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On 29 September 1837, twenty-one chiefs and braves of the
Mdewakanton Dakota, or Sioux, Tribe gathered with government
officials at Dr. James Laurie's Presbyterian Church in Washing-
ton and relinquished forever claims to their lands east of the
Mississippi River. The treaty, which cost the government one
million dollars, came at an inopportune time since a depression
had crippled the nation and retrenchment dominated congres-
sional debates. Nevertheless, the Senate ratified the agreement
nine months later, a step that nearly finalized President Andrew
Jackson's cherished goal of removing all tribes to the west side of
the Mississippi River. Although the government never computed
the exact size of the Sioux cession, at least five million acres of
northwestern Wisconsin pine lands came open to settlement
after senatorial endorsement.'

1. Charles J. Kappler. comp. and ed., Indian Affairs: Laws and Treaties. 5 vols.
(Washington, D.C; Government Printing Office, 1904-1941), 2:493-94. The depres-
sion had depleted government specie supplies to such an extent that in July 1837,
the Indian bureau was forced to default on payment of annuities to certain western
Indians. See Carey Harris to William Clark, 3 July 1837, Office of Indian Affairs,
Letters Sent, Records of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Record Group 75, National
Archives, Washington, D.C. (hereafter cited as OIA, LS, RG 75, N A); National En.
quirer (Philadelphia), 15 July 1837. The Mdewakanton Tribe is one of seven that
make up the Sioux, or Dakota, Nation. The other six include the Sisseton,
Wahpeton, and Wahpekute in the east and the Yankton, Yanktonai, and Teton to
the west. Although writers often refer to them as bands, they were in every sense
distinct tribes by the nineteenth century.
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The sale marked a historic turning point for the Mdewakanton
people. For centuries they had lived and hunted along the banks
of the upper Mississippi River. Unfortunately, the once bountiful
herds of deer and buffalo had disappeared from the vicinity by
1837, causing serious food shortages. Confronted by the spectre
of starvation, tribal leaders seized upon a treaty that would pro-
vide food annuities as a means of relief for their suffering people.
The seriousness of the commitment to a land cession was best ex-
pressed at a crucial juncture in the negotiation by Okapota, a sub-
chief and delegate. After a brief discourse, he concluded, "We did
not come to Washington to go home empty."''

Such a statement deserves more than casual consideration in
view of the standard interpretation of Jacksonian treaty-making
offered by most historians. Some tribal groups, ravaged by inner
factionalism and harangued with repeated threats of being left to
the mercy of state laws, signed removal treaties and migrated
from eastern lands virtually at the point of bayonets. Usually
cited as typical of the injustice of the era is the Choctaw Treaty of
Dancing Rabbit Creek negotiated in 1830. Government officials
escorted missionary philanthropists from Choctaw lands prior to
the council, bribed mixed-bloods, and used threats to obtain a
signed document.' The removal of the Choctaw and of the other
southern tribes that followed was a disgraceful chapter in
American history.

The men who formulated the removal policy during Jackson's
administration seldom witnessed or condoned its excesses. In-
deed, as historians Bernard Sheehan and Francis Paul Prucha
have noted, Jacksonian policy-makers derived their ideological
framework from the paternal concerns that Thomas Jefferson
manifested for the natives. Jeffersonians considered the Indian
equal to themselves and attributed obvious dissimilarities to dif-
ferences in environment. The Indian was actually a "noble
savage," and with proper incentives and instructions, they con-
tended, natives could be quickly transformed from "savagery" to

2. Quoted in the Chauncey Bush Journal, 23 Sept. 1837, Michigan Historical Col-
lections, Bentley Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan. Bush
worked as a clerk in the Indian Bureau and kept the official journal of the negotia-
tions. Okapota is "Koi-moko" in the journal. Afloat, as his name translates, was a
Mdewakanton band chief from a small village located seven miles up the Minnesota
River. See Lawrence Taliaferro Journal, 9 Oct. 1827 and 8 Aug. 1835, Manuscript
Division, Minnesota Historical Society, Saint Paul, Minnesota (the society is
hereafter cited as MHS).

3. Consult Arthur H. DeRosier, Jr., The Removal of the Choctaw Indians (New
York: Harper & Row, 1972), pp. 116-47; Ronald N. Satz, American Indian Policy in
the Jacksonian Era (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1975), pp. 97-115, 132.
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"civilization." For those few that refused change, voluntary
removal west of the Mississippi River would be a feasible alter-
native to extinction at the hands of whites since it offered an ex-
tension of the time period allotted for acculturation.''

The Jacksonians inherited the Jeffersonian legacy of pater-
nalism, but political implications caused them to modify original
removal ideology. By 1830, some Indians, even though they had
become farmers and adopted western modes, remained alien to
white culture. As pressures mounted from westerners for their
removal, Jacksonian policy-makers invoked Jeffersonian rhetoric
as a rationale for uprooting southern agricultural tribes. Yet
Jacksonians never abandoned entirely the Jeffersonian ac-
culturational methodology.'' In the case of the Mdewakanton
Sioux, the actual implementation of a removal program, albeit a
minor one, matched to a considerable degree the ideological
rhetoric and stated goals of Jacksonian policy spokesmen. Of-
ficials negotiated the agreement under little, if any, pressure
from frontier settlers, saved the tribe from starvation, improved
its opportunity to learn farming, and brought a certain degree of
stability to the upper Mississippi Valley.'

Beyond doubt, the Mdewakanton resembled the Jeffersonian
ideal of a tribe ripe for removal. These people conformed especial-
ly well to the "noble savage" image prevalent in the East. When
the delegation arrived in Washington, a reporter for Niles' Na-
tional Register noted that they "comprise some of the best
specimens of the north-western Indians that have been seen in
this city. Their forms are of the most noble mould.... Several are
more than six feet high, straight as an arrow, with thaws and

4. See Bernard W. Sheehan, Seeds of Extinction: Jeffersonian Pkihmthrophy
and the American Indian (1973; reprint ed.. New York; W. W. Norton. 1974);
Francis Paul Prucha, American Indian Policy in the Formative Years: The Indian
Trade and Intercourse Acts, 1790-1834 (1962; reprint ed., Lincoln; University of
Nebraska Press, 1970).

5. Prucha, American Indian Policy in the Formative Years, see especially
Chapter 9, entitled "Civilization and Removal." Michael Paul Rogin takes exception
to Prucha and views the paternalistic rhetoric of the entire Jacksonian Age as an
escapism used to hide the realities of suffering caused by removal. See his Fathers
and Children: Andrew Jackson and the Subjugation of the American Indian (New
York; Alfred A. Knopf, 1975), pp. 206-48.

