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PREFACE

This volume is the first of a series of three dealing
with the slaveholding Indians as secessionists, as par-
ticipants in the Civil War, and as victims under recon-
struction. The series deals with a phase of American
Civil War history which has heretofore been almost
entirely neglected or, where dealt with, either misun-
derstood or misinterpreted. Perhaps the third and last
volume will to many people be the most interesting
because it will show, in great detail, the enormous price
that the unfortunate Indian had to pay for having al-
lowed himself to become a secessionist and a soldier.
Yet the suggestiveness of this first volume is consider-
ably larger than would appear at first glance. It has
been purposely given a sub-title, in order that the pecu-
liar position of the Indian, in 1861, may be brought out
in strong relief. He was enough inside the American
Union to have something to say about secession and
enough outside of it to be approached diplomatically.
It is well to note, indeed, that Albert Pike, negotiated
the several Indian treaties that bound the Indian na-
tions in an alliance with the seceded states, under the
authority of the Confederate State Department, which
was a decided advance upon United States practice—an
innovation, in fact, that marked the tremendous im-
portance that the Confederate government attached to
the Indian friendship. It was something that stood
out in marked contrast to the indifference manifested at
the moment by the authorities at Washington ; for, while
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they were neglecting the Indian even to an extent that
amounted to actual dishonor, the Confederacy was offer-
ing him political integrity and political equality and
was establishing over his country, not simply an empty
wardship, but a bona fide protectorate.

Granting then that the negotiations of 1861 with the
Indian nations constitute a phase of southern diplomatic
history, it may be well to consider to what Indian par-
ticipation in the Civil War amounted. It was a cir-
cumstance that was interesting rather than significant;
and the majority will have to admit that it was a cir-
cumstance that could not possibly have materially af-
fected the ultimate situation. It was the Indian coun-
try, rather than the Indian owner, that the Confederacy
wanted to be sure of possessing; for Indian Territory
occupied a position of strategic importance, from both
the economic and the military point of view. The
possession of it was absolutely necessary for the political
and the institutional consolidation of the South. Texas
might well think of going her own way and of forming
an independent republic once again, when between her
and Arkansas lay the immense reservations of the great
tribes. They were slaveholding tribes, too, yet were
supposed by the United States government to have no
interest whatsoever in a sectional conflict that involved
the very existence of the “peculiar institution.” Thus
the federal government left them to themselves at the
critical moment and left them, moreover, at the mercy
of the South, and then was indignant that they betrayed
a sectional affiliation.

The author deems it of no slight advantage, in under-
taking a work of this sort, that she is of British birth
and antecedents and that her educational training, so
largely American as it is, has been gained without re-
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spect to a particular locality. She belongs to no section
of the Union, has lived, for longer or shorter periods
in all sections, and has developed no local bias. It is
her sincere wish that no charge of prejudice can, in ever
so small a degree, be substantiated by the evidence, pre-
sented here or elsewhere. ANNIE HELOISE ABEL.
Baltimore, September, 1914

——— —— =






I. THE GENERAL SITUATION IN THE IN-
DIAN COUNTRY, 1830-1860

Veterans of the Confederate service who saw action
along the Missouri-Arkansas frontier have frequently
complained, in recent years, that military operations in
and around Virginia during the War between the States
receive historically so much attention that, as a conse-
quence, the steady, stubborn fighting west of the Mis-
sissippi River is either totally ignored or, at best, cast
into dim obscurity. There is much of truth in the criti-
cism but it applies in fullest measure only when the
Indians are taken into account; for no accredited his-
tory of the American Civil War that has yet appeared
has adequately recognized certain rather interesting
facts connected with that period of frontier develop-
ment; viz., that Indians fought on both sides in the
great sectional struggle, that they were moved to fight,
not by instincts of savagery, but by identically the same
motives and impulses as the white men, and that, in the
final outcome, they suffered even more terribly than did
the whites. Moreover, the Indians fought as solicited
allies, some as nations, diplomatically approached.
Treaties were made with them as with foreign powers
and not in the farcical, fraudulent way that had been
customary in times past. They promised alliance and
were given in return political position—a fair exchange.
The southern white man, embarrassed, conceded much,
far more than he really believed in, more than he ever
could or would have conceded, had he not himself been
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so fearfully hard pressed. His own predicament, the
exigencies of the moment, made him give to the Indian
a justice, the like of which neither one of them had
dared even to dream. It was quite otherwise with the
northern white man, however; for he, self-confident
and self-reliant, negotiated with the Indian in the tra-
ditional way, took base advantage of the straits in which
he found him, asked him to help him fight his battles,
and, in the selfsame moment, plotted to dispossess him
of his lands, the very lands that had, less than five and
twenty years before, been pledged as an Indian posses-
sion “as long as the grass should grow and the waters
run.”

From what has just been said, it can be easily in-
ferred that two distinct groups of Indians will have to
be dealt with, a northern and a southern; but, for the
present, it will be best to take them all together. Col-
lectively, they occupied a vast extent of country in the
so-called great American desert. Their situation was
peculiar. Their participation in the war, in some ca-
pacity, was absolutely inevitable; but, preparatory to
any right understanding of the reasons, geographical,
institutional, political, financial, and military, that
made it so, a rapid survey of conditions ante-dating the
war must be considered.

It will be remembered that for some time prior to
1860 the policy® of the United States government had
been to relieve the eastern states of their Indian inhab-
itants and that this it had done, since the first years of

1 Confessedly much to its discredit, the United States government has never
had, for any appreciable length of time, a well-developed and well-defined In-
dian policy, one that has made the welfare of the aborigines its sole concern.
Legislation for the subject race has almost invariably been dictated by the needs
of the hour, by the selfish and exorbitant demands of pioneers, and by the
greed and caprice of politicians.
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Andrew Jackson’s presidency, by a more or less com-
pulsory removal to the country lying immediately west
of Arkansas and Missouri. As a result, the situation
there created was as follows: In the territory compre-
hended in the present state of Kansas, alongside of in-
digenous tribes, like the Kansa and the Osage,* had been
placed various tribes or portions of tribes from the old
Northwest®—the Shawnees and Munsees from Ohio,*
the Delawares, Kickapoos, Potawatomies, and Miamies
from Indiana, the Ottawas and Chippewas from Mich-
igan, the Wyandots from Ohio and Michigan, the Weas,
Peorias, Kaskaskias, and Piankashaws from Illinois,
and a few New York Indians from Wisconsin. To the
southward of all of those northern tribal immigrants
and chiefly beyond the later Kansas boundary, or in the
present state of Oklahoma, had been similarly placed
the great® tribes from the South®-the Creeks from

2 There were, of course, other indigenous tribes to the westward, in the
direction of Colorado and Texas, and to the northward, in southern Nebraska;
but only the latter were more than remotely affected, as far as local habitation
was concerned, by the coming of the eastern emigrants and the consequent in-
troduction of the reservation system.

