














6 UTE RESERVATION IN COLORADO.

asmay desire to go in, whether their errand be to.dwell, prospect, or annoy the Indi-
ans. In such acondition of things, toassume that the Utes will not be disturbed, but
permitted to dwell in peace, would be to nurture a delusion of the greatest kind.

I will state here that the surveys necessary to the settlement of the
Indians upon their several allotments have been extended over the
valley of the La Plata, and east over the valleys of the Animos, Florida,
Los Pinos, San Juan, and Piedra, and are now being prosecuted in the
valley of the Mancos, west of the La Plata. The Indians remain where -
they were at the d‘wte of the agreement, the most of them being in the
immediate vicinity of the agency, on the Rio Los Pinos. The removal
of the Uncompahgres and White Rivers to Utah,and the constant rumors
that reach them of the possibility of their own ultimate removal, tend
to keep them in a state of unrest and excitement; nevertheless they are
thoronghly peaceable and well disposed.

Now, as to advisability of exchanging the lands designed for the settle-
ment of these Indians by the terms of agreement for other lands, and
whether the exchange proposed in the Senate resolution meets with the
approbation of the department, I have to say, that under existing con-
ditions as herein set out, this office is strongly inclined to the belief that
the best interests of the Indians and of the Indian service in that sec-
tion require that lands for the permanent settlement of the Southern
Utes be given them elsewhere than a~s provided in the said agreement.
- * *®

Very respectfully, your 0bed1ent ser vaut
H. PRICD (Jomm@sswner

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. C., January 17, 1882,

S1R: In compliance with vour personal request, I have the honor to
report relative to Senate bill No. 689, entitled “A bill relating to lands
in Colorado lately occupied by the Uncompahdre and White River Ute
Indians,” as follows:

If the Indian rights of allotment within the limits of the reservation %
formerly occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Utes have been
satisfied, or if, by the definitive removal of all of said Indians from the
reservation, the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to make such al-
lotments has legally ceaged, I know of no objection to the propositions
contained in the first and second sections of the bill, which, as I under-
stand them, are desigued, first, to provide for opening the upper por-
tion of the reservation to disposal in accordance with the provisions of
the third section of the act of June 15, 1880, without awaiting the allot-
ment of lands in the lower portion to the Southern Utes, or the removal
of the last-named Indians to other lands on the La Plata River; and,
second, to establish the line that may properly be considered as deﬁn
ing what portion of the reservation should be recognized as having
formerly been occupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Utes.

The third section of the bill presents some difficulties, to. which I
would respectfully call your attention.

The third section of the act of 1880, accepting and ratifying the Ute
Indian agreement as amended by said act, provides for the disposal of
the unallotted lands execlusively for ¢ash, and only in accordance with
existing laws, and subject to the special exceptions and restrictions of
said amended agreéement, which amended agreement I understand to
have been accepted by the Indian parties thereto.










