion of the male inhabi tants 
of the town, formerly of the Stockbridge tr ibe of Indians, would respectfully state 
to you— 

This is addressed to A. G. Ellis, United States sub-Indian agent, at 
a time when the whole country was divided into subagencies— 
t ha t they are citizens of the l.^nited States, and tha t their lands have been divided 
according to law and in accordance with the fundamental law of the Stockbridge 
Nation, and tha t they see no necessity or propriety of troubling the Government of 
the United States or its agency of making a second appli<;ation for citizenship, which 
have already been granted to them and are recognized as such in courts of records;; 
and, furthermore, are recognized as such by the opinions of three of the ablest and 
most leiirned councils of the Territory. NOAV, sir, cimsidering all these circniustances, 
we see no necessity of making I'urther movement about the matter—that we are well 
satisfied to rest under the operation of tho act of 1843. 

Mr. PAINTER. A S you ctmtrovert my statement, let me say that I 
made no statement as to the refusal of the Citizen party to be restored 
to their Indian status, but I spoke of the legislation itself, asserting 
that section 1 provides that they an; restored to their Indian foim of 
government, with all the power, rights, and privileges exercised by them 
under their customs and usages as fully and completely as thougli the 
act of 1843 had not been passed. 

Senator JONES. What section do you refer to? 
Mr. P A I N T E R . The first section of the act of 1846. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I said the act of 1846 undertook to repeal the act of 

1843, but the act of 1843 made them citizens. I think that was the 
logic of my first remark. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . They simply refused to accept the provisions 
of the act of 1846? 

Mr. McGoAVAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . Proceed. 
Mr. McGoAVAN. Here is another protest absolutely refusing to accept 

the privileges of the act of 1846 and go back to tribal relations. There 
was nobody left with whom to make the treaty that I am now referring 
to, except the Indian party. 

SffiS: J' 



44 STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Mr. ADAMS. Did not the Indian party sell out some of their lands ? 
Senator JONES. Mr. McGowan, proceed with your statement, mak­

ing it as short as i>ossible in order to be distinct and clear. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I will spend a little more time on this treaty of 1848 

than oil other points. The treaty of 1848 is A'ital to (mr view of the ease. 
This treaty of 1848, as you see, was with the Indians of the Stock-

bridge tribe, according to its terms, and provided for a roll or census of 
the Stockbridge tribe to be taken under the provisions of article 2. 
Here is a roll of those who chose to be Indians, comprising 177 men, 
women, and children; 43 were mature men; 45 Avere women, and the 
remainder were children. That roll was taken in 1848. Then follows 
«! schedule of the lands to be patented under article 4 of that treaty. 
Those are lands to be patented to the individuals to Avhoin the lands 
had been sold by the Old Citizen party as individuals. 

AUoAv me to premise, because this is important, that the Commis­
sioner of Indian Affairs has reported on this bill, embodying a brief 
made by our friend Adams here, and a statement made by him, show­
ing that the "Old Citizen party" of the Stockbridge tribe, who sold 
their lands away back in 1843 and 1846, were again incorporated into 
the tribe by the treaty of 1856, and that a test (̂ ase or a sample brick 
of the building Avas one Stephen Gardiner, and affidavits are trans­
mitted to you in a report of the Commissioner upon this very bill that 
we are now discussing, in which Stephen Gardiner is made to repre­
sent the Old Citizen Indians. Stephen (Tardiner's name appears on this 
list, attached to the treaty of 1848, as having taken lot 326 and sold it, 
a,nd a patent was subsequently issued for the same. 

Another man—he only names two—is named Bennett, who had three 
lots assigned to him under that old treaty; he sold every one, and they 
were all patented; and there is a schedule specifying the lots. 

Those are the two men who have complained most loudly. 
Senator JONES. HOW niany of those Avere there? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Of these sales? 
Senator J O N E S . Yes. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. There are two columns of names here. 
Senator JONES. YOU do not knoAv how many Indians aecepted land 

under that allotment? 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . These are the names of those who had made 

selections and sold, and to Avhom the lots Avere to be patented under 
that act? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator JONES. A S I understand, this treaty was made between the 

tribe of Indians and the Government of the United States—the citi­
zens taking no part in the treaty—by which it was agreed between the 
tribe of Indiaus and the United States that jjatents should be issued 
to such Avhite men as were purchasers froji those Indians Avho were 
not parties to the contract? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, and patents to Indians also if they had not 
sold. 

Senator PETTIGREAV. HOW many were there who had not sold? 
• Mr. McGoAVAN. Forty-three adults, 177 altogether, who did not sell 
their allotments. They <!eded to the United States what they held. 
My assocdate, Mr. Miller, who is thi; duly authorized delegate of the 
Stockbridge tribe of Indians, tells me that there were but few, if any, 
lots patented directly to white men. I remember of seeing one docu­
ment shoAving that the land Avas patented to the allottees. The allot­
tees having previously deeded to the whites, the latter, I suppose, took 
by relation. But some were patented directly to white men. 
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I have a report made by the Commissioner of Indian Aft'airs in 1881, 
•̂ in which he says that these lands were all patented about 18(50, and 
whether they were patented directly to the tiHottee or to his grantee 
would make no ditt'erence. Here is the language of the Commissioner 
of Indian Aff'airs: 

I t is true that tliese patents were not issued unti l after the t reaty of 1856, but, a t 
has already been shown, the Citizen party had long since belbre disposed of their 
ti t le to the lands acquired under the act of 1843, for adequate considerations, and is. 
is idle for them to assert otherwise, or tha t they acted iu ignorance of their r ights. 
The Stockbridge Indians have always been reported as a ]ieople of exceptional intelli­
gence, and their history for years back abundantly evidences their ability to look 
after their own interests. 

There is also a statement from a Presbyterian minister Avho was a mis­
sionary among them, saying that they had had full considei'ation for 
their lands; that he knew a large portion of their sales, and that they 
did not get cheated; that many of them got fully what they were en­
titled to and something more, because they crowded their creditors to. 
take their lands—people to whom they Avere in debt. 

But allow me to proceed. I have just finished with the treaty of 1848,. 
which has attached to it, as you will see, a list of the Indiaus AVIIO make 
up the tribe. I t also has attached to it a schedide of the lands pat­
ented to the Indians; also has attached to it the names of certain jier-
sons of the Indian i)arty who have made improvements, and the amount 
of their improA'-ements which Avas to go to them individually. 

Senator JONES. How was that treaty of 1848 ratified? Was it 
signed by a number of Indians ? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I t was signed by the sachem and councilors, and I 
think by all who partook with the Indian party. I think the names are 
all here. 

Senator JONES. No Citizen Indian signing? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Not one, so far as I know. 
Senator JONES, Then how does the tribe determine AV'IIO were Citizen. 

Indians and who Avere members of the tribe? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I can not say that the tribe did determine. 
Senator JONES. Then who made those rolls ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. This schedule was made from the lists that were 

secured from the register of deeds, from the missionary, and from the 
United States Indian agent who wao then acting as one of the com­
missioners on the part of the Government. 

Senator J ONES. And it was made up by the parties to this treaty, as 
I understand? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I do not know that it was. 
Senator JONES. I thought it was a part of the treaty. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I t was furnished by somebody and was made par t 

of the treaty. 
Senator JONES. Th-at is what I understand. These people, then, who 

were assuming to act as members of the tribe were determining who 
belonged to that tribe and who did not, without any hearing from the 
other parties, as I understand. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. The; other parties refused, as I read to you from the 
documents, to enroll themselves. 

Senator JONES. That was tAvo years before. 
Mr. MG(TOWAN. NO ; it was in 1847, in June, that they made the fol­

lowing protest: 
The undersigned, formerly of the Stockbridge tr ibe of Indians, respectfull.v repre­

sent tha t they became entitled to all the privileges of citizenship in the United 
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States by an act of Cimgress approved M.arch 3, 1843, entitled " A n a c t for the relief 
of the Stockbridge Indians in AVisconsin." 

They further represent that the said tribe did throw aside their oAvn form of gOA'-
ernment and avail themseU-es of all the privileges cimferred upon them by the said 
act of 1843; tha t they have given and receivefl titles of lands by warrantee deeds 
and mortgages, and the bonds are on record in the countv register's office, at tended 
as ]ietit and grand jurors in district courts, and participated in the elective franchise 
in the election of officers, as members of the legislature of the Territory, and dele­
gate to Congress; that some of the individuals calling themselves members of the 
Indian party have lieeu elected to local offices under the laAvs of the Territory, 
availed themselves of the law in the collection of debts, and, AvhercA^er it was neces­
sary, for the redress of grievances; and it is uot known where they ever have at­
tempted to clear themselves of the law by claiming to be Indians, excepting in one 
instance, a Sam— 

I do not know Avhat that is; part of the word is torn otf— 
claimed to be a Stockbridge Indian, when in fact he had not a drop of Stockbridge 
blood in him, but in all cases have stood by the issue in law. 

They further repi-eseut, tha t Congress did ])ass an act ap]n'oved August 6, 1846, 
t o repeal the aforesaid act of 1813, and to restore the Stockbridge tribe of Indians 
to their ancient privileges; but thcA'do not recognize in Congress any power to 
disfranchise them of their r ights as citizens of the United Stiites. 

They therBfore, will not make application, and pray now to have granted anew 
what they alreadA' possess to the fullest extent, or enroll themselves so as to make 
a rule by which a chauce for a new division can be given; for all those lands which 
they haA'e sold and disposed of in good faith, for valuable considerations to innocent 
purchasers, they Avill forever hold good, and the titles, as tiiey themselves will for-
evev remain citizens of the United States; and do hereby, as they have heretofore, 
earnestly and solemnly protest against any infraction of their r ights as such, or 
reversal of the decisions and assignments of lands of their commissioners, which 
were executed iu good faith, under the direction of legal counsel, and with the law 
of Congress open to them. 

(-2 signatures.) 

Senator JONES. What are you reading from ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I am reading from a protest incorporated in the re­

port of the Commissioner of Indian Aff'airs for 1847. 
Senator J O N E S . A protest made when ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. June 7, 1847. 
Senator JONES. I t seems from that statement that they were earn­

estly desiring to have a roll made showing their own jiosition. As I 
understand you to say, when this treaty Avas made in 1848, they were 
not present and had nothing to do with the making of this roll. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. N O ; they protested against being enrolled. 
They, therefore, will not make ajiplication. 

The treaty of 1846 jjrovided that they should make application for 
enrollment as citizens. I t provided that the Citizen party should be 
enrolled, but not that the Indian party should be enrolled. The gram­
matical construction of that protest is not very clear, but I think the 
meaning is. The fact was that there was nobody to make the treaty of 
1848 except the Indiaus. The citizens could not. They insisted that 
they were citizens and could not be put back into the Indian tribe. 

Senator .JONES. The fir.st paragraph reads as if they were protesting 
against being enrolled, but the seciond does not. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. They say: 
And pray now to have granted anew what they already possess to the fullest ex-

"tent, or enroll themselves so as to make a rule by which a chance for a new division 
can be given. 

Before that they say: 
. They, therefore, will not make application— 

There is the negation. 
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Senator J O N E S . It may bear your construction 

The^ t h t 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I do not think it can mean anything else its it comes 

allotments 
, that is in 
iinionu' the 

from th I'tainlv refused to 
rheir citizenstiip. 
of Indian Aff'airs 

AS 1 sau 
;o!- 1847, 

men 
(which they tilieady had) and 
the report of the Commissicmer 
documents. 

The treaty of 1848 Avas made with the tribe of Indians. For a cer­
tain (consideration the Government agreed in that treaty that it would 
set aside a new home for those Indians, and give them certain specified 
sums of money—$16,500 in one place, .116,504.85 in itnotlier, and $14,500 
in another. 

liCt me add that there was an amendmciit made to thiit treaty, by 
which it was provided that they should haA ê some $J0,000 more by 
reason of a claim Avhich the>' set up and urged after the formal treaty 
had been drawn, to lands in Indiami and elsewhere. So, thu.-, there 
was $20,000 due to them in settlement, as you Avill find if you care to 
look it up in the revision of the Indian treaties. It is not in my 
document, and I have no (jccasion to read it. 

