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;‘sq thie m';a‘nemfi way. I'm not Xieha.i, but Waco. ‘ or sure th&% I'm
"uchi, Wichita and Ua.co.;‘\heu three tribes or bands. ‘ :\ )

| (mt do the Vichite caJl themselves 1n Whichita?) SO
e o R

(And hé’ur_e'ﬁoutfteq Wacoes?). - o \\

,(And rvn*min. ' - | | , ’ - ﬁ \i\\
" (And Bow about, nnu.n) | L . o

»

_ n!-.:u

\ .

(D:ld thoee four bands camp together in the old-days? Did they live together

in one big vila.age or in separate vula.ges?) ’
- No, I think thqy were in sepe.rete villages. Like Wichitas over here and Waco's

AN
1:Lke that. Phat u what I knmr. I can't reca.l.l nut the Kichais, they vas al-

together. .epoke dirrerent 1angua.ge rron us. ) ‘ _
~(Bid they have’ rriendly relationl with one a.nother, the four Vichita g;roups'f)
!el, llo in soeling as a whole, I nea-ngpneral]y spea.king

. R
(mt a.bont the period right a.t‘ter the luA wds opened up?)‘

You mean after the allotnent. Well, after t "e treéaty was ratified in 1895, and

4;[ think to my Judgeuent the.t was a case \up vhich was subnitted by "the Choc-

taw Iodie.na of .:thic pu:t‘ of Oklehou;. Wpll, think to my judgement, that it

kind of held the allotments back. Cause 'this and was in question. Perhaps, I
mu the governn'ent“‘ d.idn't wvant to go ehee:d :just issue land vhen they weren't
too positive about 1¢ Well amyhow the le.ndn‘\'e ‘alloted in 1901 and all the

ppoOle that were living were alloted 160 acres. Ade the surplus la.nd, they vent

N

(h?o vas the trq.tu of 1895 betveen'{) ‘
nemen the govermt\\or the«lﬁnted Stttea, the Wichitas, Caddoes and Dela-

n.odlold it. N sl ’ \



