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INTEREST OF THE UNITED STATES

The Confederated Bands and Tribes of the Yakama Nation (“Nation”) sued
Klickitat County, Washington (“County”), seekinga declaration that the County
lacks certain criminal jurisdiction over land known as “Tract D,” a portion of
which is located within the County. The County asserted in response that Tract D
was not part of the Yakama Reservation (“Reservation”). Thedistrict court ruled
for the Nation that Tract D was part of its Reservation, but against the Nation on
the criminal-jurisdiction question.?

Beside the Yakama Nation, the United States is the only party to the
Treaty of 1855 (“Treaty”), which created the Yakama Reservation. Therefore,
the United States has an interest in seeing that the Reservation boundary is
correctly established. The district court’s ruling that Tract D is located within the
Reservation should be affirmed because it accords with the best reading of the
Treaty establishing the Reservation, because it is consistent with the United States’
governing survey of the Reservation, and because Congress has never changed the

boundaries set by the Treaty.

1 This Court recently resolved the criminal-jurisdiction question in Confederated
Tribes & Bands of Yakama Nationv. Yakima County, No. 19-35199, 2020 WL
3495307 (9th Cir. June 29, 2020), consistent with the position argued by the
United States as amicus curiae. Consequently, we do not address that question
herein.
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ADDENDUM

The Declaration of Bodie Shaw, which the United States filed in the district
court, see ECF No. 76-1 (June 13, 2019), is included in the attached Addendum.
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A.  Historical record regarding the southwest boundary of the
Reservation

1. Pre-treaty history of Tract D

The Nation proffered evidence that it used an area located within the
present-day Tract D (and known as Camas Prairie) as a source of essential foods
(including camas root and other tubers, and salmon) and as a communal gathering
place. 1E.R.10-11;9 E.R. 2030. In 1854, federalagents recommended that
Camas Prairie be reserved for the Nation “as soon as possible” because of the site’s
significant cultural and sustenance values and the likelihood that settlers would, if
allowed, destroy these valuable resources. 1E.R. 11.

2.  Treaty history and text

In the Treaty, “the Yakamas granted to the United States approximately 10
million acres of land in what is now the State of Washington, i.e., about one-fourth
of the land that makes up the State today.” Washington State Department of
Licensing v. Cougar Den, Inc., 139 S. Ct. 1000, 1007 (2019). The Nation retained
the Reservation as a homeland. The directions establishing the western and

southwestern boundaries of that homeland ( “treaty calls) are as follows:
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thence southerly along the main ridge of [the Cascade] mountains,
passing south and east of Mount Adams, to the spur whence flows
the waters of the Klickatat and Pisco Rivers; thence along said divide
to the divide separating the waters of the Satass River from those
flowing into the Columbia River . ...

8 E.R. 1742, art. 2. The Treaty also provided that the Reservation “shall be set
apart and, so far as necessary, surveyed and marked out.” Id. The United States
kept official minutes of the proceedings (“Treaty Minutes™). Then-Territorial
Governor Isaac Stevens also executed a contemporaneous map (“Treaty Map”),
which was displayed to negotiators. The Treaty Map showed the far southwestern
corner of the Reservation wrapping around the west side of Mt. Adams and
continuing south for a distance before heading east, see 10 E.R. 2230, and it
appearsto include Tract D. The United States thereafter misplaced the Treaty
Map, and it was not rediscovered until 1930.
3. Early maps and survey history of the Reservation

For more than thirty years post-Treaty, no attempt was made to survey the
Reservation’s southwestern boundary or any portion of the western boundary.? In
1890, pursuant to a contract with the United States, George A. Schwartz surveyed
the southern and western boundaries of the Reservation. Thatsurvey was

approved by the surveyor-general for Washington State the same year. 12 E.R.

2 The Reservation’s southern boundary, which was surveyed in 1861 and which
terminates at Grayback Mountain, is not at issue here. See 12 E.R. 2636.
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2623. Schwartz admitted that he departed from the Treaty text, which places the
western boundary along the main ridge of the Cascade Mountains. 12 E.R. 2624.
But because the Treaty does not expressly call for crossing the Klickitat River,
Schwartz terminated the southwestern corner east of the River, and substantially
east of the Cascades. Northern Pacific Railway Co. v. United States, 227 U.S. 355,
362 (1913); see also 9 E.R. 2030. Schwartz’s survey excluded the western half of
the present-day Reservation and therefore did not include Tract D.

Prompted in part by the Nation’s dissatisfaction with the Schwartz survey,
E.C. Barnard (atopographer for the United States Geological Survey) conducted a
follow-up survey and reported his results in 1900. 12 E.R. 2622. Barnard himself
acknowledged that the “important clause of this treaty is that the summit of the
Cascade Mountains should form a part of the western boundary.” 12 E.R. 2620.
But rather than proceeding “southerly along the main ridge” of the Cascade
Mountains and then passing “south and east of Mount Adams” to a “spur,” as
called for in the Treaty text, Barnard drew a western boundary composed of two
arbitrary, straight lines, both entirely east of the main ridge of the Cascade
Mountains. 12 E.R. 2621.

The first line went from Spencer Point in the northwestern corner of the
Reservation, south to what Barnard called “a conical hump,” or Goat Butte, which

was located northeast of Mt. Adams. The second line went from that hump
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directly southeast to Grayback Mountain. Id.;seealso 12 E.R. 2628. Barnard thus
pushed his survey lines further west and closer to their present-day positions than
the Schwartz survey. Barnard’s survey nevertheless cut off Tract D to the south
and other lands on the western boundary that the Nation maintained were included
within the Reservation.

4. 1904 Act

In the late nineteenth century, congressional policy turned towards the
“allotment” (i.e., distribution to individuals) of tribal lands previously held in
common. The General Allotment Act of 1887, ch. 119, 24 Stat. 388, authorized
the President to survey and divide tribal lands into allotments for individual
Indians. After being allotted to individual Indians, “surplus” reservation land
would be available for sale to non-Indians.

Congress authorized negotiations for allotment purposes with Yakama
representatives between 1896 and 1901 but no agreement to allot the Reservation
was concluded. 8 E.R. 1839. Asubstantial obstacle was the Nation’s concern
about the erroneous western boundary shown on prior federal surveys. 12 E.R.
2617;S. Doc. No. 337, 63rd Cong., 2d Sess., 155-56 (1913). In 1904, Congress
enacted a statute authorizing the sale of surplus Reservation lands, the proceeds
from which were to be deposited in the U.S. Treasury for the Nation’s benefit. Act

of Dec. 21,1904, ch. 22, 33 Stat. 595 (8 E.R. 1813-16). The Actalso expressly
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recognized as part of the Reservation “the tract of land adjoining the[] present
reservation on the west, excluded by erroneous boundary survey [the Schwarz
survey] and containing approximately [293,837] acres.” 1d., 81, 33 Stat. at 596 (8
E.R. 1814). Asubsequent 1907 survey “to define and mark” the western boundary
recognized by the 1904 Act still largely tracked the straight-line Barnard survey.
See 9 E.R. 2030.3

5. Discovery of the Treaty Map and later surveys

The Treaty Map was found in the files of the Department of the Interior
(“Interior”) in 1930, 75 years after the Treaty was signed. The discovery prompted
Interior to insist on reviewing its surveyed line. 10 E.R. 2240. Itthus
commissioned a “reconnaissance cadastral and topographic survey,” which was
led by cadastral engineer E.D. Calvin and completed in 1932 (1932 Survey”).
Yakima Tribe v. United States, 16 Ind. Cl. Comm. 536, 548-49 (1966). Interior
topographic engineer F. Marion Wilkes issued a report the same year in support of
the 1932 Survey (“Wilkes Report”). 1d. at550. This report showed that there

Is indeed a well-defined ridge or “spur” running southerly from Mount Adams,

3 After the 1904 Act, the United States sought to recover lands between the
Schwartz and Barnard lines that had been erroneously patented. The Supreme
Court held in the United States’ favor by endorsing the “correctness of the Barnard
survey” as to the western boundary. Northern Pacific,227 U.S. at 366. Future
surveys, however, corrected the western boundary according to the Court’s
additional conclusion that it should follow the main ridge of the Cascades. Id. at
359-71.
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thence easterly to Grayback Mountain, “follow[ing] the treaty reading and map as
closely as is possible when applying present known topography to conditions as
the treaty makers understood themtobe.” 10 E.R. 2241.

In 1939, Interior informed Congress that “[a]s a result of an exhaustive
study, extending over a period of years, this Department has heretofore concluded
that the boundary claims of the Yakima Indians are meritorious.” 9 E.R. 1853.
Interior stated its view “that in order to satisfy the calls of the treaty, this natural
boundary [as surveyed in 1932] should have been followed in establishing the
southwest boundary of the reservation, rather than the straight line arbitrarily
drawn to mark the present southwest boundary between Grayback Mountain and
Mount Adams.” 9 E.R. 1854-55.

In 1978, Interior’s Bureau of Land Management (“BLM”) authorized a
survey of the southwestern boundary of the Reservation. 10 E.R. 2195. That
survey was completed in 1981 and approved by BLM in 1982 (1982 Survey”). 11
E.R.2508; 12 E.R. 2612; see also Addendum 5 (BLM map). The 1982 Survey
remains the definitive federal survey of the southwestern boundary and includes

Tract D within the Reservation boundaries.
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B.  Other federal analyses of the Reservation boundaries
1. Indian Claims Commission

In 1946, Congress established the Indian Claims Commission (“ICC”) to
adjudicate historic claims by tribes against the United States. Indian Claims
Commission Act, ch. 959, 60 Stat. 1049 (1946). The ICC was authorized to grant
money damages, but not title to land or equitable relief. E.g., United Statesv.
Mitchell, 445 U.S. 535, 539 (1980). In 1949, the Yakama Nation petitioned the
ICC, alleging that lands in Tract D were properly reservation lands and that title
to some of these lands had been sold without compensation to the Nation. See
Yakima Tribe v. United States, 158 Ct. Cl. 672, 676 (1962). Forthe ICC to
determine the Nation’s entitlement to monetary relief, it first had to determine the
correct reservation boundary.

The United States initially argued that the boundary was conclusively
determined by the Supreme Court in Northern Pacific and therefore excluded Tract
D. Seeid.at680n.2. Thatargument, although accepted by the ICC, was rejected
by the Court of Claims on appeal. 1d. at 679-80. On February 25, 1966, the ICC
concluded on remand that “ “Tract D’ was intended to be included within the
Yakima Reservation.” YakimaTribe, 16 Ind. Cl. Comm. at551. The ICC found
the treaty calls relating to the southwest border “impossible,” id., because they did

“not fit the actual topography.” Id. at560. There was “nospur .. . ‘whence flows
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the waters of the Klickitat and Pisco (now the Toppenish) Rivers,”” as called for in
the Treaty. 1d. The Treaty Map, which “show[ed] a boundary which extends a
considerable distance due south of Mount Adams,” was particularly pertinent to
the ICC. Id. at555,563. The ICC concluded that the Tract D boundary best
satisfied the treaty calls, as well as the intent of the Treaty makers, because it
followed “adistinct spur which runs southerly and easterly from the southern
slopes of Mount Adams.” Id. at 563-64.

Following these decisions, the United States and the Yakama Nation settled
the Tract D-related takings claim in 1968. 10E.R. 2164. Thatsettlement, as
entered by the ICC, compensated the Nation for the loss of title to those lands
within Tract D that had been transferred to private ownership without
compensation to the Nation. Since the ICC final judgment, federal agencies have
consistently treated Tract D as part of the Reservation.

2. Executive Order 11670

The ICC severed the Nation’s claim for restoration of Indian title to
approximately 21,000 acres in the northern portion of Tract D that had been
withdrawn by Presidential Proclamation in 1907 and were then part of Gifford
Pinchot National Forest. 12 E.R. 2817-18, 2829; see also 9 E.R. 1877 (showing
severed Docket 47-B). As explained below, the Nation’s claims in this portion of

the ICC proceeding were resolved by the return of federal lands.
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In 1972, Attorney General Mitchell issued an opinion concluding that the
taking of reservation lands in Tract D was not authorized by Congress, because the
statute authorizing the President to reserve forest lands prohibited modification
of existing Indian treaty reservations. 9 E.R. 1870; see also Addendum 7-11.
Relying on this opinion, President Nixon on May 23, 1972 issued Executive
Order 11670, “Providing for the Return of Certain Lands to the Yakima Indian
Reservation.” 9 E.R. 1874-76. That Executive Order directed Interior “to assume
jurisdiction over the [21,000-acre] tract of land . . . and to administer it for the use
and benefit of the Yakima Tribe of Indians as a portion of the reservation created
by the Treaty of 1855, 12 Stat. 951.” 9E.R. 1876. These lands are now held in
trust for the Nation.