8 Kansas Historical Society Collections, vol. viii, 72-109.

4 In scarcely a single case here cited was the old home of the tribe limited
by the boundaries of a single state nor is it to be understood that the state here
mentioned was necessarily the original habitat of the tribe. It was only the
territorial headquarters of the tribe at the time of removal or at the time when
the policy of removal was first insisted upon as a sine gua mon. Some of the
Indians emigrated independently of treaty arrangements with the United States
government and some did not immediately direct their steps towards Kansas
or Oklahoma; but made, through choice or through necessity, an intervening
point a stopping-place. The Kickapoos, the Shawnees, and the Delawares tar-
ried in Missouri, the Choctaws and the Cherokees, many of them, in Arkansas
but that was before 1830, the date of the removal law. After 1830, there was
no possible resting-place for weary Indians this side of the Ozark Mountains.

6 Some of the more insignificant southern Indians eventually found their
way also to Oklahoma. In 1860 there were a few Louisiana Caddoes in the
porthwestern part of the Chickasaw country, most likely the same that, in
1866, were reported to have been driven out of Texas in 1859 by bushwhackers
and then out of the Washita country at the opening of the Civil War. They
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Georgia and Alabama, the Cherokees from Tennessee
and Georgia, the Seminoles from Florida, and the Choc-
taws and Chickasaws from Alabama and Mississippi.’
The population of the whole country thus colonized

continued throughout the war loyal to the United States. In 1853 the Choctaw
General Council passed an act admitting to the rights of citizenship several
Catawba Indians; and, from that circumstance, the Office of Indian Affairs
surmised that the Choctaws would be willing to incorporate Catawbas yet in
the Carolinas. In 1857 there were about seventy Catawbas in South Carolina on
a tiny reservation. They expressed an ardent wish to go among the Choctaws.
In 1860 the Catawbas were in possession of the northeastern part of the Choc-
taw country.

8 For the detailed history of events leading up to Indian removals, partic-
ularly the southern, see American Historical Association, Report, 1906, 241-450.

7 Not all of the southern Indians had emigrated in the thirties and forties.
A considerable number of Cherokees removed themselves from the country east
of the Mississippi to Texas. This was immediately subsequent to and induced
by the American Revolution [Texas Historical Association, Quarterly, July,
1897, 38-46 and October, 1903, 95-165]. Many Cherokees, likewise, took the
suggestion of President Jefferson and moved to the Arkansas country prior to
1820. Moreover, there were “Eastern Cherokees” in controversy with the
“Western Cherokees” for many years after the Civil War. Their endless
quarrels over property proved the occasion of much litigation. In the late
fifties active measures were taken by the Office of Indian Affairs to complete
the removal of the Seminoles and to accomplish by intrigue and diplomacy
what the long and expensive Second Seminole War had utterly failed to do.
Elias Rector of Arkansas superintended the matter and the Seminole chief,
John Jumper, gave valuable assistance, as did also the Creeks, who generously
granted to the Seminoles a home within the Creek country west [Creek Treaty,
1856, Kappler's Indian Laws and Treaties, vol. ii, 757]. Billy Bowlegs was
the last Seminole chief of prominence to leave Florida [Coe’s Red Patriots,
198]. In 1853 there were still some four hundred Choctaws reported as living
in Alabama and there must have been even more than that in Mississippi. In
1854 steps were taken, but unsuccessfully, for their removal. In 1859 Repre-
sentative John J. McRae presented a petition from citizens of various Mis-
sissippi counties asking that the Choctaws be removed altogether from the
state because of their intimacy and intercourse with the negroes. The Office
of Indian Affairs refused to act. Perchance, it considered the moment inop-
portune or the means at hand insufficient. It may even have considered the
charge against the Choctaws a mere pretext and quite unfounded since it was
commonly reported that the Choctaws had a decided aversion to that particular
kind of race mixture. In that respect they differed very considerably from
the Crecks who to-day are said to present a very curious spectacle of an al-
most complete mixture. Choctaws from Mississippi and Cherokees from North
Carolina and Catawbas from South Carolina fought with the South in the
Civil War.
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and, in a sense, reduced to the reservation system,
amounted approximately to seventy-four thousand souls,
less than seven thousand of whom were north of the
Missouri-Compromise line. The others were all south
of it and, therefore, within a possible slave belt.

This circumstance is not without significance; for it
is the colonized, or reservation, Indians® exclusively
that are to figure in these pages and, since this story is a
chapter in the struggle between the North and the
South, the proportion of southerners to northerners
among the Indian immigrants must, in the very nature
of things, have weight. The relative location of north-
ern and southern tribes seems to have been determined
with a very careful regard to the restrictions of the
Missouri Compromise and the interdicted line of thir-
ty-six degrees and thirty minutes was pretty nearly the
boundary between them.” That it was so by accident
may or may not be subject for conjecture. Fortunately
for the disinterested motives of politicians but most un-
fortunately for the defenceless Indians, the Cherokee
land obtruded itself just a little above the thirty-seventh
parallel and formed a “Cherokee Strip” eagerly covet-
ed by Kansans in later days. One objection, be it re-
membered, that had been offered to the original plan of
removal was that, unless the slaveholding southern In-
dians were moved directly westward along parallel

8 Other Indians made trouble during the progress of the Civil War, as,
for instance, the Sioux in the summer of 1862. The Sioux, however, were not
fighting for or against the issues of the white man’s war. They were simply
taking advantage of a favorable occasion, when the United States government
was preoccupied, to avenge their own wrongs.

