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used the land to some extent; during the last 10 ears the livestock i industry has grown by leaps and bounda among t e members of the 
tribe and i t  is apparent that, if this business is to continue to thrive, 
nnd the friends of the Indians hope i t  will, additional grazing land 
must be rovided. I t  appears that only three white families have 
attempte L! to reside w i t h  the area. 

No new policx is established and no putlay of money by the Federal 
Qovernment is mvolved. Provision a made for disposition of any 
revenue arising from any oil and gas which might be discovered 
w i t h  the area and the State of Utah a permitted to select unreserved 
and nonrnineral tract. elsewhere in lieu of school sections within the 
area. I t  appeara that the rights of all persons involved are adequately 
protected m the measure. 

The Secretary of the Interior report8 favorably in the following 
language: . . 

DEPABTMENT O? THB I m a r o q  
WahiMbn. Janwrv 18.1855. 

Hows of 1PIpreaablWa. 
MY DEAR Ma CHAI.YAN: In furtbar reupom )P our requeet of December 29, 

1832 for a re rf on H. It. 11786 whlch b 8 bill '80 ently met d d e  cer- 
ation, and for other t d n  Lnds in &h as an addltlon $ the ~ a v a j o  1ndl.n 

urposes," them b transmitted herewith a memorandum on the m b j d  that h a  
k n  submitted by the Commisldoner of Indian Mdrs. 

After a review of the prowrsd ms~lk  I .gee with th4 aommbdoner. 

D~PAETMEWF o r  TEE INTCBIOB, 
Omm o r  INDIAN A~PAIEB, 

Wtuhinqlon, Janwry 7. 1835. t 
Memorandum for the Semtary. 

Reference b made to the letter of Deoember 29,1932, from the clerk of the Home 
Committae on Indian Maim, requmting information for the committee on H. R. 
11736 a bill to rmanently set aaide certain lands in Utah aa an addition to the 
~ a v a j o  lndian k r v a t i o n ,  and for other pu 

The bill pro osea to return to the N*vajo &rip of count in southern 
Utah comrnonry referred to aa the Paiute stnp, and also add an adxtional emdl 
tract adjacent to the renervation in Utah lymg between Monterums Creek and 
the Utnh-Colorado State line. 

The so-called Paiute strip area coverin approximately 600,000 acres. was 
originally set aside M a reservation for 1nfian purposes by Executive order of 
May 17, 1884. Later by Executive order of November 19. 1892, the tract was 
wstowd to the public domain and by departmental order of May 28,1908, i t  was 
again withdrawn for Indian purposes. Subsequently by departmental order of 
July 17, 1922, the tract mas once more restored to ite former stntrre as public 
land, as i t  wan then reported that the Indians were not utilizing the land a d -  
cientlp to wnrrant Ib retention as an Indian reservation. 

Gincc tho lant rentoration in 1922, conditions have tlp changed with respect 
to tlic I I W ~  of this area for Indian purpaca and as E e x i a t i n 5  reservation d o a  
not aRord sumcient grazing area for the livestock of the Ind~ans, the so-called 
strip wan by dc nrtmental order of February 19, 1929, temporarily withdrawn 
from all forms o! entry or dia I in aid of proposed legislation. 

The l m b  within thqetri c e  always been occupied by Indiana, only three 
whitr fnmiliea, "nquntte*,"Rsve been found living within the entire area. These 
"squnttrrs" hnve nrttled close to the present reservation northern boundary for 
the yurl)om of trntflng with the Indiana, and not being on the reservation they 
arc not rcquired to olmate in accordance with the regulations governing trade 
with I~ltlinr~n, nnd trs a result the Indiana eomctimes sell their best stock a t  timer 
during the year when they are most needy and liveatoak worth the least. 
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The smaller area covered by the bill located between hfontezwns Cmk on 
the west and the State boundary line on the esst covers approximately 62,000 
acrea and is used by Indians. All vacant land within th& area wm temporarily 
withdrawn by departmental order of July 27, 1932. 

The Navajo Tribal Council during its annual meetin a t  Fort Win~ate,  July 
7 and 8, 1932, expressed itself aa favoring enactment o f t h e  bill, and during ila 
previous meeting of 1931, the council also favored the bill and further rcqumtcd 
that  the Paiute strip be obtained for the Navajo Indians under the boet t e r m  
possible to negotiate. 

During the  past few gears objection developed on the part of the local dtizcns 
to the addition of the130 lands to the Navajo Reservation, and waordin~lv a 
meeting was arranged which took place a t  Rbndin Utah, on July IS, 1832,-by 
myself and others xith a representative gathering o?hceru  of Ban Juan Counts, 
Utah. This meetin culminated in the a pointment of a aommlttee of n i b  
citimos to .cp-nt the lo& people a J a  n i t t e n  .gasmat ru mac~itxi 
whereby the crtizens M represented by the oommittss went on maord M f~voring 
the bid H. R 11736 with certain speaitied qdo.tio111. Thme oopi- d the 
written agreement are inclosed. 

In seoordan~ with item 1 of the agreement, it ir n- to u n m d  tbe bill 
slightly so as to precluda the making of any further Indkn homartsdr. The 
other ~tems enumerated in the ngreeunent .rs admln&trntiva & thsIt m t u m  and 
can be worked out  in the future should the bffl be tmobd. 

