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You have mentioned in your letter that the
Indians are not as good Christiana as formerly and you
give as your reason that the Government has disregarded
certain passages in the Holy Bible. Perhaps I should,
with due reverence, point out that while the passage
you mention, viz: Proverbs 22-28 does exist and refer to
landmarks, the Indian Department is not trying to remove
any landmarks, but is trying to establish them so that
they may not be removed in the future. I think you
should comsider in this case verse 17 of the same
chapter whiech is equally as important as that which you
have quoted. "Hear the words of the wise" is the best
injunetion I ean offer at present. The Indian Depart-
ment is not liable to do anything that will seriously
affeet the welfare of $ts Indian wards. We are trying
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