9 The existence of the “Cherokee Neutral Land” out of which the south-
eastern counties of Kansas were illegitimately formed was not exactly an ex-
ception to this. The Neutral Land, eight hundred thousand acres in extent,
was an independent purchase, made by the Cherokees, and was not included in
the exchange or in the original scheme that forced their removal from Georgia.
It was a subsequent concession to outraged justice.
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lines of latitude, northern rights under the Missouri
Compromise would be encroached upon. Yet slavery
was not conscientiously excluded from Kansas in the
days antecedent to its organization as a territory. With-
in the Indian country, and it was all Indian country
then, slavery was allowed, at least on sufferance, both
north and south of the interdicted line. Itwas even en-
couraged by many white men who made their homes or
their living there, by interlopers, licensed traders, and
missionaries;'® but it flourished as a legitimate institu-
tion only among the great tribes planted south of the
line. With them it had been a familiar institution long
before the time of their exile. In their native haunts
they had had negro slaves as had had the whites and
removal had made no difference to them in that partic-
ular. Since the beginning of the century refuge to fugi-
tives and confusion of ownership had been occasions for
frequent quarrel between them and the citizens of the
Southern States. Later, when questions came up touch-
ing the status of slavery on strictly federal soil, the In-
dian country and the District of Columbia often found
themselves listed together.” Moreover, after 1850, it
became a matter of serious import whether or no the
Fugitive Slave Law was operative within the Indian
country; and, when influenced apparently by Jefferson
Davis, Attorney-general Cushing gave as his opinion
that it was, new controversies arose. Slaves belonging

10 By far the best instance of missionary activity in behalf of slavery among
the northern Indian immigrants is to be found in the case of the Reverend
Thomas Johnson’s work at the Shawnee Mission [Ray’s Repeal of the Missouri
Compromise, footnote 207]. Johnson, like William Walker, head chief of the
Wyandots, was an ardent pro-slavery advocate [ibid., footnote 205] and took a
rather disgracefully prominent part in the notorious election frauds of early
Kansas territorial days [House Report, 34th congress, first session, no. 200, pp.
14, 18, 94, 435].

11 Buchanan's Works, vol. iii, 348, 350, $53.
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to the Indians were often enticed away by the abolition-
ists** and still more often were seized by southern men
under pretense of their being fugitives.” In cases of
the latter sort, the Indian owners had little or no re-
dress in the federal courts of law."

12 Siebert’s Underground Railroad from Slavery to Freedom, 284.

13 The most interesting case that came up in this connection was that of the
so-called Beams' Negroes, resident in the Choctaw country and illegally
claimed as refugees by John B. Davis of Mississippi [Indian Office, Special
Files, no. 277]. The Reverend S. A. Worcester interested himself in their be-
half [Jefferson Davis to Worcester, October 7, 1854] and a decision was finally
rendered in their favor. Another interesting case of similar nature was, “In
re negroes taken from Overton Love and David Wall of the Chickasaw Nation
by Citizens of Texas, 1848-'s7" [ibid., no. 278].

_ 14 Under the Intercourse Law of 1834, the Indian Territory had been an-
nexed for judicial purposes to the western district of Arkansas. The Indians
were much dissatisfied. They felt themselves entitled to a federal court of
their own, a privilege the United States government persistently denied to
them but one that the Confederate government readily granted. As matters
stood, prior to the Civil War, the red men seemed always at the mercy of the
white man’s distorted conception of justice and were, perforce, quite beyond
the reach of the boasted guaranties of theoretical Anglo-Saxon justice since
the very location of the court precluded a trial by their peers of the vicinage.
The journey to Arkansas, in those early days, was long and tiresome and ex-
pensive. Complications frequently arose and matters, difficult of adjustment,
even under the best of circumstances. Among the Creeks and Seminoles, the
status of the free negro was exceptionally high, partly due, with respect to the
latter, to conditions growing out of the Second Seminole War. As already in-
timated, the Creeks had no aversion whatsoever to race mixtures and inter-
marriage between negroes and Indians was rather common. The half-breeds
resulting from such unions were accepted as bona fide members of the tribe by
the Indians in the distribution of annuities, but not by the United States
courts — another source of difficulty and a very instructive one as well, par-
ticularly from the standpoint of reconstructionist exactions.

_ Occasionally the presence of the free negro within the Indian country was
a source of grave danger. The accompanying letters outline a case in point:

HEeap QUARTERS 7TH. MIL: Dept. ForT SMITH, March sth. 1852,
S: By direction of the Colonel commanding the Department I
transmit herewith copies of a communication from George Folsom,

Chief of the Pushmataha District, to Colonel Wilson Choctaw Agent and

one from Colonel William Wilson Choctaw Agent to Brevet Major

Holmes commanding Fort Washita asking aid from the Military force.

As the letter from the Choctaw Agent is not sufficiently explicit as to
what he wishes done by the Military authority the subject is referred to
you, and if on investigation it be found that Military interference is
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In point of fact, during all the years between the
various dates of Indian removal and the breaking out
of the Civil War, the Indian country was constantly

necessary to enforce the intercourse law, prompt assistance will be ren-
dered for the purposes therein specified, under the direction and in pres-
ence of the Choctaw Agent. Respectfully Yr Obt. Servt.,

FrANcis N Pace, Asst. Adjt. Genl.
Colonel John Drennen, Superintendent W. T.

Inclosure

CHOCTAW AGENCY, February gth 1852

Sm: The enclosed copy of a letter from Colonel George Folsom
Chief of Pushmataha District of the Choctaw Nation will put you in
possession of the facts and reasons why I address you at this time.

As the position of the free Negros and Indians alluded to in the
Chief’s letter seems to be of rather a hostile character, having built
themselves a Fort doubtless for the purpose of defending themselves if
interupted in their present location, it seems to me necessary that they
should be driven away if necessary by Military authority; and, as your
post is the most convenient to the place where the Negroes and Indians
are Forted 1 have thought that a command could be sent with less
trouble and at less expense to the government by you than any one else.
I would therefore most respectfully call upon you to take such steps as
you may think most advisable to remove from the Choctaw country the
persons complained of by the Chief, and if necessary call upon Chief
Folsom to aid you with his light horse, who may be of much service to
you in the way of Guides. Very Respectfully Yr. Obt Servt.

