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LETTER OF W. G. WARD TO EDITOR INDIAN CITIZEN

Caddo, I. T.
Feb. 6th 1899.
Governor McCurtain, I see, was interviewed
in South McAlester recently, wherein it is stated
that he expressed himself as preferring 160 acres
of land with a fee simple title to the same, rather than the 240 acres under the Agreement,

The

reason for this preference, it is stated, is that
the fee simple title gives the right of inheritance, and in the event of death the heirs of the
allottee may inherit the 160 acres, while under
the Agreement the 240 acres will revert to the
Nation in case of death.

I do not think Governor

McCurtain would intentionally do or say anything
that would be against the interest of his people,
and his views, according to report, if carried

out maybe the best for the people, yet I trust I
may be pardoned for not seeing it that way.
According to the Agreement there is no provision for giving title to land until final allotment is had, and any attempt to give a title to
land prior to that event is a violation of the
t&rms of the Agreement.

And the justification

for a violation in one instance is an equal justification for subsequent violation of the same Agreement .
Again, if each citizen, pending final allotment , were allowed to take only 160 acres, no more
no less, the balance over 160 acres and less than
240 acres, must necessarily be taken up by others,
so that when later final allotment should come,
each citizen would be compelled to take the rest
of his pro rata share where ever he could find it.
He would doubtless have to take it in small tracts,
of 40 or 80 acres, scattered in various parts of
the County or Nation.

This second choice is bound

to be of less value and quality than of the first
choice, and hence of inferior grade.
Now this being the result, then those who

in good faith, have enclosed and cultivate more than
160 acres, will be forced to sell or abandon all
over and above 160 acres, which seems to be an injustice to one who is gaod faith and confidence of
his government has not been idle and put in cultivation more than 160 acres for each of his family.
Again the small tracts scattered over the
country in various places which each allotee has
selected to make up his pro rata share will have
to be gotten rid of by the allottee, because the
expense of keeping up a small tract of lanid will
eat up the profits, and eventually the land itself.
unless each citizen be permitted to take advantage of this labor, and select his share of the
land in one body, or as near as possible in one body,
as the Agreement provides; there was no use of making an Agreement, and of incurring the expera e which
the Agreement entailed unless both parties and especially the Indians intended to abide by the Agreement.
One of the principal reasons, and doubtless
the most effective arguments urged in behalf of the
Agreement was that each citizen should, under the

Agreement, be put in possession of all the land to
which he is entitled free of expense, and that he
should be protected in all that he in good faith
and reason might have been induced to invest with
regard to his land and his home.

For these reasons,

if they be reasons, I am in favor of the Agreement.
Yours for the Agreement.
W. G. WARD