C. Proceedings below

At the district court’s invitation, the United States and the State of
Washington filed briefs as amicus curiae for the limited purpose of opining on
the Tract D dispute. 6 E.R. 1215. The United States argued in support of the
Nation that Tract D was part of the Reservation. 5E.R. 982-83. The State of
Washington took no formal position on the boundary issue, and it presented no
facts inconsistent with Tract D’s reservation status, as well as some facts consistent
with treating Tract D as part of the Reservation. For example, the State explained

that regulation of Tract D lands under the Clean Water Act is carried out by the

10
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”), not by the State Department of
Ecology. See4 E.R.901-02.

The district court entered judgment in favor of the Nation on the Reservation
issue (declaring that Tract D is within the Reservation) and in favor of the County
on the criminal jurisdiction issue (declaring that it has the disputed jurisdiction
within the Reservation).

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The district court’s determination that Tract D falls within the boundaries
of the Reservation established by the Treaty should be affirmed. That
determination is consistent with the best reading of the Treaty. Italso is consistent
with the BLM’s dispositive 1982 Survey of the Reservation boundaries, which is
entitled to this Court’s deference and which unambiguously shows Tract D within
its boundaries. Finally, Congress has not modified the boundaries as reserved in
1855.

ARGUMENT

l. The 1982 Survey is consistent with the best interpretation of the
Treaty.

A.  The 1982 Survey most closely describes the southwestern
boundary intended by the parties in the Treaty of 1855.

Because the 1982 Survey best reflects the intention of the parties to the

Treaty, the district court rightly held that the 1982 Survey “marks the correct

11
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southwestern boundary of the Yakama Nation Reservation.” 1E.R. 23. “Indian
treaties ‘must be interpreted in light of the parties’ intentions, with any ambiguities
‘resolved in favor of the Indians.”” Herrerav. Wyoming, 139 S. Ct. 1686, 1699
(2019) (quoting Minnesotav. Mille Lacs Band of Chippewa Indians, 526 U.S. 172,
206 (1999)). Atreaty’swords must be construed “in the sense in which they would
naturally be understood by the Indians.” Herrera, 139 S. Ct. at 1699 (quoting
Washington v. Washington State Commercial Passenger Fishing Vessel Ass’n, 443
U.S. 658, 676 (1979)).

Here, the district court correctly concluded that the Treaty’s call for a
southwestern boundary “passing south and east of Mount Adams, to the spur
whence flows the waters of the Klickatat [sic] and Pisco Rivers; thence down
said spur to the divide between the waters of said rivers” is ambiguous in part.

The district court reasoned that “these features do not exist between said rivers
south of Mount Adams,” 1 E.R. 15—a factual finding that the County does not
meaningfully dispute. See Klickitat Opening Brief at 37 (misquoting the court as
simply concluding that no such divide “exists,” without qualification). The district
court’s legal conclusion accords with the Wilkes Report, which states that this
“part of the description contains the ambiguity which has caused most of the

confusion on the west and south boundaries.” 10 E.R. 2240; see also id. (“[U]ntil

12
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one studies the Stevens map submitted with the treaty, it is hard to satisfy the call
of the treaty.”).

The 1982 Survey represents the best resolution of this ambiguity because
it is the only survey that comports with the non-ambiguous treaty calls. First, the
southwestern corner of the Reservation is supposed to “pass[] south and east of
Mount Adams,” instead of excluding the mountain. In 1913, while evaluating
where the western Reservation boundary lay, the Supreme Court concluded that
the Reservation must include Mt. Adams. See Northern Pacific,227 U.S. at 360
(rejecting the railroad’s argument that “the words ‘passing south and east of Mount

Adams’ qualified the word ‘mountains,”” which would mean that the Treaty
intended to identify not the main ridge, but only a main ridge “passing south and
east of Mount Adams”).

The Barnard survey, in contrast, departs the Cascades north of Mount
Adams instead drawing the line to the conical hump at Goat Butte, which is
northeast of Mount Adams. See, e.g., 11 E.R. 2651; 10 E.R. 2239-40 (describing
“the Conical Hump (Goat Butte)” as “east of Mt. Adams” and stating “[t]here is
no logical connection between the treaty and the Barnard survey or that part of
the Pecore Survey from where it leaves the summit of the Cascades by way of the

Mt. Adams mill and Grayback Peak™). As the Wilkes Report explained: “None of

the past surveys have ever passed south and east, not southeast, but south then east

13
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of Mt. Adams.” 10 E.R. 2240; see also 1 E.R. 27 (declaring the Barnard Survey’s
southwestern boundary “categorically wrong”).

Second, the 1982 Survey marks the only boundary that actually follows a
“spur” off the main ridge of the Cascades. The Treaty calls for a boundary coming
from the north, “passing south and east of Mount Adams, to the spur whence flows
the waters of the Klickatat and Pisco Rivers; thence down said spur to the divide
between the waters of said rivers.” 8 E.R. 1742, art. 2. As the district court
concluded, south of Mount Adams there is no spur from which the Klickitat and
Pisco Rivers flow, and there is no divide betweenthem. 1E.R. 15.# Butthe spur
identified in the 1982 Survey does divide the Klickitat and White Salmon Rivers.
There is evidence that U.S. negotiators often confused the rivers in this area. See
Northern Pacific Railway Co. v. United States, 191 F. 947, 950 (9th Cir. 1911),
aff’d 227 U.S. 355 (1913); 12 E.R. 2627 (transposing the Klickitat and White
Salmon Rivers). The Supreme Court also cautioned against allowing this
particular call to “dominat[e] all other calls,” instead counseling in favor of
“attempting to give them all effect from a consideration of the topography . .. and

the testimony.” Northern Pacific,227 U.S. at 362 (finding that Schwartz erred by

4 Even if such a divide existed elsewhere, as the County argued, and were this
theory permissibly before the Court, it would not cure the ambiguity created by
trying to reconcile the treaty call to “pass[] south and east of Mount Adams” with
such a divide located northeast of the mountain. 8 E.R. 1742, art. 2.

14
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insisting that the boundary follow the divide between the Klickitat River and
Toppenish Creek).

In these respects, the 1982 Survey closely mirrors the Treaty Map and is
consistent with the Treaty Minutes. The Map shows the southwestern boundary
of the Reservation continuing south along the Cascade Mountains past Mount
Adams before making a nearly 90-degree turn east to meet the actual divide
between the Klickitat River and Satas River. See 10 E.R. 2230; 1 E.R. 13-14. As
Wilkes wrote in 1933, “from this map it is apparent that the makers of the treaty
intended to take in a large areasouth of Mt. Adams” and that this area “would
include the areaaround Glenwood.” 10 E.R. 2232-33. While the 1982 Survey
does not match the Treaty Map in every respect, the two are in alignment regarding
the critical treaty calls.

The 1982 Survey is also consistent with Governor Stevens’ representation
to Yakama Nation representatives, as captured in the Treaty Minutes. Stevens
described the western boundary as moving “down the main chain of the Cascade
mountains south of Mount Adams, then along the Highlands separating the Pisco
and the Sattass river from the rivers flowing into the Columbia.” 9 E.R. 1971; see
also 8 E.R. 1750 (the Reservation “afford[s] a fine range for roots, berries and
game”). Given that “Governor Stevens was not giving the Yakama Nation a

reservation, [but] the Yakama Nation was reserving these lands for themselves,”

15
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1 E.R. 27, it is likely that the agreement of the parties included Camas Prairie—an
area highly-valued by the Tribe—within the lands reserved, see 1 E.R. 15.

The Supreme Court has long recognized the need to refrain from judicial
second-guessing of congressionally authorized surveying activities. In Craginyv.
Powell, 128 U.S. 691, 698-99 (1888), the Court admonished that “the power to
make and correct surveys of the public lands belongs to the political department
of that government, and that, while the lands are subject to the supervision of
the general land-office, the decisions of that bureau in all such cases. . . are
unassailable by the courts, except by a direct proceeding.” The Court’s emphasis
on repose is animated not only by the need to defer to Executive Branch expertise,
but also by concern for the “great confusion and litigation [that] would ensue”
were courts permitted to overturn public surveys. Id. at 699.

These principles support affirmance of the district court here. The 1982
Survey represents the definitive version promulgated by BLM, the agency with
delegated responsibility for establishing reservation boundaries and correcting any
errors in public land surveys. 1E.R. 23-24 (citing 25 U.S.C.§176and 43 U.S.C.
8 772). The 1982 Survey showing Tract D as part of the Reservation best accords
with the Treaty text, Treaty Map, and Treaty Minutes. Moreover, as explained
further below, the survey also is consistent with federal practice since 1968.

Interior’s reliance on it is therefore entitled to deference.

16



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, I1D: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 22 of 92

Interior’s earlier, faulty surveys, in contrast, cannot be relied on to diminish
the Reservation. Agovernment surveyor has “no authority to exclude any of the
reserved lands from the boundaries of the reservation.” United States v. Romaine,
255 F. 253, 260 (9th Cir. 1919). Only Congress has the authority to alter Indian
Reservations and alienate trust lands. Nebraskav. Parker, 136 S. Ct. 1072, 1078-
79 (2016). Thus,an “error in failing to extend the survey so as to include the lands
In controversy cannot prejudice the rights of the Indians” or supplant Congress’s
authority. Romaine, 255 F. at 260; see also Northern Pacific, 227 U.S. at 373.

The passage of time since the 1982 Survey (and since the 1932 Survey
before that) likewise counsels in favor of leaving the recognized boundary
undisturbed. As between the two parties to the Treaty, the United States and the
Nation, the southwestern Reservation boundary has been settled for more than
fifty years. Faced with a third-party challenge to that boundary after such a long
time, this Court should decline to overthrow invalidate Interior’s longstanding

interpretation.®

> In this Court, the County presents evidence of an alternative southwestern
boundary that differs from both the Barnard and 1982 Surveys. See Klickitat
Opening Brief at 42. The district court previously ruled this evidence
inadmissible, and the County has not appealed this ruling. Compare5 E.R. 1052
(seeking to exclude presentation of an alternative ridge north of Tract D) with 3
E.R. 518-22 (sustaining the objection “as to the physical features north of Camas
Prairie that could satisfy the calls in the Treaty”). The record, which reflects that
“[t]here is no well-defined spur from Mt. Adams to Signal Peak,” 10 E.R. 2241,
also directly contradicts the County’s belated argument.
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B.  Analysesand actions by federal entities for more than fifty
years confirm that Tract D belongs in the Reservation.

Since the re-discovery of the Treaty Map in 1930, much of the confusion
about the boundaries of the Reservation caused by erroneous federal surveys in the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries has been put to rest. Any residual
division within the federal government on this matter was resolved by the ICC’s
determination that Tract D is within the Reservation. The southwestern boundary
set forth in the 1982 Survey accords with that decision, with Executive Order
11670, and with federal agencies’ subsequent treatment of Tract D for more than
fifty years.

1.  The decision of the Indian Claims Commission that

Tract D is in the Yakama Reservation should be
given significant weight.

The decision of the ICC, which is reflected in the 1982 Survey, is persuasive
authority that Tract D is within the Reservation. Itshould be given significant
weight because of the rigor of the ICC’s review and analysis, and because the
ICC’s decision was intended to permanently resolve the Nation’s claim to Tract D.

The ICC’s 1966 opinion represents that tribunal’s considered judgment
based on a full review of the evidence, including the Treaty Map, after 17 years of
contested litigation. The ICC concluded that including Tract D in the reservation
was most consistent with the “intention of the treaty makers,” especially in light of

the “concession [that] must be made to the understanding of the Indians.” Yakima
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Tribe, 16 Ind. Cl. Comm. at 556 (citing Northern Pacific, 227 U.S. at 362). In
particular, the ICC found that the Treaty Map “indicate[d] . . . that the reservation
boundary was intended to follow the Cascades passing to the south of Mount
Adams before turning east,” and it “extend[ed] a considerable distance due south
of Mount Adams.” Id. at 562-63. The ICC determined that the Tract D boundary
satisfied the treaty calls because it followed a spur that, while not one from
“whence flows the waters of the Klickitat and Pisco [Toppenish] Rivers,”
nonetheless “runs southerly and easterly from the southern slopes of Mount
Adams.” Id. at 563-64. Failure to meet both characteristics was not determinative
because—Ilike the district court here—the ICC found no spur that did. Id. at 560.
The ICC decision is not only persuasive authority; it is also binding on the
United States and the Yakama Nation, the only parties to the Treaty. Moreover,
Congress intended that the ICC should “dispose of the Indian claims problem with
finality.” H.R. Rep. No. 79-1466, at 10 (1945). In light of the ICC’s in-depth
consideration of the issues, and of the binding effect of its decision on the Treaty
parties, this Court should afford considerable weight to the ICC’s conclusion that

Tract D forms part of the Reservation.
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2. Executive Order 11670 returned National Forest land
in Tract D to the Yakama Nation because it was part
of the Reservation.

The 1982 Survey also aligns with Executive Order 11670, which returned to
the Nation approximately 21,000 acres in Tract D that had been “mistakenly” made
part of the Gifford Pinchot National Forest. 9 E.R. 1875. President Nixon’s
decision to issue the Executive Order was based on the understanding that the
21,000 acres were within the Reservation. See 9 E.R. 1876 (describing the 21,000
acres as “a portion of the reservation created by the Treaty of 1855”). Because
these lands had always been part of the Reservation, President Roosevelt had
lacked authority to “take” these lands for part of the forest reserve. Thus,
Executive Order 11670 confirms the understanding of the Executive Branch that
Tract D is part of the original Reservation.