What did the Indian tribe turn ovei' to the United Sttites under the 
treaty of 1848? 

Senator JONES. These Indians had a right to hold all that land, had 
they? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. They had a right to hold what had been allotted to 
them. 

Senator JONES. Bid that embrace all the land thtit had been sold by 
the Government of the United States? Bid their right of allotment 
embrace all the land that the (xOA'crnment got from them? 

Mr. McGovA^AN. Yes; I think it did. The Government did not get 
anything else from them. I t got the whole of that little reservation 
except what had been sold by the Old Citizen party. 

Senator JONES. I understand. All the reservation had been allotted 
so that it might be divided among the different Indians? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes. 
Senator JONES. If A, B, and C had a right to certain allotments, that 

secured them the lands. As I understand, the Government got from 
those people all the allotments that might have been taken by those 
Indians, but Avhich, in fact, were not taken, and that such allotments as 
were taken, as they claim, went to the Old Citizen party and never went 
to the Government of the United States, but were sold by the Old Citi­
zens to private purchasers? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator JONES. And the Government got no lands except tliese that 

these people might have taken under the operation of the law of 1843 ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I think that is correct. The Government also got 

relinquishments from them of other claims, and put in this money con­
sideration, and agreed to give them a home beyond the Mississippi. 
That was in 1848. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . Of-course this $20,000 for land in Indiana was 
for common property belonging to the Indians as well as to citizens, 
and that is not a part of their annuities. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. That is somewhat questionable. We have discussed 
that among ourselves. The fact is that $20,000 Avould not have been a 
proportionate part of the (;laim due the Indian party. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . That was settled. 
Mr. ADAMS. Where did the 72 sections of land come from? 
Mr. M I L L E R . The ti;eaty of 1848 specifies among other things that 
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whereas the tribe considers that they have a right or claim against the 
Government, therefore it appropriates the seventy-two sections of land. 

Mr. MCGOAA'AN. I have the floor UOAV. We Avill not discuss that at 
this time. That one item of $20,000 may be eliminated, if you please; 
I do not care. All we claim is that whether it simply belonged equita­
bly to the Citizens' party as Avell as to the Indian party it Avas then 
turned o\'er to the Indian party and not to the Citizens' party. They 
turned over their books to the treaty-making poAver and law-making 
poAver of the Government under some supposed rights obtained under 
the acts of 1843 and 1846. These men were saying, we are citizens and 
do not take anything; and the Government would say to the Indians 
who proposed to stand together, we will glA'c you $20,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. What about the 72 sections? \ 
Mr. MCGOWAN. You A\'ill find out what there is about the 72 sections 

if you will listen. 
This brings me up to the treaty of 1856, Avhere my friend wants to 

rest. From 1848 until 1856 we were an acknowledged tribe of Indians. 
We had our formal tribal orgauiz-ation. These other men did not in­
terfere with us at all. But there was trouble in selecting the location 
beyond the Mississippi. There was trouble in carrying out the prom­
ise of the Government to settle us in a new home—to find it for us and 
take us there. 

Senator JONES. In that connection let me ask whether that part of 
the Stockbridges AVIIO went west of the Mississippi has not dropped 
clear out of this controversy? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir; they have no relation to it, and make no 
claim. They got their half and dropped out. 

Owing to that trouble we Avere only allowed to stay on our allotments 
one year after 1848. We OAvned no improvements and were uncom­
fortable and unhappy, and were pushing the Government to make 
some arrangement for us. 

Finally a man named Heubschmann was sent there to make a treaty 
with the Stockbridge tribe ot Indians. Heubschmann negotiated a 
treaty and sent it to Washington, but the Commissioner would not ap­
prove of it and sent it back. Then Heubschmann negotiated another 
treaty. 

Senator JONES. When was that, in .1855 ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I am coming to a discussion of the treaty of 1856. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . But in the meantime these Indians had re­

mained in Wisconsin. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The Indian party had remained there and the Citi­

zen party Avere scattered, about. 
Now Heubschmann was determined to make a treaty. The Indian 

party would not treat with him. The Indian party did not propose to 
do whathe wanted themtodo. Heubschmann quarreled with the satihem 
and councilors, and finally he deposed the whole of them and set up a 
new government. He deposed the existing Indian government and 
set up another Indian government in order to negotiate that treaty. 
He found it necessary to resort to those extreme measures. He put 
the sachem and councilors out of office, ordered another election by 
this Citizen party and others, AA'IIO were neither citizens nor Indians, 
but negroes and Avhite men that never had any relation Avhatever to 
the Stockbridge tribe. In this way Heubschmann finally secured an 
election of hie own men, and negotiated a treaty with the Citizen party 
and with these outsiders, negroes and members of other tribes, and 
white men that had never had any relations whatever with the Stock-
bridge tribe. 

1 
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To-day we can count moie than fifty of those Avho never hatl any re­
lation to the tribe, but Avhose aiicestors made the Heubschmann'treaty 
of 1850. The reccu'ds show that he deposed not ofily the governing 
officers there' and ordered a new election, but that he got those Avho 
were willing to work Avith him to accept official places tind establish an 
entirely new government ;ind suppress the Indian jiarty. He negoti­
ated that treaty, and it Avas signed by the Old Citizen party and a few 

^f the Indian party. Four hundred and nine all told Avere present, but 
they (lid not all sign the treaty. And yet for several years there had 
been a tribe of Stockbridge Inditiiis that numbered 177 men, women, 
and children, and there Avere only 43 women. And yet these 4.'5 women 
had now borne so many children that the rolls SAvelled to 409. Where 
did he get his 409 to enlist <is Stockbridge Indians to make the treaty 
of 1856? Can anyone tell me? There was the treaty of 1848 which 
had been executed. Nobody had found fault with it. The Avhole dis­
turbance there Avith reference to it Avas because the (xoverument did 
not conform to its part of the agreement, and there was no place for 
this little tribe of Indians to go to, and they had no home. So they 
were now negotiating a new treaty, so as to be furnished a new home 
in Wisconsin instead of beyond the Mississippi. 

Senator JONES. How many of those 177 Indians whose names Avere 
enrolled in 1848 aj)peared in that roll of Heubschmann's ? 

Mr. McGoAVAN. He put them all in when he came to make his roll; 
Indians, citizens, and all. 

Senator JONES. Did he make that roll? 
Mr. McGoAVAN. He made that roll himself. 
Senator JONES. Who signed that treaty of 1856 ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Mr. Heubschmann and the. sachem and (!Ouncilors 

which he had elected after having depose* the ones he found in office. He 
signed first as the commissioner of the United States; then the sachem, 
then these new councilors, then the delegates of the Munsees from 
New York. He sent to New York and got some of the Munsees from 
there, and they came on, representing 58 New York Munsees that had 
never been West at all. There were some 5 or 6 of those representatives 
of the NcAv York Munsees. Then the men who have largely signed 
this are the men Avho were of the Old Citizen party. We have checked 
off' the names of those Avho in the treaty list had had allotments and 
had them patented. 

Senator JONES. HOAV many iiersons, all told, signed the treaty? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I do not know. 
Senator JONES. Of that number, how many of those you recognize 

as the old tribe Avere signers ? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. 1 do not know; not quite half of them. A portion 

of them did, but they Avere bulldozed into it; there is no doubt about 
that. But be that as it may, if he had bulldozed the Avhole of them, 
the councilors did not; the sachem did not, and the elder men did not; 
but a few of the younger men, who wanted to run things theie and 
have things their own way, did. The history of Heubschmann is not 
very savory. He was prosecuted afterAvards by the Government for 
taking Government funds and things of that kind. 

Senator JONES. Let us get at the e(j[uities of this case. We do not 
care to go into this matter of the details of bickering with individuals. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Let me tell you in general terms what the treaty of 
1856 did. I t took the same lands of the little reservation in Winnebago 
County that had belonged to the Indian party, as jiart of the considera­
tion; it took the $14,500 that had been granted to those Indians for 
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their indiA'idual improvements as another i)art of the consideration; it 
took the $16,500 that had been given them fcu' an educational fund; 
and it took their remoAal fund, and lumjied them all together, those 
lands and those funds that were pioA'ided by the treaty of 1848, and 
said: In consideration of these things Ave will give you two sections of 
land over in Shawano County. 

Senator JONES. And that was all the consideration? 
Mr. McGoAVAN. All of it, so far as I knoAv. "̂  
Senator PETTIGREW. TWO toAvnships of land? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. TWO toAvnships of land OA'cr in Shawano County. 
Let me tell you something about that land on Lake Winnebago. Mr. 

Martin says in oqe of his reports here that it is the finest land in the 
State of Wiscoibsiii, that Avhich was receded to the United States, that 
which the old Indian jjiirty gave up. That was the consideration of 
that treaty of 185(!, and to-day I am told that that laud is worth from 
$100 to $150 an acre. I t is the flrfest land iu the State of Wis^consin, 
lying on that beautifitl lake, and at that time was worth from $5 to $10 
an acre. 

What did they get for these beautiful lands tind all this money? 
Two townships in Shawano County, and the soil was so sandy that they 
could scarcely raise anything, even on the tillable jjai't; the other part 
was timbered, lint they Avere not lumbermen, and so that was of no 
value to them. These two townships had been purchased by the United 
States of the Menomonees for 50 cents an acre. That wtis the considera­
tion for the treaty of 1856. 

The Old Citizen party came in and claimed that the result was this 
way: That liaA'ing divided up with us in 1843 and 1846, and taken their 
portion and gone out from the tribe, they came back and through Mr. 
Neubschmann joined in this treaty of 1856, and were thus put in a posi­
tion to divide up again. In the treaty of 1856 there was no considera­
tion passing to the United States except what had already passed to 
the Indian party under the treaty of 1848, not a dollar, and of this con­
sideration the Old Citizen party did not legally or equitably own any 
part. 

Those are the exact facts in regard to the treaty of 1866. These 
people say they have been terribly Avronged by the act of 1871, which 
says that the men who received their allotments under the treaties of 
1843 and 1846 shall not share iu the three-fourths of those two town­
ships that were sold in Shawano County under the former act. Were 
they not equitably estopped, at least, from saying anything about the 
legality of the act of 1871 ? Had they any eqtiitable right? I appeal 
to this gentleman here (Mr. Painter), who I beliCA'c desires to get at 
exactly the truth in the matter and to subserve the best interests of 
these Indians, to say whether, carrying the equities back to the treaty 
of 1856, he does not recognize now that the ;ict of 1871 was a just act 
iu excluding from enrollment and from participation in this little reser­
vation over there in ShaAvano County those iieople who had had their 
share of the tribal property away back in 1843 and 1846 ? Whether 
they did come in under the treaty of 1856, and whether they were 
recognized as being there with rights to make treaties? It is true that 
Heubschmann recognized them. We protested all the time. 

Senator JONES. Was that treaty ratified by the Government? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. It was. 
Senator JONES. Here is a point that presents itself to my mind aud 

which I should like to have explained. In gixdng this UCAV settlement 
for the entire tribe, admitting the correctness of your position that the 



STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. .51 

citizen band was entitled to nothing whatever by the old settlement, if 
the GoA^erninent chose to give them a larger holding in the West and 
put a larger amount there tor the homes of these people, as well as com­
pensating the Indians for Avhat land they had, how could anybody say 
there had been any Avrong done? I might agree Avith you that they had 
swindled your Indian tribe; that they got land that was very much 
more valuable iii rettirn for land less valuable; but,if this tieaty of 1856 
gave a larger trtict of land, iind it appears on the face of the treaty that 
it was the int(Mition to provide homes for these people, could the United 
States afterwards refuse to carry out the intention at the time when it 
was a matter of treaty between them and the Indians ? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, they could, because they reserved in the treaty 
the right to do so; and besides, it has been held that the GoA^ernment 
may by legislation set aside a treaty. 