(Signed) WiLLiAM WiLsoN, Choctaw Agent
[Endorsement] A true Copy, Francis N Page, Asst. Adjt. Genl.

Inclosure

PusHMATAHA DISTRICT, January 23. 1852.
DEAR SIR: I spoke to you about those free negroes upon the head
waters of Boggy, when I last saw you, requesting to have something
done with them. I have just learned that the negroes and some Indians
are banded together and have built themselves a little Fort. There is
no doubt but that they will be a great trouble to us. One of our coun-
try judges sent for the light-horse-men to go and seize the negroes, but
I have forbid them going, and many of our people wish to go and see
them. I have forbid any body to go there with intentions to take them.
It will no doubt be hard to break them up. You have probably just
returned home, and it may seem tresspassing upon you to write you
about those negroes and Indians, but you are our agent, and we have
the right to look to you for help. It seems to me this affair wants an
immediate action on it.
I have simply stated to you how these megroes and Indians are
Forted up that you may better know how to deal with them. In pur-
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beset by difficulties. Some of the difficulties were inci-
dent to removal or to disturbances within the tribes but
most of them were incident to changes and to political
complications in the white man’s country. Scarcely
had the removal project been fairly launched and the
first Indian emigrants started upon their journey west-
ward than events were in train for the overthrow of the
whole scheme.

When Calhoun mapped out the Indian country in his
elaborate report of 1825, the selection of the trans-Mis-
souri region might well have been regarded as judicious.
Had the plan of general removal been adopted then,
before sectional interests had wholly vitiated it, the
United States government might have gained and, in a
measure, would have richly deserved the credit of do-
ing at least one thing for the protection and preserva-
tion of the aborigines from motives, not self-interested,
but purely humanitarian. The moment was oppor-
tune. The territory of the United States was then lim-
ited by the confines of the Louisiana Purchase and its
settlements by the great American desert. Traders
only had penetrated to any considerable extent to the
base of the Rockies; but experience already gained
might have taught that their presence was portentous
and significant of the need of haste; that is, if Calhoun’s
selection were to continue judicious; for traders, as has
been amply proved in both British and American his-
tory, have ever been but the advance agents of settlers.

Unfortunately for the cause of pure philanthropy, the
United States government was exceedingly slow in

forming your duties if I can in any way render you any assistance I

shall always be happy to do so. Very respectfully Your friend
(Signed) GeorGe ForsoM, Chief Push: Dist:

Col: William Wilson, Choctaw Agent

[Endorsement] a true Copy, Francis N Page, Asst. Adjt. Genl.
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adopting the plan of Indian removal; but its citizens
were by no means equally slow in developing the spirit
of territorial expansion. Their successful seizure of
West Florida had fired their ambition and their cupid-
ity. With Texas annexed and lower Oregon occupied,
the selection of the trans-Missouri region had ceased
to be judicious. How could the Indians expect to be
secure in a country that was the natural highway to a
magnificent country beyond, invitingly open to settle-
ment! But this very pertinent and patent fact the offi-
cials at Washington singularly failed to realize and
they went on calmly assuring the Indians that they
should never be disturbed again, that the federal gov-
ernment would protect them in their rights and against
all enemies, that no white man should be allowed to
intrude upon them, that they should hold their lands
undiminished forever, and that no state or territorial
lines should ever again circumscribe them. Such prom-
ises were decidedly fatuous, dead letters long before the
ink that recorded them had had time to dry. The Mex-
ican War followed the annexation of Texas and its con-
quests necessitated a further use of the Indian high-
way. Soldiers that fought in that war saw the Indian
land and straightway coveted it. Forty-niners saw it
and coveted it also. Prospectors and adventurers of all
sorts laid plans for exploiting it. It entered as a deter-
mining factor into Benton’s great scheme for building
a national road that should connect the Atlantic and
Pacific shores and with the inception of that came a
very sudden and a very real danger; for the same great
scheme precipitated, although in an indirect sort of
way, the agitation for the opening up of Kansas and
Nebraska to white settlement, which, of course, meant
that the recent Indian colonists, in spite of all the sol- .
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emn governmental guaranties that had been given to
them, would have to be ousted, for would not the “sov-
ereign” people of America demand it? Then, too, the
Dred Scott decision, the result of a dishonorable politi-
cal collusion as it was,”® militated indirectly against
Indian interests. It is true that it was only in its extra-
legal aspect that it did this but it did it none the less;
for, if the authority of the federal government was not
supreme in the territories and not supreme in any part
of the country not yet organized into states, then the
Indian landed property rights in the West that rested
exclusively upon federal grant, under the Removal Act
of 1830, were virtually nil. It is rather interesting to
observe, in this connection, how inconsistent human na-
ture is when political expediency is the thing at stake;
for it happened that the same people and the same
party, identically, that, in the second and third decades
of the nineteenth century, had tried to convince the In-
dians, and against their better judgment too, that the
red man would be forever unmolested in the western
country because the federal government owned it abso-
lutely and could give a title in perpetuity, argued, in
the fourth and fifth decades, that the states were the
sole proprietors, that they were, in fact, the joint own-
ers of everything heretofore considered as national. In-
ferentially, therefore, Indians, like negroes, had no
rights that white men were bound to respect.

The crucial point has now been reached in this dis-
cussion. From the date of the Kansas-Nebraska Bill,
the sectional affiliation of the Indian country became a
thing of more than passing moment. Whatever may
have been John C. Calhoun’s ulterior and real motive

15 Buchanan’s Works, vol. x, “the Catron letter,” 106; “the Grier letter,”
106-107.
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in urging that the trans-Missouri region be closed to
white settlement forever, whether he did, as some of his
abolitionist enemies have charged, plan thus to block
free-state expansion and so frustrate the natural oper-
ations of the Missouri Compromise, certain it is, that
southern politicians, after his time, became the chief
advocates of Indian territorial integrity, the ones that
pleaded most often and most noisily that guaranties to
Indians be faithfully respected. They had in mind the
northern part of the Indian country and that alone; but,
no doubt, the circumstance was purely accidental, since
at that time, the early fifties, the northern® was the only
part likely to be encroached upon.'” Their interest in
the southern part took an entirely different direction

16 This was as it appeared to N. G. Taylor, Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs, as he looked back, in 1867, upon events of the past few years. He was
then of the opinion that the very existence of slavery among the southern
tribes had most probably saved their country from being coveted by emigrants
going westward.