3. Since 1966, federal agencies have consistently treated
Tract D as part of the Yakama Reservation.

Based on federal surveys since 1930, on the ICC’s 1966 decision, and
on Executive Order 11670, federal agencies have treated Tract D as part of the
Reservation for at least fifty-two years. This has been the view of Interior for
even longer, at least since the 1932 re-survey the southwestern boundary following
discovery of the Treaty Map. See, e.g.,9 E.R. 2033-34 (concluding in 1930 that
“the southwestern boundary of the reservation was intended to follow the spur

from the southeast slope of Mount Adams (this spur being the divide between the
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waters of the White Salmon and the Klickitat Rivers) and that it was intended to
follow said spur south and west of Camas Prairie”). Following the ICC decision,
Interior’s Office of the Regional Solicitor extensively analyzed jurisdiction in
Tract D and concluded that the Yakama Nation had not lost or ceded jurisdiction
over Tract D lands. See9 E.R. 1884.

This conclusion has been publicly reiterated by Interior officials at least five
times since 1978. See, e.g.,9 E.R. 1889-90 (1978 letter from Interior Solicitor
to U.S. Representative McCormack) (confirming that Tract D and the Town of
Glenwood are within the Reservation).® Itis also reflected in Interior’s and other
agencies’ operations on the ground; for example, the Nation was able to use a
Department of Agriculture loan to buy back land within Tract D that had passed
into private hands because the land was “within the tribe’s reservation.” Pub. L.
No.91-229, § 1, 84 Stat. 120 (1970); see also Addendum 12-54 (warranty deeds
and land-into-trust reports). Interior also manages approximately 22,000 acres
of lands within Tract D in compliance with federal laws concerning Indian

timberlands, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs’ Forestry Program maintains an

6 See also 9 E.R. 1891-93 (1980 internal Interior letter explaining that removal
or destruction of Tract D boundary signs was prohibited by federal law); 12
E.R. 2638-54 (1986 letter from Interior confirming that Tract D is within the
Reservation); 9 E.R. 1894-95 (1992 letter from Interior; same); 12 E.R. 2655-
57 (1993 letter from Interior responding to inquiry on behalf of the Glenwood
Community Council).

21



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, I1D: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 27 of 92

office within Tract D to facilitate on-reservation timber sales. Addendum 1-2.
The EPAalso asserts regulatory authority throughout the Yakama Reservation,
including Tract D, under the Clean Water Act (as the State of Washington
acknowledged in its amicus brief), the Clean Air Act, and the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act.’

In sum, BLM’s 1982 Survey—showing Tract D as within the Reservation—
Is consistent with the best interpretation of the Treaty.

Il.  Congress’sallotment of the Reservationin 1904 did not change
the Reservation boundaries described by the Treaty.

Failing to show that its preferred Reservation boundaries accord with the
Treaty, the County argues in the alternative that Congress has changed the
Reservation boundaries since the Treaty. Notso.

A. The 1904 Act did not diminish the Reservation.

The County argues that the 1904 Act, which authorized the sale of unallotted
lands of the Yakama Reservation, altered the boundaries of the Reservation from
those established by the Treaty. Klickitat Opening Brief at 61. Butas set out

below, the 1904 Act did not expressly or implicitly diminish the Reservation or

" See 10 E.R. 2159-60 (2003 letter from EP Arelating to a Clean Water Act
violation in Glenwood); 10 E.R. 2161-63 (2005 letter from EP A concluding that
the County does not have Clean Air Act authority in Tract D); EPA, Spreadsheet
of Federally Regulated Underground Storage Tanks, https://www.epa.gov/sites/
production/files/2019-02/r10-ust-lust-10-17-18.xlsx.
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establish new boundaries; nor have Congress, the Supreme Court, the ICC, or the
Attorney General ever considered it to have that effect. Seealso12 E.R. 2733-37
(County’s Response to Interrogatories) (conceding that nothing in the statute’s text
or surrounding historical circumstances suggest congressional intent to diminish
the Reservation).

Once an Indian reservation is established, all tracts included therein “remain
a part of the reservation until separated therefrom by Congress.” United States v.
Celestine, 215 U.S. 278, 285 (1909). To “diminish” a reservation, Congress’s
intent to do so must be clear and “expressed on the face of the Act or be clear
from the surrounding circumstances and legislative history.” Mattzv. Arnett, 412
U.S. 481, 505 (1973). Courts may also look to “*unequivocal evidence’ of the
contemporaneous and subsequent understanding” of the reservation status. Parker,
136 S. Ct. at 1078-79. The district court applied these standards to conclude that
the “legislative history, plain language of the text, and subsequent history do not
support any finding that Congress intended to diminish the Reservation.” 1E.R.
19. This Courtshould affirm that conclusion.

Congress’s intent is clear from the statutory text that the purpose of the 1904
Act was to “sell or dispose of unallotted lands embraced in the Yakima Indian
Reservation.” 81, 33 Stat. at 596 (8 E.R. 1814). As part of that effort, Congress

also recognized “the claim of said Indians to the tract of land adjoining their
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present reservation on the west, excluded by erroneous boundary survey and
containing approximately [293,837] acres, accordingto the findings, after
examination, of Mr. E.C. Barnard.” Id. (emphasis added). Notably, Congress
purported to address the claim of the Yakama Nation only to a tract adjoining
their present reservation “on the west.” Id.; seealso 12 E.R. 2614-15
(distinguishing the “disputed western boundary” from the “straight line from
Grayback Peak to the hump on Mount Adams [which] was a portion of the
southern boundary™).

Congress also was explicit that this newly recognized tract had always been
part of the Reservation, except that it had been “excluded by erroneous survey.”
8 1, 33 Stat. at 596 (8 E.R. 1814) (referring to the Schwartz Survey). The 1904
Act further provided that “said tract shall be regarded as part of the Yakima Indian
Reservation for the purposes of this Act.” 1d. (emphasis added). As the district
court correctly concluded, the intent of Congress in recognizing the Nation’s claim
to an additional 293,837 acres was that land within this tract also could be allotted
to tribal members or sold as surplus lands under the Act. 1 E.R. 18.

That the 1904 Act did not address allotment and sale within Tract D falls
well short of demonstrating clearly and unambiguously that Congress thereby
intended to change the Treaty boundaries so as to exclude Tract D from the

Reservation. If, asthe County argues, there were no “claims by Yakama members
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that [Camas Prairie] was within the Reservation” prior to 1930, Klickitat Opening
Brief at 57, then Congress’s failure to address Tract D in the 1904 Act does not
iImply an intent to *“set” the southwestern boundary, id.at 60. The County cannot
have it both ways. Indeed, because the Tract D lands whose status is in question
here are not the allotted lands themselves, the County goes one step further to
argue that the diminishment test from Solemv. Bartlett, 465 U.S. 463 (1984), does
not apply. Klickitat Opening Brief at 65-66. But the question for this Court is not
whether Solem provides the relevant standard, but whether the 1904 Act is even
relevant, because it does not address (or contemplate) the land in dispute.

The surrounding circumstances and legislative history make equally clear
that Congress’s intent in the 1904 Act in recognizing the additional 293,897-acre
tract was not to change or diminish the 1855 boundaries, but rather to specify lands
to be allotted. And Congress sought to soften the blow of allotment, which the
Tribe opposed, by addressing the Nation’s concern about the erroneous surveys of
its western boundary. The House report accompanyingthe 1904 Act laments the
failure to open the Reservation as “a very great hindrance to the continued and
complete development of [ Yakima County and the State of Washington]” and
states the sense of the House that “this reservation should be opened at once.” 8
E.R. 1839. But“one of the principal obstacles in the way of securing an agreement

with the Yakimas [to open the reservation] was that relating to the adjustment of
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this boundary dispute.” 12 E.R. 2617; seealso S. Doc. No. 337, at 155-56.
Interior recommended that Congress “provid[e] for the adjustment of this claim of
the Indians for the lands which have been cut off the western portion of their
reserve,” whether or not negotiations continued regarding surplus lands. 12 E.R.
2617. By agreeing to the Nation’s claim on the western boundary, Congress
neutralized one objection to its decision to open the Reservation to settlement over
the protest of the Tribe.

The notion that the 1904 Act diminished the Yakama Reservation has been
explicitly and implicitly rejected on multiple occasions. The Supreme Courtin
Northern Pacific did not consider the 1904 Act relevant to its analysis of the
western boundary of the Reservation. 227 U.S. at 359-66. As Interior explained
to the Attorney General in 1932, the 1904 Act “specifically relates to the sale and
disposition of the surplus or unallotted lands of the Yakima Reservation” and
accordingly “fails to show anything which could be construed as finally fixing the
boundary of the reservation or in any way presenting an obstacle to the claim of
the Indians for additional land.” 10 E.R. 2202. In 1939, after the Treaty Map was
discovered, Congress itself demonstrated that the 1904 Act did not resolve the
boundary dispute by appropriating funds for the “completion of a survey of the
disputed boundary of the Yakima Reservation.” Actof May 10, 1939, ch. 119,

53 Stat. 685, 696 (1939). Nor did the ICC find the 1904 Act dispositive of the
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boundary questions before it. See supra Section 1.B.1 (pp. 18-19). Andthe
Attorney General could not have concluded in 1972 that the President could return
21,000 acres in Tract D to the Yakama Nation if the 1904 statute were viewed as
congressional diminishment of the Reservation and establishment of a new
Reservation boundary. To the contrary, the Attorney General observed that the
1904 Act “recognize[d] the 1899 survey, on the basis of the then available
evidence,” 9 E.R. 1869, but did not conclude that the Act altered the Treaty
boundary.

Nor is the opening of Tract D to settlement, including by the 1904 Act,
Inconsistent with its status as part of the Reservation. The Supreme Court has held
that “no matter what happens to title of individual plots within the area,” “[o]nce a
block of land is set aside for an Indian reservation. . . the entire block retains its
reservation status until Congress explicitly indicates otherwise.” Solem, 465 U.S.
at 470. Thatlandin Tract D was mistakenly sold as part of the General Land Laws
prior to the United States’ correction of the southwestern boundary does not
demonstrate clear and unequivocal congressional intent to diminish the
Reservation. The purpose of the 1904 Act was also to open lands to private sale;

it likewise did not have the effect of diminishing the Reservation. See Mattz, 412
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U.S. at 497 (holding that “allotment . . . is completely consistent with continued
reservation status.”).®

B. The 1904 Act did not create new boundaries for the
Reservation.

The County also argues that the boundaries established by the Treaty
actually describe a much smaller reservation than anyone has hitherto understood.
Klickitat Opening Brief at 59. Inthe County’s view, Congress’s recognition of
the Barnard line in the 1904 Act establishes a new boundary and a more generous
reservation to Yakama Nation than the Treaty itself provided. Id. at 65-66. The
County’s new interpretation of the Treaty of 1855 is not properly before this Court,
see supranote 5, and that interpretation is inconsistent with the best reading of the
Treaty (described above) in any event. The County’s argument that the 1904 Act
established new reservation boundaries fails for the reasons articulated above,
namely, that the Act did not diminish the boundaries described by the Treaty. See
supra Section I1.A (pp. 22-28). The argument also fails because the 1904 Act
evinces no hallmarks of a statute intended to establish and conclusively redefine

an existing Indian reservation.

8 Consistent with this precedent, the district court did not conclude, as the County
asserts, “that established expectations are irrelevant.” Klickitat Opening Brief at
64. Rather, the court concluded that “[t]estimony and evidence concerning the
present-day effect of recognizing Tract D as within the Reservation boundaries

Is irrelevant to the determination of what the parties agreed upon in the Treaty of
1855 and does not support a finding a Congressional diminishment.” 1E.R. 19.
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When Congress intends to establish and conclusively define an Indian
reservation boundary, it does so explicitly. For example, with the Warm Springs
Reservation—which, like the Yakama Reservation, was established pursuantto a
treaty in 1855 and became the subject of disputed surveys—Congress expressly
declared by statute: “That the true northern boundary line of the Warm Springs
Indian Reservation. . . is hereby declared to be that part of the line run and
surveyed by T.B. Handley .. ..” Actof June 6, 1894, ch. 93, 28 Stat. 86; see also
Chickasaw Nation v. United States, 94 Ct. Cl. 215, 221 (1941) (discussing statute
that declared “the boundary line between the State of Arkansas and the Indian
country, as originally surveyed and marked. . . is hereby declared to be the
permanent boundary between the State of Arkansas and the Indian country”).

The County’s reference to these laws as “similar” examples of Congress settling
a boundary dispute by legislation, Klickitat Opening Brief at 66 n.22, misses the
point: The 1904 Act contains no similar declaratory language and does not purport
to describe the “permanent” boundary.
CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, the judgment of the district courtthat TractD is

part of the Yakama Reservation should be affirmed.

