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beg to ?ﬂkﬁO“ieﬁSQ the receipt of your letter of
ingtant, referring to mine of the 29th July, in whieh
that & representative of the Allied Tribes wounld be
your Ageney, and in reply beg to say that the i“ewcieﬂ
E;iOT of The Provinece were reeally dealt wi
+git but on ae o&nt 5’ bhis serious illnees ne %a?
prly the Depa nt with the in_crmatian whieh he
angd it was ¢ . shat & nembe Lks Committee
. oke in hand Mr. é's WQTE. Han R ,
ttee ine‘rviemlnr k,: Teit in tg 8 I e stated that
‘af all ¢ information Lseeassr & 911§ & matter
ng i 160 ghape nd forwa: 1 he same to me, This
Praid he will not bé able to 40 as he has had

1 E?LQ“& %tne& auu 1; agui ;“riauulj ill cuf uzinSU he is

8 irfgrmed me thut he uénzeﬁ hold ﬁﬁt any }opcs in %his
direstion.

In diseugging the Okgnagan Ageney with Mr. Teit,
however, some klﬁe e led me i belleye that the Indiansg eof
your Agéney ha gﬂ%n pretty well prov ded for 88 to reserves

with the ezespticn of some more range land but did not speeify
where this wes to be obtained. Mr. MasKens ie, the qr&sin?
Camnimrioner, informed me in & letter recently that !
roposed laying off & ronge for the Lower yimilkameen Indiane
?ﬁ Nahumchesn Creek, Do you think this will be satis wetorye
ve any 1Lf5“mrtibr in this matter I would 1ikre to have
you at a8 early s date as possible, Apparently the
oyallaseheen Dkanagan end Pentieton Indiang are L%ettg well
aIQYldEd for iﬂ thie regard, which would only leave the
Similkameen Indians to be 10953& after, However, I will de
pleased to hear from you ag %o whether yom eonaiérT any-

ng further should be done for the India y
. if so, what? ns of your Agenay,

Yours sineerely,

Vernon, B, 0
i i Ohief Inspeetor of Indisn Agencies.
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