Qur Inaren wawuo:

stipuletion, it was but natural that they should reply that the Indians themselves
‘violated the treaty‘hundreds of times every surmer by predatory incursions, where=-
by many setilers werc utterly ruined, end their families left without means of
subsistence; and this by Indians who are fed, clothed, and maintained in utter
idleness by the government they (the settlers) help to support. I respectfully
submit that their side of‘the story should be heard, as the settlers who develop
our miﬁes and open thé%ffOntier to civilizetion are thie naticns wards no less than
their more fortunate fellows, the Indians. In any event, unless sone arrangemeit
can be made this winter, by which the Indiuns will be sutisfied to cede the mlnlnb
region, my 1mpress1on is that serious trouble will ensue when the miners attenpt
to return, as I believe they will by early spring.”

It is doubtless true that some of the setflers lost some stock during the
year 1875. They would probcbly have lost some, h:ed there been no Indiasns in that
region. The Indians also lost stock, but it‘does not geem clear that, if Cen.
Créok's statement thatrfour hundred Lezd of stock were stolen was true, the fact
should be put in as an offSét to the unlawful dccupation of the Black Hills, not
by the settlers alons the line /5000f the railroad, but by zdventurers who did
Lﬁ ' : not reside in the country. Moreover, it ié strange if the Sioux. lad stolen four
hundred he=d of stock from thre settlers, that no claim wes ever filed against the
Indians for compensaticn. In a country where sharp lawyers abound;'it.is remarkable
that the settlers, if thoy had e¢laims for\such devredstions upon fbem, had not Tiled
gnd prosecuted them, when the itresty provided a full rcmedy for such cuses, and
corpensetion to the injured parties, out of the cnnuitiés or other moneysvdue the

Indians, The Sioux commission of 1876, in all their Jaurney/mmong the Bioux, did

e