29



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, I1D: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 35 of 92

Of Counsel:

MARY ANNE KENWORTHY
JAY W. FIELDS

Attorneys

U.S. Department of the Interior

July 6, 2020
90-12-05022

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Christine W. Ennis

JEFFREY BOSSERT CLARK
Assistant Attorney General

ERIC GRANT

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
RACHEL E. HERON

DARON CARREIRO
CHRISTINEW. ENNIS
Attorneys

Environment and Natural Resources Division
U.S. Department of Justice

30



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, I1D: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 36 of 92

Form 8. Certificate of Compliance for Briefs

9th Cir. Case Number(s) 19-35807, 19-35821

| am the attorney or self-represented party.

This brief contains 6,999 words, excluding the items exempted by Fed. R.
App. P. 32(f). The brief’s type size and typeface comply with Fed. R. App. P.
32(a)(5) and (6).

| certify that this brief (select only one):
[ ] complies with the word limit of Cir. R. 32-1.
[ ] is across-appeal briefand complies with the word limit of Cir. R. 28.1-1.

[X]is an amicus brief and complies with the word limit of Fed. R. App. P.
29(a)(5), Cir. R. 29-2(c)(2), or Cir. R. 29-2(c)(3).

[ ] is for a death penalty case and complies with the word limit of Cir. R. 32-4.

[ 1 complies with the longer length limit permitted by Cir. R. 32-2(b) because
(selectonly one):
[ ] itis ajoint brief submitted by separately represented parties;
[ ] aparty or parties are filing a single brief in response to multiple briefs; or
[ ] aparty or parties are filing a single brief in response to a longer joint brief.

[ ] complies with the length limit designated by court order dated

[ ] is accompanied by a motion to file a longer brief pursuantto Cir. R. 32-2(a).

Signature s/ Christine W. Ennis

Date July 6, 2020



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, ID: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 37 of 92

Addendum



Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, I1D: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 38 of 92

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

Document Description Number

Declaration of Bodie Shaw, ECF No. 76-1, Confederated
Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation v. Klickitat County, Addendum 1
No. 17-3192 (E.D. Wash. filed June 13, 2019)




Case: 19-35821, 07/06/2020, ID: 11743491, DktEntry: 41, Page 39 of 92

Ca

L = T -« B I = L. T - S R o R

[ S o B o® B o B % B o T G D o N o e o T . T T R T R
00 3 N U A W N = O WO 0 -1 N ha W N = O

D

e 1:17-cv-03192-TOR ECF No. 76-1 filed 06/13/19 PagelD.2048 Page 1 of 54

Jeffrey Bossert Clark

Amber Blaha

Daron Carreiro

Christine W. Ennis .
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(202) 616-9473

Attorneys for the United States

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

| THE CONFEDERATED TRIBES
AND BANDS OF THE YAKAMA

NATION,
Plaintiff, No. 1:17-cv-03192-TOR
v. DECLARATION OF BODIE SHAW
KLICKITAT COUNTY, ET AL.,
Defendants.

I, Bodie Shaw, declare as follows:

1.  Iam the Deputy Regional Director—Trust Services, Northwest
Region, for the Bureau of Indian Affairs at the Department of the Interior in
Portland, Oregon. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this
Declaration and am competent to testify thereto.

2. Since 1972, the Bureau of Indian Affairs Forestry Program has
managed approximately 22,000 acres of lands in Tract D in compliance with
federal statutes and regulations concerning Indian timberlands.

3.  The Bureau of Indian Affairs Forestry Program maintains an office in
Glenwood, Washington, and has facilitated on-reservation timber sales in Tract D
since 1987. The Forestry Program has harvested over 111,000,000 board-feet of

DECLARATION OF BODIE SHAW1

Addendum 1
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tribal timber and generated approximately $16,882,770 in revenue for the Yakama
Nation.

4.  Attached as Exhibit A is a map prepared by the Bureau of Land
Management showing the federal government’s understanding of the southwestern
boundary of the Yakama Reservation, including lands within Tract D, as reflected
by the 1981 Scherler survey.

5.  Attached as Exhibit B is a letter from the Secretary of Agriculture,
Clifford M. Hardin, to the Secretary of the Interior, Walter J. Hickel, dated
February 3, 1969.

6.  Attached as Exhibit C is a letter from the Assistant Secretary of the
Interior, Sgd. Harrison Loesch, to the Secretary of Agriculture, Clifford M. Hardin,
dated April 8, 1969.

7.  Attached as Exhibit D is a letter from Deputy Solicitor at the
Department of the Interior, Raymond C. Coulter, to Senator Karl E. Mundt, dated
July 21, 1971,

8.  Attached as Exhibit E is a Warranty Deed for the sale of 179.69 acres
within Tract D dated January 7, 1980, using funds from the Department of
Agriculture’s Farmers Home Administration Direct Loan Account.

9.  Attached as Exhibit F a title status report from the Bureau of Indian
Affairs showing that the above lands are currently held in trust.

10.  Attached as Exhibit G is a Warranty Deed for the sale of 63.64 acres
within Tract D dated October 2, 1984, using funds from the Department of
Agriculture’s Farmers Home Administration Direct Loan Account.

11.. Attached as Exhibit H a title status report from the Bureau of Indian

Affairs showing that the above lands are currently held in trust.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

DECLARATION OF BODIE SHAW?2
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Executed e 12,2019.

/s

odie

Deputy Regional Director—Trust Services

Eurc;au of Indian Affairs — Northwest
egion

91T Northeast Eleventh Avenue

Portland, OR 97232-4169
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No warranty is made by the Bureau of Land Management as
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individual or aggregate use with other data. Original data were
compiled from various sources. This information may not meet
National Map Accuracy Standards. This product was
developed through digital means and may be updated without
notification. M19-04-04
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ST
N, D.C. 20250 ‘
WASHINGTO 783 g

-
.

touruary 31969

Honorable Walter J. Hickel
Secretary of the Interior

Dear Mr. Secretary:

This is in reply to former Secretary Udall's letter .
of January 16, 1969 in which he urges that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture make prompt restoration of Yakima
tribal lands that were erroneously included in the

{ Gifford Pinchot National Forest.
mwm

Thisftract of approximately 21,000 acres has been man~
aged as an integral part of the National Forest System
for over 60 years. It has exceptional public values
and the Federal government now has a considerable
investment in physical improvements in the area.

We have not had the opportunity to discuss this claim
3 and the stipulation with the Department of Justice to
’ ’ obtain benefit of their advice. Until this has been
) done, we are not in a position to make a decision
i Fecqmmgnding restoration of the lands.

i - ’ A meeting with the Department of Justice'will be
I ; ) . arranged as soon as possible to deCermine how best to
- o ‘ proceed., .

Sincerely,

( ]Z’/‘) Q-t—gf«..;'
R 8901'9

pt Agriculture

Y N e G LA
o0 4 | { ‘I
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UNITED STATES )

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIORA Fo tee by
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY )

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240  OF iNGiAN 4
TR
D han g o e o)
APRd e 1565 T

Dear Mx, Secretary: ‘ﬁ‘ . ‘&"0//‘?“‘“
Thank you for your letter of February 3rd evnserning restoration (7

to the Yakima Tride of some 21,000 acres of Indian tribal lands
now ervonmously included in the Gifford Pinchot Hational Porest,

Over the yeoara the Yakime Tribe hes petitionsed for the restoration
of tribal laads omitted frem the resesvation by exwonesus boumdaery
eurveys, &wmumwmmamuhadtudy
been estsblished Dy the rostoration of other lands to the trite
which hod formerly buen consideved to be withia astional ferest
boundaries, ‘

Wo are hopaful that the curxent boundaxy problea invelving the
Gifford Pinchot National Forest and the Yokims Iribe can be
gesolved soon, If you fesl that wa could be of help in the
discussions with the Departmant of Justice, W would be glad

to participete,

Sincexely yours,
(Sad.; Liarrison Loesch

Assistant Seevetary of the Interior

Bunsrable tiiffeord M, Havdin
Secretary of Agriculture
Hashingtom, D,C, 20230

L
ce: ‘,_\Bg.lé"M. Baldwin, Area Dir., BIA, Portland (2)

‘Ce;

—rp e

4

Lt .
A A ptns i,.-(_’,(?u‘.«-l!- Cey /—rf),f—(/ 2

7 ;! ’
[' /.‘d.(,g_/' t’;-f.é ey f(;‘J- PO IR g

Addendum 9



Case 1:17a820399305 R 07EER2 N0 7621 111k 9é1BK BNt atéiB’205 78 PA§E 10 of 54

SHAW DECLARATION
EXHIBIT D

Addendum 10



N o, oo . 4
s ‘ 7

Casg kdBRAPBIFEFIR OTHERNRD 761 11 68/ BKEN P ahbi R PTEFo PEGS
' A United States Department of the Interior-.

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR /
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 7.

o

Honorsble Karl B. Mundt ' JUL21 97
United States Zenate
Washington, D, €, 20510

Dear Senstor Mundt: ’

Secretaxy Morton has asked me to respond to your letter of
July 6, 1971, concerning the attempts by the Yekima Tribe to regain
possesaion of 21,008.66 acres of land which are now sduinistered as
part of the Gifford Flnchot Rstional Forest and the Mount Adams
Wilderness by the Department of Agriculture.

=2E On February 25, 1966, the Indian Claims Commission held

that the ares vith vhich we are concerned was within the exterior

boundarfies of the Yakima reservation as established by the Treaty of

- June 9, 1853, 12 Stat. 951. As the June 24, 1971, letter from the

Indisn Claims Commission indicates, the Commission has suspended until
December 31, 1971, further action on the tribal claim. Unless there is
& prior aduinistrative recognition of the tribe's title to the land, it
is our understanding that the issue which will then be before the
Commission is whether this land has been taken by the United States and,
if so, the compensation which is owed for it.

It is the poaition of both this Department and the Yakima
Tride that tribal title has never been extinguished and that the
Indians are emntitled to possession of the area. The Department of
Agriculture, however, is now exercising jurisdiction over and is in
" possession of the land. Thus we camnot unilaterally place the tribe
in possession of it,

Attorneys from this office have met with attorneys in the
Department of Agriculture. The tribe's attomey end {ts chsirmen have
also met with attorneys and sduinistrative officials in the Deépertment
of Agriculture,

You may be assured that we will maske every possible effort
to effect a2 resolution of the matter prior to December 31, 1971.

Sincerely yours,
Raymond C.Coutter

DEPUTY
Solicitor

Copies to: BIA(2) Attn: Read Property Management
Regdonal Solicitor, Portland
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STATE OF WASHINGTON) oL 1

Certificate of True Copy

L 233t

o JE B orrisay.s
County of Kilickl

$inf
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J

INDEXED

1 __NANCY J. EVANS .

-

ANCY J. EVANS o ereeeerrsey County Auditor of Klickitat County, State of
Washington, and custodian of the official records and files of said County, do hereby certify that
L ha\l‘écoi"ﬁpﬁe&tai}eﬁforegomgwwmﬁmyDEED — 12 TR L

: e 199 of Deeds pg.326 of Klickitat County and that it is a

o WIrnole neranl

. e - .
thereof, as appears in"Volume
frue and-corregt copy 01 tae S

) N
i Ll 1 3

5th  day of. November_ . = AD, 1980.
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.- p 3 > - el - -
County Audifor of Klickitat County, State ‘gf{ashmgton
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~e- ., WARRANTY DEED sanz:-

'xtf,? |

i S
H.Jaau s ¥ da i
S i TPfidba AFFL 37 —Ires
f e S OivIDIAL) . -

=

HIRT

bl

p g FEERA IS i o
F N TR, bl Ty

- A
| .

The Grantor . _WAYNE L. WEBB “g_nd_ _JANA L. WEUB. HUSPAND AND_HIPF

M-

A L8 A

S

{
{4 1

——— -

residing at. TYGH_VALLEY, OREGON | . —reomcoe

o [ Ryeplp iy . i -
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' L [ —— Y ‘ L : -
for and In consideration of ONE_FURDRED SEVENTY THZISEND_and. i YA 030 Aol tulbefinin

—

HEaaAkEseabahe (G117

= =($170,000.00) 2svn=r ¥ 7" """ Dollars {g hand paid, convey_._. 4nd

wirtant..__ »w_r;_‘I:HE jUNITED— STATES OF AMERICA 14 _TRUST, ?@;gg_gi_g;g'g;_@_i“_i

JRIBES —- the grantee._ the following described real estate
‘PARCEL "A": That portion of the WiE} Section 14, T. 6 M., R. 12 E.,
@illarmetce Meridiazn, Washington, described as follows: Beginning at
a point on the West line of said .subdivision South 1°49' W 745.5 feet
from the NW cocrpner of KEk of said Section l4; thence South 49920 B
along center line of established County Road 1708.9 feet fo the East
line of said W4E4; thence South 1©36" ¥ along said East line to a
point 738.94 feet North of South line of Section 14; thence North
‘88946° West 1,277.29 feet; thence South 1240 wWest 7318.94 feet; thenc
West 60 feet to the West line of EL of said Section 1l4: thence North
1040* East to the point of beginning. EXCEPT County Road and the
following described tract: Commencing at the SE corner of above-
described tract; thence North B8C46* W 474 feet; thence North 19367
‘East 250 feet; thence South 88°46' East 281 feet; thence North 1°36°
Eagt 60 feet; thence South 88946'East to the East line of ‘the above~
described tract; thence South 1936’ West to the point of beginning.

ity .
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PARCEL “B": ELNW) Section 23, T. 6 H., R. 12 E., Willamette He;réd;ian,
Washington; Containing 172.69 acres, Dore OI less, including E‘.’ .stares
“Hell RBoaring irrigation Stock. —
?ufa.x%%r TO AND EJ#EEPI‘E‘icgeziscing- easeseats for public roads and highwavs, rights pf-
way for railroads, pipelines and public wtilities ard Rights to zalntain dazw and ditches

on said premises as decreed in Elickitar County ‘Superior Court Cause No. [616.