¥ One agency under the Southern Superintendency, the Neosho River
Agency, was, however, included in the scheme preliminary to the organization
of Kansas and Nebraska. See the following letters found in Thomas S. Drew’s
Letter Press Book:

(a) OFFICE SUPT. IND. AFFAIRS FORT SMITH, ARKS. Dec. 21, 1853.

S: Inclosed herewith you will receive letters from Agent Dorn,
dated the 1st and 2nd instant; the former in relation to the disposition

of the Indians within his agency to meet Commissioners on the subject

of selling their lands, or haying a Territorial form of Government ex-

tend over them by the United States: and the latter nominating John

Finch as Blacksmith to the Great and Little Osages. Very respectfully

Your obt. servt. A. H. RuTHERFORD, Clerk for Supt.

Hon. Geo. W. Manypenny, Comr Ind. Affairs

Washington City.
(b) OFFICE SUPT. INDIAN AFFAIRS FORT SMITH, ARKS. Dec. 29, 1853.
Sm: . . . I have also to acknowledge the receipt of letters from
you of the 2nd instant to the Commissioner of Ind. Affrs. upon the sub-
ject of the Indians within your Agency being willing to meet Commis-
sioners on the part of the U.S. preparatory to selling their lands, or to
take into consideration the propriety of admitting a Territorial form of

Government extended over them & . .

A. H. RuTHerFORD, Clerk for Supt.

A. J. Dorn, U.S. Indian Agt.,, Crawford Seminary.
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and that also may have been accidental or occasioned by
conditions quite local and present. For this southern
part, by the way, they recommended American citizen-
ship and the creation of American states** in the Union,

18 In this connection, the following are of interest:
(2) The Choctaws, it is understood, are prepared to receive and as-

sent to the provisions of a bill introduced three years since into the Senate

by Senator Johnson of Arkansas, for the creation of the Territories of

Chah-la-kee, Chah-ta, and Muscokee, and it is greatly to be hoped that

that or some similar bill may be speedily enacted. . . Their country,

a far finer one than Kansas. . . The Choctaws have adopted a new

constitution, vesting the supreme executive power in a governor.

It is understood that this change has been made preparatory to the ac-

ceptance of the bill already mentioned.
The foregoing is taken from the Annual Report of the southern superintendent
for 1857 and in that report, Elias Rector who was then the superintendent,
having taken office that very year, argued that all the five great tribes ought
to be allowed to have delegates on the floor of Congress and to be made citi-
zens of the United States; for the constitutions of the Cherokees, Choctaws, and
Chickasaws would compare favorably, said he, with those of any of the south-
western states [Senate Documents, 3sth congress, first session, vol. ii, 485].

(b) The Fort Smith Times of February 3, 1859 printed the following:

SAM HOUSTON AND THE PRESIDENCY

The following we take from a printed slip sent to us by our Doaks-
ville correspondent, who informs us that it was sent to that office just
as he sends it. We presume that it is the programme laid down by
some of the Texas papers, friendly to the election of Sam Houston to the

Presidency. . .

Re-organization of the Territories

1. The organization of the Aboriginal Territory of Decotah, from
that part of the late Territory of Minnesota, lying west of the State of
Minnesota.

2. To fix the western boundaries of Kansas and Nebraska, at the
Meridian 99 or 100; and to establish in those Territories, Aboriginal
counties, for the exclusive and permanent occupation of the Aboriginal
tribes now located east of that line and within those Territories; also to
provide, that said Territories shall not be admitted into the Union as
States unless their several Constitutions provide for the continuation of
the Federal regulations adopted for better government and welfare of
the Aboriginal tribes inhabiting the same.

3. To organize the Indian territory lying west of Arkansas, as “the
Aboriginal Territory of Neosho,” under regulation similar to those pro-
posed by Hon. Robert W. Johnson of Arkansas in 1854 for the organiza-
tion of the Indian territory of Neosho.

4 To purchase from the State of Texas all that portion of the State
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also a territorial organization immediately that should
look towards that end. Such advice came as early as
1853, at least, and was more natural than would at first
glance appear; for the southern tribes were huge in
population, in land, and in resources. They were civ-
ilized, had governments and laws modelled upon the

lying north of the Red river and include the same in the Aboriginal
territory of Comanche or Ouachita.

5. The territory of New Mexico.

6. From the western portion of New Mexico to take the Aboriginal
territory of Navajoe.

7. From the western portion of Utah, to take the Aboriginal terri-
tory of Shoshone.

Re-organize the eastern part of Utah, (the Mormon country), as an
Aboriginal territory.

Organize the western territory of Osage.

From Nebraska, west of the M.10o, and south of the 4sth parallel
take the Aboriginal territory of Mandan.

Organize the eastern half of Oregon, as the Aboriginal territory of
Umatilla,

Washington east of the M.118 to be the Aboriginal territory of
Okanagan.

Nebraska, north of the 4s5th parallel to be the Aboriginal territory of
Assinneboin. Emigration into these territories to be prohibited by law
of Congress, until the same shall have been admitted into the Union as
States,

In each territory, a resident Military Police to preserve order.

(c) Henry Wilson, in the Rise and Fall of the Slave Power, vol. ii, 634-

635 says,

In the Indian Territory there were four tribes of Indians — Cherokees,
Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Creeks. Under the fostering care of their
governments slavery had become so firmly established that slaveholders
thought them worthy of political fellowship, and articles in favor of
their admission began to appear in the southern press. “The progress
of civilization,” said the New Orleans “Picayune,” “in several of the
Indian tribes west of the States will soon bring up a new question for
the decision of Congress. . . It cannot fail to give interest to this
question that each of the Indian tribes has adopted the social institu-
tions of the South.” To concentrate and give direction to such efforts,
a secret organization was formed to encourage Southern emigration, and
to discourage and prevent the entrance into the Territory of all who
were hostile to slaveholding institutions. It was hoped thus to guard
against adverse fortune which had defeated their purposes and plans
for Kansas. . .
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American, and more than all else, they were southern
in origin, in characteristics, and in institutions.

