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Witt, Chief Commissioner, delivered the opin-ion of the  Comission . 
The pe t i t ion ,  a s  amended, presents the c l z i~n  of t h e  Uppar Skagi t  

Tribe of Indians which includes the S z i a t t l e  Saulc, an  a l l i e d  v i l l a g e  

band. Pe t i t ioner  is an iden t i f i ab le  group of American Indians within 

the meaning of t h e  Indian Claims Comnission Act (51> Stz t .  10h9)- Said  

Indians were i n  abor ig ina l  t i n e s  ten  separate a l l i e d  vi l lagss .  P e t i t i o n e r  

has the l ega l  capac i ty  t o  nzint.zin t h i s  action ( ~ i n d i n ~  1). 





Fsint; El1ioi;t 02 J a m ~ r y  22, 1855, l i s t s  Zour of  pet.itionerts ~ b o r i g i n a l  
1 1 I 

villages:  Sah-lm-n$-m, Nook-:JZ-chab-mish, Eke-s cc-qd-gui lch,  Cho-Sah-ah-bish, 

"and other a l l i e d  and subordinate t r i bes  aid bands" ( ~ i n d l n ~  3 ) .  0. C. Up- 

chmch, Indian Supervisor, i n  an a r t i c l e  i n  the Pacific Morthvcst C&arterly 

(1936) under a s u b t i t l e  "Upper Skagits, " s t a t s d  t h e x  were zs many a s  nine 

independent Upper Skagit Til lages i n  aboriginal times. Upchrch n.c,r,tioned 

only four of these, one of which i s  n ~ t  enuiierated i n  o w  Findbg 3 ,  Spa-mee-hm, 

because it is  not shown i n  Dr .  Collins1 complete v i l l age  l ist  ( ~ e t -  lk- IR), 

which was base5 upon specific s t t~d ie s  of pet i t ioner 's  antecedents, nor i s  

"Spa-mee-hmn mentioned by t h i s  name in the  Point E l l i o t t  Treaty- Both 

George Gibbs an4 Governor Isazc I. Stevens mentioned by name fmr vi l lages  

s i tua ted  on the upper reaches of t he  Skagit S v e r  ( ~ ~ 7 3 i n g  10). 

With the growing pressure of white settlements i n  the country west of 

- _the Cascades i n  t h e  ear ly  1850's t h e  United s t a t e s  swgh t  t o  exLinguish 
r" 

-8 
Indian t i t l e  in tha t  region. Governor Isaac I. Stevens of Vashington Ten-ri- 

tory, a l so  ex-officio Sqerintendcnt of Indian Affairs f o r  the t e r r i t o r z  

was instructed t o  contact the various tr?bes, bands, and fragments of t r i b e s  

5.n preparation of extinguishment of t h s i r  Indian t i t l e  t o  t h i s  t e r r i t o r y  a d  

their  removal cpon reservations.. Dr .  Collins s ta ted Colonel Sbmons, a t r ea ty  

agent of Stevens, did not t r ave l  up the  Skagit River t o  contact or  take a 

cansus of these Indians i n  preparation f o r  the I ~ a a t y  of P o h t  E l l i o t t ,  

possibly because the  log jam above Xovmt Ver~on made canoe tra%ef. more 

d i f f i cu l t .  Ear-:ever, there a r e  taur  v5llages sc?aratoly naced i n  the t r ea ty  

preamble situatecl on the fr??er Sk2git PLt-ex and. W e e  sigmto:~- p r t i e s  t~ 

the  t reaty ,  namely, "~aht l -d  3:-;en, Scb-c'nief of S3'n-h.--.-ncki-h j Sd zek- CQ-TL:I- 
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Ne-sek-7:-i-guike, Sub-chief; Ch-lah-Sen, lJo~-qua-cim-mish band. " It 

i s  not established whether or  not any of the treat:,--signers who repre- 

sented bands on the Upper Skagit River may have be= among the  several  

Sub-chiefs who signed the t r ea ty  for  "Skagit Tribe-" However, the  

villages on the  Upper Skagit River are  often referred t o  a s  "Skagits" 

 indi dings 2-s), or  as  a "division of Skagit Indians" (see Hodge Handbook 

of American Indians, 1906, Part  I, p. 870, ~ i s e e h i g t i e e l i s ) .  The Point 

E l l i o t t  Treaty cession included a l l  of the land f o r  which t h i s  pe t i t ioner  

no% seeks compensation. ( ~ o ~ c e ,  Wash. No. I, Tract 347; Finding 7). 

