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OPIi?ION OF THE COIG1ISSIOE 

fr"itt, Chief Conmissioner, delivered t he  opinion of t h e  Coxmission. 

This is an ac t ion  t o  recover for t h e  alleged taking of l a d  i n  north- 

eas te rn  Cal i fornia  without t h e  payrnent of coqensat iozl  the re for ,  The 

p e t i t i o n m s  h z ~ c  penZssion of t h i s  Comi&sior! to present  mdntair? t b d r  

claims se?arately zed apar t  f ron  ConsolEdated Dockets Nos. 31 a d  37 1115 ch 

are p e n d i ~ g  on b&alf of tk L i i a s  of Czl i fornia .  

A t  t h e  maclusion 03 t3e r ece ip t  of e-~idence C'ie defendant mend Z G ~  



F L t t  3iver I n d i m s  z re  n o t  2 t r ibe,  bmd or  other i d e n t i E & l e  g r m p  of 

Ax6c2n 1 ~ d i a r . s  z u t h o ~ i ~ e d  t o  rn&nbin a action before the Comission;  

Secand, the  e l lages  xit?xin the geog-zphiczl area referred to  a s  P i t  

?5~er cowtry were aboriginaliy autonoxous n ~ t s ,  and there i s  no evi- 

d c - c e  of the i r  amalgmation for  other th= t e q o r a r y  purposes or t h a t  

t hcze  tizs ever a p o l i t i c z l  association o r  unity bebsecn them; Tnird,  

that t he  nlne  Achomawi v i l l ages  n m c r  acted collectively; and, Eourt3, 

tbt t h e  AchomaTJi and Atsugc:-ri were t ~ o  d i s t i n c t  d iz lec t ic  groups, i n  

no 1 ~ 2 5 ~  po7i t ica l ly  related b each othcr. Defe~dant a lso moved f o r  dis- 

16sss.l on the ground tha t  there i s  no evidence that  the defendant de- 

pr ived  the  so-called P i t t  River k d i u l - s  of any land allegedly claimed by 

px5or to 1BL6. 

Defenda-h's notion to dismiss thus presents the question of the  

pe-l-itioner s capacity to  sac. 

The pe t i t ioner  i s  an organization of the  descendants of eleven - 
s e p r a t e  autonomcus bands o r  groxpf ngs of Indims were found by t h e  

wbc'Cite men during the for+pmt of the  nineteenth century within the water- 

s b t d  of  the Pit river, and which had no h is tory  or mythology of hzving 

e-rzr dwel t  elser~here. It is not organized u n d a  the Indian Reorg3llizati on 

A c t  of 193L, and neither i t  r o r  the or iginal  eleven bands or  gr&ps of 

5% claimed area was tZlz bad; de3endan-l asser ts  t ha t  the l a d  c h i m i n g  

CF u t i l i z ing  group wis t l l e  vi l lage  gr0u.p. This cj.Fstinc-Lion i s ,  w e  

.. . 
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%>ink, imsteris7, f o r  the  e ~ i d e n c e  is tkzt ;..-hii? t h e r z  xare nore thaii elww 

villages, t h e x  vere ac twl ly  d e w z n  ~ u t o r , c m i ~ s  groq%n&s of vi_llage Indians 

F d v z l l i ~ g  izitXn tke c l e n e d  area when the t i h 3 t e  rr.m a?-rived. ~ n e i r  coxq*ry 

was geogrzjbicd7_y isolated, rough =d d i K i  cSt t o  pen-2"tattc; t h e  Indians 

were re len t less ly  host i le .  It wzs tho-~ght tha t  t$ey colriprised bxt o ~ e  t f i b e  

aEd because they used ?its t c  c a p ~ r e ~ ~ l d  game, the n m e  "Pitfr o r  tr?itt" was 

applied t o  the r iver  along which they l ived and t o  the  kdians themselves, 

collectively, even af t e r  i t  was knom t h a t  t:m d i s t i x c t  d i a l e c t s  of  the 

Shastan language vere spoken r;it:hin t he  area. 

