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THE JOHN EVANS STUDY COMMITTEE – SAND CREEK MASSACRE
   The replacement of Major Edward Wynkoop as commander of Fort Lyon by Major Scott Anthony took place a short time after the Camp Weld council on November 2nd. The Study Committee acknowledged it was difficult to determine what Evans' involvement was in the replacement of Major Wynkoop.
   The reason for the replacement of Wynkoop was ostensibly because “certain officers had issued stored goods or supplies to hostile Indians, in direct violation of orders from the general commanding the department.” The Study Committee acknowledged that facts revealed “Wynkoop had been doing just that, using rations allocated for supporting prisoners.” In Nevada, just two years earlier, the Army had taken this kind of emergency action and attributed it to keeping the peace.
   One of Major Anthony's first actions upon taking command was to force the prisoners to surrender their weapons by lieing to them, trying to convince them they were at peace and said he would notify them if he heard from a higher military authority they were not. Despite Anthony's assurance to the prisoners (Indians??), instead asked for reinforcements from Denver to wage an attack, but also may have contemplated attacking “hostiles,” something that Anthony later reported Chivington had told him they would do.
   The Study Committee debated just how involved Evans was in the replacement of  Wynkoop, but came to the conclusion that “if it was not done specifically at Evans' invitation, then it was certainly done at least without any objection from him.
   The reader should recall, it took Wynkoop from September 6th to September 28th to finally convince Evans to meet with the Cheyenne and Arapaho at Camp Weld. The pivotal and effective response to the Cheyenne's conciliation efforts by Wynkoop could hardly have escaped Evans, according to the Study Committee. The replacement took place only two and a half months after Chivington declared martial law and three weeks after Commissioner Dole had reluctantly acknowledged Evans' abdication of civilian authority to the military.
   As word spread about Chivington's massacre at Sand Creek, federal officials realized that “the event demanded attention.” News reports covered most of the details:
· the Cheyenne and Arapaho at the encampment were peaceful and under the temporary protection of the military until a peace settlement could be arranged;
· the battle itself was chaotic and without any clear command or control, under a commander intent on “stirring up the Indians”;
· most of the dead were women and children; and
· the bodies of the dead were scalped and mutilated.
   Despite the reports in the news, Colorado settlers were puzzled by the charges, as the Colorado press had generally supported Chivington's campaigns at Sand Creek (and in general for the previous two years), and kept critical voices out of the news.
   The Study Committee analyzed three separate investigations that were eventually conducted – one military and two congressional.
· The Tappan investigation (Lieutenant Colonel Samuel F. Tappan was the president of this one);
· “Bluff” Ben Wade's Joint Committee on Conduct of War; and
· the Senate's Joint Special Committee on the “Condition of the Indian Tribes” (also known as the Doolittle Committee after its chairman James Doolittle), which did not issue a formal report, but the Study Committee reviewed “The Reply” filed by Evans after the Doolittle interview.
   Before the details of each investigation is presented, the Study Committee analyzed what each investigation was tasked with, and noted these points as descriptive:
· Together the evidence in the reports supported highly critical and even damning conclusions, not only with regard to the massacre itself, but also the political and military policies that created the conditions for it, and the leaders who acted or failed to act in the events that proceeded Chivington's attack.
· The investigations did not rest solely on the damning accounts of witnesses like Silas Soule, Joseph Cramer and John Smith who had already spoken out about the massacre, but delivered detailed accounts of the atrocities that occurred at the hands of federalized troops through interviews with soldiers who fully supported annihilationist policies. (writer's emphasis)
The Tappan Military Commission:
   Lieutenant Colonel S. F. Tappan was appointed to preside over the Commission, who was a veteran of the first Colorado Cavalry. Although not at Sand Creek, Tappan was an outspoken critic of what transpired there and in particular of Chivington.
   “The Commission's instructions were explicitly not to try any one person, 'but simply to investigate and accumulate facts called for by the government, to fix responsibility, if any, and to insure justice to all parties.'”
   The committee's broad mandate is summarized in these points:
· to determine whether the Indians at Sand Creek were under the protection of the government;
· by whose authority they were there;
· whether Colonel Chivington knew their condition;
· whether the Indians were hostile;
· whether Chivington took prisoners or not;
· what steps to prevent unnatural outrages or to punish them if they occurred; and
· whether or not the property captured was turned over to the quartermaster corps as required by military law (information was taken from the Dissertation of Gary Roberts, author of Sand Creek).
   The Tappan Commission was ordered on January, 1864 and established on February 1st, then traveled to Fort Lyon and Camp Weld in the spring of 1865. Records show the commission interviewed 36 witnesses and generated some 800 pages of testimony.
   On April 23rd, in the middle of the work, Silas Soule was murdered on the streets of Denver by two Second Colorado Cavalry soldiers who claimed he incarcerated them, but there was wide suspicions that Chivington was behind the killing, including Tappan and Ned Wynkoop.
   Upon reconvening, Chivington as allowed to put on a “dramatic self-defense” which included a long list of witnesses and deposing three others in an attempt to discredit Soule and others.
   The Study Committee acknowledged that “procedurally the commission was flawed for a variety of reasons,” but the transcripts represented the most detailed inquiry among the three committees.
   Ironically, the War Department set forth instructions that no formal report would be issued, instead had the transcript boxed and sent to Washington, somewhat unusual in that it was a military commission where Judge Advocate General Joseph Holt eventually “composed a strongly-worded review of the testimony representing the official military review.” That report was not published until 1868, four years after the massacre at Sand Creek, and never appeared in the Colorado press.
   Holt's report began by “working carefully through the lead-up events to 1864, especially Evans' two proclamations and the Camp Weld council.” Holt's report indicated he was clearly convinced that Sand Creek was a massacre:
· paraphrasing Wynkoop's conversation before the council, “if peace were now made there would be nothing for these troops to do, and it might be thought in Washington that he had misrepresented the necessity for raising them”; and
· Sand Creek was clearly a massacre, a “cowardly and coldblooded slaughter” of friendly Indians, filled with “shocking and demoniac barbarities” that would merit punishment if Chivington were not beyond the reach of military trial by virtue of his commission having expired.
   Holt made this recommendation:  “ … that the government manifest not only its disapproval, but its utter abhorrence of the savage crimes thus committed in its name, and that it would so rebuke and brand the authors of these crimes by name, and their infamy shall cling to them, and that they shall thus become a warning to others, in all time to come.”
   Next week, Congressman Wade's Joint Committee.
   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
