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Foverber 9, 1975, ®,., . Vetkins, inspector of Indlan asgencies,
made complaint to the Indian Buresu, that Sitting ™ull and other
Indisng in the uncedod terriiory, who had corme under his observe-
tion in his recent tour, were rsking reids sssinst friendly .
Indisns and the white scotilers of !onisva. He mentions no instance
or proof of their reids on the whites, and, as the courts of our
ecountrr have coustantly declared we heve no right 0 punish one
Indier for mmrdering another, even when far from their reservations,
1% is hard to see how ve sre under obligsntion $o zmlke war on them
for fishting each other in thelr own eountry. IUis whole report
roflects the view of the miners who coveted the old -af the Indians.
e seys the irue policy ie to nend troops sgainst ther in wintor,
the sooner the better, end whip then into subjection. This was
done. Decarmber 34, the Seerebary of the Interior writes that he
had instructod the Comnissioner of Indian ~ffairs to notify Sitting
Ball and others oﬁtsiée thelr reservetion that they rmst remove
tc the reservotion before the 3lst of Jenuery, 197¢, ond if they
neglaect to0 do so they will be reportcd to the Yar Depariment as
hostile Indians. The honorable secretary emtirely isnored several
important facts, namely: 1. That these “ioux were in an unceded
country, inte shich we had solemly promised no vhite man should

go without their permission. 2. That we had alresdy taken from