Defendant contends tha t  i s  an improper party t o  bring 

t h i s  action ( ~ f t ' s .  Br., p. 208), because each vi l lage i n  the  area claimed 

was an -independent, economic, dialectal ,  social, po l i t i ca l ,  land-using 

unit ,  the  only un i t  tha t  could be designated a s  a "triben (~ft s. Br., 

PP. 5-6). 

Petit ioner seeks t o  prove i t s  ancestry was id-t if iable a s  a t r i b a l  

en t i t y  because of the ac t iv i t i e s  of i ts f i r s t  o v e r a l l  self-appointed leader, 

a Catholic Prophet Cul t is t  named rlSlaybebtLvd. Dr .  Collins r e l a t ed  a 

great  many de ta i l s  about t h i s  religious leader of the Upper Skagits, Slay- 

bebtkud. In her  testimony and reports she s ta ted tha t  t h i s  r e l i g i o n i s t  

developed a s o r t  of police force to  administer corporzl punishment t o  

"sinners" and otherwise exercised poxers beyimd the scope of t h e  usual  

religious l e d e r .  She concludes Slayb&thd, a follozer of the Catholic 

missj.o:~ary, Fathgr D~gene Casimr C2ni.r-cse, d~veloped in to  a strong 

ch-idtan over a l l  Uppzr 3iaiit.s (pet. Req. Fdgs . 37-LO; Pet. Ezr. 2, pp. 55- 

67). D r .  Co?.lins, i n  her dissertation f o r  l i ;~ iz r l s  Degrae (19!16), stated 

tha t  Chirouse came t!n-ough thz Sad< Pass t o  thz  Snohomish i n  1857 and t h a t  
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- - t h i s  contact with Chirouse " ? i ~ ~ i r S r ? . ~ ~  the oiily nz2ns by r:i?ich th2 a r r i v a l  

of Sk 'ubebt ' h d  ( Slaybe5tkud) ar,?c,ng the Skagi-t nr!y appro:r2mLely be da tcd . 'I - 
While the f a z t s  related by D r ,  Collins seem t o  establish tha t  Slay- 

beb thd  became something of a central  po l t t i ca l  authority among the inde- 

pendent vi l lages on the  U;;per Skagit River, such author-ity appears not t o  

have been acquired u n t i l  a f t e r  the d25e pf the Treaty of Point E-Zict.+,, a t  

f e a s t  not in t he  sco?e or s ta tus  of an overall  Chieftan, and cannot be 

considered a s  evidence of a t r i b a l  uni ty  sntedating the  Point E l l i o t t  Treaty. 

It appears t h a t  his powers a s  a po l i t i ca l  leader were attained a f t e r  the 

evidence of a p o l i t i c a l  merger of the ten extended t i l l a g e  bands ( ~ i n 5 i - n ~  3) 

then inhabiting the  Upper Skagit River and i ts  t r ibutar ies ,  the Sauk and 

Suia t t le  Rivers. Slaybebtkud did not sign the  Treaty of Point XLiot t .  

, - 
.3 The premise upon which the  part ies  predicate t h e i r  respective con- 

..$ 

tentions of t r i b a l  entity, o r  not, a r e  both supported by sorne credible 

evidence. A t  l ea s t ,  the vil lages were original ly  separate and independent 

and they were soon a f t e r  t rea ty  times in a process of su3mitting t o  the  

powers of the prophet Slaybebthd, said t.o be a brother of the farnoas Chief 

Hoses of the Columbia River Basin. However, the i ssue  bf t r i b a l  entity,  or  

not, is not t h e  controlling issue, nor in Puget Somd claims is evidence of 

p o l i t i c a l  unity necessarily an essent ial  element of the  proof of t h e i r  

capacity t o  sue or even t o  the proof of InSian t i t l e .  Father the  issue, 

a s ta tu tory  requirement, is  proof ~f t ne i r  aboriginal existence 2s  an 

'Id.er?tifiable t r ibe ,  band or group of L~er-ican incl.ians.. In  SF-;era1 previctus 
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held t h a t  exj.st.er,c e of a~xt.onon~y 6i.2 not  deprive an othenrise 

ident i f iable  group of 1nrii.ans of t'neir capacity t o  sue. (The --- Kooksack 