Senator .roNES. We may override and disregard it and all that, but 
I am talking about the equity of the case. 

Mr. McGoAVAN. But in the treaty itself the right is reserved for Con­
gress to act. 

Senator JONES. Was the right reserved to deprive the Citizen Band 
of their rights ? 

Mr. McGoAVAN. No; it is the general reservation of the right of leg­
islation to take charge. So that even if the question was raised whether 
the treaty was not the supreme law of the land and had not certain 
constitutional protections that could not be legislated away—which was 
the old theory—even if that Avere true it Avould not liaA'c affected this 
treaty, because Congress reserved the right specifi(!a]ly to legislate on 
the subject. Article xi of the treaty of 1856 says: 

The Congress may hereafter make such provision, etc. 

But what I object to is that the treaty of 1856 took our property to 
compensate Heubschmann's citizen Indians Avith. The Government 
was strong enoitgh to pay those Indians if it owed them anything, but 
there was not enough of those two little townships of land in Shawano 
County to pay us for our land and the, money that they had agreed to 
pay us undei' the treaty of 1848. But they took it and divided it, not 
with the 177 Indians, but Avitli the 177 Indians and enough more added 
to make 409, and those additional ones were citizens of the United 
States. 

Senator JONES. But if the Government intended, in giving you two 
townships, to gi\'e you really one township in consideration of the prop­
erty you had and to make a gratuity of the balance to the other Indians, 
I do not see that you would have any right to complain, except that it 
may have made a hard bargain with you. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I should say we have a right to take the benefit of 
any legislation that the Government intendeti us to have. 

Senator JONES. It seems to me it would not be a good plan to recoup 
on the other Indians. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I t seems to me we IUIA'C a I'ight to (tomplain. 
Senator JONES. I was presenting the other view for your considera­

tion, so that I could hear you ou the point. I Avish you to understand 
that my mind is not made up at all abovit the matter, but these A'iews 
haA'e occurr(>(l to my mind. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Let us, for the sake of the argument, admit that the 
treaty of 1856 Avas the laAv; that we Avere bound to stick to it; and that 
as long as it existed as the law we Avould have no right to conqilain that 
this Citizen party had been injected into our tribe again, put upon our 



.52 STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSriE INDIANS. 

rolls, and that our property A\'as likely to be divided tip between us and 
them again. Let us admit that, I say. Now, that treaty had no more 
san('tity as a binding obligation or contrtict than the act of 1871 had. 

And that brings me down to the act of 1871. Then, I Avant to call 
your attention to Avhat Avas the iictual treaty with the Old Citizen party, 
after going in and lending their aid to Mr. Heubschmann for that pur­
pose. They did not go upon those lands in any great numbers; A'ery 
nearly half of them did not go over there at all. 

Senator PETTIGREW. That is, the citizens? 
' Mr. McGoAVAN. The citizens. 

Senator JONES. Did the others go at once? 
Mr. McGoAA^AN. No; they straggled over there; they Avere disgruntled 

about it. But the organization was taken up over there, tind nobody 
heard of the Indians until 1871. NOAV, the sachem, councilors, and Indians 
there in 1870, preceding the act of 1871, petitioned Congress to enact 
the law of 1871. The act of 1871 wiis drawn uii by Mr. Martin, Avho was 
a Democratic laAvyer of Wisconsin, and a prominent one. Senator Petti­
grew may know him. He was the tts.sociate of Senator Howe; lived in 
the same town Avith him, and they Avere iisso(;iated in mtiny cases. He 
was a representative of the Government in negotiating some of these 
treaties, and Avas ;i commissioner sent out to examine into the conditi(m 
of the Stockbridge Indians. He knew their Avhole history all the way 
through. He drew up that bill and came here with it. He Avas after­
wards United States Indian agent and a judge of one of the courts out 
there. The bill was introduced, and a memorial accompanied it from 
the Indians requesting this legislation. Howe and Doolittle Avere the 
Senators at that time. Mr. Sawyer, now a Senator, Avas then in the 
House. The bill went through all the stagcjs of a bill, and was passed 
and became a law. W^hat did it do? It provided for the division of 
those two toAvnships of land in ShaAvano County. 

There was a certain portion of the Indians there Avho wanted to get 
their patrimony and go off' again into citizenship—another swarming 
from the hive, as it Averc. They SAvarmed in 1843 and 1846, and again 
in 1871 there Avere some of them Avho Avanted to go out into the Avide, 
wide world and have the money in their pockets, the result of the sale 
of their property. This legislation provided that three fourths of that 
reservation of tAVO toAvnships of land should be surveyed and sold by 
public auction to the higest bidder, and that the fund resulting there­
from should be divided. 

Provision was also mtide that the improvements should be appraised; 
that the numey should be eventually paid back to the parties Avho had 
made the improA'ements; and that 18 sectiims of land should be 
left 10 the Indian party—to those Avho Avished to remiiin as the Indian 
party. The ones AVIIO Avent out were the new Citizen party, and they 
wiinted to be citizens. That act x>rohibited the enrollment, either on 
the citizen roll or the Indian roll, of these fellows Avho had taken their 
allotments under the acts of 1843 tmd 184*!, and also prohibited the en-
rollmerit of those who Avere not Stockbridges or Munsees by blo(id. 

Senator JONES. Thereby getting around the treaty of 1856, regard­
ing that as not binding? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Not binding to that extent. 
Senator PETTIGREAV. At that time where were those Indians living 

who are HOAÂ  the Citizen party and who UOAV complain? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Some of tliem were the Old Citizen party. 
Senator JONES. NO; he means the present Citizen party. 
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Mr. MCGOWAN. That is the Old Citizen party that is now complain­
ing. 

Seuator P E T T I G R E W . Where were they living at that time? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. They were scattered all over the State. 
Mr. ADAMS. They were living on their reservation ou their allotted 

lands. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. There has been considerable talk about lands hav­

ing been allotted to the Old Citizen party on the old Shawano Reserva­
tion or the present reservation under the treaty of 1856. Mr. Adams 
talked long and determinedly on that point, contending that allotments 
were made of these lands. For instance, Stephen Gardiner and George 
T. Bennett had allotments set aside to them. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs said that they had allotments. l>ut there never were 
any allotments made under the treaty of 1856 to these men. Selections 
were made. But there is a vast distinction between a selection and an 
allotment. An allotment the Government has something to do Avith, 
whereas a selection is au individual act in which the Government does 
not share, as you gentlemen Avell know. They had no allotments, but 
they had made their selections, and a list of the selections was put in 
evidence. 

There is no record in the Dei)artment of any allotments. On the 
contrary, Stephen Gardnier, in his affidavit which is before you, and 
which is part of this report that you Avill ha\'e to consider in connec­
tion with these two bills, SAvears that he settled on the land at the time 
of the treaty of 1856, which provided he should have his patent for it 
if it was allotted; that he applied for his patent and could not get it. 
Why? Because he was not enhled to it, and the GoA'crnment would 
not give it to him. That Avas the only reason. A fcAv went on and 
made selections, but the great mass of the Old Citizen party Avere dis­
tributed about; a few were on the reservation; many of them went 
down on a strip of land that they claimed belonged to the reservation, 
but did uot, and Avhicli Avas about 2 miles wide and 6 miles long, and 
which really belonged to the Menomonees. 

Senator JONES. Where are the bulk of the Old Citizen party now? 
Mr. McGoAVAN. Mr. Miller says they have moved over on the pres­

ent reservation of the tribe. 
Stmator JONES. When? 
Mr. MiLLBR. Since the act of 1871 Avas jiassed, as I can proA'e, if re­

quired. 
Mr. ADAMS. Oh! y(m lie. 
Mr. McGoAA^AN. I recognize the charticter of the gentleman, and the 

conclusiA'eness of his argument. I t does not makt^ any vital ditt'erence, 
I suppose, Avhere these old citizens are. Mr. Miller calls my attenti(m 
to this paragraph in the Report of tlie Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
for 1870, p. 12: 

The lauds have been sur^'ey^'(l and selections made, but as this has never been ap­
proved, as provided for in tlie treaty, the allotments are not considered binding. 

Mr. PAINTER. Was that neglect on tlie ])art of the Government? 
Senator JONES. That Avas really immaterial. 1 thought perhtips you 

could gi\'e us information about it. I do not care much about it. 
Senator PETTK^^REW. The three half townships, or township und a 

half, of this land near tlie reservation was sold in 1871, or after that. 
What Avas done Avith the proceeds? Did the Old Citizen party get any 
of that money? i 

Mr. MCGOWAN. NO, sir. "̂  
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Senator P E T T I G R E W . None at all? • 
Mr. MCGOWAN. No, sir. They only got this, that where they had 

improvements their improvements were appraised and they got their 
money for the improvements. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W Was that money paid in cash and distributed, 
or was it put into the annuity fund? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I t was distributed. 
Senator PETTIGREW. Where does this fund, the $80,000 that you 

were to have, come from? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The New Citizen party Avho went out got their money. 

There was a certain amount of the money put into the Treasury of the 
United States as a fund for the tribe. 

Senator P E T T I G R E W . In 1871 there was a new going out of citizens, 
and they got cash. 

Mr. MCGOWAV They got cash. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . Was there not a lot of the money distributed 

among those who remained? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I think not. That was the fund of $75,000 and 

something. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . But none of this money has ever been given 

to the Old Citizens' party? 
Mr. MCGOAVAN. NO, sir. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . And they have never shared in the annuities; 

they have not been on the rolls? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I am not sure that they did not share in some of 

the annuities immediately after the treaty of 1856. 
Mr. ADAMS. They Avould not have been recognized up to 1871. 
Senator PETTIGREAV. I mean since 1871. 
Mr. ADAMS. NO, sir. We have not had any annuity money since 

that time, and did not get any of the money which came from the sale 
of this township land. , 

Senator -TONES. That was because you were held to be ex(;luded by 
the act of 1871? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . What is in controversy is the title to these 18 

sections of land, the interest on this tribal fund? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir; but they claim, further than that, in this 

bill that you should make good to them what they have not received 
of the other part. 

Seuator PETTIGREW. HOW many Indiaus are there that claim homes 
upon these 18 sections? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. All the Old Citizen party. 
Senator PETTIGREW. HOAV many of them ? 
Mr. MCGOAVAN. I do not know. I do not know how many of this 

Old Citizen ptirty haA'e got back; probably about 75. 
Senator PETTIGREAV. 1 mean how many are there in all? ^ 
Mr. McGoAA^AN. About 135 of the tribe. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . Making about 210 altogether? 
Mr. MCGOAVAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator PETTIGREW. That is, men, women, and childreu? 
Mr. Mi-LLER. Yes, but there are about 80 more off' the reservation 

that are claimed to belong to the Citizen party. 
SenaUu' P E T T I G R E W . What is the value of this laud? 
Mr. M I L L E R . I t is worth about $4 to $5 an acre. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . Poor, sandy land without timber? 
Mr. M I L L E R . The 18 sections are heavily timbered. 
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Mr. MCGOWAN. What I said about the tillable land was- that it was 
sandy, but it was a pretty hard bargaiu to send them over there. 
There was no way of lumbering at that time; they were not lumbermen, 
and there Avere no railroads. 

Senator PETTKTREW. I t is pine timber, is it not? 
Mr. M I L L E R . Not now; it is mixed, hardwood, bass wood, and elm; 

some scattering jnne. 
Senator P E T T I G R E W . Not pine enough to make it valuable to cut it 

for luiuber? 
Mr. MILLER. NO, sir. s 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The act of 1871 was executed according to its terms. 