N

P2 M | Zti;’{t?

This conveyance is made pursuant to the Act of April 11, 1970 (B4 Stat.
120} 7 |

M"-'-Pf-——f}bl.au‘i&ﬁé_c/{ 7 .

, State of Washington.

L A D, 9.2

v~

} WAYRE/L. WEBB .
‘” - . Mﬁ@f_,{é&&é ‘
. ; HONA L. WEB3

Py
-

o T

e e ® -l

AL )

STATE OF ORESOY, County of Waszo J ss.
Cor e f k-

-~
-

Per&og&{]iy ap‘pe‘a‘:e&; ‘tha above pamed WAYNE L. WEBB and . 7 ;
nd -acknovledgedithe” foregoing fnscrument to be cheir voluatary act and deed,
acke - _ ‘

Before meh 'lﬁl 7S A ha,gf\ —? ) i{,"’i/it,t):?&_.

¥ “Fuhlic ror Uregom X s
wotary rublic ror ureg (]—9;--6-

o B

Yy commissicn expires

203 o 22

‘-—m,

P

S g
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Attached Certificate copy of Warranty Deed ta be
recorded . to delate "AND EXCEPTING" in Parcel B,
as requested by Lehigh J. John, Realty Officer of
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TRIBES e mem UD€ gTATIEEE. - the following described real estate
PARCEL "A": That portion of the WkiEk Section 14, T. 6 N R. 12 ®

§ . » . . e . i - . o Ul‘ '&_‘j f “ o -~ ,.‘-‘ 4 “Ay-- . Al
Wiilamette Meridian, Washington; described as follows: Beginning a
a point on the West lime of said sub i i -h 1940' W 745.5 f

from the NW corner of NE)% of Said'Sécﬁioﬁ,ié; tﬁghcé séuﬁh749°20‘.ﬂ
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along center line of established County Road 1708.9 feet to the Ea
line of said WkE%; thence South 1°36' W along said East line to a
point 738.94 feet North of South line of Section 14; thence NHorth
38046 West 1,277. ‘ect; thence South 1940' West 738.34 feet; thenc
West €0 feet to the West line of Ek of said Section 14; thence North
1040* East to the point of beginning. EXCEPT County Road and the
following described tract: Commencing at the SE corner of above-
described tract; thence North‘88°46"w 474 feet; thence North 1936
Fast 250 feet; thence South 8§°46' East 281 feety thencge North 1936
Fast 60 feet; thence South 88046'East to the Ezst line of the above-
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described tract; thence South 1°36° West to the point of beginning.
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PARCEL "B": EXNW% Section 23, T. 6 N., R. lE‘E;,‘Willaggtte,Meridian,
waShingtom,,Containingw;79;69wﬁcgggf-mo;e'og)lass, including 12 shares

vf Hell Roari T Irrigation Stock. _ ‘ T T
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on said premises as decreed in Klickitat County Superior Court Cause No. 16l6.

This conveyance is made pursuant to the Bct of April 11, 1970 (84 Stat.
120) , ) . hing | ‘
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SIAEEZQT'OBEGOH,,Canmy of Wasco ) ss. o ' January _~ ., 1980

Personz11y ap«p—eaﬁ:edi the above named V..YNE 1. WEBB and JANA L. WEBB, hus‘b‘and‘ and wife,
and acknowizdged’ the foregoing instrument to be their voluntary act and deed.
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Americon Land Title Associotion
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Ui Policy Form=1943
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SCHEDULE A

3

Premium § &19.25
{ fl=ctive

| - Policy ﬁo;'K"‘Z'aGO'
Bare January 8, 1980 at 8:00 a.m, -

Amount $ 179,000,000

T} 3 3

1. The esctate or interesc in the land described or referred to in this schedule, covered by this policy,

Fee Simple Estate.

2. Title to the estate or interest covered by this policy at the date hereof is vested in:

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN TRUST FOR THE YAKIMA TRIBES.

3. The land referzed to in this policy is sitated in the County of Klickitat
Washington, and is desecribed as follows: ‘

See Attached.

TE-21 1766

P . . . . 3 .
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DESCRIPTION | 121\5 12908 .

PARCEL A:

That portion of the West half of the East half of Section 14,
Township 6 North, Range 12 East of the Willamette Meridian,

- . R . ﬂ’-_ ‘ - _’ .
Washington, described as follows:

eginning at a point on the West line of said subdivision
O 70" West 745.5 feet from the Northwest cormex of the
Quarter of said Section 14,

1€ ;.A,hqu\QQO 20' East along center line of established County
Road 1708.9 feet to the East line of said West half of the East
half; :
thence Sduth_lo 36' West along said East line to a point 738.94
feet North of Sguth line o Section 14y

‘hence North 88~ 46" Wes 99 feet:
thence South 1° 40' West

738.94 feet; -
thence West 60 feet to the West line of the East half of said
Section 1l4; o |
thence North 1° 40' East to the point of beginning.

EXCEPT County Road and the following desecribed tract:

Commengin%;at,the Southeast corner of above described tract;
thence North 88° 46' West 474 feet; ‘
thence North 1~ 36" East 250 feet;
thence South 8 0746’ Fast 281 feet;
thence North 1°_36' East 60 feet; | |
thence South 88® 46' East to the East line of the above described
tract;
thence South 1° 36' West to the point of beginning.

P

e e o+ 7 e

PARCEL B:

.

The East half of the Northwest Quarter of Section 23, Township 6
North, Range 12 East of the Willamette Meridian.

ALL Situate in the Gounty of Klickitat, State of Washingtonll

LR 25 BN S
b PRI e -
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. . ‘e o ~ - * : . - . o Co ) - SeTEUE - g g Wy e i
. « . 5 X “ “ - £ - . . - B
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American Land Title Association

U.S. Policy Form — 1963

124 12906

GENERAL EXCEPTIONS

Governmental POWCE'S.

-

TV e

%

{a) consequences of the future exercise or enforcement or attempted exercise or enforcement
of police powet, bankruprey powet, or power of eminent domain, under any existing or future law
or _gover'nme:ntal regulafiqn; {b) consequences of any law, ordinance ot governmental regulation,
now or hereafter in force, (including building and zoning ‘ordinances) {imiting or regulating the
use or enjoyment of the property, estate -or interest described in Schedule A, or the character,
size, use or location of any improvement now Or hereafter erected on said property.

Matzers Not of Record
2. The following matters which are not of record at the date of this policy are not insured
against: '
(a) rights or claims of parties in possession not shown of record; (b) questions of survey;

(c) easements, claims of gasement or mechanics’ liens where no notice thereof appears of record;
and (d) conveyances, agreements. defects, liens or encumbrances, if any, where no notice thereof

appears of record; provided, however, thé provisions of this fsubpam_gragﬁ 2(d) shall not apply if
title to said estate or.interest is vested in the United States of America on the date hereof.

Matters Subsequent to Date of Policy

3. This policy does not insure against loss or damage by reason of defects, liens or encums
brances created subsequent to the date hereof.

Refusal to Purchase

4, This policy does not sure against loss or damage by reascn of the refusal of any pérson to
purchase, lease or lend money on the property, estate ot interest described in Schedule A.

Special Exceptions

1. Rights to maintain dam and diteihes on said premises as

decreed in Klickitat County Superior‘Cnurt.Cause No. 1616,

TP-23 1/66
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American Land Title Associstion
U,S. Poliey Form~ 1943

124 12936

CONDITIONS AND STIPULATIONS

4 which this Company is ligble under this policy, notice in writing o such action or proceeding or de o sha
be given by ihe Attorney General to this Compony within 90 days after notice of such

_ I 1 _ [a B - .
freral;ond upon tailure to-give SUCA RO = thon O C

or proceeding shall be begui or defense asserted which moy result in an adverse judgmert or decree resulling

.action or proceeding or defense has

been received by the- ney en i this. Company with réspett to
the defect, claim, lien or encumbrance asserted or enforced in such action or proceeding shall terminate. Failure fo give
netice, however, shall not prejudice the rights of the party insured, (1) if the party insured shall not-be a party to such action
or proceeding, or {2} if such porty, being a parfy to such oction-or proceeding be neither served with summons therein nor
have actual notice of such action or proceeding, or (3) if this Compony shall not be prejudiced by failure of the Attorney

General to give such notice

r

NOTICE OF WRITS
2. [n case knowledge shdll come o the Attorney General of the issuance or service of any writ-of execution, attachment or
other process. fo enforce any judgment, order or decree adversely affecting the tifle, estate or interest insured, seid party
shell notify this Company thereof in writing ‘within 90 days from the date of such knawledge; and upon a failure to do so,
then all liability of this Compony in conseguence of such judgment, order or decree or matterthereby adjudicated shall
terminate unless this Company shall net be prejudiced by reason of such failure to notify. '

DEFENSE OF CLAIMS ‘ |
3. This Company agrees, but only ot the election and request of the Attorney General of the United States, to defend at its

own cost and expense ihe title, estdate or interest hereby insured in all actions or other proceedings which are founded upen

of in which jt is asserted by way of defense, o defect, claim, lien or encumbrance against which this policy insures, provided,

hawever, that the request 1o defend is given within sufficient time 1o permit the Company to answer or otherwise participate

in the proceeding. tf any action or proceeding shall be begun or defense be asserted in any .action.or proceeding affecting or .
relating to the title, estate or ‘nterest hereby insured ond the Attarney General elects to defend at the Govermnnient's expense,

the Company shall upon request, copperate and render all reasonable assistence in the prosecution ar defense of such pro-
ceeding and in prosecuting oppesls. :

|f the Aitorney General shall fail to request and permit the Compdny te defend, then.all liability of the Company with
respect to the dvfect, claim, lien or encumbrance asserted in . such action er proceeding shall terminate; provided, however,
that if the Attovey General shall give the Compony simely potice of all proceedings ond an opportunity to suggest such
defenses and actians as it shall .conceive should be taken and the Attemney Generol shall present:the defenses and toke the .

actions of which the Company shall advise him in writing, then the 1iability of the Company shell continue; but in eny event
the Company shall permit the Attorney General without costor expense to use the information and-focilities of the Company
for ol purposes ‘which he thinks necessary or incidentdl to the defending of any such action or proceeding or any claim
‘asserted by woy of defense therein and fo the prosecuting of an appeal. :

COMPROMISE OF ADVERSE CLAIMS ) _
4. Any compromise, settlement -or discharge by the United States or its duly authori

zed representative of an adverseé claim,
without the consent of this Company shall bar any claim sgainst the Company hereunder. Provided, however, that the Aftorney
General moy ot his election submit to the issuing company for wpproval or disapprovol any proposed compromise, set
oF discharge of any odverse claim and in the event of the consent of the issuing com he

ment or discharge it shall be liable. for the poyment of the full dmount paidi

pro tlement
pany to the proposed compromise, settle-

5TATEMENT OF LOSS 7 . ‘

5. A stotement in writing of cay loss or damage sustained by the party insured, .and for which it is claimed this Company is
liable under this policy, shall be furnished by the Attorniey General to this Compdny within 50 days cfier said party has
notice of such lass or damage ond no right of action shall acerue under this policy until 30 doys after such statement shall
have been furnished. No recovery shall be had under this policy unless suit be brought thereon within one year after said

periad of 30 days. Failure:to furnish such statement of loss or to bring such suit within the times specified shall not offect

the Compony's liability under this policy unless this Company hus been prejudiced by reason of such failure 16 fuenish a
stotement of loss or 1o bring such swuit.

POLICY REDUCED BY PAYMENTS OF LOSS |

&. All payments of loss under this policy shall reduce the amount of this policy pro tanto.

AMENDMENT OF POLICY N

7. No provision or condition of this policy con be waived or chonged except by writing endorsed hereon or attached herato
signed by the President, a Vice President, the Secretary, an Assistdnt Secretary or other validating officer of the Company.
NOTICES, WHERE SENT ,

8. All.notices required to be given the Company and dny statement in writing required to be furnished the Company shall be
addressed to it at the office which issued this policy or to its Home Office, 1109 Second Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98101.