6. See Francis Paul Prucha, "Andrew Jackson's Indian Policy: A
Reassessment," Journal of American History 56 (Dec. 1969);527-39, and "American
Indian Policy in the 1840s: Visions of Reform," in The Frontier Challenge:
Responses to the Trans-Mississippi West, ed. John G. Clark ( Lawrence: Univer-
sity of Kansas Press, 1971), pp. 81-110.
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George Catlin s portrait of a Sioux ballplayer exemplifies
the Jeffersonian image of the American Indian as a "noble savage. "

The artist visited the Eastern Sioux in the summer of 1835
and again in 1836. He painted many scenes and individuals

in and around Saint Peter's Agency, including this ball-
player and the other scenes that illustrate this article.
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sinews that seem to set fatigue at defiance."' Moreover, the
semisedentary Mdewakanton, who lived mostly by the chase,
faced the impending collapse of their ecosystem. Game had dwin-
dled dramatically on the tribe's domain after the American Fur
Company expanded operations into the upper Mississippi water-
shed in 1817. Company fur returns show that the number of
beaver harvested by the four Eastern Sioux tribes (Mdewakan-
ton, Wahpekute, Sisseton, and Wahpeton) had declined from
better than one thousand in 1820 to about one hundred by 1833.
Sioux hunters tried to fill the void by taking muskrats, but
beaver sold for about three dollars a pelt, whereas muskrats
were worth only a dime by the late 1830s. More significantly, the
number of deer fell incredibly from 6,143 in 1827 to a mere 577 six
years later." Since venison had always been an important winter
food supply, the drop signalized economic disaster, especially for
the easternmost Mdewakanton who were farthest from the
buffalo lands of Dakota.

The tendency of Eastern Sioux tribes to be more protective
than usual of hunting territories was another indication of
economic troubles. Intertribal warfare with the Chippewa and
the Sac and Fox mounted, as did clashes with the Red River
Métis. The competition for hunting zones prompted the
Wahpekute and the Mdewakanton to make a desperate attempt
to defend the upper Des Moines River region from the Sac and
Fox, a struggle which reportedly claimed 250 Wahpekute lives in
the decade or so previous to the treaty.** Feuds over game even

7. Niles' National Register. 16 Sept. 1837. A short description in the Boston
^íZ(i5of70ctoberl837notedthata profiie of one of the delegates "bears a strong
resemblance to that of Napoleon."

8. "Returns from James Lockwood's St. Peter's Outfit," 20 Apr. 1820, and
"Returns from Alexis Bailly's Outfit," 11 July 1827, American Fur Company
Papers, Burton Historical Collections, Detroit Public Library, Detroit, Michigan:
"Recapitulation of Furs and Peltries Received from Upper Mississippi Outfit,"
1833, Alexis Bailly Papers, MHS. American Fur received a monopoly over all
Eastern Sioux trade in 1827 when it purchased the Columbia Fur Company. The
price of goods promptly rose, causing more hardships for the Indians. Agent
Lawrence Taliaferro noted by 1835 that a Northwest Gun costing six dollars sold to
the Indians for twenty-four dollars. Humors circulated in the summer of 1837 that
prices would soon double again. See David Lavender. Fist in the Wilderness (Albu-
querque: University of New Mexico Press, 1979), pp. 238-311, 336-36; Taliaferro
Journal, 31 Jan. 1828 and 24 Aug. 1835; "Petition of Chiefs," 10 June 1837, St.
Peter's Agency, Letters Received (hereafter LR), RG 75, NA.

9. Harold Hickerson, The Chippewa and Their Neighbors: A Study in
Ethnohistory (New York: Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1970), pp. 69-90. A study of
the Sioux-Sac and Fox conflict is needed. William Clark noted in 1830 that "the

Copyright © 1980 by the South Dakota State Historical Society. All Rights Reserved.



Removal of the Mdewakanton 315

affected the ancient unity of the Sioux tribes. By the early 1830s,
the Wahpekute expressed strong objections to the presence of
Sisseton hunters on the upper Des Moines River, and the latter
threatened to expel the growing number of hungry Mdewakanton
who invaded the western plains in search of muskrat and bison.'"

When the Mdewakanton Tacanhpisapa complained to the
Eastern Sioux agent Lawrence Taliaferro of the Sisseton threats,
the latter reassured his ward that the government would punish
perpetrators of intratribal violence. This accomplished little, and
the traders proved more resourceful in dealing with such
matters. Factor Henry Sibley, who ran the company trading
houses near Saint Peter's Agency, made an emergency trip to
Traverse de Sioux in 1836 and warned that he would withdraw all
commerce if the Mdewakanton were prohibited from hunting on
Sisseton and Wahpeton lands." Deteriorating conditions had ob-
viously created a situation where some kind of governmental ac-
tion was necessary to save the Mdewakanton.

Dispirited, hungry, frequently harassed by unscrupulous
traders, the Mdewakanton increasingly turned to Taliaferro for
advice and assistance. Although egotistical and pompous, the
agent was a humanitarian and an honest bureaucrat. He also had
recognized as early as 1829 that the Sioux "must in two or three
years more time turn their attention to the Soil for support."'^
Thus, when a band under Mahpiyawicasta approached him in the
spring of that year and requested plows, harnesses, and agricul-
tural instructions, Taliaferro responded immediately.
Mahpiyawicasta's ponies were quickly broken to the plow, and

Sacs and Foxes have no hunting grounds of value within their acknowledged limits
and have been forced by necessity to encroach on those claimed by the Sioux"
(Clark to Lawrence Taliaferro, 2 May 1830, Taliaferro Papers, MHS). The figures
on Wahpekute losses came from their head chief Tasaugye. See Taliaferro Journal.
23 June 1835.

10. TaUaferro Journal, 30 Aug. 1830, 18 Aug. 1835, and 23 Jan. 1836.
11. Ibid., 23 Jan. 1836; Louis Provencalle to Sibley, 18 Sept. 1836, and Sibley to

Ramsey Crooks. 24 Dec. 1836, Henry Sibley Papers, MHS. Game also had disap-
peared from the upper Minnesota River Valley. See Thomas S. Williamson to
David Greene, 16 May 1836, American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Mis-
sions Papers (hereafter cited as ABCFM Papers), photostats in MHS (originals are
in the Houghton Library, Harvard University). Tacanhpisapa, or Black Tomahawk,
was from the Sakpe Mdewakanton Band, whose village was approximately thirty
miles from the mouth of the Minnesota River.

12. Taliaferro Journal, 15 Apr. 1829. For a further appraisal of Taliaferro's in-
fluence, see Willoughby M. Babcock, Jr., "Major Lawrence TaUaferro, Indian
Agent," Mississippi Valley Historical Review 11 (Dec. 19241:358-75.
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soon a small core of Indians, tired of the inconsistent returns from
the chase, began building an agricultural community with log
houses and well-ordered fields near Lake Calhoun (in present
Minneapolis), a few miles northeast of the agency. Despite the
slow progress, Taliaferro manifested great pride in it and
christened the experiment Eatonville after the secretary of
war."

