
There a r e  s e v e r a l  p o i n t s  of d i f f e rence  between t h e  
a c t u a l  circumstances of the  v i s i t  and the  account given by 
%r. Larpenteur. 

M r .  Larpenteur mentions t h e  f a c t  t h a t  he saw t h e  n o t i c e  
of t h e  a r r i v a l  of the  pa r ty  i n  t h e  St. Paul Pioneer 
Press  -- 

The Pioneer P ress  f o r  October 10, 1888, t h e  d-ate on 
which t h e  p a r t y  a r r i v e d  a t  St .  Paul,  did not  and could not  
c a r r y  any n o t i c e  of t h e  a r r i v a l  of t h e  par ty .  This i s  an 
e a r l y  m-orning paper, i s sued  before  t h e  a r r i v a l  of the  Indian 
par ty .  The account of t h e  p a r t y ' s  v i s i t  appeared on the  
morning of t h e  11th.  The St .  Paul Despatch f o r  October 10, 
1888, d id ,  however, c a r r y  such an account. This would 
have appeared a f t e r  t h e  p a r t y  had l e f t .  However, t h e  papers  
f o r  two weeks before t h e  a r r i v a l  of t h e  p a r t y  i n  St. Paul 
c a r r i e d  i tems r e l a t i n g  t o  the  progress  of t h e  par ty .  I t  
would appear then, t h a t  he got  h i s  information faom those 
e a r l i e r  da tes .  Above all, one must take  i n t o  cons idera t ion  
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  M r .  Larpenteur was recording these  events  
a f t e r  a l a p s e  of at l e a s t  twenty years ,  and it i s  not  
s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  he may have fo rgo t t en  the  minor d e t a i l s  of 
such a meeting. 

M r .  Larpenteur s t a t e s  t h e  the  p a r t y  s tayed a t  t h e  
Uerchants Hotel while i n  S t .  Paul. 

Actually,  the  p a r t y  was at  t h e  Sherman House.Again, 
i t  i s  e n t i r e l y  poss ib le ,  i n  f a c t  probable t h a t  M r .  Larpent- 
e u r t s  memory has played him a t r i c k .  A t  t h e  time t h a t  t h i s  
account was wr i t t en ,  U r .  Larpenteur was well  up i n  yeass, 
and it  i s  no to r ious ly  common t h a t  aged people remeunber W 
p e r s o n a l i t i e s  b e t t e r  than they do t h e  l o c a l i t i e s ,  o r  p laces ,  
1 ~ h e s e a e y  have had experiences. So, I th ink  we may pass  
over t h i s  discrepancy. 

Aside from these  p o i n t s ,  I th ink  t h e  two accounts 
can be reconci led.  If you a r e  i n  possess ion .pf  any inform- 
a t i o n  t o  t h e  con t ra ry .  I w i l l  be most de l igh ted  t o  a l t e r  my 
views on these  minor poin ts .  

The De Srnet r epor t  mentioned w i l l  no t  be of any 
p a r t i a u l a r  value t o  you, f o r  i t  is, I am convinced, a 
r e p e t i t i o n  o f  %he speech quoted i n  h i s  t r a v e l s .  I t  does 
not  inc lude  a d e s c r i p t i o n  of S i t t i n g  B u l l ,  beyond some 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of h i s  a c t i o n s  while a t  .the counci l .  

The Gere Papers do not  inc lude  anything of value i n  
regard  t o  S i t t i n g  B u l l ,  al though they do provide much l b c a l  
c o l o r  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  u p r i s i n g  of 1862-3 i n  Minnesota. 

The Aiton Papers a r e  a l s o  va lue less .  They a r e  compos- 
ed  of l e t t e r s  w r i t t e n  by M r  Aiton t o  h i s  wife, and Mrs. 
Aiton t o  him. The e a r l y  years  c a r r y  some re fe rence  t o  Ind- 
i a n  educat ion at  Kaposia (p resen t  day South St .  Paul ) ,  bu t  
I could not  see how they  could be used except i n  a very 
genera l  way as background mate r i a l  f o r  Indian education i n  


