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A . /
i. e about the vowr 1764 tho Amahamis and the peoplo of

Amatihn dwolt hnthm' south, in the noighborhood of l[mut

1 owill now inelnde all the hands ropresentid ine the presont

River, along with the Reos and Mandans; and it is likoly that
the puople of |lulnt~m lived tlmm at tho sumo thme, or at an
oarhior date; ’

At ono time, the Crows and the Hidatsa (undor which torm

tribe) lived in eloso proximity to one anothoer, and constituted
one uation; not, probably, one consolidatod  tribe nnder
singlo chiet, bhut independent and alliod hands, making com-
mon cause against other races, dnd spoaking slightly difforont
dinlocts, like the various hands of the Dakota uation to- -day.
In the courserof timegsthe Crows, in two bands, m.spn,m.t.ml from
the Hidatsi, and meved tbether to the south and west, hecom-

g esttanged from the latter but not inimical.to them:  This

separation took place, doubtlessly, more than one hundred,
and probably not less than two_hundread, years ago,

The Hidatsa and Crow legends agreo elosely coneerning
the secession of the Crows, and theie story ix oswntm,n\ as fol-

lows: During nseason of seareity, while pnrtmmx of hoth peoples
were encamped together, ¥ mw*lo buttalo camd in the neighbor-
hood of the camp and was k\llud by some ot the Hidatsa, who

oftered the paanch to the. Crows, "The latter, considering the

ofter illiberal, vetused it, and & misunderstanding aisned, which
resulted in separation. The Hidatsa have ever sinee called
the “Crows by the name of Kihatsa, ov they (who) refused the

paunch.  (See kilatsa in Dictionary.)) It may veasonably be

doubted that such an incident as this, of itsclf, and without
previous disagrecments, would have been sufticient to have

by

alienated these bands from one another: vet it is not improb-

able, if7as some say, there was, among the party of slighted
Crows, & very pmml and powertul chiet, who regarded the

action ot the llui arsa hunrers as a personal fusult. 1t is more

likely, however, that they parted “In conscquence of  some
general misunderstanding  concerning the  division of game
(and other matters perhaps), which may have cubminated in
some pu‘.rtiml:u' quarrel.  There is no good reason for suppos-
ing the legend to: be witheut foundation in fact.  Laws con-
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