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The Comlssion makes t h e  f olloxing f in6ings of f ac t  : 

1, The Eiami Tribe of Oklahma and the Eel River Tribe, pe t i t i one r s  

in Docket No, 253; t h e  Peoria Tribe of Indians of O~lahoma act ing f o r  and 

on behalf of the  Wea Nation of Indims, pe t i t i one r  i n  Docket No. 31&; and 

t h e  Mimi Tr5be of I n d i z z ,  pet i t ioner  in Docket No, 131, a re  authorized 

by the  Indlan Claims Comnission Act of August 13, 1946, t o  prosecute t h e  

c l a h s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e i r  respective pe t i t ions  which a r i s e  out of  t h e  

cessions t o  defendarA of lands by the pe t i t ioners  in s a i d  2ockets by t h e  

L ~ r e a t i e s  o f  August 21, 180 j, 7 Sta t ,  91, kncwn a s  the  'Grouselznd Trezty, 

2nd Septmber 30, i.809, 7 Stat .  173, knokn as t h e  Fort  Map-e Treaty; t h a t  

t h e  pe t i t i one r ,  t h e  Mimi TrLbe of Okl&oma, and. t h e  pe t i t ioner ,  t h e  

M i a  Tr ibe  of Indiana, c ~ n s t i t u t e  and represerit all descendants of 

members o f  t h e  Miami Tribe of American Indians, (The above cessions a r e  

shown in byte as  t r a c t s  56, 71 and 72). 

The E e l  River Tr%e xas origi&&j ar?d a t  all times h e r e h  r e fe r red  

t o ,  a park of the  Eiuni. The Wea Tribe was o r ig ina l ly  a l so  a pap" of t h e  

Hiami Tr ibe  but a f t e r  1805 sqzra'iecl f x n  the Mimi. 

2. (a) The Potax-atcmie h'ation ar-d oEe o f  i t s ' bands ,  PrairFe 3and of  

t h e  Pota-xatomie Kation, a r e  peti t ioners Docket No. 154 and a r e  c l a i ~ i n g  

an i E t e r e s t  i n  the lar?,ds ce&d by the Tr~zt'jr oZ Septenjer 30, 1809, ar,d 

m. described i n  Finri;ng 11, &r.e Potaxato;;,i r;as z ?ar ty  t o  t h i s  t r e r t g  and i s  



The conpensation t o  be g i v e n  f o r  the cession xade i n  
f i r s t  a r t i c l e  sha l l  be 2s folloxs, 552: t o  the & l 2 ~ 2 r e S  
a ?emanent annuity of five hundred dol lars ;  t o  the  Mianies 
a l i k e  a m u i t y  of f ive  hur.&ed dollars;  t o  the Eel r i v e r  t r i b e  
a l i k e  anrui ty  of two hcnd;.ed and f i f t y  dol la rs ;  and t o  t h e  
hrtawatimies a l i k e  apnuity of f ive  hundred dol lars ,  

The ari-mity referred t o  z b o ~ e  was paid t o  the  Potaxatomi Tr ibe  o r  

i ts two bands, the  P r a i r i e  and the C i t i z e ~ s ,  u n t i l  it %as comuted about 

t h e  yea r  1909, 

Ln the  Treaty Journal of t he  proceedings a t  Forb h7ayr,e on Septenber 

30, 1809 (?et. Ek. 15, p. 15, Dkt. 253) re fer r ing  t o  t h e  compensation for 

t'ne lands or' the Miami and Eel Riyer t r i b e s  ccded by t h a t  t r e a t y  appears 

t h i s  s ta tenent  : 

4- +2 4 m2.t. enen t.he .-.'.!2lo c c ~ n , ~ s 2 t i s z  -;rc-,zszl, 52 5t ,-f;-t;; 
f o r  the  land would be give2 t o  the Kimies  if they i n s i s t e d  
upon it but t h a t  they knew the offence whlch t;?is would i i v e  
t o  t h e  o t h e r  Tribes a ~ d  t%t it xas 21xzys Governor1 s in- 
t e n t i o n  so t o  drav up the  Treaty t h a t  tie PutzvatL~Les & 
D e l k a r e s  vould be considered as  p a r t i c L p a t i ~ g  i n  t h e  advadages  
of  t h e  Treaty as a l l i e s  - of the  Hianies not as hzving any r i g h t  
t o  t h e  land, 

Neither Potawatomie pe t i t ioner  has offered proof of i ts use  o r  occu- 

pa t ion  o f  azy par t  of the area ceded by the  Fort Kayx Treaty of  Se9tenber 