Eatonville represented the first serious effort to acculturate
the Mdewakanton, and by 1830. the project had made modest ad-
vances and had even received the notice of President Jackson. In
response to the president's encouragement, Taliaferro suggested
that six or eight hundred dollars would "mature what has happily

13. Taliaferro Journal, 2, 20 May 1829 and 4 Sept. 1830,

A Sioux village on Lake Calhoun was the subject of another of Catlin's
paintings of the Saint Peter's Agency. "The Sioux in these parts, "

Catlin commented in 1835, "who are out of reach of the beavers and
buffaloes, are poor and very meanly clad, compared to those on the

Missouri."He also added that they "exhibit considerable industry in
their agricultural pursuits, raising very handsome cornfields" (Catlin.

North American Indians, 2 vols. [Philadelphia: Leary, Stuart
& Co., 191S], 2:150.
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begun."" Even though nothing came of his offhand suggestion,
Taliaferro continued to press the Indian Department for finances.
"The attention of the Sioux could now be turned to the subject of
agriculture," he wrote Superintendent of Indian Affairs William.
Clark in 1833. "Were the requisite means within my reach —two
instructors in farming would be sufficient."" Again unsuccessful,
the following year he directed his correspondence to the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs Elbert Herring. Taliaferro insisted that
within the vicinity of his agency were large numbers of
Mdewakanton whose gratitude "would more than equal any kind
offices in their advancement."" While Taliaferro had lured two
young Connecticut missionaries to help at Eatonville, he soon
found that they were interested in the spiritual rather than the
material uplifting of the Indian. The only chance for serious
economic rehabilitation, he thought, rested upon the direct agen-
cies of the federal government."

Finally, in the spring of 1836, the famed chief Wakinyantanka,
or Little Crow, returned from his winter hunt in a near-starving
condition. He asked Taliaferro for a "plough and a yoke of oxen
and a man to assist in opening a farm for his people."'" Wakinyan-
tanka was the son of an important Sioux chief who had aided the
British in the War of 1812. His son in turn would one day lead the
violent Sioux Outbreak of 1862." With such a prominent

14. Taliaferro to Secretary of War John H. Eaton, 3 Feb. 1830. St. Peter's Agen-

'̂ ^15. Taliaferro to Clark, 2 Aug. 1833, ibid. See also Taliaferro Journal. 2 Aug.
1833

16'. Taliaferro to Elbert Herring, 25 July 1834, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75,
17 The missionaries Samuel and Gideon Pond had attempted to hire an inter-

preter to preach to the Indians and spent a considerable amount of time studying
Ihe Dakota language. Taliaferro judged this "the height of extravagance, and
folly" for he thought the Indians needed to be taught "labour in the shape o
agrfcutoe .the uses and value of property, [and] learn to feed themselves
(Taliaferro Journal, 7 July 1834 and 4 June 1836).

Î9- T t Uttle'°c"îôw'dylTty''dates back to the French occupation of the
Mississippi VaUeyWakinyantanka's father was called "Who Walks, Pushing a
Hawk''or Cetan-Wakuwainani. He died in August 1835 and was succeeded by his
"on WalSnyantalka as a major chief of the Mdewakanton along with Sakpe and
Wabashaw Wakinyantanka in turn died in 1845 leaving his son Taoyateduta as
hefrto Mdewakanton leadership. Taliaferro's Journal is a good source for informâ
tion on the first two Little Crows. For a sketch of the dynasty consult Thomas
Sughes, Ä Chiefs of Southern Minnesota (1927; reprint ed., Minneapolis; Ross
and Haines, 1969), p. 35.
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Mdewakanton leader now voicing approval of agriculture, there
seemed to be few obstacles in the way of a major economic
transformation.

Taliaferro occupied himself for the next two weeks with deter-
mining the attitudes of the tribesmen. After the discussions, he
wrote at length to Superintendent Clark, noting the extreme
need of the Mdewakanton for agricultural tools and instructions.
Only one tenth of the tribe, he asserted, had ever participated in
the Eatonville experiment. In closing, he suggested that the trihe
would be willing to sign a treaty giving up their lands east of the
Mississippi River and that a good price for these timber regions
would be an annual annuity of $12,000 in goods, food, and farm
equipment paid over sixteen years ($192,000). Taliaferro gave no
indication of whether Dakota leaders had been informed of this
figure, but he clearly wished to keep the annuity small since he
was convinced that otherwise the Indians would trade any excess
for alcohol.^"

Like a good politician, Taliaferro cast his treaty proposal in the
same light as others being negotiated during the period of Indian
removal. "I beg leave to assure the President through you," he
noted in a letter to Clark, "that my influence is such that I can and
will answer his [Jackson's] views in defiance of the combined ef-
forts of any set of men in this country."''' Unquestionably, the
rather vainglorious Sioux agent surmised that Washington of-
ficials would be hard pressed to sidestep such an ardent "Jackso-
nian" overture that had the good of the Indian and removal as its
ultimate goals. Astounded by Taliaferro's letter. Superintendent
Clark wrote Commissioner Herring that "this is to me an entirely
new subject," and he disclaimed any knowledge of an order to
begin negotiations or of the government's desire to purchase the
lands." Yet Taliaferro's proposals complemented extremely well
the Indian policies of the age. The Sioux roamed east of the
Mississippi River, and Jacksonians recognized a need to separate
them from the evils of white society. In addition, the Indians
needed revenue for farming, schools, and food that Taliaferro
realized could only come from a land sale. The agent's support for
a removal treaty was hardly indicative of his disregard for the
Indians. If anything, it demonstrated compassion for his charges,
and Taliaferro knew that only one or two semipermanent villages

20. Taliaferro to Clark. 15 May 1836. and Taliaferro to Albert Herring, 2 Aug.
1833, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.

21. Taliaferro to Clark, 15 May 1836.
22. Clark to Herring, 9 June 1836, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.
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would actually have to be removed to the west bank of the
Mississippi River.

