ily increasing over the years. As a result, the
reservation Indian is becoming less self-suffi-
cient and more dependent upon what he calls
“the Great White Father in Washington.”

Instead of freedom, the Indian has govern-
ment-guaranteed “security.” Instead of indi-
vidual responsibility, he has a government
bureau to handle his personal affairs. There
are special laws governing his right to own
land and to spend tribal money. Under that
system of bondage it should surprise no one
to find that many thousands of Indians have
remained uneducated, hungry, diseased, and
mismanaged.

THE ONLY SOLUTION

The onvy lastin g solution is for the Indians
themselves to handle their own affairs on the
basis of individual freedom and personal re-
sponsibility. If this is not true, then the bless-
ings of freedom would appear to be fanciful
myths. But for some queer reason, we Ameri-
cans seem to believe that just because our
pioneer fathers once subjugated the Indians,
we in turn are obligated to keep them in the
bondage of government “security.” As a result,
the Indian has the status of a ward instead of a
citizen. Instead of being a responsible person,
he is a dependent.

And in a like manner, if we free Americans
continue to turn to government for our secur-
ity, we too will surely become dependent
wards instead of responsible citizens. There
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will be a Commissioner to control our personal
affairs and our individual responsibilities. In-
stead of calico and blankets, we may be prom-
ised a hundred dollars every month. But since
the principle is the same in both cases, the re-
sults will also eventually be the same.

A RETURN TO BONDAGE

The apvocates of this compulsory “security”
honestly seem to believe that most Americans
— including the Indians — are too ignorant,
or lazy, or worthless to be trusted with their
own destiny; that they will literally starve in
the streets unless their welfare is guaranteed
by a “benevolent” government. However good
their intentions may be, these disciples of a
Relief State are demanding that they be given
the power to force mankind to follow their
plans. In the name of liberty they advocate
bondage!

This is true because the persons who receive
support from the state are thereby led to ex-
pect — and then to demand — more support
from the state. They become dependents. Thus
they enter into a form of bondage. They lose
their individual freedom of choice to whatever
extent the state assumes responsibility for their
personal welfare. In time, as is now the case
in the Welfare State of Russia, the people be-
come completely subservient to the state. In
effect, they become slaves of the “benevolent”
government that has promised to solve all of
their personal problems for them!
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