The project for organizing*° the territories of Kansas
and Nebraska caused much excitement, as well it might,

19 With reference to the proposed organization the subjoined documents
an:{f;nﬁ:ﬂ. C. STREET, July 2.
Dear Sir, Please have the western boundary of Mis. laid down on
this map, and the outline of the Pawnee, Kanzas & Osage purchases,
and the reservations, as they now stand within that outline. You need
not show each purchase, but the outline of the whole. Yours truly
THomAs H. BENTON.
Letter of July 2, 1853, Indian Office Miscellaneous Files, 1851-185¢.

WasHINGTON CrTY, August sth, 18s4.
Hon. G. W. ManyrPeNNy Esq., Com Indian Department, Washington

City.

Dear Sir, Many people of Ohio, as well as of the states west of it,
have for a long time been most anxious to learn through your Depart-
ment, the nature of the several treaties made by yourself in behalf of the
Government, with the several tribes of Indians occupying the Terri-
tories of Nebraska & Kansas: particularly as to the reservation of land
made by such Tribes, its extent, where, when, & how to be located, &
within awhat time, — and also what lands in both of said Territories by
virtue of said treaties are now subject to location?

I regret to inform you that much censure has attached to your Depart-
ment, in consequence of the delay which has attended the promulgation
of the above information, but which from my long knowledge of you
personally, and of the very prompt manner in which you have invari-
ably discharged your public duties, I believe to be most unjust.

I seek the above information, not only for myself (contemplating a
removal to Kansas) but also in behalf of many persons in the western
states, who have solicited my intervention in that matter on my visit to
this City. Very respectfully your friend S. W. WHITe

Indian Office Miscellaneous Files, 1851-1854.
C. STREET, Aug. 19, 's3.
To Gro. W. MANYPENNY Esq., Com. of Indian Affairs,

Sir, I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your note of yes-
terday with the accompanying copy of a letter to the Hon. Mr. Atchi-
son, and make my thanks to you for this mark of your attention. The re-
ply will be immediately forwarded to Meas Ami, to be published in the
same paper in which your note to me covering the map on which the
Indian’s cessions & reserves west of Missouri, was published, Very re-
wpectfully, Sir, Yr. obt. servant, TnomAs H. BENTON.

Indian Office Miscellaneous Files, 1851-1854.
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among the Indian immigrants, even though the Wyan-
dots, in 1852, had, in a measure, anticipated it by initiat-
ing a somewhat similar movement in their own restrict-
ed locality.® Most of the tribes comprehended to the
full the ominous import of territorial organization; for,
obviously, it could not be undertaken except at a sacri-
fice of Indian guaranties. At the moment some of the
tribes, notably the Choctaw and Chickasaw,” were hav-
ing domestic troubles that threatened a neighborhood
war and the new fear of the white man’s further aggran-
dizement threw them into despair. The southern
Indians, generally, were much more exercised and
much more alarmed than were the northern.” Being
more highly civilized, they were better able to compre-
hend the drift of events. Experience had made them
unduly sagacious where their territorial and treaty
rights were concerned, and well they knew that, al-
though the Douglas measure did not in itself directly
affect them or their country, it might easily become the
forerunner of one that would.

The border strife, following upon the passage of the

20 Ray, op. cit., 86; Connelley, in Kansas Historical Society, Collections, vol.
vi, 102; Connelley, Provincial Government of Nebraska Territory, pp. 24, 30
et seq.

The Wyandots took an active part in the Kansas election troubles. For
some evidence of that, see, House Reports, 34th congress, first session, no. 200,
PP- 22, 266.

21 By the treaty of 1837 [Kappler, 0p. cit., vol. ii, 486], the Choctaws, for a
money consideration as was natural, agreed to let the Chickasaws occupy their
country jointly with themselves and form a Chickasaw District within it that
should be on a par with the other districts (Moo-sho-le-tubbee, Apucks-hu-
nubbe, and Push-ma-ta-ha), or political units, of the Choctaw Nation. The
arrangement meant political consolidation, one General Council serving for
the two tribes, but each tribe retaining control of its own annuities. The
boundaries of the Chickasaw District proved the subject of a contention, con-
stant and bitter. Civil war was almost precipitated more than once. Finally,
in 1855, the political connection was brought to an end by the terms of the
Treaty of Washington [Kappler, 0p. cit., vol. ii, 706], negotiated in that year.

22 See Report of C. C. Copeland to Cooper, August 27, 185s.
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Kansas-Nebraska Bill, disturbed in no slight degree the
Indians on the Kansas reservations, which, by-the-by,
had been very greatly reduced in area by the Many-
penny treaties of 1853-1854. Some of the reserves lay
right in the heart of the contested territory, free-state
men intrenching themselves among the Delawares and
pro-slavery men among the Shawnees,” the former
north and the latter south of the Kansas River. Buteven
remoteness of situation constituted no safeguard against
encroachment. All along the Missouri line the squat-
ters took possession. The distant Cherokee Neutral
Lands* and the Osage and New York Indian reserva-
tions* were all invaded.® The Territorial Act had
expressly excluded Indian land from local govern-
mental control; but the Kansas authorities of both
parties utterly ignored, in their administration of af-
fairs, this provision. The first districting of the terri-
tory for election purposes comprehended, for instance,
the Indian lands, yet little criticism has ever been passed

23 A secret society is said to have been formed in Missouri for the express
purpose of gaining the Shawnee land for slavery.

24 Dean wrote to Butler, November 29, 1855 [Letter Press Book] saying that
the disturbed state of things in Kansas was having a very serious effect upon
the Cherokee Neutral Land. Early in 1857, Butler reported that he had given
notice that if intruders had not removed themselves by spring he would have
them removed by the military [Butler to Dean, January 9, 1857]. Manypenny
approved Butler’s course of action which is quite significant, considering that
the federal administration was supposed to be unreservedly committed to the
pro-slavery cause and the intruders were pro-slavery men from across the
border.