Taliaferro's treaty proposal, although considered by the
Indians, received scant attention in Washington until the fall of
1886 when Congress organized Wisconsin Territory. Democrat
Henry Dodge, the first territorial governor, who also automati-
cally became superintendent of Indian Affairs, was well
respected in Washington and had made a reputation as a frontier
military hero during Black Hawk's Rebellion of 1832. Taliaferro's
agency fell under his control, and the two men almost immediate-
ly agreed that the Wisconsin pine lands ought to be purchased
from the Indians.*'

After a tour of his new territory. Dodge informed Washington
that in order to save the Sioux and Chippewa from utter starva-
tion, the government should purchase their lands and remove
them west of the Mississippi River.^* In a second report to the
new commissioner of Indian Affairs, Carey Harris, dated 23
November 1836, the governor emphasized the growing exploita-
tion of the Wisconsin timber lands by fur traders like Sibley who
extracted extralegal contracts from the Indians without paying
just compensation. Indeed, as Dodge wrote, a large convention
was held on the Saint Croix Hiver whereby traders received a
ten-year privilege for mill rights. The pine lands would be de-
nuded of timber, leaving the Indians destitute. Dodge stressed,
unless the government bought the land and paid a fair compensa-
tion to the natives. "The country, belonging both to the Sioux and
Chippewas," he noted in closing, "abounds in pine, is barren of
game and unfit for cultivation, and valuable alone for its lumber
materials."'''

23. Dodge obviously had political reasons for wanting to successfully remove
Indians from Wisconsin, but those reasons hardly applied to regions as far north as
the Sioux and Chippewa pine lands. Rather, Dodge was a strong proponent of
Jacksonian ideology and pushed for removal because he felt it was the best alter
native for Indians and whites alike. See Alice E. Smith, From Exploration to
Statehood, History of Wisconsin Series. Vol. 1 (Madison: University of Wisconsin
Press, 1973), pp. 240-42, 250, 266-67.

24. Dodge to Acting Secretary of War, 12 Aug. 1836, in The Territorial Papers of
the United States, comp. and ed. Clarence E. Carter and John P. Bloom, 28 vols.
(Washington, D.C: Government Printing Office. 1934-), vol. 27, The Territory of
Wisconsin: Executive Journal, 18S6-18tS: Papers, 1836-1SS9, comp. and ed. John P.
Bloom (1969), pp. 638-39.

25. Dodge to Commissioner Harris, 23 Nov. 1836, in Terntonal Papers,
27:672-74. See aho Taliaferro to Colonel William Davenport. 31 May 1837, St.
Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA. Harris responded immediately to Dodge's letter
by issuing an order to Colonel Davenport at Fort Snelling to stop the harvesting of
lumber by whites on Indian land. Harris to Colonel Davenport, 6 Jan. 1837, OIA,
LS, RG 75, NA.
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Commissioner Harris, fully converted to Dodge's logic by
January 1837, took up the new treaty proposals with Acting
Secretary of War Benjamin Butler. In his letter to Butler, the
commissioner quoted extensively from the Dodge correspond-
ence on file in the Indian Bureau and mentioned that a negotia-
tion would benefit the people of the new territory as well as the
starving Indians. Congress had also indicated some interest in
the timber prospects of the Wisconsin lands, and this probably
encouraged Harris, a new man in the War Department bureau-
cracy.̂ ^

In the meantime, news arrived in Washington of a bloody en-
counter fought between Tasaugye's Wahpekute Sioux and the
Sac and Fox. The latter had then struck the Winnebago east of
the Mississippi River. Governor Dodge immediately notified the
War Department and expressed fears of an impending Indian war
as violent and expensive as the struggle with the Seminóles then
raging in Florida. An excited Commissioner Harris again agreed
with Dodge and suggested to the acting secretary that either
three companies of dragoons be dispatched to Wisconsin or that
the tribes be coerced to come to Washington and settle their dif-
ferences. Clearly concerned about the consequences, the War
Department authorized the latter course." Almost as an after-
thought, Harris added in his instructions to Dodge that while in
Washington "a negotiation will be held with the Sioux for the ex-
tinction of their title to lands east of the Mississippi."^"

While the stage was being set for the appearance of the
Eastern Sioux in Washington, Governor Dodge and General
W. R. Smith received commissions to conclude a treaty with the
Chippewa for their share of the pine lands adjacent to those of
the Sioux. Their instructions offer considerable insight into
bureaucratic thinking regarding the pine lands. Harris noted the
problem of arriving at a fair price for the land since, unlike other
regions purchased by removal treaties, it was unsuited for
agriculture. Nevertheless, the commissioner recognized the

26. Dodge had emphasized above all the poverty of the Chippewa, who were
often more destitute than the Sioux. Harris to Acting Secretary Benjamin Butler, 1
Jan. 1837, and Harris to Dodge, 14 Jan. 1837, OIA, LS, RG 75, NA.

27. Dodge to Harris, 28 Dec. 1836, and Harris to the Secretary of War, 16 Mar.
1837, in Territorial Papers, 27;697-98, 745-47. To demonstrate the concern of the
War Department, Colonel Zachary Taylor was given orders to use a special detach-
ment of 170 dragoons to suppress any Indian disturbances on the upper Mississip-
pi. Adjutant General Roger Jones to Colonel Taylor, 27 Jan. 1837, ibid., pp 720-21

28. Harris to Dodge, 20 Mar. 1837, OIA, LS, RG 75, NA.
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value of the timber and called on the treaty negotiators to act
quickly before the Indians gave away the limited resources they
still possessed for "inadequate remuneration."^' Dodge and Smith
quitted the claims of the Chippewa in July for $700,000 in an-
nuities paid over twenty years. The treaty negotiation, however,
was marred by the demands of certain traders for special payoffs
as well as claims that the Chippewa received too little for their
land. Traders recognized that huge annuities would stimulate the
local economy."

Taliaferro witnessed the Chippewa negotiations, and he knew
that vigilance was essential if the Mdewakanton were to escape

29. Harris to Dodge and Smith, 13 May 1837, OIA, LS, RG 75, NA.
30. Edmund Jefferson Danziger, Jr., in a new study of the Lake Superior Chip-

pewa, argues that the treaty was a gross injustice. He quotes trader Lyman War-
ren who noted that the price paid by the government was ridiculously low. Yet
Warren's role, as related by Taliaferro, who was nothing more than an interested
bystander, was hardly praiseworthy. The La Pointe trader burst into the council
with "a large body of PÙlagers [Chippewa warriors]" and demanded $20,000. After
nearly shooting the culprit, Taliaferro lamented that Dodge allowed "this special
sum" in order to stop a serious confrontation. Humanitarians, of course, knew
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the meddling of the Sioux traders. His worst fears seemed
justified after representatives of the American Fur Company
were given access to his confidential treaty proposal on file in
Washington. They quickly noted Taliaferro's failure to include
substantial payment for Indian debts incurred under the fur-
trade credit system. In addition, they questioned the Sioux
agent's relatively small recommendation for annuities. Sibley
reported the information immediately to Ramsey Crooks, the
eastern financial manager for the company. "It is of great impor-
tance to us," he concluded, "that Major T. [Taliaferro] be not ap-
pointed a commissioner [for the Sioux treaty] inasmuch as he is
known to be inimical to the Am. Fur Co."^' Sibley preferred
Dodge over Taliaferro and suggested that Crooks go to Washing-
ton to lobby for the company's interests.