9, THE PREMIUM SPECIFIED IN SCHEDULE A IS THE ENTIRE CHARGE FOR TITLE SEARCH, TITLE EXAMINATION
AND TITLE INSURANCE. - | '

TP.24 1/66
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OWNER'S INFLATION PROTECTIVE [NDORSEMENT NO. 3

The Company. recognizing the eurrent effeet of inflation on real property vahualion andd intending 1o provide
addilional ‘monetary protection to the lnsured Owner named in said Poliey. herehy modifies said Policy. as follows:

1. :\Egtwmmandiug anything contained in «aid Policy 1o the cortrary. the amount of insurance provided by
said Policy. as stated in Schedule A thereof. ix subject 1o rumulative annual upward. adjustments in the man-
ner and to the extent hercinaller specified. -

“Adjustment Date” is defined. for the purpose of this Indorsement. to be 12:01 aan. on the first January 1
which oceurs more than six months after the Date of Policy, as <howw in Schedule & of the Poliey to which
this Tndorsement is attached and on each succeeding Janmary 1.

An upward adjustment will be made an ecach of the Adjustment Dates, s defined above. by increasing the
maximum of insurance provided by waid Poliey tas said amount may have been inereased theretofore
under the terms of this [ndorsement) by the swme pereenlage. i any. hy which the United States De-
partment of Commeree Composile Construetion Cost Index (hase period 19671 lov the month of September
immediately preceding exceeds such Index for the month of September one year parlier: provided, however.
that the maximum amount of insurance in foree vhall never exreed 175%¢ of the amount of insurance
dated in Schedule A of said Dolicy. less the amount -of wry daim paid under said Policy which under the
terms of the Conditions and Stipulalions. reduces the amount of insuranve in foree, There shall be no annual

adjustment in the amount of insurance for years in which there is no tnerease in sait Construction Cost Index.

L mmmege e

In the settlement of any claim sgainsl the Company under said Poliry. the amount of insuranve in {oree shall
e deemed to be the amoumt which iv in force as of the date an which the insuved claimant first learned of
the assertion or possible asseriion of such claim, or as of the date of receipt by the Company of the first nolice
of such claim. whichever shall first oceur. ) |

ot s e e g Yt b et A g T -

Nothing herein contained clinll e construed as extending or changing the eflfective date of said Policy.

This indorsement is made a part of safd Poliey and is «ubject 1o the schedules, conditions and stipulations there-
in. except as modilied by the provisions heveal.

J U oY

Dated: January 8, 1980 at 8:00 a.m.
Palicy No. K-2860

T

PUSTRENESPSREE R St

SAFECO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

A el ) Mool

Authorized Signalmre

TP-55 11474
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i

Amaricon Land Title Ass . ‘ < . .
UTST‘F-‘C:EW I?.da's_eme : Premium: $2 5.00

' Toaxe. 1 96

[8 WY o Ay Sy & =7

Total:

INDORSEMENT
Attached to Policy No. K-2860
Issued by
SECURITY TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY

OF WASHINGTON

1. Schedule A of the above policy is hereby amended in the following

{a) Paragraph 1 of Schedule A is hereby deleted ahd the following is s_nbsti_tut_e-d;:

1. The estate .or interest in the Tand described or referred to—in this Schedule

this policy is:

FEE SIMPLE ESTATE.

(b) Paragraph 2 of Schedule A is hereby deleted and the following is substituted:
2. Title to the estate or interest covered by this. policy art the date hereof is vested in: -

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
in trust for the YAKIMA TRIBES

(c) Paragraph 3 of Schedule A is hereby deleted and the following is substituted;

3. The land teferred to in this policy is simated in the Connty of KLICKITAT State of
‘Washington, and is described as follows: SEE ATTACHED.

o emmhins

b e b T R

e

T R

TP-25 1/66
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DESCRIPTION

12L 1239086

PARCEL A:

That pqrtion-of the West half of the East half of Section 14,
Township 6 North, Range 12 East of the Willamette Mexridian,

| Reginning at a'point-on.theWést'line-ofsaid subdivision
South 1~ 40" West 745.5 £

W (YL

Washington,,debcribed‘as follows:

et from the Northwest corner of the.
Section 1&; |

thence ath 49~ 20' East a ng center line of abli

Road 1708.9 feet to the East line of gaid West half oX

half;

thence South 1° 36' West along said East line to a poimnt 738.94
feet North of Sguth 1ine of Section 14;

¥

iy

thence North 88 46 West 1, 277-29 feet;

.
Bt

B
néﬁéagﬁ

£33

Sy

thence Soutrh 1~ 40' West 738.94 feety

thence West 60 feet to the West line of the East half of said
Section 14; | | |

thence North 1~ 40' East to the point of heginning.

EXCEPT County Road and the following described trackt:

Commencing at the Southeast corner of above described tract;

thenCe”Nﬁrﬁh‘B- 46" West 474 feet;

thence North 1~ 36" East 250 feet;

thence Sauth‘Sgo 46" East 281 feet;

thence North 1~ 36" East 60 feet; _ 7 ,
thence Somth‘88o 46' East to the East line of the above described
tract; ,

thence South 1® 36' West to the point of beginning.

PARCEL B:

The East half of the Northwest Quarter of Sectiomn 23, Township 6
North, Range 12 East of the Willamette Meridian.

ALL Situate in the County of Klickitat, State of Washington.

b ey S b g P

\-
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v
bt

American Land Title 'A?iéocidt:;jn-
1.5, Policy Indorsement, 1963.

125 12906

Indorsement antinu’_e_d.

2. Schedule B of the above policy is hcrcby-jamt:rid'e;d in-the following particuiars:

(a) Puragraphs numbered and of Schedule B are hereby deleted.

(b) Schedule B of the abive policy is amended by adding the following paragraph’s numbere&
NONE to , inclusive,

g

e e By R T

3. .Subpatagraph 2(d} of the General Exceptions of the above policy is hereby deleted.

4. The effective date of the abave policy is hereby extended to the date .shown below.

NOVEMBER 5, 1980

f -
b
3

:

i‘i .

The total liability of the Company under said pelicy and this indorsement thereto shall not
exceed, in the aggregate, the sum of $170,000.9%nd costs which the Company is oblizated
under the Conditions and Stipulations thereof to pay.

L Ee A  Ihn v e Yo

g

‘This indorsement is made & pare of said policy and is subject to the Schedules, General
Exceptions and the Conditions and Stipulations therein; except as modified by the provisions
hereof. ' ‘

December 22, 1980 8:00 a.m.
SECURITY TITLE INSURANGE COMIPANY

OF WABrINGTON

7

STANT .SECRETARY

TP~ 26 1766

eI

i e
‘,'*"f .4%:._
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B
i R.g?,g.‘-;gg%?

124 1239086

Safeco Title Insurancz Company | Premium: $25.00
hrh anmd Tina Tax: o 1.25

Total: ‘$25r25

Seattle, Washington 9811L

g g e e el e b

UPDATING Indorsement -
for attachment to Policy No. K-2860

The Company insures that there are no liens, or .encumbrances
disclosed by records affecting said estate or interest other
than those shown in said Policy. | | ;

The effective date of the above referred Policy is hereby
extended to July i, 1980. | |

The total Tiability of this and any other indorsement shall:
not exceed in the aggregate the face amount of said Poiley.

Hart§'Lehgr
Title O0fficer

PN eI |
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!

L

Amnricen Lond Title Azséciation
1.5. Poficy Foim— 1963, '

124 12958

FOLICY OF TITLE INSURANCE

408 BELSONLD AVENUE SEATTLE. WAL -ISGFfoNn 98107 + MAIN 2-0870

Security Tide Insurance Company of Washington, a Washington corporatica, herein called the
Company, for a valuable consideration

HEREBY INSURES o ooy

i

THE, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Y

o am ST

hereinafter called the lasured, 2 ainst less or damage not exceeding the amount stated in Schede
r ca 128 B g i :

ule A, topether with costs and expguses which the Company may beconie obligated to pay as
y tOg 1 €O ‘ , 1pan; g pay
prqv‘id_ed in the Conditions and Stipulations heteof, which the Insured shall sustain by reason of:

any defect in or lien or encumbrainge on the ticle to the estate or interest covered hereby
in the land described or referred to in Schedule A, existing at the date hereof; not shown
or referred to in Schedule B or excluded from coverage by the General Exceptions; '

all subject, however; to the provisions of Schedules A and B and to the General Excepsicas and
10 the Conditions and Stipulations Lereto annexed; all as of the date shown in Schedule A, the
effective date of this policy.

[
-
i
g
¥
i
!
“
oL
v -
&A
D
%
o
]
L
i

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Security Title Insurance - Company -of Washington has caused this
policy to be authenticared by the facsimile signature of its Presidens but this policy is not
valid unless attested by the Secretary or an Assistant Secretary. |

SECURITY TITLE INSURANCE GOMPANY

OF WASHINGTON

B S 1 e AR el

Attest < L,,(éé{"? Z’L,i,_ jz/dzﬂnémp

ASSISTANT SECK

TP-20 1766
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SHAW DECLARATION
EXHIBIT F
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Case 1:17a8203993088R 07O N0 7621 111296 1BKB NP addi B'207 56 PA§E 28 of 54

United States Departnent of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Title Status Report
Report Certification Tine and Date: 03/30/1990 08: 00: 00 PM
Request or: BKILBORN Dat e/ Ti me: 05/20/2019 14:56: 43
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces

124 YAKANVA T 5226 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMA ACGENCY Bot h
REG ONAL CFFI CE

Oiginal Allottee:
See Appendi x A for Land Legal Descriptions
Title Status

Tract 124 T 5226 is held by the United States of Anerica in trust for the [and owner(s) wth trust
interests and/or by the |Iand owner(s) with restricted interests and/or fee sinple interests, as
listed in Appendix "B" attached to and incorporated in this Title Status Report.

The title to Tract 124 T 5226 is current, conplete, correct, and without defect. Owership is in
unity and interests are owned in the following title status: trust.

The tract ownership is encunbered by the title docunments whi ch have been approved by a properly
del egated Federal official and are required to be recorded by | aw, regulation, or Bureau policy as
listed on Appendix "C' attached to and incorporated in this Title Status Report.

See Appendix D for all other docunents that are required to be recorded by | aw, regul ation or Bureau
pol i cy.

No Tract Notes or Coded Remarks for this tract.

This report does not cover encroachnents nor any other rights that mght be disclosed by a physica
i nspection of the prem ses, nor questions of |ocation or boundary that an accurate survey may

di scl ose. This Report al so does not cover encunbrances, including but not limted to irrigation
charges, unpaid clains, not filed or recorded in this Land Titles and Records O fice. This report
does not state the current ownership of the interests owned in fee sinple but states the ownership
at the time the interest ceased to be held in trust or restricted ownership status.

This Title Status Report is a true and correct report of the status of title to the real estate
descri bed herein according to the official |and records recorded and naintained in this office.

Page 1 of 5 Addendum 28



Case 1:17a820399308ER 07O N0 7621 111k 96 1B BN addi D207 6 7 PA§E 29 of 54

Appendi x " A"
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Number LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKAVA T 5226 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMA AGENCY Bot h
REG ONAL OFFI CE
Land Legal Descriptions
Section Townshi p Range State County Meri di an Legal Description Acr es
14 006. OON 012. OOE WASHI NGTON KLI CKI TAT Wl lamette 95. 660

METES AND BOUNDS: THE EY2 NW4 OF SECTI ON 23, AND THAT PORTION OF THE W2 E2 OF SECTI ON 14, TOMSH P, 6
NORTH, RANGE 12 EAST, W LLAMETTE MERI DI AN, KLI CKI TAT COUNTY, WASHI NGTON, DESCRI BED AS FCOLLOWS:
BEG NNI NG AT A PO NT ON THE WEST LINE OF SAID SUBDI VI SI ON S. 01°40' W, 745.50 FEET FROM THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF THE NEY2 OF SAI D SECTION 14; THENCE S. 49°20'E., ALONG CENTER LI NE OF ESTABLI SHED COUNTY
ROAD 1708. 90 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF SAID WEST HALF OF THE EAST HALF;, THENCE S. 1°36'W, ALONG SAID
EAST LINE TO A PO NT 738.94 FEET NORTH OF SOUTH LI NE OF SECTI ON 14, THENCE N. 88°46' W, 1,277.29
FEET; THENCE S. 1°40'W, 738.94 FEET; THENCE WEST 60 FEET TO THE WEST LINE OF THE EY2 OF SAI D SECTI ON
14; THENCE N. 1°40'E., TO THE PO NT OF BEG NNI NG  EXCEPT COUNTY ROAD AND THE FCOLLOW NG DESCRI BED
TRACT BOTH LOCATED I N SECTI ON 14: COMVENCI NG AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF ABOVE DESCRI BED TRACT;
THENCE N. 88°46' W, 474 FEET, THENCE N. 1°36'E., 250 FEET; THENCE S. 88°46' E., 281 FEET; THENCE
N. 1°36' E., 60 FEET; THENCE S.88°46'E., TO THE EAST LI NE OF THE ABOVE DESCRI BED TRACT THENCE
S.1°36'W, TO THE PO NT OF BEG NNI NG AND EXCEPT PART OF THE EAST 591 FEET OF THE W2 NEY2 OF SECTI ON
14, CONTAI NI NG 4. 03 ACRES, MORE OR LESS, DESCRIBED AS: BEG NNI NG AT THE | NTERSECTI ON OF THE CENTER
OF THE COUNTY ROAD NO. 1927 AND THE EAST BCUNDARY COF SAI D WEST HALF, THEN S. 1°36' O0W, ALONG SAID
EAST BCUNDARY 100 FEET, THEN N. 88°46'W, 591.01 FEET, THEN N. 1°36'00"E., 571.09 FEET OI THE
CENTERLI NE OF SAI D COUNTY ROAD, THEN S.50°04' E., ALONGSAI D CENTERLI NE 753. 43 FEET TO THE PO NT OF
BEG NNI NG, EXCEPT RI GHT- OF- WAY FOR COUNTY ROAD ALONG NORTHEASTERLY BOUNDARY, CONTAI NI NG 175. 66
ACRES, MORE OR LESS, AFTER THE ABOVE EXCEPTI ONS.