Tribe v. The United States,  3 Ind. C1. COIL b79, 463; The I~uckleshoot - -- - .--.--. ------- 
Tribe v. The United States,  3 In3. CI. C G ~ .  658, 662; Tne Snohornish Tribe -- ------- -- --------- 

v. The United States,  5L9, 561. -- 
The language, social ,  ceremonial, and economic re la t ions  of these  

vi l lages  were a l l  homogeneous i n  nature. D r .  June McCormick Collins, 

anthropologist, t e s t i f i ed  there ~ ~ e 1 - e  s l i gh t  diale.ctica1 differences between 

vi l lages  a s  one proceeded up-river .to t he  mountains from t h e  sa l twater  

marshes a t  i t s  nmth. 'J3lese villages ext.racted. t h e i r  p r inc ipa l  ~ds t enance  

from the  same areas, f i s h  fro~n t he  Skagit River, be r r ies  and roots  from 

ccjmon gathering areas, and game from the mount air;^ a r ~ u n d  %he Upper Skagit 

River. The mere f a c t  t h e i r  p o l i t i c a l  s t ructure  v:as a qu i te  s - h 2 l e  'v i l lage ; 

autonoxy, and did not apparently coqrehend a cen t ra l  council o r  abor iginal  

chieftan, does not, cegate the  f a c t  t h a t  such v i l l zges  were one people, 

speaking one language, and l iv ing i n  l i k e  fashion together in one r i v e r  



' t ~ . r e "  (pet. 3. 5 ' ) ,  acd "Groirth of Class Dis t inr t lons  an2 PaLi.tical 

Authority Among the  Skagit I n d i m s  During the  Contact Period" (pet .  Ex. 

4). Her research and f i e l d  work among members of pe t i t ioner  t r i b e  was 

p r io r  in t h e  t o  her ernpllop-ient a s  an anthropological expert; f o r  pet-iti.oner 

and xere primarily based en the  aboriginal period 1792-1800, except a s  

otherwise indicated.  Apparently her conclusions as  t o  boundaries and popu- 

Sation of v i l l sge s  on t he  Upper Skagit River vEre incidenta l  t o  broader 

s tudies  of refigion, culture,  and p o l i t i c a l  chanp .  The l imited source of 

materials necesszr i ly  required 2 greater  re l iance on nat ive  informants by 

t h i s  m i t e r  than woald perhaps be necessary with fridiarls more widely knom 

and reported i n  t r e a t y  times. 

The necess i ty  f o r  a determination ofwhat v i l l ages  cozprised t h e  

abor ie inal  group i s  necessary t e fow a determinaticn of the  lands exclu- 

'?ly used and occupied by such Indians c a  be mde.  The rames and lo- 
--. <.' 

cations of t he  -Len extended v i l l ages  of pe t i t i oce r ' s  antecedents, a s  

reported by D r .  Coll ins (pet .  Exs. I, IR), a r e  s e t  c3.t i n  Finding 3 .  

Tne t o t a l  population of these vi l lages  a t  t r e a t y  t i n e s  and ~ k e t h e r  

o r  not  t h e i r  rmbe r s ,  be5wesn 1792 and 1855, were su5s.t2ntially reduced 

by epidemics of smallpox and other  diseases bear upon the amount of land 

occupied and used by such Indians (pet. Br. pp. 23-2b; Eft.. Br. pp. 157-174). 

Dr.  George Gibbs i n  a description of the  fou r th  division of t he  "Nis!c;lralli 

Nation, ': namely, t h e  Skagits , 5nclud.ing Xikialiu, KG-a tsamish, Tow-ah-ha , 
Smli-hu, Salcml,~, Xiskai?<ku, Piiseehesglis ,  Swinamish 2nd Shromnfish, s ta ted 

t h i s  d.i-,6sion occupied t h s  remainkg c o i l ~ t ~  bntxeen the  Snohn i  sh and Bel-linz-. 

ham Z3y and thmght  t he  Skagit Di-cision ( app ren t l j .  n ~ ~ a i i L : ~  t h e  1inguis';ic 

group) a l together  nurhered ik75 (~ft. Ex. 6, p. l e 0 ) .  T;?.J..s, GibSs conc!!.uded 
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tha t  a niuch l a rge r  group, including f i v e  o r  six othar  bands, numbered l e s s  
I 

than doublc D r .  Collins'  e s t h a t e  of 850Up2sr Skagits.  Gibbs estimated 

the  t o t a l  population of t h e  bands on t h e  Upper Skag%t River a t  300 (Finding 