The nine northernmost groups o r  bands spoke AchoinarYi, t he  Izzo southern 

groups spoke Atsuge;.ri. Tne Atsugeri lesmed ard spoke Achonmi, thus es- 

tablishing c o ~ x i c a t i c n  betxeer, t k m .  Tney possessed a s imi lar  cul ture ,  

habits and ~y-thology, and exogu;ry p~oduce:! strong t i e s  of kinship. Thcy 

were anthropometr',cal'Ly distinguishable from 611 of  the surromdlng t r i b e s  

but the Y a a  t o  the sosrthxest. Ezch b a d  or  group cl&rned a s e p z a t e  t r a c 5  

ht they welcomed others witMn it fo r  trading purposes o r  f o r  r e s t r i c t s d  
c- . 

huntfng and food gathering. They possessad a mope oi- l e s s  econom5c cohesion, 

and zn e-broyo5c sense of overall  unity e e d e i x e d  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i~ uni ted  . " 

defensive move;qel~ts. A l l  of the Indivls found wit:lin t'ne cl&med area  i n  

1859 who could be compelled to, o r  persuzded t.o do so, went upon the Rou3d 

V d L l e y  Reservation, whwt they rmained until 1863. While some meinbers. of  

pe t i t ioner  organizatf on st i l l  reside up02 this resematton, rnzrty of thcx 

are scat tered throughout the clsiiled area, residizg upon indi%%dud a l l o G  

m?nts o r  on t r ac t s  s e t  aside by t3e defendant f o r  t h e i r  use. 



o r  i dcn t f f i&le  grsup of Piiier5ca I n d h n s  (Section 10)  and  t o  detemine 

c l ems  brs;;&t on b e h l f  of any Indian L;ribc, band o r  p a p  of Aiiericail In- 

d ians  (section 2) .  Ve thiak the  evidmce discloses that vhile no p o l i t i c c l  

un55y existed bekern the Fitt F?ver Indians 2s a k"nole o r  witEr_ ei ther  of  

t h e i r  tiao linguistic divisions, y e t  from Yne e a r l i e s t  pne t ra t ion  of the  claimed 

area by v X t e  Iiizq, the geograp3ic isolaEon,  s i m i l a r 5 3  of  culture,  economic 

l i f e  and united defensive action of t i e  Pitt River Indians p-resected tfmn as  

ar. idei l t i f iable  wit  and the  defendant has so considertd Knm eJen while 

recognizing a d i d e c t 2 c  dis t inct ion bekreen t'ne north2rn =d southern resi-  

d e s .  Ths petitionel- i s  cornposed of - incZvid-~l  d e s c c n d a k  of each of t;?e 

eleven a c e s t r 2 1  land-owning groups or bands &. th in  x?-ich these ear ly  people 

were di-zided. Tn2 ~om&ssion i s  of the opi~lion tha t ,  for jur i sd ic t icnal  pxr- 

poses, the  Rtt  River Indians form ul ident5fiable c z i l p ,  uld t h a t  i t s  au- 

tho r i ty  extends t o  heariag a d  d e t e d n i n g  tine clain here presented as a 

represerL+,ative claim on bshalf of the livir_g descerikats of the  ne?lSer- 

ship of each of the  eleven abor ig ina  land-holding urLts,  Xorthern Pz&ute 

~ 3 .  United States, Dkt, 87, 7 k d ,  Clms, Coim. 365. ' 3 e  record discloses 

t h a t  t h e  defendat has not b e a  a t  a loss i n  the  d e f ~ y s e  of t'ais action t o  

i d e n t i *  eithar the  t r u e  par t ies  i n  in t e res t  o r  the ?=A es ta t e  imolved, 