23 006. OON 012. OOE WASHI NGTON KLI CKI TAT Wl lamette E NW 80. 000

TOTAL TRACT ACRES: 175. 660
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Case 1:1928£03963%5YR 07TEE2R) 7821 1 1188 /13KbB NP agé D' 207 £8 PAJE 30 of 54

Appendi x "B"
Land Area Land Area Nanme Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKANVA T 5226 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAVA AGENCY Bot h
REG ONAL OFFI CE
Ef fecti ve Omership as of 11/19/2004
------------ OMER ------—-—----- ---- DOCUMENT ---- NAMVE ACQUI RED | FRACTION AGGR SHARE AGGREGATE
Tribe & ID No. / | Indian / ] SURNAME / AS CONVERTED
Code DB |Nonindian| Title |Interest*] dass Type Nunber FIRST NAVE | ACQUI RED TO LCD DECI MAL
124 T124-30 Tri be Tr ust All Deed- TS SPEC AUT 12906 YAKI VA TRI BES 1 1
YAKI MA 1 1 1. 0000000000
I N TRUST: 1
* "All" means the equitabl e beneficial 1 1.0000000000
interest and the legal title interest nerged
t oget her. I'N FEE: 0
1 .0000000000
TOTAL: 1
1 1.0000000000
Page 3 of 5 Addendum 30




Case 1:1928£03963%5YR 07TEE2R) 7821 1 1188 /13Kb NP age D' 207 §9 PAJE 31 of 54

Appendi x "C"
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKANVA T 5226 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMVA AGENCY Bot h

REG ONAL CFFI CE

Omnership of Tract 124 T 5226 is encunbered by the foll ow ng:
NO REALTY DOCUMENTS FOUND

Type of

Encunbr ance Encunbr ance Hol der Expiration Docunment Description and Expl anation

PERM T EMVA JANE LAVALLI E PERPETUAL 16511 CANCELLATI ON OF GRAZING PERM T NO. 1-4453, DCC.
NO. 15274.

M SCELLANEQUS JOE SALI NAS PERPETUAL 12906 Rl GATS TO MAI NTAIN DAM  AND DI TCHES AS DECREED
I NKLI CKI TAT COUNTY SUPERI ORCOURT CAUSE NO 1616, AS
SET FORTH | N DEED. TOGETHER W TH 12 SHARES OF
HELL ROARI NG | RRI GA- TION STOCK, AS SET FORTH I N
DEED.

Page 4 of 5 Addendum 31
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Appendi x "D
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKAVA T 5226 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMVA AGENCY Bot h

REG ONAL CFFI CE

No Contracts to list for Appendix D

No Encunbrances to list for Appendix D

Page 5 of 5 Addendum 32
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SHAW DECLARATION
EXHIBIT G
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'DOCUMENT TRANSMITTAL MEMO

‘To:  Portland Title Plant Date:_ 9/20/85

"-zrom. " PAD ~ Realty

Please record the attached document and*

)‘@i}(?’u Beturn
[ ° Retain in Title Plant

_ﬂ {Other — ‘ Spegifv)

Reservation (Code No.' only) 124 Tract No. ) o4

Type Dotument (Code No.) 10

B B R e e

o v

R

ﬁ;‘;ency' s File No. :L"" any) CG!‘ibu\! '”t Eﬂf\’&k fma Tl"'lbeﬁ

oL e MR T

I\ucno‘"l 'Eﬂ Dlghd LUIE

”:_under.‘NG.‘.‘ 124 11#6‘8:3

TR&N %:I"('Iala AC!CNG&‘IED{}EHEWT

vo: WU - AZally _vase: s /00, aZ;
From.“ Portland Title Pdant

- The- document identlf‘ied above has been recorded. :
(see date-time

stamp on reverse) and is.

E// Returned herewith
o Retained

Q:,Lyuse/ uéf;w‘ %

/ / Authorized Signatu‘re

(TITLE PLANT USE ONLY) .
Date entéred in Recc-rdatiou Register /’ o/
EXAMIN:.R'S REHARK.S '

SN

g i )

Kl g oy e e

N im,—i‘. ,_f,:;-;‘,_u,‘w,?.

e

e
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'. MEVENUZ STAMPS

_THIS SPACE RESERVED SOR RECORDER'S USE:

';?:Fnled for Record at Request of

1 OQ/.

:ﬂ?ul ﬂsﬂ

S —— e =
[ = ‘ el ' () (]
m—

‘P O Box 632

' Lup_@_&ngﬂ‘__s: 98948

e b

:‘Elfhﬁ‘“\;; 5 ) sl ; 5 Akt - :

A

7 Ak ‘-‘- %

- R
o by A ST

S

Form LS8

‘ su‘:tu,t_mf Warrauty Deed

THE 'GRANTOR MABEL W. CONBOY, A WIDOW, AS HER SEPARATE ESlATE, | :
'WILLIAM P. CONBOY AND ELLEN W. CONBOY, HUSBAND AND WIFE, EACH AS
TO HIS RESPECTIVE INTEREST - .
Tmfmﬂlnﬂmmkmhmlﬁ EIGHTY- NINE THOUSAND AND NO/IOU ($89 000 00)

in hand Pa'd conveys and wareants to. THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA N TPUST FO SR THE

. YAKTMA TRIBES o S ;
the foliowmg de%nbed real estate, s:tuated in the Cnunty of KLI CKI TAT - o State of :

: ‘,Washmgmn‘ WAS H INGTON

'SEE uEGAL*DESCRIPTLQN ATTACHED.

lL“T”“T&fﬁﬁ

Laf LA SR ‘h« al e

t.r L 11 av-na L e »v\ii

g S0 r**

S S - A
,“,Q&gﬁ&i e M%

CTHIS CONVEYAN E IS MA E PURSUANT TO PL 91- 229, APRIL 11, 1970
(8“ STAT. 1200 | -

Dated thns =298 )ﬂ ' ,day of '-Maai‘{-:h—-—%.-984 )
- “,2pd.kfF<a SR .‘ 0c+ober 1084

 STATE OF WASHINGTON,
‘ 7 ‘ 55
'--County of Kl:l.ckltat

VOndns day persomlly appeared befc;eme abel W._ Conboy, wlll:.r.arn P Conboy. kand.

¥

‘q ‘9\‘ u*?ﬁ-;.
e 5 » E

to me'lknow,n te’ be 'Eh mdi‘v; uel & d{ﬁmbed in and who execulsv *. the wathm and foregomg mstrume‘nﬁ‘,w

ackrowledged that .théy‘ : mgncd the same as the i  free and volumary act: md dee:" foa i&,},
s . . mu* '*dx.‘,':-"

uses and purposes therem mcntroned

mwmm®mmeMMﬁmMMﬁﬁ,2ﬁm ~¢wgaymwh ”'x',,yfgﬁww

J i .,
' . h LT S
/g' . ‘ . +

Notary Publ: i and }or lb S:sm? a‘ "’aslm&gtml, ia
vo. 2 28 PAGEi?fi

residing at GO ldendala
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_ HITLE ACCEPTED:.

. Portiand Area Office
" ‘Bureau of Indign Affairs
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Am fﬂcan Land T.tle Assocmhon
U 5. Pohcy indursemenl 1953

FINAL INDORSEMENT — ‘ o
Attached to Policy No.y-~-16603 " - - “ e SRR R R PRy .
Issued by : _ RIS RS SA T i . .

Ploneer National Title Insurance Company
(Now Tlcor Title Insurance Company of Callfornla)

f

1 Schedule A of the above policy is hereby amended in the following particulars:

{a) ,Pa?aigrﬂph T of Sche dule

in :the-lan_d descnbed or rgf'erred‘t'q ih'this S'chédul‘_é, _c';ov'efeld;‘ by th’is._ﬂ»»

1 The esﬁite or' ‘i;iter'est

policy ist

b

T i e

e

(b) Pamgmph 2 of hedule Ais hereby deleted and the followmg is substttuted “

2 Tltle to the estate or mterest covered by this pahcy at the date hereof is vested m'
TH_E- UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

" (c) Para‘graph 3 of Schedule A is hereby de!eted\ and the folléWiti:g:‘ ia sﬁbsti'tutéd,:‘ :

3 The land referred to in’ this policy is sxtuated in the County of Klleltat State of : ‘_

Washmgton, ano‘t is described-as foliows* ' | i

See "EXh:LbJ,t . aLtached .
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o "’Amerlcsn La nd Title: Assocnltion

U.S. Policy lndcrsemen?. 1953

Indorsement Contmued

2 Schedule B oE the above pohcy is hereby amended in the followxng parur‘ulaIS* ‘

(a) Paragraphﬁ numbered 6 mmd-c “of Schedule B are hereby deleted

(b) Schedule B of the above pohcy is amended by addmg the followmg paracraphs numbered

] to - - mcluswe.
‘None;
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‘General taxes are pald in tull through date of ClOSlng
full year 1984.

2, Subparagraph '2(d) of the General Excepnons of the above policy is. he:.eby deleted

44.‘ The'effecﬁve date of the above pohcy is hereby extended to the date shown below.

“The total hability of the Company unden sald pohcy and this mdorsement thereto shall not exceed
“in the aggregate, the sumof $ 89,000.00 and ‘costs Wthh the Company is. obbgated under the Condl-

. uans and Supulatxons thereof to pay.

[ EXEE

o Thlb mdorsement is made a part of sa1d policy and is sub ject to the Schedules General Excepnons
“and the Condmons and Stlpulauon therem, except as modlﬁed by the pmvmons hereof

‘Det"e:"()ctob'er 3, ‘198‘4*;‘&t' 8 a.m.

PIONEER NATIONAL TITLE INeURANcE COMPANY
' (Ticor Title Insurance Company of Calmfornla)

- Kl

Secretar‘y
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UUNBUY LEGAL DESURLPTIUN

T N SRR 12& 1QC3?
A PARCEL OT I.AND II\I THE SOUTH OE HALF OF SPCTION 10 “T6N, RlZE, W.M.,
IC‘.ICKITAT GOUNTY, W’&SHJ.NGIUN D._SCRIBED AS FOI_LU\T" o

“OCJM.‘ENC.ING{AT‘ 'D{E BRAS CAP I\DME’NI‘ AT 'I'HE VE‘S’I’ CORIQER OF .,AID
_ SECTION 10; THENCE S 89° 40' 06'' E° 1399.56 FEET AI.O’G THE NORTH LINE

OF THE SOUTH % OF SAID SECTION 10 TO AN EXISTING BRASS CAP IDMIE}H‘

AND THE TRIUE ..-lnl OF: REGTIY - THENCE CONTINUING S 89° 0' 06"

1533 63 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LII\IE 'IO AN EXISTING %' CAPPED RERAR;

ICE-S- 9-4/' 41V F 09 FEE G ‘_,lm_ O ‘ HE EAS

VOL. |l"lr-“ ,TOTHE ORTH !"l" N. 2D STRE

i
MC ALLISTERS ADDI’I’IO"J TO GLFISOOD. AS RECORDFD IN VOL. 2 OF PLATS

PETPPONCHLIVINE SHPTPRTES. .