10). Ho:rever, Ebbs  s t a ted  only the  is lands and 'shore had been explored 

and fur ther  cautioned t h a t  Indian population esiirfiates were of t e n  highly 

speculative, apparently because Indian concept of nm3ers w a s  poor a t  b e s t  

and a l s o  because t h e  Coast Sal ish  were almost alvays "in locom~tion. '~  

Defendant's expert anthropologist, D r .  Carrol l  Riley, d i f fered  wi th  

Dr .  Coll ins ' population e s t i r a t e  because he thought t h e  severe decimation 

of t h e  Indian population of from 70 t o  90 percent b- t h i s  region included 

t h e  abor ig inal  v i l l ages  on the  Upper Skagit River (R. 362). Since Ri ley ' s  

opinion i s  supported by a number of wr i t e r s  as t o  the epidemics of smallpox 

among t h e  neighboring bands t o  the  Upper Skagit Ever, we have considered 

t h e  general  references of Dr .  George Gibbs com?Lled in 1853 ( ~ f t ' s *  Ex. 6 ) ,  

together with D r .  Collins1 estinuted figure, and D r .  ~ i l e y ' s  opinion of 

decimation, and conclude pe t i t ioner ' s  antecedents were about 300 in t o t a l  

numbers a t  t r e a t y  times  indi dings 15). 

Population is, of course, only one of severa l  ~ z t t e r s  re levant  t o  

the determination of the  extent of 2borigimL land used and occupied b y  

p e t i t i o n e r f  s antecedents. I n  the  Quapav case, t h e  Court of Claims quoted 

Kith approval our Finding 3 i n  t h a t  case on t h e  proposition t h a t  where an 

i d e n t i f i a b l e  group of P-nerican Indians, i n  the  I?Ssmce of a t r e a t y  reservat ion,  

have only a u s e  2nd occupancy t i t l e ,  o r  "Indian t i t l e , "  t h e  f e e  being i n  t h e  

Untted S t a t e s  an6 t:hcn aan Indian t l l b e  ~ 2 2 . ~ 2 3  f@i. .ZPJ rezsm, by reduction of 

popu1r;tion o r  other;-rise, t o  ac tu2Ey  occupy and uss an arc3 of land, such 

Indians l o s e  t h e i r  r igkt  cr claim 0," a full E;rncPiciz?. i n t e r e s t  in sane ( ~ ' n e  - 
Cuapav I'ribo v. U. S., 128 C t .  C l s .  1~5, 49). --- - 



Indians rd id upon h ~ n t i n g  as  a means of subsistence. Pet i t ioner  contends 

t h a t  a s ca r c i t y  of f i s h  and other foodstuff along the  S k q i t  River stimulated 

hmt icg  a c t i v i t i e s  as  an essentSal neans uf 3urv iwl .  3cf endant i n s i s t s  t h q t  

food along t h e  ri& was so  abunds.nt t ha t  only t h e  indigent went hungry and 

t h a t  p l en t i fu l  game came doxn t o  the  p r a i r i e s  frzm the  niountains t o  escape 

t h e  cold of winter  and rendered t h e i r  capture ea s i l y  made, with t h e  ex- 

ception of msilntain goato Defcdant contends irmting was l i r r i ted  t o  areas  

i n  near proximity t o  the  r i v e r  (Pet. Br.  pp. 40-44; D f t -  Br .  J P?. 176-1841 

The villages of pe t i t ioner ' s  ancestors were a l l  sit.uated near t o  t h e  

banks of t he  Skagit  River and i t s  t r i bu t a r i e s  (hP, Pet, Ex. I; Vil lage L i s t ,  

Pet. Ex. IR;  Find'lng 3). Their l i f e  was oriented. about t he  r i ve r .  It fir- 

nished the  mains-Lay of food supply, t h e  saLp,m. It held sdle  proriiinence a s  

:-the highway of t r a v e l  because thz th ick underbrush =de land movement d i f -  
-3 

-.. 
f i c u l t .  East  and west, t h e  di rect ion of r i v e r  f l o~ r ,  were the important 

compass points, whi le  north and south were re'ht5vely ins ign i f ican t  ( ~ i n c i i n ~ s  