30, 1809 ( ~ r a c t s  71 and 72) although it bzd full. opportucity t o  do so; 

nor does the  ev idexe  offered by the other paAies t o  t h i s  cor,solidated 

proceeding shov any Pota~atomi r ight  o r  in t e re s t  in snch ~zL-&. These 

p e t i t i o n e r s  base t i e i r  claim u?on the f a c t  t h a t  the " t r i b e  of Indians 

c a l l e d  t b e  Puta-satomies" vere pa r t i e s  t o  said t r e a t y  and received t h e  

a m u i t i e s  provided. fo r  t'iat t r iSe  by A+icle 3 of thz t  t r ea ty .  The o S y  

p-oof of fered  by t h e  Fotwatoni  coxis teci  o f  payzents oof suc'n a m u i t i e s  



to  t h e  Potawatomi Ration o r  its bacds, including the  Przirir- %&, u n t i l  

(b) The Citizen B a d  of Potawatoni Indims of Oldahma acd the  ?&a- 

watomi Nation are pe t i t ioners  in Docket No. 307, which 'iris consolidated 

f o r  hearing with the o ther  pe t i t ione r s  named in the t i t l e ,  mended t h e i r  

p e t i t i o n  on March 7,  1955, acd there'by rmoved t h e i r  claim f o r  1and.s ceded 

by the  1805 and-1809 t r e a t i e s ,  They, therefore, a r e  not i?volved in 

claLis  consolidated f o r  bearing and must be dimissed f r o m  such consoli- 

dation. 

(c) The Kickapoo Tribe of Kanszs, the  Kickqoo Tribe of Oklahoma and 

the  Kicka?oo Nation a r e  pe t i t ione r s  iz Docket No, 317, which was also con- 

sol idated f o r  hearing wi%h t h e  others  but c l a h  no r i g h t s  t o  Royce t r a c t s  

56, 71 a ~ d  72, ceded by the  1805 o r  1609 treaties and must therefore be 

diszissed fro= the  consolidation. (see pe5ition as =ended Ikrch  20, 

. . 
(d) The E m a h f i l e  Indian C o m n i t p ,  Forest County Potawztomi Coin- 

munity and the P o t a k z t o ~ i  T~:be are pet i t ioners  in  Docket KO, 29-7, This 

case was consolidated fo r  trial u i t h  the other  cases mentioned above, but, 

although given full opporturLt,y t o  60 so, such p e t i t i o n e r s  offered no 

b O C S  e v i d e ~ c e  of t h e i r  czpacLty t o  sue o r  i n  su??ort o f  t h e  o ther  allega'i 

o f  t h e i z  pet i t ion,  nor does t5.e proof offered by o ther  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  con- 

so l ida ted  hearlhgs s u ~ o r t  the  c l a k  of such claimants, Said p e t i t i o o  

must themfore be disinissed 5n so f a r  as k s i a g  a clain ar5s*-g oct  of  

t h e  Fori; l ?ape  Treaty o f  September 30, 1809. 



7 Stat .  L2ttf e Turt le ,  t he  Hian2 chief, 

descrLbed the  a n c e s t r d  lands of the M l a i  Tribe as follows: 

It, is  w e l l  knom by all. my brot'ners present t h a t  m y  fore- 
f i t h e r  kindled the  f irst  f i r e  a t  Detroit; from thence he 
extensed his l i nes  t o  t'ne head -caters of the Scioto; from 
thence, t o  i ts  mouth; fram thence, down the Ohio, t o  the 
mouth of the  \$abash, and fro3 thence t o  Chicago * ';- o I have 
now *Xomed you of the  boundaries of t h s  M i a n i  N8tion where 
t h e  Great S p i r i t  placed m y  forefat'ner a long time ago. * * G 

Areas 56, 7 1  and 72 were within these boundaries, ( ~ r e e n v i l l e  Treaty 

Journal, Pet  Ek. 8, pp. 570-1; Map, &. 4, Dkt, 253), 

4. (a) By Section lk, 111, o f  the Eiorthwest Te r r i to ry  Or&- 

nzrice o f  1787, reeiiacted by the Act  cf Atig~st ?) 1783 (1 Sk%. SO), tk2 

United S t a t e s  made the  f o l l o m g  ?ledge t o  t h e  E i a i s  and o the r  t r i b e s  

inhabi t ing t h e  Nort5west Territory: 

The uLaost goo6 f a i t h  sha l l  alk-ays be observed towards 
. t h e  Indians ; t h e i r  land and property sha l l  never be taken 

without t h e i r  consent; 2nd i n  t h e i ~  property, r i g h t s  and 
liberty, they s h a l l  never be invaded o r  disturSed, u ~ l e s s  
in just  and l a x f i l  k-ars 2uthorized bg Co~gress;  but  lms 
f o u ~ d e d  in just ice and. hmanity sha l l  f,wm ~LxP,  t o  t i x e  
be made, f o r  prevezting wrocgs being done t o  t h a ,  and f o r  
preserving Dezce arid friendship u i th  then. 

