Think Piece # 3: Shadows at Dawn Primary Sources

Interview with the Apache Chiefs:
In “Interview with Apache Chiefs”, the American Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Vincent Colyer, interviews Captain Chiquito and Es-cim-en-zee, two Apache Chiefs of the Aravapa on September 15th, 1871, only months after the Camp Grant Massacre. The interviews illuminate what the two Chiefs want: someone to tell their story, someone to return their children, and someone to keep sending their People, the Apaches, rations. To do this, the Chiefs neither demand nor argue with the commissioner, and they do not express any rage or hatred towards him. Rather, the Apache use shrewd tactics to get the Americans on their side.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The first method the Apache Chiefs employ to gain the Americans as an ally is the use of specific, familiar language. I realized that the Apache are not Christian, and do not normally look up to a God; however, the English-speaking men do. Therefore, this is why the Apache cunningly bring up God in every one of their conversations with the commissioner. For example, Ex-cim-en-zeen says to Commissioner Colyer, “The Apaches have no one to tell their story, so they want the commissioner to come again. They think it must have been God who gave him a good heart to come and see them, or he must have a good father and mother to make him so kind” (2). This is only one of many times the Chiefs in the interview use God to, in a sense, suck up to the Americans. For instance, later in the interview, Ex-cim-en-zeen brings up God again to express the happiness he felt when Lieutenant Whitman sent for the missing Apache children. He says “God had certainly put it in my heart.” Captain Chiquito also talks about God. When he meets to talk with the commissioner, he says, “It must have been God who had put it into both of our hearts to hurry to see each other.” Somehow the Apache Chief’s put aside their anger and despair as they remember the Camp Grant Massacre in order to bring the Apaches closer with the Americans.
The Apache Chiefs also place the blame on the Tucson and the Papagos for the Camp Grant Massacre instead of the Americans, as well as using God to relate to the commissioner. In the interview with Ex-cim-en-zeen, he says "They believed the Papagos could not have any God, they had always been so cruel, and had tried to persecute the Apaches as long as they could remember" (2). Even though the Apache knew the Americans were involved in the massacre, they want Lieutenant Whitman to tell their story, so they spoke out against the Papagos and Tucson people. In the Apache’s point of view, the Lieutenant “knew their story; knew how happy they were here in peace, up to the time of the massacre; knew all about that massacre…” and this is why they wanted him to give the public the Apache side of the story (3). Ex-cim-en-zeen also says  (2). Additionally, Es-cim-en-zeen begins by explicitly stating that “it was the people from Tucson and Papagos” who killed weaponless children and women in the massacre, and “the people of Tucson and San Xavier (the Papagos) must have a thirst for their blood”. Es-cim-en-zeen cleverly leaves out the group of Americans who were involved with the massacre to have the Apache’s story told. 
	While the Chiefs go as far to fake a Christian connection with God and pursue a very friendly relationship with the Americans just to get their story told, I found it surprising they would try to leave their account of the massacre in the hands of the Lieutenant. They believe that he knows their perspective of the massacre just as well as they do, but the Americans will probably be biased against the Apache. The Apache are smart and most likely recognize this, but they may think if they are nice enough to the Americans, the English-speaking people will try to justify the massacre in light of the Apache’s point of view. Also, the Apache were probably terrified to speak out, because all they know is a history of revenge and other groups stabbing them in the back. I don’t exactly know why the Apache would trust the Americans to this extent, but I find my inquiries interesting points to consider.  






