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LETTERS OF F. P. PITCh~l~ 

THE INDIAN JOURNAL of' April 26th contains a 

memorial to Congress from the principal Chief, consisting 

mainly of charges against me and misrepresentations of 

my conduct as your deligate. Respect for its official 

source and for your good opinion requires me to show the 

true character of these charges. 

You will naturally ask why they are presented to 

Congress. 

If the Chief thinks your Net-Proceeds claim ought 

not to be paid because the Choctaws do not want the money, 

or if he thinks it ought to be invested as a School Fund 

and not paid to individual claimants, we can understand 

his saying so in private letters to those members who 

always vote against the claim, because such matters 

properly relate to the dealings between the United states 

on the one hand and the Choc taws on the other. 

But the question who among you ought or ought not 

ro be employed by you to do your work conserns you alone, 



and not ~ongress. 

Heretofore it has been the policy of the Govern

ment not to interfere with the internal affairs of the 

Indian tribes. The delegates from the five leading 

tribes in the Indian Territory have always opposed such 

interference. The strong point made against territorial 

bills is that our treaties guarantee to us the right to 

manage our own affairs. Does the Chief, in his eagerness 

to ~Teak me down, wan~ Congress to violate this guarantee 

by telling you who shall or who shall not be sent here to 

represent you'?' 

If he must appeal to Congress, Why do so now? 

Congress is not in session, and will not be until October. 

Why print his memorial in April? The explanation is 

found in his 15th and other paragraphs~ referring to the 

paper I sent you last year. He first heard of it in 

~une, and has -been preparing an answer ever since. At 

the end of nine months the answer was ready, but Congress 

was not. 

SCHOOLS 

Replying to that paper he says: "33. In one place, 

Pitchlynn says, When did Cole join the School party? 

His first hostility to me was on the school question in 

November, 1842, appropriating national funds for school 

purposes. I told him it was not appropriating funds for 



school purposes, but it was appropriating funds to 

educate the Choctaw children in their own language. How 

did he expect the Choctaw people to co-operate with the 

white people when they knew nothing of the English language, 

or did he want them to be in the dark for life? By the 

help of his tubbees he carried his point, while the tubbees 

did not know no better. Them the tubbees' children had 

to go to Choctaw school to study in their own langliage." 

I ask any Choctaw to open the laws of the choctaw 

NEtion at page 78, examine the act of November, 1842, to 

which the Chief refers, and then tell me at which of the 

six schools therein established were children taught 

Choctaw instead of English? 

What the two which still 51 rvive are now I do· not 

know. But before the war, if children were so taught at 

Spencer, Fort Coffee, or Wheelock, or at Mr. Byingtonts, 

or Mr. Kingsbury'S, or Mr. Hotchkints, I never heard of 

it. There is not only nothing in this act that points 

that way, but there is not a single Choctaw now living 

who knew anything about that act when it was passed that 

does not know it was not its object or intention to educate 

Choctaw children in their own languege. It is not only 

not true that these schools taught children Choctaw 

instead of English, but it is well known that when 
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established they compared favorably with most schools of 

like grade in the dtates. They fitted boys for college 

and girls for cheir duties as wives and mothers in a 

manner that entitled the teacher to the highest oredit. 

That is the system which the Chief tells Congress was 

intended to keep our people "in the dark for life." The 

bill whioh embodies it was drawn by me with the aid of 

Mr. Ames, now "Bishop" Ames, of the Methodist church. 

The present prinoipal Chief opposed it, and persuaded 

women an4 ohildren to sign memorials ageinst it, on the 

ground that "Pitchlynn was spoiling their money." These 

memorials he presented to our agent, Capt. Armstrong, 

who burnt them, and in so doing kindled in the Chief's 

breast a fire of hostility to me whioh is still blazing. 

