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AFTER THE JOHN EVANS STUDY COMMITTEE – SAND CREEK MASSACRE
   Last week's edition concluded the presentation of the University of Denver's Report of the John Evans Study Committee.
   Today's edition will present some additional points on the Sand Creek Massacre not included in the DU Report. Author Margaret Coel's well-documented book, Chief Left Hand, Southern Arapaho, is the source of the following information, and verbatim quotes.
· On December 31, 1864 Major Wynkoop was reassigned to Fort Lyon with orders to investigate the Sand Creek attack. The affidavits he obtained from officers, enlisted men and civilians at the fort vehemently denounced Chivington's actions.   
· The affidavits obtained by Wynkoop were sent to District Headquarters at Fort Riley and on January 15, 1985, they were forwarded on to Washington,
· In Washington, even before their arrival, the place was alive with rumors that Sand Creek had not been the glorious field of battle its commander claimed. The rumors were based on letters sent directly to the government officials by men at Fort Lyon, among them [Indian] Agent S. G. Colley.
· Ultimately, there were three Congressional investigations authorized of the Sand Creek Massacre. The first was authorization by Congress on January 10th by the Joint Committee on the Conduct of War. The Committee heard testimony from Governor Evans, who was still in Washington, and took depositions from military officers, including several civilians connected with Sand Creek.
   The Joint Committee issued a report titled “Massacre of the Cheyenne Indians,” “which scathingly denounced Evans and Chivington,” and contained the following characterization of the governor's [Evans] demeanor during the hearings:  
· His testimony before your committee was characterized by such prevarications and shuffling as has been shown by no witness … examined during the four years [of] investigations;
· and for the evident purpose of avoiding the admission that he was fully aware that the Indians massacred so brutally at Sand Creek, were then, and had been, actuated by the most friendly feelings toward the whites, and had done all in their power to restrain those less friendly disposed.  
   As for Chivington, the committee found that:
· 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 defen[c]eless condition to gratify the worse passions that ever cursed the heart of man.
· It is thought by some that the desire for political preferment prompted him to this cowardly act.
· That he supposed by pandering to the inflamed passions of an excited population he could recommend himself to their regard and consideration … 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.
   A second congressional inquiry was taken up by the Joint Special Committee on the Condition of the Indian Tribes, which issued a report entitled “The Chivington Massacre.” Members of this committee traveled to the central plains to take testimony from witnesses at Fort Leavenworth, Riley, Larned and Lyon, as well as in Santa Fe and Denver. While they were at Fort Lyon, Wynkoop led the committee members to Sand Creek where, he said, “the ground was still white with the bleaching bones of the slain.”
   “The Chivington Massacre” issued by the second congressional committee condemned the “wholesale massacre of Arapahos and Cheyennes by the Colorado troops under Chivington,” and concluded that “these Indians were there encamped under the direction of our officers, and believed themselves to be under the protection of our flag.”
   A third investigation took place. As the storm of Sand Creek broke across the nation, the army came under increasing pressure to account for Chivington's actions. Major General Samuel Curtis, hoping to put the matter behind him, asked for and received the colonel's resignation on January 4, 1865. (writer's comment – which allowed for Chivington to escape being tried as a criminal under military law) Nevertheless, Major General Henry W. Halleck ordered Curtis to investigate Chivington's conduct.
   This order meant yet another investigation, this time conducted by a military commission which took testimony in Denver and at Fort Lyon, ultimately issuing a report entitled “Sand Creek Massacre.”
   Chivington was unsuccessful in having Samuel Tappan removed as the chairman of this committee due to their past differences and the investigation proved thorough and fair, with judicial procedure followed and Chivington was given the right of counsel and the right to cross-examine witnesses. Because of its very fairness, this investigation proved the most damning to Chivington and the Colorado troops. Eyewitness after eyewitness testified about the duplicity and barbarity of the colonel and his men and remained steadfast in their accounts under cross-examination by Chivington himself.
   In her book on Chief Left Hand, Coel provides this further information to convey the attitude of Coloradans at the time:
· Despite the findings of these investigations, Evans and Chivington did not lack supporters;
· The faction that had always approved of the manner in which these two men had handled Indian matters closed ranks behind them;
· They dismissed the reports as having been based on the testimony of unscrupulous men like John Smith, whom even the Indians distrusted, they said, and who had reason to seek vengeance for the property he had lost at Sand Creek;
· This faction made much of the fact that the report entitled “Massacre of Cheyenne Indians” had been issued over the signature of the committee chairman, Senator Ben Wade, who admitted he had neither heard of any testimony nor seen any of the evidence;
· What Evans and Chivington's supporters overlooked, however, was that those committee members who had examined the evidence were the same men who issued the report, and that trustworthy men like Wynkoop, Cramer and Soule had joined John Smith in condemning Sand Creek;
· The vitriolic congressional reports and public censure dogged Chivington for the remainder of his 30-year life, and he could not understand why the delivery of what he believed was the necessary punishment of hostile Indians had not brought him the glory and promotion similar attacks had brought other military leaders, including Brigadier General Patrick Connor. [Readers should recall that Connor, then a Colonel, was responsible for the Bear River Massacre in January of 1863 at which witnesses in the aftermath placed the number massacred at more than 500 Shoshone men, women and children – babies were taken from their mothers and heads bashed against “any hard surface they could fine.”]
   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
