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1 
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Docket No,  81 

Upon the additional findings of f a c t  numbered from 1 2  t o  42, t h i s  
day f i l e d  herein and which a re  hereby made a p a r t  of t h i s  order, the  
Commission concludes as a matter o f  law: 

1. That t h e  considerat-ion the  defendant paid the p e t i t i o n e r  f o r  
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and described Fn Finding 22. f i l e d  on August 26, 1955, was tho sum of 
$231,884.973 

. - -  
2. That the Indian t i t l e  t o  sa id  lards  so ceded passed f r n  pe t i -  

t ioner  t o  defendant on f-Iarcn 3, 1891, m d  t h s t  the  value ci' szid l a i d s  
on sa id  l a s t  mentioned dgte was the sum of 94,659,663.00; 

3. That the consideration so paid pet i t ioner  by t h e  defendant 
f o r  such was so grossly iradequate as t o  n e e  it unconscicnabla uncier 
the Indian Claims ComF~sion Act. 

IT IS FITmiX O X E 3 Z 3 ,  t-hat k-ithin ~ i x t y  dcys frorn t h e  a ct , 
order the  defendant shall emend i t s  ensder herein b y  s e t t i n g  f c r  . ~ r r c .  c:t f- 
s e t s  it clair?.s, xhich of fse ts  s h s l l  be i tmized ,  and i f  based 1%: .n . :-;I 
A c c o u ~ t i r g  Office report, references t o  the pc?gec; of such ~ e p o ~ t  ~ ?, L - p +  

ittxs tp?car o t i t l l  be s tctea. 

Dated ~t hkshington, D, C,, t h i s  3d ckg of Dscenber, 5957, 