TUBBEES 

Speaking of this contest, he says: "By the help 

of his tubbees he oarried his point, while the tubbees 

did not know no better." What does that mean? What am 

to say if the question is put to me? I have never 

spoken of the Choctaws myself as "Tubbees," beoause that 

term always sounded like a disrespectful, contemptuous 

epithet applied to the uneducated portion of the full 

bloods. I cannot think the Chief means to cast a slur 

of that sort upon his own supporters. On the contrary, 

he evidently classes the "tubbees" as my friends, and as 



the friends of such schools as Spencer and Wheelock 

were in their best days. Far from being fit subjects 

for derision, of a sort I have never before heard of in 

any Indian Chief when speaking of his warriors, I must 

insist that, by helping me to carry that law against his 

opposition, they showed themselves in that matter his 

sup~riors in wisdom and knowledge. And here let me 

remind him that, after the bill was passed, in a race for 

the Council he beat me in my district on the school 

question by a vote of 1100 to 100, his object being to 

repeal that same act of November,. 1842, whether by 

ttTubbee tt vote or not he can tell. If they were "tubbeestt 

and "did not know no b~ttertt that time, they did soon 

after. At the very next election on the same question, 

after they understood it better, he received only five 

votes. All the rest were given to me, and the schools 

were put in operation. If at such a time, addressing 

our own people at home, he had in his wrath called my 

friends tttubbees,tt it might have been overlooked. To 

speak thus contemptuously of his oonstituents in an 

official communicetion from himself as principal chiet 
I 

to Congress is a departure from the time-honored rules 

of Indian courtesy and dignity deeply mortifying to any 

Choctaw who has any respect for his race, but is never

theless perfectly consistent with his evident desire to 



invite Congressional interference in the affairs of 

those whose ftdistrict and county officers know nothing 

of English Ie tters or languoge," as he says in paregraph 

24. 

$250,000 IN U. S. BONDS 

There are no records to tell the past history of 

our schools to members of Congress. But the memorial 

abounds in other statements which they can see at a 

glance are not true. 

Prominent among these is the statement, in 

paragraph 15, that "Fitch1ynn and Cooper got ~250,OOO 

in U. S. bonds and sold them to Lamon & co. for $60,000." 

Any member cen turn to the statutes and see on page 462 

of volume 17 the delivery of those bonds "suspended un

til the further action of Congress." The Chief tells 

Congress Pitchlynn and Cooper got them; Congress itself 

says they have not been delivered. Which is right; the 

Chief or Congress? 

As to the sale to "Lamon & Co. for $60,000," the 

memorial repeatedly refers to the official report to 

Congress, called "Investigation of Indian Frauds." That 

book tells the whole story about Lamon (Lehman) & Co. 

During the war they offered to bring the value of $250,000, 

in U. S. bonds, across the lines to the Choctaws. If they 



did that they were to be paid $60,000 for the service. 

But they ~ould not get the bonds, never brought their 

"value~ across the lines, and had no claim for a service 

they never performed. As for the pretence that those 

bonds were "sold," the committee winds up its report to 

Congress with the words at the foot of page 68, "it was 

no sale." 

The absurdity of coupling "Pitchlynn and Cooper" 

with the bonds will be apparent to every Choctaw who 

remembers that General Cooper and myself were working 

against each other in that very matter. Each wanted to 

keep t he other from getting those bonds. !'TO one knows 

that better than the Chief himself. Congressmen do not 

understand it as well as you do, but they can all see on 

page 591 of the book to which the Chief so often refers 

them a letter from C~neral Cooper himself, in Which he 

says Colonel Pitchlynn has denounced him as 'not worthy 

of trust,' and as "a public enemy.~ 

still more glaring is the misrepresentation in 

paragraph 10, which says, "the false prophets of the land, 

Pitchlynn and Latrobe," combined to defeat the adjudication 

of indivadual claims, and then quotes as authority for 

his statement the same report on Investigation of Indian 

Frauds which contains a letter from Mr. Latrobe showing 

that instead of "combining" he was, in his own language, 



placed Rin antagonism- to me. 

But that is not the worst of it. The chief asserts 

that the adjudication of individual claims was 

"Prevented by the tal se prophets of the land, 

Pitchlynn and J. E. B. Latrobe, who combined to defeat 

it. See the book known as Investigations of Indian F'nauds , 

from page 70 to 81, which says: "It needs no further 

comment: it was a contemptible attempt to cheat and 

defraud the individual Choctaw claimants, from beginning 

to end, for their conduct in acting in violation of the 

treaty proves it.'" 

What will members of ConE~eBs think of the Chief 

when on examining those pages they find no allusion to 

individual Choctaw claimants, and no reference to 

Pitchlynnl 

You may think that this was due to misapprehension 

on his part. But the Chief has taken care to show that 

it was not. He has not only made the misstatement in the 

lOth peragraph, but has clinched it in his 25th by quoting 

the words very nearly as he found them on page 76 of the 

book: 

"This is plain and needs no further comment. It 

was a contemptible fraud." 

