
Plaintiffs , ) 
) 

vs . 1 Docket Nos. 243, 244, 

Defendant. f 

Upsn t h e  f indings  of f a c t  t h i s  day f i l e d  herein and which 
hereby nade a p a r t  of t h i s  Order, t he  Commission concludes as a 
of law: 

1. That t h e  abmc named p l a i n t i f f s  hzve the  capacity and 
r i g h t  under t h e  Indian Claims Commission Act (60 Sta t .  1049) t o  
secute  t'ce claims s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  separate pe t i t i ons  herein. 
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2. That  by virt,uo of th:: Treaty of August 19, 1P25 ( 7  S ta t .  272) ! 
the Ginnebago Tribe and ::atinn of Indians had recognized t i t l e  t o  those ! 

a rea s  known as Royce Cessions l!r9, 174 and a l l  of 2oycc Cess im 215, 
I 
I 

except t h a t  por t ion  referred t o  as  the  9knominee Overlap," a nore : 
accurate descr ip t ion  of which i s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  C ~ r ; ~ i s s i o n t s  Finding 32. 

t 
3. That as t o  t h a t  portton of Royce Cession 2hS referred t o  above 

I 

t 

as the "Nenominee Cverkp,"  the  evidence i n  t h e  record docs not  support, 
t he  p l a i ~ t i f f s '  claims of e i t he r  a recognized o r  abor iginal  t i t l e  t o  all * 

or any p z r t  thereof .  

.h. That t he  Winnebago Tribe and Nation of Indians ceded a l l  i t s  
r i gh t ,  t i t l e ,  and i n t e r e s t  t o  Royce Cession 1L.9 under the  Treaty of 
August 1, 1829 ( 7  S ta t .  3 2 3 ) ;  all its r i gh t ,  t i t l e ,  and in - te res t  to 
Royce Cession 174 under the Treaty of Septembzr 15, 1832 ( 7  S t a t .  3701, 
and a l l  i t s  r i z h t ,  t i t 1 . 2 ,  and i n t e r e s t  t o  Royce Cession 216 under the  
Treaty of Nove~ber  1, 1637 ( 7  S ta t .  5112.1) . 



That t h i s  case sha l l  proceed with proof of the  acreage of the  
three t r a c t s  a s  s e t  ou t  above; of the  value of each t r a c t  a s  of the 
e f f e c t i ~ e  date of the  respective t reaty of cession;  of the  consideration 
received fo r  each t r a c t ;  and a l l  such other 
question of defendant's liability herein. 

Dated a t  Washington, D. -c,, t h i s  10th 

i m t t e r s  as nay bear upon 

day of August, 1959. 

the  

Edgar E. W i t t  
mief Comissiofier 

Wm, F, Holt 
= x i a t e  Coxmissioner 