t h e r e  i s  a t  the presezt time no tri,bal orga~Lzs-li=.s i n  e d s t a c e  whic5 , 



def exiaxt 's motion of pe t i t i one r  ?s  

t o  sue i s  therefore d e ~ z e d ,  and  the questions of >:hat area t h e  o ~ i G i _ n d  

groupings or  b m d s  occqied ,  t o g e t h ~ r  rrith the possible dcstmctim or 

tsking of t h e i r  or5ginzl Ind ia  t i t l e  thereto by thz defendant, i f  ,~lcil  

t i t l e  existed, ar.d the date of such taking if it be faund t o  have occurred, 

are, therefore, f o r  consideration by the Conmission. 

While the  evidence does not show exc'lasive use of  the clsined area  

by urg oze of the  aborig5nal units,  it i s  shom t h a t  s s i d  units were 

situated along the  F i t  r i t e r  a ~ d  i t s  t r ibutar ies  i n  such manner a s  t o  form 

au inner core of occupancy, usage and control so t h a t  ws have f o r  de- 

ternination tine cpestion of Yne outer l i v5 t s  of the =ea held by said units 

and, secondarily, the inner divisions betmen said units or  groxps within 

-,I t he  outer perimeter of what we find co~pr ised  Pitt River cotintry. 

- The claimed area i s  msrked7,y volcvlic i n  origin,  It l i e s  between t h e  

Warner Range on the  east  and the Sierra Xevada H~un ta ins  on t h e  west. In 

t h e  northvest comer M t .  Strasta r i s e s  above tine tirnberlineo East of i t  

are  'a large l a v a  flox and broken lava beds, Lassenrs Peak i n  t h e  south- -- .... -.*-__ ~ _ * _  . 
w e s t  corn= is =rounded by cinder-cones. 3i-1 the santheast corner i s  

Eagle Lake with a lava flox to  the west and a barran mesa b-ovn as the 

Madeline mans  t o  thz nor:heast, adjacent t o  a smaller ragion c s l e d  Grass- 

hopper Vzlley, Xes xes t  of the Plsins. The North Fork of t h e  Pit 

ri,ses near the  south s ide of C~osse Lake. The South Fork of the Pit drs i a s  

the  west slope of thz I J m e r  r a g e  i n  tSz south, Fro3 the  junction of i t s  



7 b d .  C1. Corn. 8 ~ 5 '  

are  several overflox and swamp sreas along it and i ts  tr ibutary streams, 

The Pltt River Inclians wintered i n  these v-ey areas but seasonally 

trwaveled t o  other sections of the i r  countrg for f ish,  fovl, game and 
4 

vegetables, e 

sec- Trmite t ~ z f f i c  through the regicn ran through the more f e r t i l -  

t ions, began i n  the 18303, and pas quite heavy during the 1850s. By e- 

eluding the lhdians from many of t he i r  food areas, and by driving the  k5ld 

gvne in to  the  l e a s t  accessible regions, this t raff ic  seriously disrupted 

the l i fe-pattern of the Indians kiho were so exceedingly a d  continuously 

h3=f5Z2 t2 --La L-- At-A - * I*-) - -.,, ...YYIIa ..-" -UVV_LG n.x i e a ~ l &  a b u i  t'nem by the  ear& 

traders, trappers, scplorers , or eml&ants passing through this countrg. 

It was not u n t i l  1876 that  it was known there were two separate d ia lec t s  

spoken by these Indians. A l l  of the data subsequently obtained by the  

numerous ethnologists, anthropologists and others who have worked with 

them and the i r  neighbors since then should make our task of detwrnining 

t h e  area t o  which they may have held original k d i q  t i t l e  a re la t ive ly  sim- 

p l e  one i n  camparison t o  the usual cases involving such t i t l e ,  but un- 

fortunately tha t  i s  not so. There i s  not ore single geographLcal fea ture  

along the m t e r  boundary of the claimed area which i s  accepted by each 

one o f  these researctiers as a boundary point fo r  the t e r = i t o v  belonging 

t o  the Pitt River Indi=s.  