And in the 24th paragraph he has shown that he 

knew that these words were not applied in the book to 

Pi tchlynn and Latrobe t but to Paige and Banfield -- the 



same Banfield he has so often quoted as authority against 

me, and that "oontemptible fraud" refers to the oontract 

to pay Paige ?h30,000 for aiding Bant'ield' s efforts to .,/ 

defeat the Net-Prooeeds claim. 

He has first twisted round the words or a 

Congressional report to make them fit LEtrobe and Pitchlynn, 

yoked ~ogether for that purpose, and then twisted the same 

words back again to Paige and Banfield, where they belong, 

but has done it with such a ludicrous mixture of misappre

hension and malice as to make everything obscure but the 

intention to misrepresent -- that stands out clear and 

plain as the noonday sun. 

AUTHORITY TO ACT AS DELEGATE 

Another set of misstatements equally easy for 

members of Congress to detect 1s oontained in paragraphs 

21, 29, 30, and 32, all intended to show that I am not 

a delegate. 

Paragraph 21 says my ~power as delegate" ended 

when the Treaty of '55 was ratified. 

In 29, 30, and 32 it is shown that delegates must 

be appointed by the principal Chief for a limited period, 

and that unconstitutional acts of the Council are void, 

the drift of the whole being this: that not being 

appointed by the present Chief I have no power to act. 

Any member can refer on pages 123, 133, 143, and 



470 of the Laws of the Choctaw Nation to the resolution 

of the General Council giving authority to the Delegates, 

first in 1853, afterwards in '54, '55, and '67, to 

prosecute Choctaw claims at ashington, and that they 

were instructed to continue their labors until the Net

Proceeds question is settled. 

On page 20 of the same volume they will find that 

Sec. 13, Art. ?, of the Constitution is not as the Chief 

quotes it in paragraph 29, with an amendment of his own 

added to it five lines long, but that it ~ives the 

Chief power only to appoint officers "not otherwise 

provided for," which words the Chief leaves out in copying 

the section. 

Then on page 23, Sec. 3, of the Schedule they will 

find what it is that is f'otherwi se provided for, n namely: 

"Special appointments" "heretofore made and approved 

under existing laws or resolutions of the General Council 

shall be approved by the principal Chief of this Nation, 

and tlle appointees commissioned" by him. 

Then, if members want to see it, I can show them 

that the "special appointments" have been approved and 

the "appointees commissioned" by the Chief's predecessors 

since that Constitution was adopted. And members will 

at once preceive that if the Delegates had not already 



been so commissioned it would be the duty of the present 

Chief himself to commission them. However much he may 

dislike me, if I had no coramission as delegate, he tould 

be compelled either to give me one or to violate his 

oath of office. 

It woul'- take up too much time and space to point 

out his other misstatements. And it is not a pleasant 

task to publish to the world that the highest officer in 

our nation has intentionally stated in anoff1cial paper 

what he knows is not true. If any of you think this 

charge unjust, you oan satisfy yourselves by asking the 

Chief to shOW you, in his "Investigation of Indian 

Frauds," the words he pretends to have copied form it 

in the last six lines of his lOth paragraph, or any 

foundation whatever in it for the charge he makes on its 

authority in the last twelve lines of that paragraph. 

Without going to him you can see for yourselves 

in 'our own Choctaw law-book how he has oopied, in the 

29th paragraph, Art. 7, Sec. 43, of our constitution, 

if he has not left out some words and put in others of 

his own -- by way of amendment. 

ADJUDICATION 

There is one class of wrong statements figuring 

generally in the Chief's public papers, and largely in 



his memorial, which have their origin as much in ignorance 

as in the intention to mislead, though it is an ignorance 

which has cost the Shoctaw Nation a good deal already, 

and it will be more owing to good luck than any good 

management on his part i£ it does not cost a good deal 

more. I refer to what he says about individual claims 

and their adjudication. He seems to have forgotten or 

overlooked what he must have known, that the great bulk 

of the claims, those under the 14th article of the Treaty 

of 1830, were all adjudicated long ago -- must have known 

it because he is one of the claimants himself -- knows 

that his own case was adjudicated and must have known 

that large numbers of others were in like manner adjudicated, 

some at the same time, others at a later period. 