There has been much complaint that Mr. Wells, Avho made up the rolls, 
was corrupt; but the present •. ommissioner, in this same report before 
you, says in substance that the act of 1871 w âs executed according to 
its terms, that is, that Mr. Wells made the rolls exactly as he had to 
make them in pursuance of the requirements of the act. Mr. Wells 
was sent back, on the (Complaints regarding his enrollment—sent back 
tAVO or three times, and instructed to make the enrollment with very 
great care. The Coinmissioner of Indian Affairs in 1881 said that Mr. | 
Wells CA'idently executed that act honestly and accurately, and gave i 
him commendation for doing it. (See House Mis. Doc. 14, Forty-sixth | 
Congress, third session, \). 15.) In any event, he followed the require- | 
ments of the act, and made the roll of the new Citizens' party and the | 
roll of-the old Indian party, and refused to enroll the Old Citizen party | 
who had theretofore had their lands as designated in the act. As the 1 
act said if they had had the lands he Avas not to put them on the roll; I 
I do not see how he could. He Avas acting under the hiAv. I 

Mr. PAINTER. When you said the Commissioner reported, which Com­
missioner did you wd'er to? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I referred to the i)resent Commissioner, for instance. 
Mr. PAINTER. Commissioner Atkins said that since his last report 

jiroofs of corrupt influences to secure enrollment had been filed in his 
office. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. We will put the antidote in with Mr. Painter's poison. 
Mr. PAINTER. I t is Mr. Atkins's poison, not mine. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. The Commissioner July 8, 1878, says: , 

If injustice has been done these citizens by Inspector Kemble— 

Kemble had reported against Mr. Well's conduct in making out the 
rolls— 
there is no evidence on record in this office to show tha t he failed to do his full duty 
in the matter. The rolls were made up as directed by law. They were signed vol­
untari ly by the sachem, and tlie good faith of all parties is fully proved b}^ the fact 
tha t they accepted their pro rata share of the funds belonging to them. 

Senator JONES. IS it not admitted by both sides that the Old Set- I 
tier Indians were excluded by the act of 1871? | 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, but they say Wells was corrupt and swindled ,!j 
the people; that he was bought up, and contracts Avere made with him. i 

Seuiitor JONES. I understand that; but do not both sides admit ' | 
that the act excluded the Old (Jitizeu Band? ? 

Mr. PAINTER. We admit that the enrollment excluded them. | 
Mr. McGoAA'̂ AN. The actprovided specifically that they sliouhl not be 

enrolled. This is Mr. Nichol's statement, which is before the commit­
tee; that the rolls provided for by this act of 1871 were pr(̂ ,x>ared in 
accordance therewith by H. E. Wells, Avho was appointed special commis­
sioner for the purpose. If they were prepared in accordance with the 

^ 
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law, their .preparation wrongfully should not be charged against Mr. 
Wells. 

Again, the Indian Commissioner, Mr. Nichol, in 1881, speaking of 
these rolls that they complain of as having excluded people, said: 

Tl\is act was purely mandatory in its provisions as regarded enrollment, and this 
Department had no power but to execute the law as it found it. The Commissioner 
appointed in 1874 for that purpose— 

That was Mr. Wells, the man who was charged with being guilty— 
appears to have executed the duties assigned to him under adverse circunistances, 
but with an honelft desire to do so faithfully and well. Charges ha\'e been made 
against him by the Citizen jiarty of refusing to enroll certain of their members; but 
under the terms of the act he could not do otherwise than exclude them. The rolls 
were evidently prepared with great care, conformably to the act, and signed by the 
sachem and councilors of the t r ibe: and in all cases Avhere there was any doubt 
existing as to the rights of certain persons to be placed thereon testimony was taken 
and full exphuiatious submitted. Errors may have crept into the rolls, but a careful 
comparison of them with schedules of the excepted jtarties, as disclosed by the 
records of the office, fails to disclose more than two or three names about whom 
there is any question, and it is quite possible tha t these are susceptible of explana­
tion. 

I t is also pro])er to add tha t some of the so-called " Old Citizen par ty " who are 
interested in the passage of this bill received pay for their improvements under the 
third secti(m of the act of 1871. 

Further ahmg the Commissioner says: 
But assuming .such a course to be desirable , 

That is, that there should be some further dealing Avith this Old 
Citizen party and ^hat they should be paid 
This Department has no power to disregard subsequent legislation in order to fufill 
a previous treaty. AA^hether such legislation be ill advised or not, I submit tha t it 
must lie taken to be a reiieal of the t reaty on the part of the United States so far as 
i t conflicts with tlie same. 

Then in another place-

m 

Senator J O N E S . I S that Commissioner Morgan? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. That is Mr. Nichol, in 1881. In another place, re­

ferring to the treaty of 1856, he says: 
I t is eiiually clear that many of these Indians AVIIO had sold their allotments of 

land wc^re parties, rightfully or otherAvise, to the treaty of 1856, and thus appeared 
in the a.ttitiide of surrenderers of propertA' which thej- no longer possessed, arid tha t 
subsequently to the conclusion of that treaty, viz, in the year I860, patents to the 
lands ('overed by such allotments, where sale in good faith and for consideration 
was found, were issued by the Department under authority conferred by the thir­
teenth article of the treaty of 1856. 

The Department all along since 1871 has recognized by their re­
ports the validity of that act and the status of the Indian party and 
Citizen party as determined by tlie execution of that act. For more 
than tAventy years UOAV this situation has existed there under a solemn 
act of the United Sttites. 

The Indian party have kept up their tribal organization. They have 
existed there under a Avritten C(mstitution. Their present constitution 
I hold in my hand, certified to by thelndian agent. The constitution 
that this Avas substituted for lasted from the time of their organization, 
after the execution of the law of 1871, doAvn to the time this constitu­
tion Avas adopted. They have their sachem and their councilors. They 
meet regularly in council. They haA'e accepted the act of 1871 in good 
faith and the Government has a(;ted upon that acceptance. Half a 
dozen Secretaries of the Interior, including Schurz, "Kirkwood, Lamar, 
and Teller, haA'e ordered these men oft' the reservation because they 
were trespassers upon it. Those orders have ahvays been suspended, 
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sometimes at the re(iuest of the citizens of Shawano County, asserting 
that they would be burdened Avith a lot of these jieople if they were 
pushed off" the reservation at that time; sometimes at their own insti­
gation, asserting that they had bills pending in Congress for the settle­
ment of the difflculties, which bills are copied here in the Vilas bill. 
But from examination that has been made into this qtiestion by the 
Department it is found that this "Old Citizen par ty" are trespassers 
upon that reservation. 

NOAV, Avhat do Ave propose to do Avitli the Sawyer bill? Simply to 
take up those eighteen sections, to survey them and make an estimate 
of the improA'ements that have been made thereon by individuals, just 
as Ave did in 1871, and allow the members of the tribe to take the lands 
in severalty; that is, divide up the reservation tis proA'ided in the 
measui'c, and absorb the little tribe into the body of citizens. 

The other proposition is to bring back the Old Citizen party that was 
wrung into this little tribe under the inanii)ulations of this man Hueb­
schmann in 1856, and who had had their pay before, and make us di­
vide with them, and leave the matter in statu quo without any division 
and without any wiping out of the tribe. 

The policy of the GoA'ernment, 1 understand, is to take up these In­
dian reservations and put these Indians into citizenship. That policy 
is directly contravened by the recommendation of the Commissioner 
of Indian Aff'airs that the Yilas bill be passed and the other not. 

Senat(n' PETTIGREAV. It resolves itself doAvn, then, to about this: 
That the question is whether the members of this old tribe.are to have 
80 iicres or 40 each, or whether they will get each $240 or $520. As I 
understand, that is all that is invoh'ed. 

Mr. MCGOAVAN. Let nu; press upon the committee the proposition 
made by the Commissioner of Indian Aff'airs in 1881, wlien this matter 
was finally iuAcstigated, and nearly all these sul)se(it:ent reports are 
based on Niclnd's report and carry the Siune documents A\'ith them. 
He says, as I have read to you, that under the treaty of 1856, they (the 
Citizen party) came in and were in the attitude of surr(indering prop­
erty which they did not have. He also suggests that the Old Citizen 
party may haA'e parted Avith their allotments up there without under­
standing what they were doing; that they may have possibly sold them 
without sufficient consideration, although he evidently does not belicA'c 
they did; that in any event the lands Avere not patented until they 
went out of their hands; that possibly the (Tovernment ought to do 
something. But the Government should not take this little reserva­
tion and divide it up between the actual owners and those Avho never 
had a jiartitile of equitable right to it. Let us go along aliout our 1)usi-
ness and divide our little reseiA'ation as Ave see fit, and becoiiie citizens. 
I t seems to me that is a fair proposition. Let our bill be enacted. 

If you Avant to reform the Vilas bill and redraft it so as to proA'ide 
for iiaying the Old Citizen party something, do that. I grant they may 
have been Avronged. If they were it was because they Avere seduced 
into making the treaty of 1856 and coining in and attempting to act as 
if they Avere Stockbridge Indians when they were citizens of the United 
States. If you want to do anything for them, do it, but do not put 
your hands in our jiockets and say, "We Avill take care of the Old Cit­
izen party out of your proiieity." That is not fair. If you want to rec­
ognize the vtilidity of the treaty of 1850 you must equally recognize the 
validity of the act of 1871. 

The policy of the GoA^ernment iu enacting all laws, I suppose, is a 
policy of repose. AU statutes of limitation are statutes of repose. 
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Here is a statute that has been executed and has been the laA\̂  for 
twenty years. Why should you disturb it? There is a Avay around it if 
you want to pursue that way. 

It is not a very great thing to give these men who are claiming that 
reservation what they ask, as the Senator has figured it. It does not 
give them a vast sum of money. The Supreme Court has held that an 
act of Congress may do away with a treaty. This treaty reserved the 
right for (Jongress to act, and it did act, did do away with the treaty. The 
law of 1871 has been executed and carried out. Are you going to dis­
turb this repose that has existed for twenty-one years, turn the wheels 
back, tear up this arrangement with the Indian party for the purpose 
of letting in the Old Citizen party and giving them another " divvy"? 

Here sits Albert Miller, the legal representative of that tribe. They 
had kept up their organization, as I said, siiuic the execution of the 
law of 1871. They have sat in their regular annual councils. They have 
a sachem and councilors. They have a de facto organization, with a 
written constitution. They have appointed a delegate to attend to 
their matters in Washington, and his appointment is A'ery solemnly set 
forth in a paper which is before you, certified to by the Indian agent out 
there. He certifies that the council was j)roperly called; that it Avas con­
ducted in an orderly manner, and that the appointment of Mr. Miller 
was properly made. And I am their attorney. They haA'e made me 
their attorney by a contract duly executed, though I ha\'e ncA'er had 
any money from them. 

Mr. ADAMS. IS that contract approved by the Department? 
Mr. MCGOWAN. NO. I have heard that que.sti(m asked before. I t is 

not necessary that :i contract of an Indian tribe Avith an attorney 
should be approved by the Department to make it an equitable and 
proper tigreement. The approval or disapproval only aff'ects the mat­
ter of payment by the (TOvernment. 

Senator JONES. That (piestion is not before us. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I t makes no difference Avhether it has to be approved 

or not. I would only have to look f(U' my attorney fee in some other 
direction; that is all. 

But Avliat I am getting at is this: I want to show that Mr. Miller 
and I are at least de facto the legal representatives of the Indian party 
and the Indian tribe as such. I think there can be no (question about 
that. 

It is true that you have before you now—and I Avill just spend one mo­
ment on that—a report of the present Commissioner recommending the 
Adams theory of the case. That investigation was made without giv­
ing any notice to the delegate or to the attorney of the tribe. It was 
made after the presentation of a very erroneous and misleading brief 
by Mr. Adams, an outsider, and the report is the only one, so far as I 
know, that has looked in the direction of maintaining the wrongs of the 
treaty of 1856 for several years. The action and policy of the adminis­
tration all along, since the execution of the act of 1871, has been to 
maintain the existing statute. 

I leave the matter in the hands of the sub(;ommittee. 

STATEMENT OF MR. C. C. PAINTER IN REPLY. 