25 Andrew Dorn took charge of the Neosho Agency, to which these reserva-
tions as well as the Quapaw, Seneca, and Seneca and Shawnee belonged, in
1855 and regularly had occasion to complain of intruders. White people seem
to have felt that they could with impunity encroach upon the New York In-
dian lands because they were only sparsely settled and because the Indian title
was in dispute.

2 Apart from any sectional desire to obtain the Indian country, would-be
scttlers seem to have been attracted thither from a mistaken notion that there

were mines of precious metals west of Missouri [Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs, Report, 1858].
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upon that grossly illegal act. Needless to say, the con-
troversy between slavocracy and freedom obscured and
obliterated, in those years, all other considerations.

As the year 1860 approached, appearances assumed
an even more serious aspect. Kansas settlers and
would-be settlers demanded that the Indians, so re-
cently the only legal occupants of the territory, vacate
it altogether. So soon had the policy of granting them
peace and undisturbed repose on diminished reserves
proved futile. The only place for the Indian to go,
were he indeed to be driven out of Kansas, was present
Oklahoma; but his going there would, perforce, mean
an invasion of the property rights of the southern tribes,
a matter of great moment to them but seemingly of no
moment whatsoever to the white man. Some of the
Kansas Indians saw in removal southward a temporary
refuge —they surely could not have supposed it would
be other than temporary—and were glad to go, making
their arrangements accordingly.” Some, however, had
to be cajoled into promising to go and some had to be
forced. A few held out determinedly against all
thought of going. Among the especially obstinate ones
were the Osages,™ natives of the soil. The Buchanan

27 As early as 1857, the Sacs and Foxes of Missouri were reported as look-
ing for a new home to the southward, in a less rigorous climate, and, with that
purpose in mind, they visited the Cherokees. When the Delaware treaty of
1860 was being negotiated, the Delawares expressed themselves as very anxious
to get away from white interference, to leave Kansas. The Ottawas thought
and thought rightly, forsooth, judging from the experience of the past, that re-
moval would do no good. They declared a preference for United States citi-
zenship and tribal allotment [Jotham Meeker, Baptist missionary, to Agent
James, September 4, 1854, also Agent James's Report, 1857]. At this same
period, Agent Dorn reported that the Kansas River Shawnees were desirous of
joining those of the Neosho Agency. Greenwood replied, January 18, 1860,
that the subject of allowing the northern Indians to go south was then under
consideration by the department [Letter to Superintendent Rector].

28 The evidence of this is to be found in a letter from W. G. Coffin to Dole,
June 17, 1861 [Neosho Files, 1838-1865, Ci223].
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government failed utterly to convince them of the
wisdom of going and was, thereupon, charged by the
free-state Kansans with bad faith, with not being sincere
and sufficiently persistent in its endeavors to treat, its
secret purpose being to keep the free-state line as far
north as possible. The breaking out of the Civil War
prevented the immediate removal of any of the tribes
but did not put a stop to negotiations looking towards
that end.

All this time there was another influence within the
Indian country, north and south, that boded good or ill
as the case might be. This influence emanated from
the religious denominations represented on the various
reserves. Nowhere in the United States, perhaps, was
the rivalry among churches that had divided along
sectional lines in the forties and fifties stronger than
within the Indian country. There the churches con-
tended with each other at close range. The Indian
country was free and open to all faiths, while, in the
states, the different churches kept strictly to their own
sections, the southern contingent of each denomination
staying close to the institution it supported. Of course
the Udited States government, through its civilization
fund, was in a position to show very pointedly its sec-
tional predilections. It will probably never be known,
because so difficult of determination, just how much the
churches aided or retarded the spread of slavery.”

Among the tribes of Kansas, denominational strength
was distributed as follows: The Kickapoos®* and

29 For information on this subject, see Carroll’'s American Church History,
19, 93, 253-254, 302.

30 Feeling that, under the treaty of 1854, they were free to choose whatever
denomination they pleased to reside among them, the Kickapoos expressed a
preference for the Methodist Episcopal Church South, but the Presbyterian
Board of Foreign Missions was already established among their neighbors of
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Wyandots* were Methodists; but, while the former
were a unit in their adherence to the Methodist Epis-
copal Church South, the latter were divided and among
them the older church continued strong. The Amer-
ican Baptist Missionary Union had a school on the
Delaware reservation and, previous to 1855, had had
one also on the Shawnee, which the political uproar in
Kansas had obliged to close its doors. These same
Northern Baptists were established also among the
Ottawas, as the Moravians were among the Munsees
and the Roman Catholics** among the Osages and the
Potawatomies. The Southern Baptists were likewise to
be found among the Potawatomies* and the Southern
Methodists among the Shawnees. The Shawnee Man-
ual Labor School, under the Southern Methodists, was,
however, only very grudgingly patronized by the In-
dians. Its situation near the Missouri border was
partly accountable for this as it was for the selection
of the school as the meeting-place of the pro-slavery
legislature in 1855. The management of the institution
was from time to time severely criticized and the super-

the Otoe and Missouria and Great Nemaha Agencies, their own agent, Mr.
Baldwin, was a Presbyterian, and so, before long, in some almost unaccountable
way, they found that the Presbyterians (Old School) had obtained an entry
upon their reserve and had established a mission school there. The Kickapoos
were indignant, as well they had a right to be, and made as much trouble as
they possibly could for the Presbyterians. In 1860, the Presbyterian Board
vacated the premises and the Methodist Episcopal Church South took posses-
sion, Agent Badger favoring the change. The change was of but short dura-
tion, however; for, in 1861, the Southern Methodists, finding the sympathy of
the Kickapoos was mainly with the federal element, took their departure.

31 Ray, op. cit., 86, footnote 107.

32 The most flourishing schools seem to have been the Roman Catholic.
The Roman Catholics did not greatly concern themselves, as a church organiza-
tion, with the slavery agitation, and St. Mary’s Mission and the Osage Manual
Labor School were scarcely affected by the war and not at all by the troubles
that presaged its approach.