, Little zrcheoiogfctf. work has been done i n  this region and the  various 

repor ts  i n  evidence r e s t  p r h a r i l y  upon orz7, a c c ~ m t i n g s  of t rad i t io9  u?d 



-- 
f i is tor ;  o3tzined f r o ~  tth5 h d i m s ,  ~ma;!  n2.3~y c2n, houever, be defective,  

and xe do not 2ispzrage recent o r  p resen tday  research Sncn We ~257 t h a t  

while religious bel ie fs  zr,d practices, l=gusges, a c e s t r a l  dmces and like 

. z t s  may be kept f resh i n  rdr.d by prac t ice  a d  by repot i t ion accilrately 

passed from one generation t o  aot ' i ier,  y3t  xhen there has been such a dis- 

ruption of l a n d  usage =d the hunting a d  g a t k r i n g  pat tern of a people as 

occcred  anong t h e  F i t t  2iver Indians FvitUn a span of som three  decades 

i n  the niddle of the 19th century, we think t h e  most dependable accounts of 

the areas used =d the extent of such use and control p r io r  t o  that dis- 
are 

ruption a n  those which/obtgneci from Indians i n  being a t  the  t ine  and be- 

fore  t 5 i e  m2y hzve dulled the l r  xznory. For t h i s  rezscn w e  think grea ter  

. . 

have, ho:icver, Sven  czre-tu'l consideration t o  all the eJidence before  us  i n  

arr iving at our final canclusio~s,  
" * 

The e x i s t e ~ c e  of a separate divisipn of the %astan 7 inguls t ic  family 

kno ik  PS the  Otci-mnuchu i s  clear ly evidenced by the record. It %as e x t d  

i n  1857, cccup>ing the upper I4cCloud r i v e r  drainage a z d  t h e  slopes of X t ,  - 
n -  . 

'Shaststn. There.is nothkg suggesting i t s  su3sequent rsdm5lat ion 15th pet i -  
" . . i "  

tion&:. The Rtt River k & m s  occasionally visited Mt. Shasta 2s a llpo~<ern 
- 

place, a d  h-mted'dk upon i t s  slo?es, but access was possible east of t h e  

headxaters 02 McCloud river,  and we t h k k  it a natter of como,rt 'movledge 

r i v e r  &enage, and that  t h e  pet i t i snzrs  have not shom an exclusive use of 

t h a t  arcs,  



a r i e s  tkt =re a r ~ i v e d  a t  ~ 5 , t h o ~ t  considcratioil t o  the  e l e ~ e n t s  of exclusive 

use  O C C U ? ~ C ~  1:it.n wkich uc are here conce-med. Kr~sber  thozght it 

only " l i k ~ 1 7 ~ ~  t h a t  X t t  River h f i m s  went t o  Ht. Snssta a d  s3id their 

northern lii.5ts vcr c rlpar-Licula-ly vague a d  con-*sing. " K?iffen considered 

. 1% Shasta beyond t h e  M t s  of the i r  u t i7 lza t ion  ar.d said p a r t  of the  area 

he gave t3n was lfl~t.t.er reachedw. 1 - 1 e m - i ~ ~ ~ ~  infolcinvlts made dlcr.iance f o r  

t h e  Oh.i=uch~ on t h e  XcClc3d r ive r  drainage =d cl&';1ed t h e i r  nor then 

co-mtry ~ 2 s  eas t  of a divide extecdirg nor.tE.1 ad south bdxeen Eartle,  Cal- 

i forn ia ,  a pezk I m e d i a t e l y  east o f  i t  czillcd E ~ 2 r  W o m t a i n  =d south 

-- of a point 1 6  miles aorth-nortlneast of  Bartle. 