Mr. PAINTER. A S Mr. McGoAvan has said, I have no interest in this 
matter at all except to ascertain exactly what the truth is and to deal 
justly with all parties. 
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As I understand, when this commissioner went out to negotiate the 
treaty of 1856 his instructions were not simply to deal Avith the diffi-
.culties of the Indian band, but to settle all the troubles of the S.ock-
bridge Indians, both citizens and Indians, those in Wisconsin and Min­
nesota and New York, and also those who had gone W^est, for Avhom the 
Government had not been able to carry out its proismes, all of Avhom 
were in a disturbed condition. It Avas his mission to settle all their old 
difficulties, the Government realizingthat byits contradictory legislation 
it had created the troubles very largely under which all these bands were 
laboring. So that treaty, after rehearsing in its preamble all these at­
tempts to settle these difficulties and these repeated failures to do so, 
proceeds to make a new treaty with all the Stockbridge and Munsee 
Indians, whether in NCAV York State, or in Minnesota, or in Wiscon­
sin, or west ot the Mississippi, and I think the commissiimer was justi­
fied in calling in these parties complained of as taking x)art in this 
council and signing the treaty of 1856 under his instructions to nego­
tiate the treaty. 

Senator JONES. Do you understand that this treaty of 1856 Avas sub­
stantially agreed to by the Indian party? 

Mr. PAINTER. Very largely, I understand. That has been my infor­
mation in regard to it. If I am Avrong in tluit understanding, then I 
am wrong, but I understood thiit quite a large minority did not sign it, 
but came under it afterwtirds and settled on the reservation secured 
by it. 

Senator JONES. I think Mr. Miller said about half. 
Mr. MILLER. The minority of the tribe .signed it. The sa(;liem aud 

councilors never signed it. They who signed Avere the same fraudu­
lent councilors that Avere elected Avhen the former sachem and coun­
cilors were deposed. 

Mr. PAINTER. I supposed the Government was dealing with indi­
viduals, not Avith sachems or head men; dealing with these Indians of _ 
Stockbridge and Munsee descent, whether they h;id ever been made 
citizens or not, and Avherever located. 

Senator JONES. The reason 1 ask is because I wanted to know 
whether those peojile had all substantially agreed to it. 

Mr. PAINTER. I think, as he says, it Avas signed by a good huge ma­
jority of the tribe, but then some who did uot sign it, as I understand,, 
afterwards came up to Shawano and selected allotments; some of them 
after the two years ytrovided for that purpose had elapsed, came upon 
the reservation and accepted of the provisions of tlie treaty. 

Senator JONES. Another point. When this treaty of 1856 was agreed 
to and the remoA^al took place, please tell me how promptly that was 
complied with on the part of each party, and Avhat percentage of the 
Indian btind Avent to new reservations? 

Mr. PAINTER. Perhaps Mr. Miller can inform you more definitely. I 
could only give you my understanding. 

Mr. MILLER. A S soon as the treaty was ratified the citizens' party 
moved up there, and some portion of the Indian party. After that, all 
the way up to 1859, the Indian party finally were transferred up there. 

Senator JONES. They Avent up as early as 185t) ? 
Mr. PAINTER. The citizens' party went very early. So I was sur­

prised when Mr. McGowan and Mr. Miller said aAvhile ago that they 
were noAV coming on to the reserA^ation. I supposed, and have alAvays 
understood, they went jiromptly after the tieaty was negotiated, and that 
they had made their selections, which the Government was under obli­
gation to have confirmed as allotments. At any rate this Old Citizens' 



60 STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

party promptly settled their lands, which ought to have been patented, 
but Avere not because of the dilatory haphazard way iu which the Gov­
ernment sometimes carries out its promises, and they had lived on these, 
lands peacefully fiom the time the treaty was made until this sict Avas 
passed in 1871, which was intended by those who procured its passage 
to rip up the settlement which had been made and throw the people 
back into their old difficulties. I t has been now some sixteen years of 
peace after the treaty, and these people had settled down under it, and 
were, under its provisions, building up homes and acquiring vested 
rights, of AA'hich the act of 1871, as carried out, deprived them; and 
now, in this bill, we simply ask that the proA'isions of that treaty of 
1856 be enforced, and a new enrollment be made on the basis of that 
treaty, restoring those who Avere deprived of their rights tf) that posi­
tion. That is all we ask. 

^ 

STATEMENT OF MR. J. C. ADAMS IN REPLY. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will be briefs 
Mr. McGowan said that the parties who went out under the act of 

1843 Avere only the citizen party. I beg to differ Avith him in regard to 
that. By that act they were all macle citizens. (See act March 3, 
1843, page 645, Vol. 5, U. S. Statutes at Large.) 

Mr. McGowan said that all those who were declared citizens in 1843 
were parties who went out of the tribe, and were not recognized as 
members of the tribe under the treaty of 1848. (See Commissioner 
Morgan's letter of February 19,1892, to Hon. Secretary of the .Interior, 
printed on page 5, House Report No. 558, present session of Congress.) 
Now, I propose to show that the treaty of 1848 was made with only a 
portion of the tribe. We are borne out in this by the Report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and also by the inspector, Kimble, who 
was sent out there (see Exhibit H hereof); also by the last Report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Aft'airs, printed in House Rejiort No. 558, 
present session of Congress; and by the memorial Avhich was sent to 
Congress at the time of the ratification of the treaty. (See Exhibit C 
hereof.) 

Senator J O N E S . IS not eA'ery treaty made with only a portion of the 
tribe? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; but Avith the consent of the tribe. The citizen por­
tion was not alloAved to sign at all in this treaty. 

Mr. iVIiLLER. They refused to sign. 
Mr. ADAMS. And the treaty of 1856 abrogated the treaty of 1848. 

Therefore, Ave had nothing to consider in connection with the treaty of 
1848, because it was abrogated by the treaty of February 5, 1856. 

Then, Mr. McGowan said that these parties never had lands allotted 
to them under the treaty of 1856: In opposition to that we submit this 
list showing that they did have allotments.' 

(See list of allotments marked Exhibit A hereof.) 
Mr. M I L L E R . Selections. 
iVIr. ADAMS. I say they Avere allotments. Here is a certified cojiy 

taken from the Indian agent's office at Keshena, W"is., the certificate of 
which I Avill now read: 

I certify tha t I haA'e examined the above record and find in a correct copy of the 
^'records of the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians under the treaty of 1856" 
kept in my oflice. 

Jo.s. C. BRIDOMAN, 
United States Indian Agent. 

KBSHKXA, Fehruary 25, 1878. 
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Mr. MCGOWAN. An allotment carries a right to patent, does it not? 
Mr. ADAMS. I t should do so. They slumld have had their lands pat­

ented to them in accordance Avitli the said treaty of 1856. They have 
liAi-ed upon these lands in peaceable possession; UOAV, in almost any 
court of re(;ord peaceable jiossession for twenty years Avould be ground 
for granting title in fee. 

Senator JONES. HOAV many of them are there? 
Mr. ADAMS. I think there are about 150 of them, including their de­

scendants who are members of what are called the Old Citizen party? 
Mr. MILLER. The United States district court in Wisconsin decided 

against that allotment in 1870, and that decision Avas referred to in the 
annual rejiort of the Commissioner. 

Senator JONES. Are there in the NCAV (Jitizeu party that was made 
under the act of 1871 any of the Old Citizen jiarty that Aveiit out of the 
tribe? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; but none of those UOAV in controversy or claim­
ants herein. 

Senator JONES. DO you know IIOAV many? 
Mr. ADAMS. I do not knoAv how many of those who went out, but I 

could pick out their names if I had time. 
Mr. PAINTER. They got their share of the property as it theu stood? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, .-;ir. 
Mr. MILLER. I t was oiie of the councilors who signed those rolls. 

I remember only one case, that of Jacob Jacobs. I t was found in the 
treaty of 1848 that a schedule of lands to be i)atented was attached in 
which his name did not appear. Some claimed that his father leceived 
his allotment, but that did not satisfy the Commissioner. So the sachem 
and councilors agreed, when Mr. Wells,was going to Washington, that 
if he found, upon examination of f̂ ie records here, that Jacobs had not 
received anything under the act of 1843, his name might be put on the 
roll and his money be given to him. I think the Commissioner's report 
will sustain my assertion. 

Mr. ADAMS. In regard to the treaty of 1848 and the acts of 1843 and 
1846, I will read an extract from a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office of April 18, 1855, to Hon. R. McClelland, Secre­
tary of the Interior, which fully and clearly explains and defines the 
provisions contained in said treaty of 1848 and acts of 1843 and 1846, 
respectively (see pages 16 to 19 inclusive), being one of the accom­
panying papiers meutiimed aud transmitted by William F. Vilas, Se(;-
retary of the interior, with his letter of May 1, 1888, to the chairman 
Committee on Indian Att'airs, House of Representatives, which letter 
and accompanying communications aud documents thereto is hereby 
referred to and marked Exhibit H hereof. 

Mr. M I L L E R . GO on further, will you? 
Mr. ADAMS. That is all there is of it. They have laid some consid­

erable stress upon this treaty of 1848. This, we consider, Avas ignored by 
the Congress of the United States and by the tribe. The tribe accepted 
the treaty of 1856, and agreed that all that was in conflict with the 
treaty of 1856 should be abrogated. This was done by the consent of 
the (Commissioner of Indian Aft'airs, and was laid before the Senate of 
the'United States which considered it and ratified it. I t was then sent 
to the President and the President appi'oved it. Then it became the 
supreme laAV of the land. 

The act of 1871 in itself is bad because it takes away vested rights 
of one portion of the tribe which had been secured to them by the treaty 
of 1856. 

. In this, section 7 of the act of 1871 provides for one class or portion 
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of said tribe only, viz, the Stockbridge Indians; and the Munsee In­
dians ai'ij left out. By s lid section 7 the interests of the Munsee por­
tion of the tribe are totally ignored and are depiived of their lawful 
rights under the treaties in Avhich they liaAe participated and made a 
party to it, being the said treaty of February 5, 18,')6. The Stockbridge 
and Munsee Indians are of two different and distinct council fires, each 
separate aud iudeiumdent of itself. They became united with the 
Stockbridge Indiaus by agreem(mt and joint treaties made by them 
with the United States, whereby they became incorporated Aviih them 
under the name and term of "The Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of 
Indiaus," and it was specifically agreed by and between said Stock-
bridges and Munsees that no treaty or treaties shouhl be made without 
the consent of the other and both made a party to it. 

The first agreement made betAveen said Indians Avas at Washington 
City, D. (;., in 1808. It Avas made in conjunction Avith the Delaware 
tribe for the purchase or grant of land on White River in (now) State 
of In'diana, which agreement is reported tm page 111, Appendix to 
report of Secretary of War for the year 1820, and the said treaty was 
attested at the time by Henry Dearborn, Secretary of War, and ap­
proved by the President, Thomas Jetterson. 

I hereby refer to that agreement. (See report.) 
The -Munsees as well as the so-called Old Citizens' portion of the 

Stockbridges, have always, and now does recognize and respect such 
treaties only iu which they were pro])erly represented and made parties 
to it, and such treaties are as follows: Treaties of October 27, 1832, 
Vol. 7, U. S. Stats, at Large, p. 409; January 15,1838, p 550, same vol­
ume; September 3, 1839, p. 577, volume 11, same statutes, and the 
said treaty of I^'ebruary 5, 1856 in all of said treaties the interests of 
the Munsees appears clear and distinct and preserved; but the nets of 
1843 was certainly an unwise legislation and an outrage upon those 
Indians. 

The history of the passage and operations of that act is fully pre­
sented by the report of the House Committee on Indian Affairs, No. 
447, first session. Twenty-ninth Congress (to accomjiany H. R. No. 321, 
Stockbridge Indians, March 27, 184(!), which is the act of 1846 repeal­
ing the act of Mar(!h 3, 1843, and the general census of the Stockbridge 
tribe, and of the Munsee, etc., 6n pp. 17, 18, and 19 of said report aud 
document. In same said report, in Commissioner Crawford's letter 
of April 24, 1844, on pp. 14 and 15 of said report, shows that no patents 
were issued under said act of March 3, 1843. I refer to this letter es­
pecially in rebuttal to the statements made by Mr. McGowan charging 
that we, the Old Citizens' party, had received patents for our allotments, 
and that we had sejiarated from the tribe, and sold our lands, etc. 