It is unclear what role, if any. Crooks played, but in his final in-
structions to Dodge, Commissioner Harris suggested that all
Indian agents stay at their agencies where they could perform
"the most useful service.""* Becoming aware of the meddling in
Washington, Taliaferro virtually exploded into one of the most
vindictive indictments of American Fur on record. He began by
"enlightening" the Indian Bureau of the evil power vested in the
company, exceeding "in strength and influence the great 'bank of
the United States.' " The company was a "giant" that had
usurped control of Indian policy from the government, exploited
pine lands in Wisconsin, and "enslav[ed] the poor Indian body and
mind to their dictatorial will.""^ Dodge rejected the commis-
sioner's suggestion and ordered Taliaferro to form and lead the
treaty delegation to Washington.

through experience that large sums of money could be more debilitating to a tribe
than helpful in bringing about acculturation. In retrospect, there is little doubt that
the government got a bargain, but that in itself says little of the motives for the ac-
tual negotiation or the price paid. Danziger, The Ckippewas of Lake Superior (Nor-
man; University of Oklahoma Press, 1978), p. 87. For Taliaferro's comments see
"Auto-Biography of Maj. Lawrence Taliaferro," Collections of the Minnesota
Historical Society 6(1894);215-17.

31. Sibley to Crooks, 24 Dec. 1836, American Fur Company Papers, photostats,
MHS (originals are in the New York Public Library). See also Taliaferro to Dodge,
2 Aug. 1837, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.

32. Harris to Dodge, 20 Mar. 1837, OIA, LS, RG 75, NA. The Commissioner's ac-
tions may stem from tbe fact that he had only taken over the position from Elbert
Herring a few months earlier. By July, he was more conscious of the motives of fur
traders. See his letter to Clark, 3 July 1837, ibid. Crooks had answered Sibley by
stating that he would do whatever he could to defeat the agent. Crooks to Sibley,
28 Feb. 1837, Sibley Papers.

33. Taliaferro to Dodge, 24 July 1837, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.
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While organizing the trip, the Sioux agent faced continued op-
position from traders. Hercules L. Dousman, a partner of
Sibley's, informed the Mdewakanton that their agent wished
them to receive only one-tenth of what their lands were worth.
Though infuriated, Taliaferro could do nothing to stop the
traders from fomenting discontent. Nevertheless, Dousman soon
confided to Crooks that the Mdewakanton were "willing to sell
their country," and thereafter the traders concentrated on get-
ting included in the treaty a large fund to reimburse them for lost
credits." By early September, Dousman wrote Sibley that the
company could document debts of at least $50,000 and then added
that if it were left to Washington officials, "we can prove claims
to much more." He closed by counseling Sibley, who was headed
for Washington, to "leave no stone unturned to get something
handsome for us.""

If traders were not disruptive enough for Taliaferro, in July
the Sac and Fox struck a Wahpekute camp near the Des Moines
River, causing heavy losses on both sides. The attack created
such jitters among the Mdewakanton delegation then forming at
Saint Peter's Agency that the agent distributed food and
presents in order to stop anticipated desertions." Finally, on 18
August 1837, the entourage, minus Tasaugye and the
Wahpekute, left the agency for Washington well ahead of the Sac
and Fox. The land cession was to be negotiated before the peace
treaty. Taliaferro had recruited five half-blooded assistants,
"suitably rewarded," as he put it, to facilitate his exodus."

The delegation sat down with Secretary of War Joel Poinsett
and Commissioner Harris on 21 September to begin discussions
regarding the land cession. All unauthorized bystanders, or peo-

34. Roy W. Meyer, History of the Santee Sioux: United States Indian Policy on
Trial (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1967), p. 56; Taliaferro to Dodge, 2
Aug. 1837, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA; Dousman to Crooks, 10 Aug. 1837,
American Fur Company Papers, photostats in MHS. Roy Meyer suspects that the
Mdewakanton were unaware of the government's desire to purchase land when
they reached Washington. Fur trade correspondence obviously proves the con-
trary as does Taliaferro's statement regarding Dousman's efforts to provoke
resistance to the sale and raise the price.

35. Dousman to Sibley, 4 Sept. 1837, Sibley Papers.
36. Taliaferro to Dodge, 6 Aug. 1837, and Taliaferro to Captain M. Scott, 16 Aug.

1837, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.
37. Taliaferro to Dodge, 21 Aug. 1837, ibid. Years later the agent wrote that "op-

position was spoken oí as coming from the agents of the Fur Company, and others
in their employ, but the agent organized his party, a powerful one, to counteract
the designs of these officiously interested men" ("Auto-Biography of Maj.
Lawrence Taliaferro," p. 217).
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pie who did not work for the government, were barred from the
council chamber. This prohibition included mischievous traders
such as Sibley, Oliver Faribault, Benjamin Baker, and Francis
Labarthe, all of whom were connected with American Fur. Alexis
Bailly, an ex-company trader, and Alexander Faribault, a com-
pany employee, viewed the proceedings as staff assistants to
Taliaferro.™

Following the traditional smoking of the peace pipe, Poinsett
opened the council by reminding the delegation of the marvels
they had viewed on their way east, especially the populous cities
of the United States and the country's general prosperity and
power. Shortly afterwards, he got directly to the point: "Your
Father desires to place the great river between you and the
whites."" Poinsett wanted the delegation to arrive at a price for
their Wisconsin pine lands. Wakinyantanka smugly responded
that the Mdewakanton were not overawed by the strength of the
whites, yet they intended to consider the secretary's words and
report back the next day. Rather than offering a price, however,
the Sioux indicated on 22 September that they had not con-
templated selling so much land. Poinsett, probably somewhat im-
patient with the slow pace of the bargaining, countered by offer-
ing to buy the east-river regions for one million dollars. Again the
delegates voiced a need to discuss the proposal."

When the council resumed at 10:00 a.m. on Saturday, 23
September, the Mdewakanton leaders came prepared to plead
their case. "I see all your people are well dressed —we are obliged
to wear skins," Wakinyantanka complained. "When the amount
[one million dollars] is divided among our people, it will not be
much for each." He and the other delegates thought their land
worth three times the amount received by the Chippewa, and
they demanded at least $1,600,000 for it. Dousman's earlier ad-
vice had apparently fallen upon receptive ears. Finally a few
delegates, especially Mazahota, suggested that the Wisconsin

38. Meyer, History of the Santee Sioux, p. 57: Taliaferro to Harris, 23 Sept. 1837,
Samuel C. Stambaugh to Harris, 23 Sept. 1837, and Stambaugh to Poinsett, 23 Feb.
1838, all in St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA. Meyer places considerable em-
phasis on the meddling of Samuel C. Stambaugh, a Pennsylvania Democratic politi-
cian who had unfortunately landed in the upper Mississippi River Valley seeking
his fortune. Although Stambaugh petitioned Poinsett on several occasions and
generally made a nuisance of himself, he never influenced the negotiations in any
recognizable fashion.