Dr. Gibbs described food west of t he  Cascedes a s  primarily salmon, roots,  

and berr ies ,  ~ 5 t h  hunting t o  a ce r ta in  extsnt chi-efly by bands neares t  t h e  

mountains. In discussing h d i a n  population v e s t  of t h e  Cascades, Gibbs caution.=d 

t o  regard "not. merely ac.+,ual f a c t s  of increase or morta l i ty  knom t o  as but  t he  

capacity of t h e  col~ntry  t o  furnish  subsistsnce" ( ~ f t .  Exo 6, pp. 193, 182; 

Finding 10). The r e l a t i ve  s ca r c i t y  of food i n  t.hs claimad area w i d d  saggest 

a s imilar  condition as  t o  1ncij.m populatim. Ilcxet-er, sc:bject aborig51a.l 

t i l l a g c s  x t r e  s i tuz ted  flnearast. t h e  nmn-tainsz: with hur,ting t o  a c e r t a i n  

d e n t ,  accorZing t o  GiWs, bc t  t h a t  muntain goat, thz only Eane t h a t  



G Ix1. C l .  Con, lr75 

rcxained t5e  y e a ?  romd on the  h i @ r  ground, never constituted an 

inpor tan t  i t e s  of food, but a sour,"e'of wool f o r  blankets. 

Among the neighboring ~ i v e r i f i e  Indians, a lso  Coast Salish trCbes, 

a s  are  Uppcr Skagits, t h i s  ComTision has found. a rzther consistent, sv-b- 

sisbence use pattern e s t e r &  on river,  l i n i t e d  t o  su.rrounding prairies, 

and v i t h  only sporadic use of the  mountains f o r  hunting (The ;.f~ciiI.:?~hot ---- - 
e i b e  of Indians v. The United Sta tes ,  3 Ind. C1. Corn, 658, 663-666; The 
----.--- - --- -- 

Nooksack Tribe - v. The United Sta tes ,  3 Ind. C1. Corn. 1479, 497, 498). ---- - .. 
The same use  pattern was found even more un?hat.ically concentrstei! among 

"saltxaterrl  Coast Salish ('The Lumi  Tribe v. The United States,  5 Ind. C1. 
--..- --. 

The Slro?:o;;.-ish Tribe v. The United Sta tes ,  6 Ind. C1. Con. 135). .-- ---- 

On the  lover South Fork of t he  Skegit River below )It. Vernon t h i s  Com- 

mission found t ha t  deer were corral led by a fence leading t o  t he  :cite? 

driven in to  the  r iver  and shot by fl ikial lus hmte r s  from t h e i r  canoes  he - 
Kikiallus Tribe v. The Uni.ted States,  7 Ind. C l .  Con, 166, 466, Fdz. ?A). --.------ - - -  . --- - 
No such evidence of this hunting riethod appears i n  t he  i n s t an t  reccrri 

involvixg the  contiguous claim f a r t he r  up t he  same river.  

Dr .  Leslie Spier reported t h a t  ' l i t .  is proSable t h a t  a l l  of t h e  high 

ground eastxard of E4ount Baker was cormon hunting t e r r i t o r y  of Nooksack, 

i n t e r i o r  Skagit, Elorthem Okanagon, X-:cth~'rr and Chelanll (Finding 16; D f t .  

Ei* 23, PO 39; The Nooksack Tribe v. L_S., 3 Ind. C1. Com. 479, 398). 

This Commission f a n 3  i n  the  Kikial1v.s case t ha t  ?!c:.hrray Lake area 

k'as roarned over by I;i!cial-?-us and v a r i ~ u s  vil?agel-s oT the  U ? p r  Skagit and 

Xas often used by yoomg In2izns 03 t h a t  t r i b e  t o  capture thir 11guar2ian 

spir i t s ' !  (7  126. C1. Con:. b56, 1174). T'n" bo0mciar9es ? d i n e d  i n  Finding 17 



claimed areas rszoteTy 1 c ~ t e 3  from t h ~  r iver .  The omission of such areas  

is  made not only because of t h e i r  above mentioned free-use by other  Indians,  

but a l so  becatlse the  pet i t ioners  did co t  rc@arly  use t h e  high mcmntain 

areas t o  supplement salmon, the  minstay of t h e i r  d i e t   i in ding 16). Another 

f ree  use area was the  rocrt digging and berry  grounds of Sad- P r a i r i e  used by  

Stillaguamish, Skykomish, and others (1926, Nels Bruseth, Indian S to r i e s  and 

Legends of the  Stillaguamish and Allied Tribes, D f t .  Eu. ll, pp. 6-8). 