The treaty of 1848 was made without the consent or i)articipation of 
the Munsees nor Avith the consent of the majority of the tribe, and was 
also repealed and abrogated by said treaty of 1856. The act of Febru­
ary 6,1871, is as defective, unAvise, and outrageous as that of the act of 
March 3, 1843, and can not be made oi)erative for the benefit of the 
Munsees and other beneficiaries of the Old Citizens' party. Therefore 
we have nothing left to secure and protect (rar interests other than said 
treaty of February 5, 1856, Avliich we have always recognized and re­
spected. 

In regard to the treatv of 1856, I will read from this memorial (see 
Exhibit C hereof): 

The treaty referred to was publicly made at Stockbridge, iu Wisconsin. All par­
ties of the Indians were there. The white claimants Avere present with the commis­
sioner of the U. S. 
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All the Munsees, by their authorized delegates, and three-fourths of the Avhole 
number of Stockbridges (including more than two-thirds of the whole number of the 
Indian party, who were i>arties to the treaty of 1848), signed. 

The Stockbridge and Munsee tribes agreed at the time to become,, and l)(̂  hereafter, 
one nation ; and iu ])resence of and with the approval of the commissioner and super­
intendent of the northern ageiii'V, elected tlieir sachem and five couiiciliueii, in ac­
cordance with ancient cnstoni. 

Ziba T. Peters was chosen sachem; and tiA^e persons, including those named aboA'e, 
were elected councillors. 

After the treaty was made we were informed that those refusing to sign, number­
ing (men, vvimien, aud children) 67 souls, had sent one of their men, Samuel Miller, 
to resist its ratification by .the Senate. * * 

Brothers: May we not ask you if our present miserable conditicm is not in some 
measure at tr ibutable to a want of proper care on the par t of our guardians, the 
representatives of this Republii' I By the treaty before you we get land enough, pro­
vided it is good hind; and we I'eceived $61,000 to pay expenses of remoA'al and sub­
sistence for one year, purchase of cattle, horses, farming utensils, building school-
houses, clearing lands, etc., making roads, etc. * * * 

Brothers: In making this application we do not think we approach you iis beggars, 
and we t iust you Avill uot so regard us. But whatever is yonv decision we pray you 
to ratify the treaty as soon as possible, that Ave may go home, for indeed we are ill 
able to pay the expenses of remaining. 

ISrothers: In shaking hands for the la.st time probably with the Senate of the U. 
S., we pray the Good Spirit to bless yon and this (iovt. 

Washington, D. t:., March 6, 18.56.' 
ZIBA T . PKTEKM, Sachem [Indian par ty] , 
,10HN N. CHICKS [citizen pa r ty ] , 
J O H N W . ABRAMS [citizen par ty ] , 
.lEHE.\ii.4n Si.iN«KKi.ANi> [Indian par ty ] , 

Couticillors. 

The signers hereof are the counselors of the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribe, comi>osed (rf the re]uesentatiA'e men of both c(mncil fires, as I have 
indicated opposite their signatures. 

We will base our rights upon that treaty of 1856. I t was submittfid 
to the tribe; they approved it. I t was submitted to the Commissioner 
of Indian Att'airs; he approved it. It was sent to the Senate of the 
United States; the Senate ratified it. I t was then sent to the Presi­
dent; he approved it. I t then became the supreme law of the land. 

Mr. PAINTER. Did those vA'ho signed that belong to the Indian party 
or to the citizen party ? 

Mr. ADAMS. They bekmged to both. 
Mr. M I L L E R . Who was John N. Chicks? 
Mr. ADAMS. He was a citizens' party, now dead. 
Senator JONES. Who is Jeremiah Slingerland? 
Mr. ADAMS. He belonged to the Indian party and was one of the 

counselors of the tribe in 1856. 
The question as to those of the tribe who may have availed them­

selves of the privileges of citizenship, franchise, etc., whether they be 
of the old citizens'porti(m or of the Indian party, should notbe so con­
strued against them as having lost all their vested rights and benefits 
under the treaties, because that privilege of citizenship was extended 
to said Indians by legislation, and did operate only for a short period, 
and were subsefiuently restored to their former condition by said treaty 
of February 5, 1856. 

If the Indians, by having exercised the privileges of (dtizenship dur­
ing that short period, then all the Indians, botli the old citizens' party 
as well as the Indian party, so called, have lost their rights under the 
treaties, because both parties have exercised such privileges and were 
so notoriously recognized by the civil authorities. 

In support of these assertions I submit here the affidavit of Thomas 
McLean, who is a white citizen, Joseph Quinney, a member of the Indian 
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party, so called, and was at that time the duly elected and recognized 
sachem of aud by the whole tribe of said Stockbridge aud Munsees, 
which reads as folio AVS : 

STATE (JF WISCONSIN, Calumet County, ss : 
Thomas McLean, being duly SAvorn, says that at the last general election he was 

chairman of the board of supervisors of the town of Stockbridge, and that on t h a t 
day he administered to .loseph M. (Quinney, theu the sachem of the Stockbridge 
tr ibe of Indians, the oath required b^' our s tatute whenever a voter is challenged: 

" You do solemnly SAvear that A'OU are twenty-one years of age, tha t you are a citi­
zen of ihe United States, tha t you haA ê resided in this State one year next preced­
ing this election, t ha t yon are now a resident of this town, that you haAe not voted 
at this election, and tha t you have not made au\' bet or wager or become directly or 
indirectlv interested in any bet or wager depending uiiou the result of this elec­
tion." 

THOMAS M C L E A N . 
Subscribed and sworn before me this 31st day of May, A. D. 1855. 

R . P . EATON, 
Notary Public. 

Senator JONES. Here are four signers to this memorial presented to 
the Senate in 1856, asking for the ratification of this treaty. One of 
them is named Peters. Who was he? 

Mr. ADAMS. He was a party who entered under the treaty of 1839, 
and separated fiom the tribe in 1839. 

Senator JONES. And went West? 
Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir; and was admitted back by the treaty of 1856. 
Senator JONES. Who was Chicks? 
Mr. ADAMS. Cliicks belonged to the old citizens' party. 
Senator JONES. Who was Abrams? 
Mr. ADAMS. John W. Abrams belonged to the old citizens' party, 

who signed the treaty of 1856—was one of the counselors. 
Mr. M I L L E R . We (slaim that the miiuu'ity of the Indian tribe joined 

in the signing of that. 
Mr. ADAMS. What do you call a minority? 
Mr. M I L L E R . A minority is less than halt. 
Senator JONES. What proportion of the Indians agreed to the treaty 

of 1856? 
Mr. M I L L E R . Less than one-halt^—that is, the old tribe proper. 
Senator JONES. HOW much less than one-lialf ? 
Mr. M I L L E R . Very small; I couldn't say the exact ntimber. 
Mr. MCGOWAN. I suggest that part were people who did not belong 

either to the citizen jiarfTv or old Indians. 
Senator JONES. HOAV many Indians agreed to this treaty of 1856, is 

what I want? 
Mr. ADAMS. About fimr-fifths of the tribe, or 327. 

4 
Senator JONES. Those are all 

everything of that sort. 
matters of re(;ord, and Ave will see. 

E X H I B I T K . 

PRINTERS ' NOTE.—Exhibi t K too illegible to pr int . 

^ 
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E X H I B I T L . 

Schedule of lands still belonging to the Stockhidge Indians. 

Sophia Moore 
M a r y M c A l l i s t e r 
Abig^ail Moon. S W . corner . 
J o h n L i t t l eman 
J a c o b Uavid , i \V. end 
Sy lv ia Yoccum 
Sarah David. 
J u l i u s Dav id 
F r a n c i s T . D a v i d 
C a t h a r i n e Boman 
J e s s e Kowman 
J o s e p h Doxta to r 
Danie l David 

'• N . i -
M a r g a r e t David , E . e n d . 
Char ie s Stevens , p a r t . . . 

"William ( i a rdne r , S. p a r t . 
" " S. p a r t -

S tephen ( i a rdner , W . e n d . 

Dan ie l Gardne r , J . 

Reuben J o h n s o n . 
H a r r i e t J o h n s o n . 
I s a a c Ja^'-obs 

D e b o r a h BaMwin , in p a r t 
J a c o b J a c o b s 
M a r i e t t a A b r a m s . S E . corner . 
A l e x a n d e r A b r a m s .' 
J o l m W i l b e r 

L e w i s 1-ioman — 
Susan H e n d r i c k . 
M a r y H e n d r i c k . . 

J o h n Dean, sr. , g u a r d i a n : 
Mary J a n e Dean 
David P . Dean 
J o h n Dean, .jr., he i r s of 
J a n e Dean 

H a r r i e t J o u r d a u 
Soph ia M. J o u r d a n 
L n k e J o u r d a n 
C a t h a r i n e Mills, ^ of an acre 
Corne l ius M . A a r o n 
J o s e p h L. Ch icks 
Be t sey Manange , E . end of W. ^ . 
Heirs ' of J acob (Jhicks 

A b r a m Chicks , a p a r t of . 

Be t sey W y a t t , a p a r t of.. 

T i m o t h y J o u r d a n 

J o l m N . Ch icks , a p a r t of. 

N . eas t p a r t . . . 
S. w e s t c o m e r . 

26777- -57 

No. 
of lilt. 

177 i 

124 
113 
1 0 7 ; 
270» 
189 
314 
327 
360 
227 
144 
(iO 
47 
48 
58 

119, 
92 

Ko. of acres. 

60.00 

5.00 
48.50 
20.86 
60.00 
60. 00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
62.50 
62. 60 
51. 26 
14. 00 
22.50 
62.50 
62.50 

Value of 
laud in 

dollars and 
cents. 

if 150. 00 

26.00 
242. 50 
103. 30 

" 150.00 
160. 00 
150. 00 
150.00 
150. 00 
150. 00 
312. 60 
312.50 
256. 25 

70.00 
112. 50 
312. 50 
312. 50 

94 
367 
368 
192 
221 
221 
326 
282 
282 
357 

267 
280 
63 

162Jt 
56 
40 
58 

154 
453 
62 
l i t 

349 
336 
78 , 

187 
226 
233 
384 

«# 
108fi 

84 
21 

372 
373 

85 

369 
370 
371 

85 
86 

221 
131 
323 
105 
190S 

A p p r a i s e d T o t a l 
va lue of I , ™ ' " e o f 
improve- : ' " I ' l s a n d 
„ , ; .nts . \ improve -

; mei i t s . 

$420.00 
230. 00 
95.00 

360.00 
160. 00 

62.60 
70.00 
70.00 
25.00 
15.00 
10.00 
60.00 
30. 00 
30.00 
60.00 

312. 50 
176. 00 
175. 00 
62.50 
37.50 
25.00 

150. 00 
76.00 
76.00 

150. 00 

60.00 
60.00 
62. .50 
62.60 
11.25 
50.50 

1.00 
62-60 
51.00 
62.50 
78.00 
60.00 
60.00 
62.50 

78.00 

60.00 
60.00 
60.00 
00. 20 
63.12 
62.50 
15.50 
82. 00 
70.00 
70.00 

1. 345. 57 

I 23.05 

> 146.00 

10.62 

10.00 
1.00 

60. 00 
62.60 
60.00 

160. 00 
150. 00 
312. 60 
312. 60 
66.25 

262. 50 
6.00 

312. 50 
265. 00 
312. 60 
390. 00 
160. 00 
150. 00 
312. 50 

160. 00 
IW. 00 
150. 00 
1.00 

265. 60 
312. 50 
77.50 
410.00 
175. 00 
175. 00 

1, 175. 46 

1, 790. 00 

640.00 

5, 242. 96 

788. 00 
332, 60 
309. 65 
115. 00 

730.00 
90.00 

I 395. 00 

410. 00 

30.00 
150. 00 

519. 00 
80.00 

232. 50 

1, 025. 00 

5, 206. 65 

17.00 

116. 25 

352. 50 

53.10 

6.00 
190. 00 
312. 50 
150. 00 

15. 00 

180. 00 

$570 00 
230. 00 
120. 00 
602. 50 
263. 30 
150. 00 
160. 00 
150. 00 
150 00 
150.00 
150. 00 
657. 50 

1. 926. 71 

640.00 

377. .50 

225. 00 

% 

150.00 
150. 00 

1,413.00 
388. 75 
562.15 
120. 00 
312. 50 

1, 297. 50 
480. 00 
150. 00 

057. 50 

7.50. 00 

180. 00 
300.00 
150. 00 
520. 00 
345. 60 
312. 50 
310.00 

10, 634. 60 

-32. 00 

295. 25 

I, 235. 60 

I 
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Scluduh' of lands siiU belovghig to the Stockbridge Itidians—Continued. 

