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Frederick V, Post, with &on t ~ s  
Donald C , Gorde7, 
dtt o m e p  f o r  Claimant , 

Claimznt Indians sue zs #The Mat tle-S2lTlr Tribe of I x l i w s  , n 
s o ~ e t i ~ e s  known as the *Suiattle Tri3e.l 

2 ,  mere is no substantial evidence that  c l a imn t  Iadians z r e  

a tr ibe,  b d  o r  identifiable grauz of b e r i c a n  Illdias, 

3. T3ere i s  no substzntid eridmce tbt c l a i ~ z n t  I d i a s  =e 

successors t r ibe ,  b a d ,  o r  



identifiable g o u ~  of Anerican I&ans. 

4, There i s  no substantial evidence that clainvlt IncSzns zre  

the successors i n  in teres t  of q Indians who, abori,ninally and up 

to  the- year 1855, resided on the Sauk and Suiatt le  Rivers, and ez- 

elusive17 occupied and definable area, 

5. There i s  no substantial evidence that the Indians, if w, 

'who resided on the S& and Suiattle Rivers, aboriginally and u? to  

the year 1855, constituted an identifiable his tor ic  Indian tribe, 

band or group, 

6, mch village i n  the .area involved was pol i t icz l ly  autono- 

muus and each village had i t s  o m  section of t e r r i to r j .  

7,  There i s  no evidence that aborigiaall7 a d  prior t o  1855 

there was a merger of the autonozlms villages i n  the area invol~ed. 

8 ,  mere i s  no substvltial ex6dence that clzimznt Indians a re  

members of, or descelldvlts of nezhers of ,  an;r p r t i c u l a r  aborig- 

9, C M m t  Indians ap-went17 are  neinbers of, or descezdants 

of men'bers of, more than one zatonomaus aboriginal village. 

10, C l a i m %  I n a s  are seeldng to  recover fo r  the takizg of 

land which was ocoqied 3y more than one autonomous village, 

11, B e  -t !!rile o f  Indians f i led,  on Jzrmasg 29, 1951, 

vi'th the Indian Clains Coi-;nission as Docket Bo. 92, a c k b  bzsed 

on the cession of Izd =ade by i t  a3d other tr ibes on JW-T 22, 

I 1855, vhi& cession includes t5e  la.112~ involved i n  t h e  ksCan t  c h i s ,  

a l l e g h g  that i t  aad the otter tribes c o n ~ e y i ~  s d d  l a d s  weze the 
. . 



aboriginal owners thereof and had received an unconscionable con- 

sidemtion therefor, Claimant Indiass w i l l  be the beneficiaries 

of  any a w d  made i n  said Docket No, 92 i f  they a re  descendants of 

members of said tr ibe,  