Except Tor Ker r imls  bomdaz-t_es, thz excldence respecting user  of  the 

Kt. Shesta area by Pit'; P5vers is r a t f i c ~  i n d s ~ l d t e  '~ir,Lle there i s  much 

=?port for  Oh.ruluck~ usrge of lm3 south a d  southeast of t h a t  peak. So 

it m ~ ~ t  f ~ 7 J ~ i  t h a t  p e t i t i o z m  hzs failed to c l r q  t h e  burden of  proof 56th 

respect to this &a, 

k h t u  ad Shasta I r d i a s  of the regions wes t  a& sauthwest of M t .  Shast+, 
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xould havz ecquired s o m  kno:.jledge of t'ne tribes, each saggzst the Eodoc 

cane south of the Medlcice L2ke. Their cession of 186L i n  '~ifickl thzy t -ere 

joized by t h e  Klarnat'r? =d the  k'&oos7kLn b a d  or" S m k c  b - d i m s  ceded area 

beloa  t h e  l ake  =d Ci - t i s ,  who :.mote a f t e r  having t raveled among t h e  Celi- 

fornia  ~ n d  Oregon tribss,  Gnat F i t t  River cou:ltry did not  e x t a d  north of 

the  southern rini. of the ' lzvs  deposi&, favors t h e  ~ o d o c ,  We no te  t h a t  t h e  

record shovs no a t t e ~ p t  on the  p a r t  of F i t t  E v e r  Indians t o  enforce any 

r i gh t s  t o  tinis sect ion i n  which t h e i r  ancient  eEmTj, t h e  Kodoc, seem t o  

havz had a mom doniner-t in fbcnce .  In  my event, t'ne e ~ d e k e  suggests  

only a j o i k  u s e r  trith antagonLstic Indians a t  most, and le?..d& no support  

t o  pe t i t ioneTts  c l&  of o r i g h z l  t i t l e  t o  the Glass Fountsin-Xedicine 

l ake  area, which xould rewre proof of exclusive possession, 

T u r ~ i n g  next t o  t he  C-oose Lzke country, only the more recen t  h i i t e r s ,  

Kelly (1932)~ S texar t  (1937)) Driver ( 1  953), a d  Stewzrt, (19t7=19L6), ex- 

tend Ett River country beyond the  south end of t he  lake,  c l e ~ I y  c u t  of 

deference to Kelly's statanent t h a t  Sugar E.17, xhLck l i e s  e a s t  of t h e  south 
- > 

. . - .- A ? "  

l a z e  s i t e s  on t he  ve s t  s ide  of t 5 e  lake i n  outl35ng and r a t h e r  ex?;~sed 

end of the lake,' k.as "indisputzb'ly Achonzxi, " a d  t o  f'kiffen8s and PIerrian's 

village s i tes  about the lake. Xone of these  s i t e s .  a r e  dated. It i s  ques- 

tionable if those on thz  east could have ex5sted while emigration and 

trapping p a t i e s  xere passing eas t  of the going south through Pitt 

Ever  comtl--y o r  t u r ~ n g  northwest i n t o  Oregon, ~5 tZlou t  sonie meation of - . 

then  being found i n  j o m d s ,  co,~espondence, znd oKner data  of t'ne pe-riod. 

It i s  also questionable ~'r?ethar the Ett PZvers kiou'ld have m z i ~ t a i n e d  v5.l- 



posit-ions xhm '5od~c pa7-lics l i e re  going scm-th cach s-pr.~?g to r~zd mora 

distm-t villages. Z T  evr-z-L, early w - 5 . t ~ ~  give the  Rt-t Rivers a nore  

southem l i . ~ L t .  WW, -.re of the opinion t'ne 20 rZle lAdta t ior?  nor th  o f  

Alturas %xed by C a t i s  i s  f t r l y  re?resm'cative of thc  understanding of  

t h e  Indizns drsw our l i n e  accor6ing'ly. 