39. Bush Journal, 21 Sept. 1837.
40. Ibid., 21 and 22 Sept. 1837.
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land was better hunting territory than the prairies west of the
Mississippi River. His point gained little recognition since all the
lands east of Lake Traverse were terribly depleted of game by
1837.'"

Poinsett refused to budge. "What your father has offered for
the land," he asserted, "is the real value —it is sufficient to buy a
great many comforts." In addition, he maintained that had the
president considered the true value of the land, "he would not
have offered more than one half that amount." Poinsett remained

4 k., *» .__
A Sioux Indian Council

unenthusiastic about bargaining for a region that was considered
to be of marginal use, especially with the country in the throes of
economic depression and the federal government showing a pro-
jected deficit of over nine million dollars. The Indians had little to
bargain with and could take the offer or leave it.'^

41. Ibid., 23 Sept. 1837. Mazahota, or Grey Iron, was a sub-chief from a vUlage
located four miles up the Minnesota River.

42. Ibid. See also Bostm Atlas, 22 and 30 Sept. 1837.
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At this point, Okapota rose to respond to Secretary Poinsett:
"What you have said is all very true . . . your agent [Taliaferro]
knows the country. We hope you will assist us." Others followed
as nearly every delegate received the opportunity to express his
views on the proposed cession. Although many thought they
should get more money for their land, none voiced serious reser-
vations about the need to sell it. The Mdewakanton feared above
all going home "with empty hands," and over the weekend, the
delegation gave in to Poinsett's price.*'

On the following Monday, the secretary of war presented the
leaders with an outline of how the money would be divided. The
hand of Taliaferro was clearly evident in the development of this
document, and it differed only slightly from the final draft of the
treaty."" In general terms, the agreement provided the tribe with
$25,000 worth of food, agricultural tools, and so forth, annually
for twenty years. Another $15,000 yearly annuity would be paid
forever. The few changes that did occur between the draft
presented by Poinsett and the final treaty were apparently of-
fered by the delegates, with obvious meddling from traders and
half-bloods. The amount supplied for quitting debts, for example,
was raised from $70,000 to $90,000, and the subsidy given to half-
blooded relatives raised from $100,000 to $110,000. Likewise, the
money to be invested by the government was increased from
$200,000 to $300,000 (the interest paid on this amount would pro-
duce the perpetual annuity), Poinsett opposed several of these
changes since they reduced other funds, notably the one set aside
for tobacco and salt. Yet Poinsett ultimately gave in to the
demands of the delegation."^

With all the details worked out, the chiefs and braves address-
ed government officials for the last time on 29 September. Many
seemed melancholy, well aware of the significance of the paper
they were about to sign. Mahpiyamaza noted that he had not had
a good night's sleep for some time. "I hope it [the treaty] will
satisfy our people," he worried out loud. "I feel very uneasy about

43. Actual agreement was voiced by several delegates on 23 September, and
others followed suit on Monday, 25 September. Bush Journal, 23 and 25 Sept. 1837.

44. Taliaferro presented his outline of necessary annuities to Secretary of War
Poinsett before the council. It underwent only minor changes when presented to
the Indians on Monday, 25 September. "Taliaferro Treaty Draft," 20 Sept. 1837, St.
Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA: "Auto-Biography of Maj. Lawrence Taliaferro," p.
218.

45. Bush Journal, 25 and 27 Sept. 1837: Kappler, Indian Affairs: Laws and
Treaties, 2:493-94.

Copyright © 1980 by the South Dakota State Historical Society. All Rights Reserved.



Removal of the Mdewakanton 327

giving up these lands as you would not give us our price." And
Mahpiyanazin commented: "When I got on board of the big boat
to come here I had a full heart. It is now very light." The reflec-
tions of Mazamani probably represented the dilemma of many
Mdewakanton leaders, who knew the land was worth more but
were anxious for a sale. "They [the delegates] feel sore about
parting with their country," he began, "it would bring a great
price if you could cut it up and bring it here." Shortly thereafter
all twenty-one delegates signed the treaty, some more reluctant-
ly than others, but all aware of the need to bring something
home."'

Not all parties were pleased with the agreement. On the day of
the signing ceremony, Sibley wrote Ramsey Crooks that the
whole document was "but one series of iniquity and wrong." The
half-bloods remained "so exasperated," he reported, that they
seriously considered traveling home without the delegation."'
Alexander Faribault had also tried unsuccessfully to disrupt the
signing by abruptly walking out of the council room during the
ceremony. Self-interest on their part underlay this opposition:
the traders wanted the government to spend more money."'

Sibley was particularly disturbed with a minor article in the
treaty that gave Scott Campbell, Taliaferro's interpreter, a $450
annual annuity for twenty years in recognition of his long service
to the tribe. The grant also included title to a section of land then
partially occupied by Sibley's trading establishment. Taliaferro
had obviously made some concessions in order to hold sway over
the delegation, but no doubt he knew that the Senate would
strike out such personal compensations, which in fact it did.
Nevertheless, Sibley concluded at the time that "this is the
boasted paternal regard for the poor Indian. '0 Shame where is
thy blush!' " Sibley and his cohorts had been so completely ex-
cluded from the negotiation by the "paternalists" that the
traders did not even see the final draft of the treaty until it was

46. Bush Journal, 29 Sept. 1837. Mahpiyamaza, or Iron Cloud, had recently
become the band chief at Red Wing's village on the banks of the Mississippi River
below the agency. Mahpiyanazin, better known as the son of Sakpe, or Six, was
then fighting for control of his village located about thirty miles up the Minnesota
River. Mazamani was the only Wahpeton Sioux in the delegation. For information
on all of these men see Taliaferro's Journal.