Pet i t ioner ' s  ident i f ica t ion of t he  drainage sp t em of t he  Upper Skagit  

River, from t h e  c res t  of the  Cascade 14ountains on t h e  easi;, the  Cznadian 

boundary on the  north, t o  the  foot  of Nom~t Baker on the  west and extending 

d o n  around Mt. ~ e r n ~ n ,  Mclhrray Lake, cont in-~ing eround the  headwaters of 

the  Stillaguamish River to, but not including, the  areas drained by t h e  

-kykomish River on t he  south, encompasses a l a rge  expanse of land aggre- 

gating approximately 1,?69,80L acres (pet. Exo I, Map; Finding 6). 

I n  summary, pet i t ioner ' s  ancestors undmbtedly ocsupied de f in i t e  a r ea s  

withi3 t h e  claim2d t rac t .  They depended -qolz sainon a s  the  mainstay of theLr 

foad supply, were sometimes strai tened f o r  food, zrd did scrne seasonal hunting 

on t h e  high ground above t he  r iver .  Such hunting t:zs done i n  t h e  fall a f t e r  

the  salmon had ceased t o  run and t he  l a rger  game came dmn t o  t h e  lower.areas 

f o r  winter. I n  a t t e q t i n g  t o  es tabEsh ba3rn.daries and occupancy fram t h i s  

record it i s  qu i t e  ap?arent that  t i i z  h i s to r i ca l  6zt.z i s  a l l  of a f ragmentary 

and general nature, Also a long p e r h d  of t i n e  has _;i?.ssed since t h e  treaty 

cession. Vi th  caref ld  c o n s i 2 ~ ~ ~ t . i ~ : ;  z-16 ev?l i~at ion  o r  a72 of ",he e v i d e n c ~  

presented, i n c h S n g  subsistnsc s sonrccs, methods, i L a r e :  h A f  ts, and 

needs of the  abo r ig iml  inha'citmts of the  Upper Slcsgit 3i-:zr, a s  related 



by the  -Lestin;cny- of the  e ~ y e - t  l.:itnesses, 2nd the exhibits of record, ;-re 

pave tleterriind such boux&;-ies, based upm thc7 r c c n r d  as a t:holc of ex- 

clusiva use and occupsncy, and have described sane in Fjnding 17. The 

record does not j u s t i f y  finding the exclusive use and occupancy by pe- 

t i t i o n e r ' s  ancestors of the  en t i re  segment of t h e  S a g i t  Bivcr drainage 

. system a s  claimed, aggregating about 1,769,80& acres. 

Defendant a l leges  (Ansuer, par. 3, a s  ammded Feb. 3, 1959) t h a t  t h i s  

claim is barred by the  decision of the  Court of Claims i n  - Dw-ramish, e t  a 1  

v. The United Sta tes ,  - 79 C. C l s .  530 (ce r t .  den. 295 U. S. 755). This Corn- 

mission has denied t h i s  plea i n  bar  5n t he  Nooksack case, t h e  Lummi case, 

Vno S1klallarn case, the Sa%ish case, and others, f o r  the reason t h a t  such 

decision T-ras rendered under a par t i cu la r  J~~isr iFct- ional  Act (h3 Stat .  886) 

and i s  not here applicable. The plea i s  denied. 

I n  conclusion, the  Commission is  of t he  opinion t ha t  a s  of t h e  da te  

of t h e  r ~ t i f i c z t i o n  of the  Point E l l i o t t  T r c t y  of January 22, 1655, to-irit, 

March 8, 1859, the ancestors of pet i t ioner  held Indian t i t l e  t o  the  land 

described i n  Finding 17. Such questions as thz ccnsider&5on paid t o  pe- 

t i t i o n e r ,  t he  acreage and value of said lx-ds, and the r i gh t s  of sa id  

ancestors re ta ined or  acquired i n  such o r  o ther  T m d s  s h a l l  b e  t h e  mbject. 

of f u r the r  hearinz and addit ional  evidence. 

Ec&:r 3. Y i t t  ---.- ,.-. - ---.-- - 
Chief Co!:tiiiissio:ler 

I concur: 

Comissionnr >?atl.rins d i d  m o t  
pax-ticipate i n  t h i s  Opinion. 