k c h  of the  disagreenent e;ds'iing i n  t hz  locat ion of t h e  eastern Htt  

River bound- w d o u b t c d l ~  r e su l t s  fYox conhsion 2s t o  the  path of t h e  

Wrncr rag$ srurcnlt. Host references to Paiutes aromd Goose Lzke do not  

l o c a t e  t h m  rdth furtlnzr defirAteness. Othcr refmenccs are confusing due 

t o  th?  similarity i n  pronounciation 02 t h s  nam fiFaiuten and t h a t  of a 

Pitt River vi l lage  nczr Bie>&r.- i n  Big Valley. Although PmeilTs l i n e  fol- 

10:;s the west base of  t he  r=ge there is cedencc tile Pitt Rivers fi-ate6 and 

ga-thcred on the  slopes end i n  t h e  footh i l l s .  me rage i s  visible from afar 

and Kroeber ex@Aned his adoption of its s'lisinit a s  a d iv ide  by szp-ng "it 

could hardly have been oth2r than a recognized linlft, " while M f f e n  s a i d  

the rage m s  "a c E ~ & , i c  2nd a t r r r a l  line a d  a con~&ent  boundary," 

a l s o  supported by Dr. Krocbcr and tiiera is eedence of =age o f  i t s  s lopes  b7 

t h e  R t t  Rivcrs. We conclude that the sumit 3s a reasonable boundary f o r  
* 

the  eastern  Units of Pitt River  cocntry. . :  



claim on the eas t  es Tar north as yill~;~ creek, beyond k-hich tiley 6 i d  n o t  

go. Powell excludcd t 5 e  ent i re  area ad XerPim excinded Horse Lake; Kroe- 

ber thought the country a3out &gle L2kz aas ilprobablyr F i t t  ?Lver cmntqr ,  

f i L f f m  located u3dated t i l lzge s i t e s  on ELllotr creek on the  claiTned born- 

dary l i ne ,  Garth, who made a special s&dy of the Atsuge about 1953, ren 

the  easterr: So-mdarj. abiost due north and south through Horse Lake. 

Voegelin thought t h a t  Eagle L&e a 3  Horse Lake were i n  a t rans i t ion  area, 

112th Faiute, Fzid-u and P i t t  River Indims all using it about 185Ce Docu- 

n e n t w  ev%dencecplSginated by t ravelers  through t h a t  regicn and o f f i c i z l  

repor ts  indicate  the Pziute clzimed and controlled Trjillor~ creek v 2 l e y .  

15110x creek r i s e s  about %vo miles eas t  of Eagle Lzke and f l o m  southeast. 

. m e  evidence is  not con-~ncing tha t  any one of these groups coatrolled 

- Eagle Lake to  the exclusZon of the  others. 

It seeis  cer tain that t he  Fitt River Indians w e ~ l t  a s  fir south as 

Lassens Peak and tha t  they shared with t he  Yana a corn-on bound= exten?- 

, . 6 -ing n o r t h e s t  from t h a t  Peak song the  drainage divide between t h e  P i t  

a d  Sacra?l=to ri_vers a s  fzr north as  the hez&,~aters of Moctgornery creek, 

It i s  fa2rly well agreed znoilg students of I n s a n  relat5ons i n  %h2s t5cinit;y 

- that Pitt River courttq- ran west along the  drainags d f t i d a  north of Mo2t  

EPXcrY creek and extend~cl across the river the drainage div5de b e k ~ z - 3  

the Pit r i v e r  md Squax creek. Xiith due regard t o  Yne @h;amchu upm t h +  

hcad.;nters of tho HcCloud rivzr,  th? Fitt River country sxtuided nurthi:a-rd 



e z s t  of th2t drainage, 

coxpact area radia'i-ing out fron the  more heavily se t t l ed  arezs along Fall 

r iver ,  F i t  river and i t s  forks, Hzt 2nd k m e y  creeks. It i s  true that by 