47. Sibley to Crooks, 29 Sept. 1837, American Fur Company Papers, photostats
in MHS.

48. "Auto-Biography of Maj. Lawrence Taliaferro," p. 219.
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actually being signed.*' Taliaferro, years later, bragged in his
usual pedantic fashion that the treaty was "the most safe and
beneficial act" that the Mdewakanton ever agreed to, an assess-
ment that was not far from being accurate.™

After the seven day treaty negotiation, efforts to settle the
conflict between the Sioux and the Sac and Fox seemed anti-
climactic. Indeed the government devoted only the afternoon of 5
October to the peace council, perhaps because of the near row
that ensued after the representatives of each tribe met for the
first time. After taunting each other, the tribal leaders finally sat
down to talk. The Mdewakanton Mahpiyawicasta began by sug-
gesting that the secretary of war "take sticks and bore the ears"
of the Sac and Fox so they would listen to overtures for peace.
Keokuk, the Sac leader, responded by declaring that it would be
"necessary to bore them [the ears of the Mdewakanton] with
Iron."" A reporter for Niles' National Register questioned the
prudence of putting the two groups in the same room and de-
scribed the confrontation as a "war of recrimination and
sarcasm." Less diplomatic, Sibley blamed Poinsett for his failure
to use a "firm tone" with the delegates and expressed the fear
that as soon as they returned home the intertribal war would
resume.''^

When the Mdewakanton reached the upper Mississippi River,
they found general approval for their actions. Three of the
delegates passed word back to Taliaferro, then taking his usual
two-month vacation in Bedford, Pennsylvania, that they wanted
him to be sure "not to undo any part of the treaty."" By late fall
1837, the Mdewakanton seemed utterly convinced that the treaty
would solve all their material ills. Many had even refused to go on

49. Sibley to Crooks, 29 Sept. 1837, American Fur Company Papers, photostats
in MHS.

50. "Auto-Biography of Maj. Lawrence Taliaferro," pp. 218-19. A few months
after the signing ceremony, 'Taliaferro asserted in a private letter to his inter-
preter that the treaty was "all that will save them [Mdewakanton] from starvation
and want in the future —I know it will be the death blow to the influence of the
trade & they [traders] are doing all they can to defeat its ratification by the
Senators. —but it won't do—we will succeed & our 'poor foolish Indians' will be
happy at last" (Taliaferro to Scott Campbell, 21 Feb. 1838, Miscellaneous Cor-
respondence, Chippewa County Historical Society, Montevideo, Minnesota).

51. Bush Journal, 5 Oct. 1837.
52. Niles'National Register. 7 Oct. 1837; Sibley to Ramsey Crooks, 5 Oct. 1837,

American Fur Company Papers, photostats in MHS.
53. Interpreter Scott Campbell to Taliaferro, 7 Dec. 1837, St. Peter's Agency,

LR, RG 75, NA.
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winter hunts and preferred instead to await the arrival of annui-
ty shipments. Understandably furious over this turn of events,
Dousman wrote Sibley in December that the Mdewakanton "say
it is not necessary to work for the traders any more as they will
now have plenty to live on independent of the traders['] goods.""
The Mdewakanton, claiming that all their debts had been paid by
the treaty, also refused to honor commitments made for credits
taken in the past. Unfortunately, by January 1838, several bands
in the vicinity of the agency were forced to beg food from the
commanding officer at Fort Snelling. Starvation seemed immi-
nent unless the treaty was quickly ratified."

In the Senate, the Committee on Indian Affairs sent several
other treaties to the floor, but initially passed over the
Mdewakanton agreement. The senators sought advice from
Secretary Poinsett in March on whether the expense for pur-
chasing the Wisconsin pine lands was justifiable. Poinsett defen-
sively answered that Congress had sanctioned the negotiation
supposedly upon the excellent recommendations of Taliaferro
and Dodge, "men well acquainted with the interests of the
government in that portion of our country." Poinsett then pro-
ceeded to defend the treaty, using the rhetoric of Jacksonian
removal policy. The natives were in dire need of assistance, he
noted, and "liberal treaty stipulations would give them more ad-
vantageous and permanent benefits as well as remov[e] them
from the corrupting influence of whites." In addition, he argued
that the treaty would bring stability to the upper Mississippi,
diminish intertribal wars, and be a positive way of projecting
American influence into the region. Finally, he appealed to the
nationalism of the senators, emphasizing the fact that this
removal treaty would flesh out the natural borders of the
republic." Tbe arguments had been reñned so many times by the
spring of 1838 that it seemed as though the secretary presented
them by rote. Still the Senate balked, unwilling to expedite a ma-
jor expenditure during times of uncertainty.

Meanwhile, conditions worsened in the west. Increasing
numbers of whites had settled on what were still Indian lands op-

54. Dousman to Sibley, 22 Dec. 1837, Sibley Papers.
55. Ibid.: Scott Campbell to Taliaferro, 13 Jan. 1838, St. Peter's Agency, LR, EG

75, NA; Taliaferro to Delegate George Wallace Jones, 21 Feb. 1838, in Territorial
Papers, 27:931-32. The government had set aside for the Eastern Sioux 4,000 ra-
tions of pork each year, which the army distributed whenever necessary. See
Taliaferro to William Clark, 22 July 1835, St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.

56. Poinsett to Senator S. F. Sinn, Committee on Indian Affairs. 19 Mar. 1838.
OIA, LS, RG 75, NA.
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posite Fort Snelling on the east side of the Mississippi River. The
Indians wanted them removed. In April, couriers from Lake
Traverse brought news to Sibley that the Sisseton and Wahpeton
had assaulted several American Fur Company traders and killed
one. The national depression had prompted the company to
reduce credits and raise prices for goods. Both Dodge and Sibley
quickly wrote to eastern officials that rebellion seemed imminent
among all Eastern Sioux tribes." Taliaferro, having returned to
his agency by June, soon expressed the same fears. Unless the
Senate ratified the treaty, he intended to close the agency and
"leave the country as speedily as may be practicable." Three
weeks later, he was desperate: "What mortal man could do, has
been done . . . to keep my miserable and starving people quiet
until we hear from you —if the treaty has not been passed over by
the Senate all will he well."^^

Fortunately for the agent and his charges, the pressures
exerted on Congress by such desperate letters apparently had an
effect, and ratification came in mid-June. Everyone at the agency
received the news with considerable relief. In order to tide over
the tribe, traders gave credits in exchange for signed promissory
notes to be redeemed from cash annuities. Small patches of green
corn were also harvested and consumed. By fall, Taliaferro had
organized annuity rolls, handed out the goods and money, and
begun development of a farm for each of the seven Mdewakanton
bands." A new era had commenced for the tribe.

57. Commissioner Harris to Sibley, 11 Apr. 1838. ibid.; Delegate Jones to Senator
Hugh L. White, 4 Apr. 1838. and Sibley to Dodge, 23 Apr. 1838, both in Territorial
Papers, 27:966-67, 990-91; Thomas Williamson to Taliaferro, 28 Apr. 1838, St.
Peter's Agency. LR, RG 75, NA; Hercules L. Dousman to Sibley, 6 May 1838,
Sibley Papers; Sibley to Ramsey Crooks, 2 July 1838. American Fur Company
Papers, photostats in MHS; TaUaferro Journal, 9 June 1838.