Evidently all that was needed was to identify 

those parties whose claims had been adjudicated, and then 

ascertain how much was coming to each; for exan~le, in 

his own case, to show that he is the same rr~n whose name 

1s on the lists sent from ashington. How much was to 

be paid no one could tell till it was ascertained how much 

we would get from the United states. If there was enough 

for all, he would get the full amount. If there was not, 

he would get his proportionate share. ~hether there 

would be enough under any circumstances, no matter how 

much the Government paid us, would depend upon the amount 



coming to the Nation for the shares of claimants who 

died without heirs and of others whose heirs cannot be 

identified. 

For the claims of all who are really entitled, 

the Nation becomes bound whenever the Net-Proceeds are 

secured. It is therefore important to ascertain with 

reasonable certainty, before final action, how far 

identification 15 practicable. Unfortunately, we have 

never been able to pet full sets of the requisite papers. 

General Pike's money and brains secured some of them, but 

not all. Further light is wanted to show in what part 

of the Old Nation East each scrip claimant lived, to 

what town or band he belonged, when and with what party 

he emigrated, and if dead, who was recognized as his heir 

when either scrip or money was paid. On this last point 

same of the documents on file here give information as 

late as 1855. 

With SUCh additional light the present Commissioners 

could test the work already done, and go on with the vast 

mass of claims yet to be examined. 

Hor the last three years it has been a favorite 

amusement with the Chief to abuse me for n t getting all 

the papers needed, charging me, in fact, with keeping 

them back. It now appears that he made the charge with 

the full knowledge that I had done my best to obtain them 

before he became a candidatel My letter on page 177 of 



the book of investigations he so often quotes, written 

to the Indian Office, in April, 1872, and asking to be 

"furnished at as early a day as possible with full lists t " 

to enable the "Court of Claims of the nation understandingly 

to pass upon them," was staring him in the face at the 

very time he was denouncing me for not doing that very 

thingl 

The worst of it is that he wrote last February to 

the President that Pitchlynn was nbitterly opposed for 

the Choctaws to identity their claim before the court." 

The President sent the letter to the Indian Office, and 
, 

there, on the files, was Pitchlynn's application of April, 

'72, and several others since then, all urging the Office 

to do that to which the Chief said he was "bitterly opposedr 

""Bi tterly opposed 1tt These words fit the Chief, 

not me. Bitter opposition to me is his ruling passion~ 

It colors all the paper he sends here. It blinds his 

sight in everything that concerns the "Net-Proceeds claim. 

His memorial professes to want it paid.~ But he would 

rather see it killed a thousand times than have it secured 

by my efforts. If a man puts chunks before the fore 

Wheel of your wagon going up hill, you naturally think 

he don't want you to reach the top. If one of your own 

crowd helps the other side on the sly in a ball play, no 

matter what he may say, you will belisve he wants that 



side to win. The Chief professes to want the individual 

claimants to get their money. But he writes private 

letters to members of Congress who always Tote against 

the claim, telli~g them the Choctaws don't want the moneyt 

His course 1n this respect has been consistent. 

He opposed the treaty of 1855, which provides for that 

claim, admits his opposition in paragreph 23 of the memeria~ 

but says, "I only wanted four clauses amended." This 1s 

like what he says about his com'se against the school bill. 

There 1s not one word ~ truth in the explanation in either 

case. He was square against the Treaty and the School 

system as a whole; did all he could to defeat both. 

Admitting his statement to be true, at best, it don't 

amount to anything. Any amendment just then liould have 

been tatal. 

SCHOOLS AGAIN 

I close with this charge: 

~Now let him see What he had done in those days. 

Some of our district and county officers read and write 

very good hands in their own language, but know nothing 

of English language or letters.~ 

I am afraid he gives me more credit than I deserve. 

After the battle over the school act of '42 had been 

fought and won, the demand for instruction became greater 
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than our means could supply. some of us therefore 

proposed to pay for teaching in Choctaw as many as could 

be accommodated in the different neighborhoods on 

Saturdays and Su~days. The Chief opposed itt as he did 

all other measures for improvement t and was defeated. 

By that process, at small cost t numbers of adults too 

old to learn English soon became able to read in their 

own language the Bible and the hymns sung in our Choctaw 

churches. From those schools sprang forth many able 

preachers of the gospel and many wise counsellors. 

Another result which the Chief deplores seems to have 

been that district Bnd county officers write very good 

hands in their own language. If sowing the seed for such 

a harvest was a sin, I plead guilty to my part of it. 

It is a good rule to judge a tree by its rruit. 

am willing to place my share in that work against 

anything the Chief has ever done for his people. 

P. P. PITCHLTIThT 


