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THE JOHN EVANS STUDY COMMITTEE – SAND CREEK MASSACRE
   The Doolittle interview of Evans was not analyzed formally by the Study Committee as was the Tappan Military Commission and Wade Committee investigations. However, “the Reply” Evans wrote was analyzed thoroughly, and the Reply was included in the Doolittle Appendix. It is perhaps telling that the Reply is identified as “Reply of Governor Evans of the Territory of Colorado” in the Doolittle Commission Report, but lacking the coterminous title of   “Superintendent of Indians Affairs.”
   In his Reply, Evans sticks to his position that “the status of these Indians was in no respect within [his] jurisdiction or under [his] official inspection.”
   It is pertinent to keep in mind Commissioner Dole's correspondence to Evans after the Camp Weld debacle – Dole urged that Evans “hold [him]self in readiness to encourage and receive the first intimations of a desire on the part of the Indians for a permanent peace,” which Evans left out of his Reply.
   Important to point out is Evans was out of the Colorado Territory when the Sand Creek Massacre actually occurred, whether by coincidence or intentional, but in his Reply to the committees, he was adamant he “knew nothing of the facts connected with the massacre, that he had no power with regard to it, and that being out of Colorado Territory when it took place, his name should never have been associated with 'this battle'.”
   Evans continues to contradict himself, making repeated assertions that he believed the bands he turned over to military authority at Fort Lyon were under the protection of the U.S. Government, offered no expression of disappointment that it happened, nor criticism of it or decisions leading up to the massacre.
   The Study Committee notes that Evans' refusal to offer an opinion on Chivington's action is appropriate to expectations of a commission hearing. Evans continues to assert the same campaign he had been asserting in Colorado throughout his tenure:  “...that Native people had been conspiring for a war against settlers, that hostilities were abundant (but not because Cheyenne and Arapaho had any legitimate complaints), and that no Indians, even those who approached him for peace, could really be trusted. The superintendent seems to have abandoned all pretense of interest.”
   Congressman Gooch of the Wade Committee pressed Evans on whether any circumstances at all could justify Chivington's attack. The Study Committee stated Evans continued to view the Cheyenne and Arapaho in the same suspicious manner  as he had all along and again conflating hostilities he claimed were happening in November of 1864 with the bands at Sand Creek. (“These hostilities don't appear in the historical record, but if they happened were surely fueled by Evans and the military declarations of war by late summer, and not authored by the bands at Fort Lyon who had no incentive to commit hostilities.”)
   Congressman Gooch asked Evans the same question three times:
· “Question:  But from all the circumstances which you know, all the facts in relation to that matter, do you deem that Colonel Chivington had any justification for that attack?”
· “Answer:  So far as giving an opinion is concerned, I would say this:  That reports have been made here, a great many of them, have come through persons whom I know to be personal enemies of Colonel Chivington for a long time. And I would rather not give an opinion on the subject until I have heard the other side of the question, which I have not heard yet.”
· “Question:  I do not ask for an opinion. Do you know of any circumstances which would justify that attack?”
· “Answer:  I do not know of any circumstances connected with it subsequent to the time those Indians left me and I started for another part of the country. It is proper for me to say, that these attacks during the summer, and up to the time I came away, were of very frequent occurrence. The destruction of property was very great. Our people suffered wonderfully, especially in their property, and in their loss of life. They murdered a family some twenty-odd miles east of Denver. The attacks by hostile Indians, about the time I came away, were very numerous along the Platte. There was an attack as I came in, about the month of November. It was in the evening about sundown, and I passed over the ground in the night in the stage with my family, and a few days afterwards a party of emigrants, returning from Colorado, were murdered near the same ground, which was near Plum Creek; and for a considerable length of time, immediately after I came in, the attacks were very numerous and very violent, until the stage was interrupted so that it has not been running since, until within a few days. (The Study Committee notes that according to author Gary Roberts [Sand Creek], none of these attacks were reported at the time.) I started home and could not get there because there was no transportation. I came back here and shall return in a few days again. I mention this in order to do away with the impression that might exist that hostilities have ceased, and that this attack of Colonel Chivington had excited the recent hostilities. These Indians told me, when they were there, that the Sioux were in large force on the head of the Republican, and would make an attack about the time I expected to come in. I delayed my coming in a short time on account of what they told me, and when I did come in I found some Indians commencing depredations which they continued about the month following, both before and after the attack made by Colonel Chivington. General Curtis wrote to me that he did not think Chivington's attack was the instigation of the hostilities perpetrated along the Platte.
   The Study Committee recognized that such tortured statements surely influenced the Joint Committee on the Conduct of War toward the accused John Evans (along with Major Anthony) of being “willing to convey to your committee false impression of the character of those Indians.”
   Before continuing with the Study Committee's analysis of the federal investigations, information quoted from the Wade Committee directed toward Chivington included in a footnote from the DU Report follows:
· “As to Colonel Chivington, your committee can hardly find fitting terms to described his conduct. Wearing the uniform of the United States, which should be the emblem of justice and humanity; holding the important position of commander of a military district, and therefore having the honor of the government to that extent in his keeping, he deliberately planned and executed a foul and dastardly massacre which would have disgraced the veriest savage among those who were the victims of his cruelty. Having full knowledge of their friendly character, having himself been instrumental to some extent in placing them in their position of fancied security, he took advantage of their inapprehension and defenselesss condition to gratify the worst passions that ever cursed the heart of man. It is thought by some that desire for political preferent prompted him to this cowardly act; that he supposed that by pandering to the inflamed passions of an excited population he could recommend himself to their regard and consideration. Others think it was to avoid being sent where there was more of danger and hard service to be performed; that he was willing to get up a show of hostility on the part of the Indians by committing himself acts which savages themselves would never premeditate. Whatever may have been his motive, it is to be hoped that the authority of this government will never again be disgraced by acts such as he and those acting with him have been guilty of committing. (writer's emphasis)
    The Wade Committee utterly condemned the Sand Creek Massacre and Colonel Chivington, and “came down hard on Evans.” The Study Committee points out that  the Wade report “stands out for its recognition of the interwoven relationship between civilian and military authorities in the events leading up to the massacre,” and presents these points from it:
· Evans issued his June Proclamation “acting as Superintendent of Indians Affairs” and from there keeps Evans' major leadership decision in view;
· mentioning Evans' claim of no peace-making authority, the committee quotes his testimony about sending Black Kettle, White Antelope, Left Hand and their bands to Sand Creek with the understanding that they could stay there until he received instructions from department headquarters;
· as the massacre is described, the repudiations become especially forceful: From the sucking babe to the old warrior, all who were overtaken were deliberately murdered. Not content with killing women and children, who were incapable of offering any resistance, the soldiers indulged in acts of barbarity of the most revolting character, such, it is to be hoped, as never before disgraced the acts of men claiming to be civilized. No attempt was made by the officers to restrain the savage cruelty of the men under their command, but they stood by and witnessed these acts without one word of reproof if they did not incite their commission. (writer's emphasis)
   Next week, more from the Wade Committee Report.   
   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