Bection 2 of the blll wi l l  g r m t  the State of Utah the rlght to reb uhh rucb 
tracts of ah001 b o d  witmn the arru aa it may aa fit in favor of t~ in&, and 
clbo the ri h t  to make lieu selectionn of publls land within the S t a b  equal In em  
to that  dfnquiahed. d d  lieu selections to be made u b ~rovlded for in the Utah 
enabling act.- As the propoad addition of them 8nw td the rwervatlon bewfita 
the Government in i b  administratSon d the daln of the Indkor. i t  ir klleved 
desirable to further amend the blll so u to preclude the p.ym41lt d fssr or  com- 
mistdons by the State should it make lieu selections 

It is therefore recommended that the bill be amended M f o l l o y  
Page 3, line 1, after the word "Utah" add the following: Nor rhrrll further 

Indian h:flestesch be nude in mid county under the act  d July 1 1884 (a 
Stat. 96). 

Page 5 ,  line 19, ImmediiW after the s b t u t e  reference, add the folfowin~; 
"Except as to the pa -ment oTfees or commissions which arc hereby waived. 

Should the bid H. d. 1173S be muended u ruggeeted, i t  i m  reaommsnded that 
it be enacted. 

C. J. Raonos, Commurioner. - 
BLANDINO, U T A ~ ,  J d g  16, !gSf 

1. I t  was agreed, after full discussion, that the Lines described in B. R. 11735, 
Seventv-second Congress, first session, should constitute the northern Imundary 
of the Xavajo Reservation. 

2. In consideration of the pm Red addition to the reacnntion contemplated 
by the above bill, i t  was @ t E t  no more fourth-tion Indian allottncnls c)r 
Indian hamestreds under the 1854 act  should be made in 8an Juan County, 
I*#, outside of said boundary lines. 

3. The north line of the proposed reservation addition, e ~ t  of hlontezurna 
Creck, is to he fenced by the Indian Service. 

4. The 37% royalty clause in the above bill ir to remain, but the Rtrto of ITtah 
in free to cltanp;o to the usual form. 

5. The c l a ~ ~ s c  in the bill relative to granting the Rtato the right to O I C ~ I ~ I I R O  

it* scl~oot lands aithin the area involved is satinfactory tu the r ~ ~ ~ r i ~ n i t t c c .  
6. I t  is agreed that the scenic t racb arc to lm developed by the Sational Park 

&nice. with the coo ration of the Indian Service. 
7. Control of the &inF of game outside the pmporcl rarrral ion linen in to 

be in accordance with the State ame Inwe. 
8. Such Indian allotments, if any, north of the river and outaide the proposed 

reservation line, are to be fenced. 
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2 9. In the event I n d i m  drive their cattle or sheep a c m  non-Indian lmd. the 
standard rule governing driving of stock under ruch conditions ahall appl . 

S p e d  on behalf of the Committee of N l a  and  the^ Commi8sio- of fndian 
ARam: 

Committee: George A. A d a m  M o n t i d o ,  Utah; Charlea Redd, 
Blandin Utah- Geo W. Perkins, Blanding, Utah; Dr. John 
Rogern %hdidg .  U~ Arthur Hunt, Blandm , Utah; Marion 
Hunt, hd. Utah; C& 8. Barton, Verdure, #a; H. C. Per- 
kin, Blandbg Utah; B. D. Black, Blandin Utah; by Charlea 
Redd, Bmj. b. Black. B. D. Black. I. Bk. Stewart, section 
chief, Mark W. Rsdcliffe, field agent, on behalf of the Commie- 
d o n a  of Indian Maim. 

Approved. Cl. J. Baoroa 
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7 2 ~  &xaa~ss HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT 
9d Session No. 1884 

RESTORATION OF AN INDIAN AGENT FOR THE LOWER 
BRULE INDIAN RESERVATION 

J ~ W A E Y  19, 1 9 3 3 . 4 m m i W  to the Commitbe ol the Whole H o w  on tho 
A t e  d the Union and ordered to be printed 

Mr. WILLUMSON, from the Committee on Indian Maim, eubmitted 
the following 

REPORT 
8 

rrO.aaomp.n~H.B18007J 

The Committee on Indian Afiire, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 13007) providing for the restoration of an Indian agent for the 
Lower Brule Indian Reservation, having considered the mne,  report 
thereon with the recommendation that i t  do pass without amendment. 

STATEMENT or ? A m  

Long pri& to 1898 the Lower Brule Indians hnd occupicd lands 
assigned to them by the Government on the hfissorlri River in Lpnnn 
County, S. Dnk. By the treaty of March 1, 1898, approved 3fnr~I1 
3, 1899 (Kappler, vol. 1,2d ed., p. 688), they ceded a very considers1)lo 
part of this tcservation to the United Stat-. Ahout t h ~  only ron- 
sideration they received for this cession m contained in article 4 of the 
treaty, which reads: 

ART. 4. The United Strh-s hereby aprea  to mainbin  nuci continue tlw Lower 
Brule Agency and agencv boarding ncl~ool as at present for thoee Indinns rr tro 
renlsin upon the Lower Bmlc Reservation. 

These Indians a t  tJiat time were unlettered and all tilo hcndr~irn 
or chiefs signed by mark. 

On August 1, 1924, the Bnwsu of Indian Affnim ortlrred tho 
agencv a t  the Lower Brule Reservation clos~d, trnn*ftwcvl its super- 
intendent, and placed these Indians under the s~~prrvision of t l~e  
agent at  Fort Thompson on the Crow Crwk Itcwrvntion. 'l'lw ('mw 
Creek Indians are a distinct tribe and there is no more rcnso~~ for 

utting t l~e  Lower Brules in chargo of their went than tlwre \voulci 
Be for putting then, in charge of the lycnt at I~oseLud, Pine Iliclge, 
or any other Indian agency, except that the Crow Creek Agcllcy L 




