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rsiles of t e r r i t o r y  relinquished by the treaty of Jznuary 26, 1655. 

12 Stat. 939. !The allegations nhlch would seen t o  n p ~ l y  t o  t h i s  

c m s e  of ac t ion  are those  conta ined  i n  paragra?hs mmbered III,,HV 

aud T I  (a ~ z r ~ r a p h  nun'lzred V does no t  eppear i n  the *etltion). 

I t  cmnot be seriously contended that t h e  clain b a s ~ d  -on un- 

c o n s c i o n ~ 3 l e  consideration i s  not a s q a a t e  " t r z .n s~ -c t ion  o r  occwrence," 

I n  fact, cmnsel f o r  p l a i n t i f f ,  i n  t h e l r  brief, do not rezlly westion 

the nro?rie t y  of nakinc the  all~gations respec th:g unconscioncble con- 

s iCerat ion I h e  su'ojoct of a s e p r z t e  cotmt. i;e a r e  of t h ~  opinion thzt 

the t  clcin is one rrhich clmuld be s e t  forth in a sqarate count nnd 

the ptlssgrsphs thereof nc?bered, 8 s  reqnired by sect ion g(b) of oar 

7 3 3 - 1  ese 

Concerning t h e  allegations re l~: thng to u~co3scion~ble consiclorc- 

( t h e  t rea ty)  c a s  There is no c1legatio:l ss t o  the velue 

of t.he c e s s i o n  vhen made, n o r  are thsre cznj  facts s t a t e d  upon mhich Fe 

can d e t e r n i n e  value. I t  i s  necesszry to b ,on  the v d a e  of t h e  ces s ion  

in order to deternine whether the alleged considerat ion ras uncon- 

s c i o n ~ k l e .  A nere  s t ~ t e n e n t  tha t  r . ~  d l e &  consideration is uncon- 
. - 

scionable  i s  l i t t l e  more &an e. c o n c h ~ s i o n  o f  t h e  pleader. Yhe v d u e  
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