L e v i .KonkaiK>t. 

-Mary M . Ch icks 
Tho inas Jefferson Chicks , N . ]>art . 

C h u r c h bu ih l ing . . . 
S o u t h 8clu)oi h o u s e . 
Dodima B ig Deer . . 

f iot. 

61., 
150-
104 

No 

192 ( 
221 5 

64 . 
14ff 

ot 'aeres 

62. 60 
62.50 
60.00 

00. 00 

7.81 
50 

68.00 

'paseS ' 692.88 
page2, 1,345.67 
page Ij 1, 264. 41 

Va lue of 
land in 

dol la rs and 
cen t s . 

$312.50 
312. 50 
150. 00 

39. 06 
2.50 

340. 00 

2,511.90 
5, 327. 85 
4. 347. 05 

A p p r a i s e d 
va lue of 
improve­

m e n t s . 

690. 00 
77.60 

710. 00 

3, 012. 50 
5, 206. 65 
5, 242. 96 

A n d r e w J . (Jhicks . 
3, 302. 86 : 12, 186. 80 

60.00 150.00 

Tota l 
va lue of 

l a n d s a n d 
improve­

m e n t s . 

$1,295.00 

150.00 

295.00 

629. 06 
80.00 

1. 050. 00 

5,524.40 
10, 534. 50 
9, 590.01 

25, 648. 91 
150. 00 

3,362.86 I 12,336.80 25, 798. 91 

T h i s m a r k ff anue.\ed t o ee r ta iu lo ts denotes t hac s u c h lota, in whole or in part, w e r e sold to t h e 
U n i t e d S ta t e s by t h e - ' I n d i a n " or " Qu inney 1848 j^arty'^ e i t h e r w i t h o u t t h e linowledge or connent of 
t h e owne r s a t t h e t r e a t y concluded by t h e commiss ioners , M o r g a n I^. M a r t i n a n d A l b e r t G. Ell ison, on 
t h e 24th d a y of November . A . D. 1848, w i t h a po r t ion of t h e S tockbr i i ige I n d i a u s , as by t h e .said t r ea ty , 
re fe rence t h e r e u n t o bein;Li' had , wil l more fully appea r . 

J . C. A D A M S . 

EXHIBIT M . 

General Land OfKce, List No. 195. 

THK UNITI:I> STATES OF AMKRICA, 

To all to whom these i)resents shall conic, greeting: 
Whereas, by the treaties 24th November,-1848, with the Stockbridge tribe of In­

dians, and of the 5th Febrnary, 1856, with the Stockbridges and Munsees, it is pro­
vided tha t there shall be granted to certain members of the Stockbridge tribe, and 
to snch other persons as shall be found entitled, certain lots in the township of land 
on the east si(le of Lake Winnebago, in the State of Wisconsin, which township was 
granted and secured to the Stockbridges by the t reaty of 8th February, 1831, with 
the Menomonee tribe of Indians; 

And whereas, the Office of Indian Affairs, under date the 12th April, 1860, has made 
to the General Land Office the following returns under the treaties aforesaid: 

(1st) list B, " containing the names of certain parties in whose favor patents 
should be issued for the lots or parts of lots in the town of Stockbridge, Wisconsin, 
under the provisions of the 4th article of the Stockbridge treaty of November 24th, 
1848, as descrihed in the schedule appended to said t reaty." 

(2d) List C, containing " description of lots or parts of lots to be patented to the 
following parties under the 16th article of the treaty with the Stockbridges and 
Munsees of February 5th, 1856." 

(3d) List F, containing " description of lots or parts of lots which are claimed by 
certain parties by purchase from the Indians to whom they were allotted, and in re­
gard to which it is deemed proper to cause patents to be issued in favor of the orig­
inal allottees, leaving the question of tit le to be determined by the proper courts." 
And under date of 15th September, 1860, the said Office of Indian Affairs has made to 
the General Land Office the further return of— 

(4th) Map of the " Stockbridge Keservation, Wiscons. Territory," returned as the • 
"Or ig ina l map," said original map being accompanied by an " E-tplanation" map, 
previously reported to the General Land Office by said Office of Indian Afflairs, to 
wit, under date of 25th May, 1860, (fontaining, in addition to the data on said origi­
nal, the numbers of all the allotments within the sectional designations thereon; 

And whereas it appears from the aforesaid List E, tha t Aaron Turkey is entitled 
to a certain t rac t or parcel of land described in said list as lot ntimber forty-two, 
containing fifty-one acres and forty-hundredths of an acre, and so numerically des­
ignated on said " Explanation " map accompanying said "Or ig ina l" map : 

Now know ye. That the United States of Americia, in consideration of the piem-
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ises, and in accordance with t reaty stipulations, have given and granted, ;\nd by these 
presents do give and grant , unto the said Aaron Turkey, an<l to his heirs, the t rac t 
or parcel of land above described: To have and to hold the same, together with all 
the rights, privileges, imniunitics, .and appurtenances of whatsoever nature there­
unto belonging, unto the said Aaron Turkey, and to his heirs and assigns forever. 

In testimony whereof, I, .lames Buchanan. President of the United Stiites, have 
caused these letter.s to be made patent , and the seal of the General Land Office to be 
hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, this eighth diiy of October, in 
the vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and sixty, aud of the indepenilence 
of the United Statcjs the eighty-fifth. 

By the President: 
[SEAL.] J A M E S BCCIIANAN. 

By J. B. LEONARD, 
Secretary. 

N. (iKAXOKR, 
Recorder of the General Land Office. 

Eecorded, Vol. A, page 195. 

E X H I B I T N . 

Parties who were enrolled under the act of Feb'y 6th, 1871, who have sold land at Stock-
bridge, since the act of March Srd, 1843—all " Indian Party" under treat.1848. 

Lot . Al lo t tee . 

6 . J o h n Yoccum 
109 ! " " 
1 S^ Bet.'^v Aaron 
;J7 1 Jonas 'r i jomp.Mon 
70 1 • " '̂ 

68 \V^ A b r a m Pve 
305 i " " 

75 ' Simon S . M t oxen 

^^-' 
^ ^ ^ p Samncl Mil ler 
M ^ P ^ r J o i m f. v m n n e v 

184 
201 

] 

138 
206 
167 
170 
198 

245 

266 S i 
272 

fc; 322 

" " " 
' • " " 

'' " " P e t e r D. L i t t l e m a n . . 

Ben i. D o x t a t o r 
Beui- P y e , 4th 
H a n n a h P y e . wife of 

Len.j. P v e . 
H a n n a h T11 rlcey. wife 

of A a r o n T u r k e y . 

Sarah A . W i l b e r , 
daugh .o f Klizabeth 
Wilber . 

M a r y E. W i l b e r . 
dan; ;h . of Eliza­
be th Wi lbe r . 

L'331 • N icho las Pa lmer , son 

•- 333 

> 

of Elizabetl i Pa lmer . 
E l i zabe th Me toxen , 

wife of Simon, Met­
oxen. 

1 
( Sold to— 

, Danif-'. Wl i i t ney 
• ' • ' . . . -

J o h n W e l c h 
T. W. Call 
K u f t i s T h o m p s o n . . . 
J o h n W e l c h 

l>aniHl Metoxen 
P a u l D. H a y w a r d . . . 

H o u r v Moon 
J o h n Moore 
J a m e s M . Lane 
Danie l W h i t n e v 
Leuuiel Goodel 
J a c o b 0 . H o r n 
Dan ie l W h i t n e v 

" ' • 

X a t h a n Goodel 
Danie l \V'^hitney 

" • • • • 

Wil l i am Slot* 
Dan ie l AVliitiiev . - . . 

F r a n c i s P. B n ' t l e r . -

W h i t e , Bal l and <;o . 

Danie l W h i t n e y 

D a t e . 

Febv21.1844 
A n g . 12. 1845 

•• 21, 1844 
. Inly 12.1848 
May «, 1848 
Nov . 2.1846 
Deo 20,1860 
Mav 20.1845 
A u g . 5, 1845 

Sept . 16.1844 
F e b v . 5.1844 
Nov . 4,1846 
A u g . 19, " 
Apr . - 7,1847 
Febyl, '!, 1845 
Dec. 12. 1844 
A u g . 19, 1845 
Sept . 19, " 
M a r . 13, " 

I n s t r u m e n t . 

W a r r a n t e e deoil 

" -' 
" " 
" " 
" i . I , 

" " " " 
." " 
r . , 

" " 
" " 
" " 
" " 
" " 
" " 
" " 
" ' • 

" ', 

Keoorded . 

Vol. B , 

" c. 
" r, " Y. 
" F . 
" D, 
u n 

" c. 
ii ii 
" c. 
" B. 
'- D, 
" <";, 
" B, 

- c. 
" " 
" " U I , 

" 
Dec. 23,1844 ! " " : " ", 

Mar . 24, •' " " '- D , 
13.1845 " " " C. 

A p r . 12,1848 i 

J u n e 10, 1848 

" F , 

-' F , 

J u n e 6,1845 " •' , " C, 

page 37-8 
" 361-2 
" 256-98 
'- • 96-7 
" 44 
'• 160-1 
,1 i [ 

"305-6-T 
" 376-6 

" 52-3- t 
" 26-7-8 
"28-9-301 
" 371-2 
" 13-14 
"138-9-40 
" 83-4-5 
•• :!6!>-6 
" 384-.i> 
"202-3-4 

" 160-1 

" 134-5 
" 207-8 

" 60-1-2 

'- 97-8 

" 353-4 

The aliove list is taken from the records of the register of deeds for Calumet Qountj-, 
Wisconsin, and I do hereby solemnly swear tha t I have carefully compared the fore­
going list with the records thereof, and found it to be a true and correct examplifica-
tion and copy as appears of said records. . 

.T. C. ADAM.S. • 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, 
June, A. D. 1892. 

at the city of Washington, D. ('., this 14th of 

A. J O H N S , 
United States Commissioner, District of Columbia. 
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EXHIBIT O. ^WM 

Statement "A" to KemMe's report on page 6, lixhibit H, to Insnector Keml>le's report Nov. 
12, 1877. 