On October 25, 1791, Prssident Xashington re?orted t o  .Congress: 

It i s  sincerely t o  be c5sired t h z t  all reed of coercion i n  
f c tu re  nay cease =d t'nat an intimate intercourse m y  succesd, 
calculated to  2dvznce the h+pir?ess of the  1ndiar.s and t o  a t t ach  
t h m  f i d y  t o  tke  United States, 

I n  order t o  do *is it seem zecsssarj-- 
That t k e y  should e q s r i e x e  tke  bezefits of zr, i m ~ a r t i a l  

d i spexa t ion  of justice,  



That the  mode of a l i e z a t i n ~  - t h e i r  l a ~ a s ,  the maix source 
of discor,tent ar,d war, shculd be so def ineci and r e p l a t e d  
as  t o  obriate  imposition and as f z r  as  may be pract icable  
controversq- concex5ng the r e a l i t y  and extent. of t h e  alien- 
ations wnich are  made, (?et, &, 91, Dkt. 25'3). 

On July 30, 1793, t r z a t y  comissioners  of t h e  Uniteci S ta t e s  made the  

foUoiYi,ng statenent to  the  colt*ederated Indian t r i b e s  asseabled a t  the  

rapids of t i e  Xi& River: 

Brothers: We now concede t h i s  great  po~int,  We, by t h e  
express a u t h o r i t j  of t h e  President of t h e  United Sta tes ,  
acknowledge the property, o r  r igh t  of s o i l ,  of  the great  
country above described, t o  be i n  the  Indian nations, so 
long as they desire t o  occupy the sane, We o w  claim 
pa r t i cu la r  t r a c t s  in it, as before neztioned, and t h e  
general r igh t  granted by the  King, as  above s ta ted ,  and 
which i s  well k r n k ~ ~  t o  the h g l i s h  and Americans, and 
ca l led  the  r ight  of preenption, o r  tne r i g h t  of  purchas- 
ing of t h e  I ~ d i z n  nations disposed t o  s e l l  t h e i r  lands , t o  
t h e  exclusion of a l l  other white people whatever, (Pet. a. 
83, Dkt. 253). 

On A p i l  4, 179h, the Secretary of War subnLtteci h i s  i n s i r ~ c t i o n s  

t o  Generzl Wayne who was a p c o ~ t e d  t o  t r e a t  with h o s t i l e  Indians . These 

i n s t r ~ c t i o n s  included the ' folloxing: 

You w i l l  endezvor, t o  the' utmost of your po%:er, t o  induce 
t h e  t r i b e s  clai%ing a r ight  t o  t h e  said lands, t o  conf lm the 
boundar- establisheci by the sa id  t rea ty  of Fort Hamar, with. 
t h e  S k  Eations, and Tazndots, Delawarss, &c.; f o r  which pur- 
pose you w i l l ,  mong other considerztions, off er-- 

1st. The guarantee of the  United S ta t e s  of t h e  r igh t  of s o i l ,  
t o  a l l  of the re;;laining Indian lasds in t k a t  quarter,  against  t h e  
c i t i zens  o r  i zhab i tmts  of t h e  UrLted States .  * +, * 

It w a  be an object worthy of yoxr z t ten t ion ,  t o  endeavor, 
as far a s  s h a l l  be consistent with tke main design of pezce, t o  
f o n  se?arate c o ~ t r a c t s ,  c r  t rea t ies ,  r e l a t i v e l y  t o  bocxdaries, 
with the several  t r ibes  t o  vhon tke  l a d s  act i la l ly  belong, a~ioici- 
ing, as much 2s possible, t o  c o ~ f i m  t h e  idea of a union, o r  
general conl'ederzc;r of EU. K1e t r i j e s ,  o r  of 2 q  patronage of 
t h e  whole over the lznds of an7 pa=-ticulqr t r i b ~ s ,  o r  szb- 
divis ions of tr iSes.  %ct, 2s the sa id  Indizcs a r e  n?uch attached 




