f ix ing  a ozter  b o u n d q  f o r  %he area so held by them t h e r e  i s  included 

wit5iin it m S l  sections which by reason of t h e i r  barren, s t e r i l e  nat;uz*e o r  

icaccess ib i l i ty ,  were of 'Xttle if any use, but such use a s  t h e i r  ecozoxy 

and culture pemritted and cer ta in ly  con- le te  control over such areas were 

exercised by the  I-i;.rious s e p r z t e  &zits i n t o  which the Tit t  Rivers were 

divided. Only Merrim, Knir"r"en and pet i t ioner 's  v r i t~ess ,  S t e ~ ~ a r t ,  gives 

us  irformation r e s p e c t i ~ g  the b3mdsz5es bztk-em tfiese units, x h i l e  Garth 

has bo-uded t h e  Atsuge and Aporige >?no c o q r i s e  the  southern lin,&istic 

division. These i n t e r i o r  E n e s  a r e  of no par t icu lar  i n t e r e s t  t o  defendant 

but a r e  essent i f i  i n  v i e w  of the  fact th2t  Yle autonomous u n i t s  were the  

lad-oi..ming, lmd-holding en t i t i e s ,  ra ther  than the  F i t t  Rivzr I ~ d i a n s  as 

a whole. In bcunding the  t r a c t s  which these s s p r a t e  units =??ear t o  have 

he ld  under exclusive control, as i n  bound i~g  t h e  outer limits of the  Pitt 

p;iver country, we have drakx f& l i n e s  i n  detail from one topographica p i n t  



rcssoning i n  Ynat respect. 

Caverns on September 2 0  28, 

overcone and t h e i r  power t o  . .  . . . .  

this probzbly a s  accurately 

dm% it  unnecessary t o  a p 5 n  s e t  out o w  

It vas not the Bat t le  o f  the 

1867, when p t 5 t i o n e r  1ndiz.m vere decisively 
3 

r e s t  s t  d l i t e  dorr5xation was broken. 145 l e  

as any date mzrks the physical taking of pe- 

t i t i one r s '  t i t l e ,  the expiration of the pzr5od for  reg is t ra t ion  of  land 
3 

t i t l e s  i n  California under the Private h n d  Clsi~s Act, 9 Stat. 631, on 

Xarch 3, 1853, u l d  the passage on tha t  dz te  of an "Act t o  P r o v i d e  f o r  the  

Survey of t h e  Public Lands of C ~ l i f o m i a  a d  the Granting of R-eeqtf on 

R i g h t s  t.o Se t t l e r sn  legal ly  tcminated peti$ionersr r igh t  t o  z s s e r t  land 

claims, effect ively classed t h e  land here involved zs p a r t  of the public 

dormin and thus constitutes the date of taking of Indian t i t l e  t o  tfie 

land described i n  our Fiading of Fact Xo. 25. 

It i s  admitted that t he  P i t t  Pdver  Indims have never been corn 

pensated f o r  'the taking of their original t i t l e  t o  the land held by 

said several groups ''=d bmds, nor i s  there evidence before the Comais- 

- sion permitting z de te -d ia t ion  of t5e acreag; held 5y said'several 

separate uni t s  compri,sing the E t t  Eiv- hdias. Further ePidence 1511 

therefore be next rec&ved respecting t h e  acreages held by each of s a i d  
separate 

sevcral/groups or bands, and t5e ~cilues  thereof on thb datcs of t h e i r  

.~cquis i t ion  by t'ne defendant, together k i t h  t h e  &?cut of offsets ,  i f  



my, t o  which t h e  defmdant z2-y be e n t i t l e d  u n d e r  t h e  kr3a.n Clzi_ms C m -  

~ i s s i o n  Act .  

/ s /  EDGAR E. 3ZTT - 
Chf ef Cor;;;ii ssioner 

I concur: 

/s/ W4. 14. HOLT 
Associate C a m 2  ss ioner  