Yon asked the Stockbridge tr ibe, in general council convened on the 20th iust., 
" Why ought the old citizen par ty be removed by the U. S. Government from off our 
reserve?" The undersigned would respectfully reply in brief— 

1st. Because they received their full share and propoi'tion of the t r ibal lands 
under the law of 1843, which they disposed of iu private sales, and consumed the 
avails thereof to their own private benefit, leaving consequently nothing to stipu­
late away to the General Government, by which the present property of the tribe 
was subsequently secured. To enter a little more into detail, a minority band of 
the tribe petitioned Congress, all eager to become citizens, and the result was the 
law of 1843, a law covering- the whole tribe instead of being limited to the petition­
ers. As tha t law provided for connnissioners to survey and allot the reserve of the 
tribe, these citizens su(!ceeded in getting the whole number needed to divide and 
apportion the tr ibal lands from among their number. The reserved had been part ly 
surveyed previous to this by the tribe, and a record was kept, so as to give chance to 
members of the tribe to select homes as fast as they became of age, consequently 
these citizen commissioners had no hard task in the resurvey of the reserve. This 
formality past, for which they received payment, they proceeded to apportion the 
land and of course securing to themselves and their party .all the best farms and 
localities ; while the Indian par ty , who had been looking on. were assigned minor 
portions, which they were obliged to accept or have none at all. After this partition,, 
the citizen part began to dispose of thcsir lands under warrantee deeds to white 
citizens who began to flock in upon the reserve; and to impose taxes upcm the In­
dian party, which the Indians resisted to the last, showing every way tha t they did 
not (!onsider themselves citizens, nor did they wish to participate in the privileges 
granted by the law of 1843. 

From this time tins tribe was resolved into two distinct bauds or parties. The 
citizen part began not only to dispose of their lands as citizens but also to pay taxes, 
vote at elections, and hold offices. After being weary of the troubles caused, by the 
w-̂ hite and Indian citizens, the Indian part by delegation .and petition finally suc­
ceeded in gaining a repeal by Congress in J.846 the law of 1843, restoring the tribe 
back to its former usages and customs. In this repealing act it was provided that 
those who wished to continue citizens should enroll in a book kept open by the In­
dian agent. But at this the citizen portion scouted, declaring that they had once 
been declared citizens and meant to i-emain such, and no after act of Congress could 
take from them that r ight. The act of 1846 failing to settle all difficulties, and 
the citizen par t continuing to harass the Indians, the lat ter finally asked the Gov­
ernment to t reat with them, and purchase from them their portion of lands allotted 
to them under the law of 1843. 

Accordingly two commissioners were appointed in 1848, viz, the Hon. M. L. Mar­
t in and Hon. A. G. Ellis, then Indian agent. The provisions there provided for the 
benefit of this tr ibe and which they accepted, may be seen by a reference to tha t 
treaty, and the lands and property stipulated away to the Government were the lands 
and lots which fell to them in the division made under the law of 1848, which we 
can show by a list now in our possession. During the pending of this treaty, an 
opportunity was given to the citizen part to come in and lieconie parties, but they 
sternly refused, saying tha t all they wanted was the speedy issue of their patents 
by the Government. That treaty was rjitified, but for some cause its execution on 
the par t of the Government failed year after year for six long yeiirs, tho ' the tribe 
begged and petitioned every way to have its provisions carried out. 

By this time the citizen part had disposed of all their lots, and were looking around 
to find some way by which they could craw] back to become Indians and receive fur­
ther benefits from the Government. Francis Heubschman, being then superintendent 
over the Northwest Indians, "was authorized in 1856 to treat with the Stockbridge 
tribe, and offer them a home in Wisconsin in lien of the two townships west of the 
Mississippi stipulated in tlie treaty of 1848. Finding the authorities of the tr ibe re­
fused to accede to his wishes and act with him, he deposed the sachem and counsel­
ors, and incited the council of citizens and Indians to vote for and elect snch men as 
he knew would favor his plans. The terms of the treaty were drawn up and were 
signed truly by Indians first, these supposing that no niimes would be received and 
g,dmitted but such as were entitled to sign, and who had property to stipulate away. 
After gaining a few signatures he announced tha t the t reaty was open to all, both 
citizens and Indians. To this the first Indian signers remonstrated, and e\ en asked 
to erase their names from the treaty, but all this was refused them. The citizens, 
having nothing to lose bu t everything to gain, readily came forward and gave their 
names, many being allowed to sign who had not a drop of Stockbridge blood, and 
never before con.sidered members of the tribe. This was a forced Jinda gaged action 
on the part of the superintendent, in which the tribe could not help themselves. 
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To gain names enough to the treaty so as to seem tha t he h,ad the majority of the tribe, 
was the determined purpose of the superintenilent. Having obtained this the t reaty 
was sent to Washington and ratified in the face of a remonstrance made by about 
40 of the Indian part j ' . There being no other way in which redress could be obtained 
the Indian par ty finally removed with reluctance, to live with the citizen par ty on 
the two townships provided them under the treaty of 1856. But they were not with­
out hope, for they believed tha t some day the Government would make their wrongs 
all right, and would restore to them what had been wrested from them by injustice. 
Under the treaty of 1856 the citizens took up and occupied lands, received equal 
sums of money and supplies with the Indians, until about the yeai- 1869 or 1870, 
when the citizens began to assume power and desired to control t r ibal affairs. 

The old sores not being yet healed in the minds of the Indians, and having alw.ays 
considered the citizens mere inti'udei'S, they naturally raised the question of r ight 
to the lands and money in which the citizens had been sharing for fourteen or 
fifteen years. A delegation of two was dispatclie<l to W^ashingtou to explain and 
lay their grievances before the (^reat Father. The delegates interviewed Comr. E. 
Parker, then Comr. Ind. Affairs, the chairman of the Inilian Committee in the Sen­
ate, and members of Congress from this district. All these favoring the Indian 
cause and assuring the delegates tha t the citizens had no r ight to the lands and 
money of the Imlians, a bill was drawn up by our special attorney, which became a 
law in 1871, restoring back to the Indian party their rightful property. Now, in 
making out the rolls under this law both the commissioner of enrollment aud the 
sachem and counselors of the tribe were confined as much as possible to the parties 
who signed the treaty of 1848 and who sohl land under tha t t reaty. 

By the above statement you will perceive that the citizens who are now upon our 
j^.serve obtained their full share of tribal lands under the treaty of 1843, with every 
member of the tribe, but having disposeil of these by private sales and receiving 
patents, they had none to part with when they (jrawled into the treaty of 1856, con­
sequently liave never had any further right to land and money. I t is true they 
signed the; treaty, l)ut the,mere signing can never establish a claim to others' prop­
erty. The property provided in the treaty of 1848 was claimed exclusively by the 
Indian party whose names are ajipended to it. This pro])erty was obtained by the 
sale of their lots and lands which they reserved from private sale, unt i l they dis­
posed of thcs'e to their (ireat Father iu tha t t reaty. And when the citizens signed 
the treaty of 18.56 they assum >d to stipulate away property, ii cent's worth of which 
they could not rightfully claim. 

They may t ry to show tha t certain of their lots and lands were sold iu the treaty 
of 1848 by the Indi;in party. But as we utterly deny the charge, we have a correct 
list tha t was made at the time, and now in our possession, of all lauds tha t were 
then disposed of by each individual. If any lots wei-e taken from them it must 
have been done by the Goveinment or its agents. 

A further i-cason •nhy these citizens ought to be removed is, <iuite a large par t of 
them were never considered members of the Stockbridge tribe, even previous to the 
law of 1843. When the lands came to be divided under that law. they were strongly 
objected to by the Indian party. But after a lengthy discussion the two parties 
finally agreed to give them a .share, tha t being a, final favor they Arould ever expect to 
receive from the tr ibe. • They received their lands, sold them, came in again by the 
treaty of 1856, aud are to-day the princi].)al intruders on the reserve. 

The citizens may claim a right here on this reserve because the lands under the 
t rea ty of 1848 were given to the Indians iu consideration of a claiiii had by the whole 
tribe' ou the White River iu Indiana. But we reply that , whatever was st ipulated 
to tha t part who made a t reaty in 1848, was given to them specially and exclusively by 
the Government, while tha t power fully understood tha t they had so many Indians 
under their charge a n d h a d t o furuishthema home. When the Indians asked, "Shal l 
we receive citizen names to our petition ?" they were told, " We don't want any but In­
dian names. If the citizens have any claims let tlu^m ]irosecute them themselves." 

Another consideration comes from the fact that the law of 1871 dotss not recognize 
these citizens in any way. That law [)rovides alone for the Indian party, and when 
the landV and money were divided, tha t par ty alone shared in them, the new citizens 
going out, while the Indian part funded their portion of money in the hands of the 
generfil Government, and purchased a half townshi]) which now composes this r(!serve. 

These are our reasous, aud trust they are cause enough to induce the Government 
to remove those citizens at as early a day as possible. 

Fraternally and respectfully, 
Yours, etc., . IEKEMIAH SLINOKKLAND, 

Ei.i T. WILLIAMS, 
SAMlrEL A. MlI.LUK, 

bia 
J O H N X Y'(ICKECKM, 

mark. 
C. S. AARON, 
ZACHARIAH MILLER. 
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For further details In comiectioa with that part of the history of our 
case by me related here, which has been adjusted and settled by the 
treaty of February 5, 1856, I invite the attention of the honorable com­
mittee to peruse the series of letters, list ot names of the different 
classes of claimants, and documents appertaining thereto, fully given 
from and indudingJetterof-July 16,1847, of Albert G. Ellis, sub Indian 
agent, on page 780, and other documents to 810 iuclusive; Senate doc­
ument No. 1, first session. Thirtieth Congress. Among these docu­
ments w-ill be found tlie form of deeds given by John W. Quinney in 
disposing of his selection for allotmeut iu the Stockbridge Indian res­
ervation, which form has been used in all other cases of the Indians in 
their sales of their allotments, etc. And while these deeds purport to 
convey the title to the lands, we contend that they did not and could not 
pass or convey title, and the grantees of the Indians did accept such 
deeds with constructive notice that the title to these lands was in the 
United States, and that the Indians could not convey it. The mate­
rial contained iu Senate miscellaneous document iN̂ o. 119, first session, 
Forty-eighth Congress, referred to by Mr. iMiller, is nothing more nor 
less than a repetition of the facts contained iu my last above reference. 

The selections and allotments made to the Stockbridge and Munsee 
tribes of Indians (comprising botli the old citizens' and Indian parties 
alike) under the act of March 3, 1843, are given and exhibited upon 
the map 'of said Indians' reservation made and drawn by Jacob B. 
Deuel, the surveyor, which I herewith submit and mark Exhibit K 
hereof 

I also refer to the list of the individuals of the old citizens' party wlio 
were allottees and ociiupants of their resjiectivc selections and allot­
ments upon said reservation (E.xhibit K hereof) which were ceded 
against their consent by said treaty of 1848 and the proceeds thereof 
tihrowu into or pooled into the common funds of said Indians, they 
being claimants herein. This list is herewith, marked Exhibit L. 

I also refer to the United States patent issued to all the Indians, both 
the old citizens' party as well as the Indians' party, under and in pursu-
anije of artitJes xiii, xiv, xv, and xvi of said treaty of 1856, which 
patent upon its face aud form classifies and designates the individuals 
to whom patents were issued, and separated from the tribe and are not 
now claiming, and to wliom patents were issued and remained with the 
tribe and who are now claimants. Said patent is herewith, marked Ex­
hibit M. 

1 also refer to the list of those individuals of the Indian jiarty 
now contending here who sold their allotments granted to them under 
said acts of March 3, 1843, which is marked Exhibit N hereof; their 
case was also passed upon and adjusted by said treaty of February 
5, 1856, which restored thein as well (but no more so) as the old citizen's 
portion or party, so called, of said tribe, though the said old citizen 
portion are deprived of their shares of the benefits under said treaty of-
1856 by the operation o t ^ i a t infamous act of 1871. 

In (toiiclusion, I refer to the Statement A referred to in Kemble's 
report, on page 6 of Exhibit H hereof, which statement is the prayer of 
the Indian party to the Indian insiiector, Kemble, for the removal of us, 
the old citizen's party, from the Indian reservation, and wliich I liave 
marked Exhibit O hereof. 

The allegation therein made and given as ground for the removal of 
said old citizen Indians clearly admits of all the facts which I have 
presented showing the merits of our claim for our equal shares of the 
benefits under the treaties. 

« 
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Therefore from the facts aforesaid we ask the committee to so amend 
our said bill 2&73 so as to cover and protect our rights under the 
treaties, and that the Federal courts may be vested with jurisdiction to 
settle all further difficulties which may arise. All of which is respect­
fully submitted. 