58. Taliaferro to Commissioner Harris, 5 and 28 June 1838, St. Peter's Agency.
LR, RG 75. NA.

59. Taliaferro to Governor Dodge, 31 July and 10 Sept. 1838, Dodge to Commis-
sioner Harris, 16 Oct. 1838, and "Council with the Sioux," 17 Oct. 1838, all in St.
Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75. NA; Taliaferro Journal, see entries from 9 July
through 13 Oct. 1838. The first annuity payment was not well received by the
Sioux. Some goods were worthless, and the government decided that it could only
pay the $15,000 interest from the $300,000 investment after one year's time, or in
the fall of 1839. The goods distributed in 1839 better suited the Indians, but not
until the fall of 1840 was the system beginning to function properly. See Taliaferro
to T. Hartley Crawford, 27 Aug. 1839, Governor Robert Lucas to Crawford, 20
Aug. 1840, and Agent Amos Bruce to Superintendent John Chambers, 15 Sept.
1842, all in St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG 75, NA.
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The Mdewakanton Sioux Treaty of 1837 did revive to some ex-
tent tribal nationalism. Traders became less necessary and their
colonialistic grip weakened. Moreover, missionaries who had
worked with the Sioux for several years found them increasingly
unwilling to tolerate their small and poorly attended schools and
churches. Part of the reason for the change was directly related
to the suspicion that annuity money would eventually go to
teachers and preachers rather than to the Indians themselves.
Nevertheless, the Mdewakanton also stopped heeding mission-
aries because government employees replaced them by working
the fields and tending the sick."

In addition, Taliaferro and the new agency personnel quickly
discovered that while the men of the Mdewakanton Tribe willing-
ly encouraged hired farmers to prepare their fields for corn, they
never intended to become husbandmen themselves. With an-
nuities, Sioux males could continue to spurn agriculture and leave
the planting of small patches of corn to women. By the mid 1840s,
Taliaferro's cherished agricultural system had become nothing
more than a white-operated subsidy for the Mdewakanton
hunter, giving him the opportunity to practice his calling like his
ancestors without fear of starving. Missionaries in turn con-
cluded that the treaty had done more harm than good since it fail-
ed to promote the work ethic. The Mdewakanton had been
diligent hunters before 1837, whereas after the treaty, they could
seek game at their leisure. Provisions were so plentiful at times
that some villagers traded them for whiskey. Bootlegging had
become such a serious problem around Fort Snelling by 1840 that
missionaries and government officials alike feared that the
general debauchment might result in the extinction of the
Mdewakanton people."

Instead of declining, however, the tribe's population actually
increased after the treaty. In 1836, the agent counted 1,389 peo-
ple in the Mdewakanton bands. Four years later, the figure stood
at 1,792. A year before mid-century, the tribe had grown to 2,250

60. Samuel Pond to David Greene, 4 Feb. 1840, and Stephen Return Riggs to
Greene. 1 May 1844, ABCFM Papers; Stephen Return Riggs, Tah-koo Wah-Kan;
or. The Gospel among the Dakotas (Boston: Congregational Publishing Society,
1869), pp. 198-199, and Mary and I: Forty Years with the Sioux (1880; reprint ed.,
Williamstown, Mass.: Corner House, 1971), p. 56.

61. "Petition of Officers and Citizens at Fort Snelling," 19 Feb. 1840, St. Peter's
Agency, LR, RG 75, NA; Amos Bruce to John Chambers, 24 May, 15 June, and 2
Aug. 1841, Iowa Superintendency, LR, RG 75, NA; J. D. Stevens to David Greene,
23 Mar. 1839, Gideon H. Pond to Greene, 28 Aug. 1840, and Samuel W. Pond to
Greene, 10 May 1842, ABCFM Papers.
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members, showing an overall increase of more than 60 percent
since 1836. Some growth was attributable to the eastward migra-
tion of a few Sissetons and Wahpetons who wished to get in on
the annuities. Yet there is considerable evidence that the tribe
expanded internally. Extant annuity rolls, for example, show that
33 percent of the population was listed as children in 1844. This
number had jumped to a rather amazing 45 percent by 1849."
Overall, even considering the limitations of the available
demographic data, it would seem that Mdewakanton populations
were optimistic about their future and living much better a
decade after the treaty went into force.

The treaty that Washington officials negotiated with the
62. Taliaferro to Office of Indian Affairs, 30 Sept. 1836, Thomas Williamson to

Amos Bruce, 5 Aug. 1840, Bruce to Robert Lucas, 3D Sept. 1840, Bruce to John
Chambers, 3 Apr. 1843, Amos Bruce, "Annual Report," 1 Sept. 1843, and
"Statistical Report of Sioux Bands," 1 Sept. 1846, all in St. Peter's Agency, LR, RG
75, NA; Williamson to Greene, 28 May 1840 and 5 May 1843, ABCFM Papers.
Although there is always the possibility that census takers had differing opinions
of what constituted "children," both the 1844 and 1849 rolls appear to have been
completed by the same person. The 1844 roll is in the Sibley Papers. The 1849 roll
is in Annuity Rolls, OIA, RG 75, NA.

Sioux Indians Pursuing a Stag in Their Canoes on St. Peter's River
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Mdewakanton clearly demonstrates that removal ideology could
be more than the simple rhetoric of national politicians. Although
it might be argued that the particular juncture of the agreement
complemented removal policy and that circumstances had much
to do with the favorable outcome, the fact remains that in this in-
stance, agents, superintendents, commissioners, and even
cabinet-level secretaries handled quite well their moral obliga-
tions as they perceived them as trustees to the Indians. They
emptied the council chamber of undesirables and concluded a fair
agreement that benefited the Mdewakanton even though it failed
to acculturate them. To even suggest that these bureaucrats
were motivated in 1837 by a frontier lobby hungry for land seems
ludicrous since the entire white population of the northwestern
two-thirds of Wisconsin totaled only 850 people at the time, most
of whom were of French and Indian origin."

Yet it must also seem unfair to contrast the Sioux document
with other removal agreements forced upon reluctant southern
tribes. The Mdewakanton were not uprooted from their homes en
masse and forced upon a "Trail of Tears." What must be realized,
however, is that while it was an injustice to remove southern
Indians, removal policy itself was hardly unjust or inhumane con-
sidering the ethnic notions of the age, and the policy should not
be viewed solely from the standpoint of its abuses in the South.
That the Sioux example applies elsewhere there can be little
doubt, for many other tribes in a similar stage of development
were resettled west of the Mississippi River. What would have
happened to the Mdewakanton had there not been a treaty is
open to conjecture, but surely some of them would have perished
from starvation. Others would have fled west out of necessity,
seeking food on the Missouri River. The tribe might have
disintegrated under the economic stress. As ironic as it may
seem, the Mdewakanton removal treaty helped sustain tribalism
on the upper Mississippi River rather than contribute to its
demise.

63. Smith, From Exploration to Statehood, p. 850.
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