33 The Baptist school among the Potawatomies closed in 186r. See Ap-
pendix.
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intendent, the Reverend Thomas Johnson, an intense
pro-slavery agitator,” was strongly suspected of mal-
feasance,” of enriching himself, forsooth, at the expense
of the Indians. The school found a formidable rival,
from this and many another cause, in a Quaker estab-
lishment, which likewise existed on the Shawnee Re-
serve but independently of either tribal or govern-
mental aid.

If church influences and church quarrels were dis-
cernible among the northern tribes, they were certainly
very much more so among the southern. The Amer-
ican Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions
(Congregational) that had labored so zealously for the
Cherokees, when they were east of the Mississippi, ex-
tended its interest to them undiminished in the west;
and, in the period just before the Civil War,* was the
strongest religious force in their country. There it had
no less than four mission stations® and a flourishing
school in connection with each. The same organization
was similarly influential among the Choctaws® or, in
the light of what eventually happened, it might better
be said its missionaries were. Both Southernand North-
ern Baptists and Southern Methodists likewise were to
be found among the Cherokees;* Presbyterians* and

3¢ House Report, 34th congress, first session, no. 200, pp. 14, 18, 94, 425.

368 See Indian Office, Special File, no. 220.

86 The work of the American Board among the Cherokees was discontinued
just before the war [Missionary Herald, 1861, p. 11; American Board Re-
port, 1860, p. 137].

37 The four were: “Park hill, five miles south from Tahlequah; Dwight,
forty-two miles south-southwest from Tahlequah; Fairfield, twenty-five miles
southeast from Tahlequah; Lee’s creek, forty-three miles southeast from Tahle-
quah” — Commissioner of Indian Affairs [Report, 1859, p. 173]. There had
been a fifth, an out station.

38 The Congregational schools among the Choctaws were: Iyanubbi, near
the Arkansas line; Wheelock, eighteen miles east of Doaksville; and Chuahla,
one mile from Doaksville.

39 The Southern Baptist Convention had not been long in the country prior
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Southern Methodists among the Chickasaws and Choc-
taws; and Presbyterians only among the Creeks and
Seminoles. In every Indian nation south, except the
Creek and Seminole,” the work of denominational
schools was supplemented, or maybe neutralized, by
that of public and neighborhood schools.

True to the traditions and to the practices of the old
Puritans and of the Plymouth church, the missionaries
of the American Board,” so strongly installed among
the Choctaws and the Cherokees, took an active interest
in passing political affairs, particularly in connection
with the slavery agitation. On that question, they
early divided themselves into two camps; those among
the Choctaws, led by the Reverend Cyrus Kingsbury,*

to the Civil War. The Methodist Episcopal Church South had no schools but
several missionaries. The American Baptist Missionary Union had a number
of meeting-houses.

40 The Presbyterians (Old School) established Wah-pa-nuc-ka Institute for
young women, forty miles north of Red River and one and one-eighth miles
west of the Choctaw and Chickasaw line; but differences arose between the
Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions and the Chickasaw authorities, neither
institutional nor sectional, but purely financial, which caused the Presbyterians
to abandon the school in 1860 [C. H. Wilson, attorney for the Presbyterian
Board of Foreign Missions, to Cooper, April 16, 1860]. The Presbyterian
schools among the Choctaws were: Spencer Academy, “located on the old mil-
itary road leading from Fort Towson to Fort Smith, about ten miles north of
Fort Towson,” and Koonsha Female Seminary. Both of them were under the
Presbyterian Board. A third institution, Armstrong Academy, belonged to the
Cumberland Presbyterians. The Southern Methodists had Bloomfield Acad-
emy, Colbert Institute, and the Chickasaw Manual Labor School among the
Chickasaws; and the Fort Coffee and New Hope academies, for boys and
girls respectively, among the Choctaws.

41 The Seminoles were late in manifesting an interest in education, and, when
interest did arise among them, John Jumper, the chief, declared for boarding-
schools and asked that such be established under the Presbyterian Board, the
same that had influence among their near neighbors, the Creeks.

42 The American Board itself was inclined to be non-committal and tem-
porizing [Garrison, op. cit., vol. iii, 30]. The Missionary Herald, so valuable
an historical source as it proved itself to be for Indian removals, is strangely
silent on the great subject of negro slavery among the Indians. Its references
to it are only very occasional and never more than incidental.

43 Kingsbury was superintendent of the Chuahla Female Seminary.
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supporting slavery; and those among the Cherokees, led
by the Reverend S. A. Worcester,* opposing it. The
actions of the former led to a controversy with the
American Board and, in 1855, the malcontents, or pro-
slavery sympathizers, expressed a desire to separate
themselves and their charges from its patronage.”
When, eventually, this separation did occur, 1859-1860,
the Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions (Old
School) stepped into the breach.*

The rebellious conduct of the Congregational mis-
sionaries met with the undisguised approval of the
Choctaw agent, Douglas H. Cooper,” formerly of
Mississippi. It was he who had already voiced a ner-
vous apprehension, as exhibited in the following docu-
ment,* that the Indian country was in grave danger of
being abolitionized:

&~ If things go on as they are now doing, in § years slavery
will be abolished in the whole of your superintendency.

(Private) 1 am convinced that something must be done
speedily to arrest the systematic efforts of the Missionaries to
abolitionize the Indian Country

Otherwise we shall have a great run-away harbor, a sort of
44 Worcester died, April, 1859 [Missionary Herald, 1859, p. 187; 1860,

p. 12].

48 Missionary Herald, 1859, pp. 335-336; 1860, p. 12; The American
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, Report, 1856, p. 19s.

46 Report of C. C. Copeland, 1860.

47 Cooper was also Chickasaw agent. On the fifth of October, 1854, some
of the principal men of the Chickasaw Nation, Cyrus Harris, James Gamble,
Sampson Folsom, Jackson Frazier, and D. Colbert, petitioned President Pierce
for the removal of Agent Andrew J. Smith on charges of official irregularity
and gross immorality. A year later, Superintendent Dean reit<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>