PAGE 13; THENCE S 88° 25' 19" W 60.00 FEET ALONG SATD NORTH MARGIN;
THENCE N 1° 34' 41" W 200.00 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSION OF THE WEST
MARGIN OF BUMELL STRFET; THENCE S 88° 25' 19" W ALONG A LIVE

DARAT T ET a R - OF ¢g. FRSADDITION .l 00 NN

[ -
¥ 4 % B S SN Y W Il L L 3]

7O THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED IN VOL. 112, PAGE 691
OF DEEDS; THENCE S 19 34' 41" E  50.88 FEET TO AN ENTENSION OF THE
NORTH LIJE OF THAT PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED IN VOL. 154, PAGE 732 OF -
DEED; THENCE N 85° 34' 41" W 13.81 FIET T0 THE MORTHEAST CORNER OF

- SATD PARCEL; THENCE N 85° 34' 41" W 480 113 TEFT TO THE NORTHWEST -

- CORMER OF SAID PARCEL; THENCE S 1% ' 41" E 776.91: FEET TO THE

- SOUTEWEST CORNER OF SATD PARCEL. AND 'I" NORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD
 NO. 91460; THEMCE S 84° 56' 49" W  30.0D FEET ALONG SAID NORTH M’!P\Gm

TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED IN VOL. 168, PAGE 69
OF DEEDS; THEWCE N 1° 34" 41" W 200.00 FEET 70 THE RNORTHEAST CORMER

~QOF SATD PARCEL THENCE S 84° 56 49" W 200 FEET TO THE KORTHWEST
- CORNER COF Ti}'A’I‘ PARCEL 'b'"' AS DESCRIBED IN VOL. 169, PAGE 268 OF DEEDS;
THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 200 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER CF SAID-

PARCEL ''b'" AND THE NORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; THENCE.
S 84° 56' 49" W- ALONG SATID MARGIN 8.50 FEET TO THE bOUI}IE‘AST CORNER -

" OF THAT PARCET. “'a"' AS DESCRIBED IN VOL. 169, PAGE 268 OF DEEDS; THENCE
N1 34 LI W lOO 00 FEET TO THE NOR']E{E'AST CORNER COF SAID PARCEIL 'f "__

THENCE S 84 ¢ 56 49" W 50.00 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SATD
PARCEL '"a''; THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 100.00 FEET 10 THE SOUTHWEST CDRNER
OF SAID PARCEL ig' AND THE NGRTH MARGIN OF OOUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; w

THERCE ALONG SAID NORTH MARGIN S 84° 56' 49" W  175.16 FEET; ‘IHE'NGE
ATONG SATD NORTH MARGIN S 85° 12' 55" W 344.29 FEET TO THE INTERSECTION

OF. COUNTY ROAD NO. 18630; THENCE AILONG THE NORTH I‘IARGIN OF COUNTY RCOAD

NO. 18630 N 65° 52' 17" W 124.82 FEET; THENCE N 53% 38 10" W 176.74 FEET

THENCE N 47° 49' 21" W 136.61 FEET; THENCE N 43° 25' 34" W 178.10 FEET;

 THENGE W 42° 07' 18" W 168.13 FEET; THENCE N 39°30' 37" W 110.86 FE;E':

THEKCE N 21° 33' 34" W .88.15 FEET TO AN EXTSTING IRON PIPE; THENCE

-"L_.AVING THAT RORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 18630 N 0° 20' 56"

578.78 FEET TO AN EXISTING BRASS CAP I\DI\}U‘EENT THENCE S 89 38" 12" E

' 825.18 FEET TO AH EXISTING BRASS CAP I‘D‘ME\TI‘ 'IHENCE N 0° 20' 48" E
| ,528 08 FEIL'I‘ TO THE TRU“‘ POT_NI‘ OF BEGINNING S

X et 3 —— '-’gr.‘ - § .
D Tt b ST A & A - & S RRPCIERIORrp 5 & i P

a- [ LR . B .
S . L . Lo R
. , B Lo e ¥

et S et Sy T $m S e g 2 e e e S s e A Ay R b T
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hereinafter called the insured, against {oss or damage not exceeldiﬂ‘g the amount stated in Schedule A, fogether with
‘costs and expenses which the Company may become obligated to pay as provided in the Conditions and Stipulations.
hereof, which the Insured shall sustain by reason of: ‘ ‘ SR SR I

L

aihyde‘fact in or lien or encurnbrance on the title 10 the estate of interest covered héreby in the iand ,,déScrib‘_edf,at |

teferred to in Schedule A, existing et the date hereof, not shown or referred to in Schedu’i_e B or excluded from
~ ‘coverage by the General Exceptions; o T e R

all,fsubje‘ct‘_, however, to the pro‘v'ision'é of Schedules A and B and to the General Exceptions and to the Conditions and

B are hereby made a part of this policy.

.- : B .
wr qptaw R ¥ P

fh'i‘s'- pc)_iib'y shall not be valid or -b’iﬁding until countersigned below by a'-'\iaiid.aiin,g ofﬁder of thé;Companjy." “

L= 1}“-.';;&"‘»-,,?“4'?1-‘ -
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' 'Pi'oheéf"Na'tioﬁai‘ “Title lhsurance Company |

. President.
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Stipulations herein contained, which Conditions and ‘Stiputations and General Exceptions, together with Scheduies:kand' . ',
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'li»néi;nfgf‘ﬁzr.!ﬁd. : w- 16603

M-C N° 04759'SCI‘IEDULE7.{\4K

;,)alteoz March 5, 1984
- Policy at 8:00 A.M.

1. The ‘estate or 'i'ntmest in the Jand descnbed or reterrea to-in this- Schedule, cover

‘Fee Simple Estate

3

x
~

. ..

Tlt]e to the estate or mterest covered by thxs polxcy al the date hereof i 1s vcst +d iri:

abel W. Conboy. a vidow, as her—separate estate, as-ﬁb_cértai‘
portlons of said premlses- Remalnder in e o
Wllllam PQ Conboy and Elle *W. Conboy husband and w;fﬁ.

o e R T (P TR

3 j"-—l"‘he-lhﬁit"i& referred to in this pohcy is sxt'uated in the ’County" of Fllck it at
‘State of Washington . and is desmbed as follows:

See,Eﬁhibit’One,amended; Oétobef‘195"1983,

'!F“»"?ﬁp“ﬁ-ﬁ"‘ﬂjaf.l-ksgli:'g:;;q‘pg-wwlr)\*:u....——q
BRI R B PR e—

J

- 7-’._ ot
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 CONBOY TEGAL DESCRIPITON

‘a ended
g 3 : . D - I ot e
- b+ N ]

| a:‘?"é THCES
A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE SOUTH ONE HALF OF SECTION 10, T6N, RIZE, M., B
KLICKITAT COUNTY, WASHINGION, DESCRIBED AS POLLOWS:

-
B |
=

CD‘IEINCINQ AT 'IHLn BRAJS CAP ID&JMEIQ‘T AT 'I'Hl hJ.Sl“ - CORNER OF SAID
SE N 1(; THENCE < 89° 40' 06" E 1399.56 FEET A].D'\G THE NORTH LINE
OF THE -SOUTH 35 OF SATD-SECT] 10 TO AN LYISTIRG BRASS CAP MONUMENT

. AND THE TRUE DOINI‘ OF REGINNING; 'THEP\(,ECO:.Q'IWIII\G S 89° 40* 06" E
©1533.63 FEET ALONG SAID I\‘ORIH LINE gie] ‘AN EXISTING %' CAPPED REBAR;

[ea th o s S [ s nd 1 .
THERCE S 1™ 34" 417 E 10906 rEkl ALONG AN -EXTENSION U HE EAST

'MARGIN OF BV ™INFLIL, STREET OF THE PLAT OF G m}‘O()l} AS RECDRD‘*?D IN
VOL. 10 OF PLATS, PAGE 6, TO THE NCRT MARGIN OF N. 2D STREET,
MC ALLISTERS ADDITTO“J 0 GLFNJDD. AS RECORDFD IN VOL 2 OF PLATS,
PAGE 13; THENCE S 88" 25" 19" W - 60.00 FEET ALORG SALD NORTH biﬁ“m"m‘,
THENCE N l° 4/ 41 W 200. 00 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSICN OF THE WEST

MARGIN OF BUMINELL STREET; THENCE S 88° 25' 19" W - ALONG A LINE

BSADATT T Y TUHT N0 \ wy I
PARAL a [ o |r.lll5--ln|:--lmi..nu.__:mnn,pmw-'- ! T L a8 (

TO THE NORTrNEST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED IN VOL. 112, PA”GE 691
OF DCEDS; THENCE S 19 34' 41" E 50.88 FEET TO AN EXTENSION OF THE
MORTH Ln'h QF. THAT _PARCEL_ OF IAND DESCRIBED IN VOL. 154, PAGE 732 OF
DEED: THENCE N 85° 34! 41" W' 13.81 FIET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF -
" 'SATD PARCEL; THENCE N 85° 34' 41" ¥ 480.11. YEFT TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SAID PARCEL; THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 776 .91 FEET TO THE
' SOUTHWEST CORNER CF SATD PARCEL AND THE WORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD
NO. 91460; THENCE S 84° 56' 49" W - 30.00 FEET ALONG SAID NORM MARGIN
IO THE SOUTHEAST CORNIR OF THAT PARC,EL DESCRIBED IN VOL. 168, PAGE 69
'OF DEEDS; THEWCE I3 1° 34 41" W 300,00 FEET TO THE NORTIEAST CORMER
QF SAID PARCEL THEWCE S.84° 56° 49" W 200 FEET TO THE RORTHWEST
CORNER OF THAT PARCEL 'D" AS DESCRIEED IN VOL. 169, PAGE 268 OF DEEDS;
THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 200 FEET TO TIE SOUTHWEST CORNTR OF SAID
PARCEL "b" AND THE NORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; THENCE
S 94° 56' 49" W ALONG SAID MARGIN 8.50 FEET TO TE sounE.A.ST CORNER
Or THAT PARCEL "‘a'* AS DESCRIBED IN VOL. 169, FPAGE 768 OF DEEDS; THENCE -
N 1® 34' al" W 100 00 FEET TO THE } (ORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL *'a";
THENCE S 84° 56' 49" W 50. 00 FEET TO THE HORTDMWEST OORNER OF SATD -
PARCEL "a": THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 100.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER
OF SATD mcm, gt AND THE NGRTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91&60 L
- THENCE ALONG %ID NORTH »ARGIN S 84° 56" 49‘* W 175.16 FEET: THEWCE =
. AIDNG SATD MORTH MARGIN S 85° 12' 35" W 344 .29 FEET 10 THE rr*mzsgcnam
OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 18630; THENCE ALONG THE MORTH l\mcm OF COWITY ROAD
0. 18630 N 65° 52! 17" W 124.82 FEET; THENCE N 53° 38‘ 10" W 176.74 FEET;
THENCE N 47° 49' 21" W 136.61 FEET; THERCE N 43° 25" 34" W 178.10. FEET;  i:°
THENCE [ 42° 07' 18" W 168.13 FEET; THENCE N 39 ° 50' 37" W 110.86 FEET; |
TIEGE N 21° 33" 34" W 88.15 FEET TO AN EXISTING IRN PIPE; THENCE =
LEAVING THAT RORTH MARGIN OF QOUWIY ROAD NO. 18630 W 0° 20 56" E - o
578 .78 FEET TO AN EXISTING BRASS CAP VONUHENT; THERCE S 89° 28° 1?'f }:
- §725.18 FEET 10 AN EXISTING BRASS CAP MORNRENT; THIENCE 1\ 0‘ 20 48“
528.08 FEE” TO THE 'I‘RIJE POINT OF BhGINNII\u. | |

a .a...fn MR - D cead ST .-
. FRP-TRRPS P SURF. N, 7 WCIY. L SN T SO, . WRELE S I SR L {‘., N - . .
SF: LGN EPFIESEL R AVEET I, S NLI G gy i i s .
I ) ’“ =k e e B s i e et led o Ympde e L CLol it r el

'\ _
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W~16603 | L o
Report “Tssued March at 8: .M.
- This pohcy does not msure agamst loss or dnmage by reason of the fullowmg

< -

E%

"b

”Easement and rlght of way for electrlc transm1551on llne or system,
,‘hvng-na...,.“_J-e, spances and related rights in. favor of
fPubllc Utlllty District No. 1, Kllckltat County

1) RV P S N -

'iRecordedg-;”‘v . oguly 19, 1968
puditor's mno. —_— 31047

o B At e

- Affects?f B o :ﬂ="Portieneof-seid;p;emises.

Lo ot v g et ey o

Edsement and rlght of way'for electrlc transm1 ssion line. or system,
‘together with appurtenances nd related rights ln favor of
Publlc Utility District No. - 1 lecklta* County

e s s et £

" Recorded 5 guly 1, 1977
Auditor's mo. . - @ 161780 |

:Affe¢ts' 7 o \tq' S The Wy of the SW% of sald sectlon 10
- | S S - ‘“lylng E of Blrd Creek Road R .

fEasement affectlng the pertlon of sald premlses and for the purposes t'
herein stated and any'1n01dental purposes. 3

TFor ‘ I ‘ IngresS, gress and utllxtles

In favor of o "'”Glenwood,Consolldated School Dlstrlct
Recorded : - ~June 30, 1981

Auditor's.no.. “‘182165

‘Affects BT : Commen01ng at the NW corner of sasd

“Block B, (McCalllster Addition), thence N 1°34'41" W along an
exenten51on of the E margln of Bunnell st reet - 60 feet to the True

. point of Beginning; . RS

- fhence N 1°34741" W 1, 092 35 feet- Thence N 89 40 06“ W 60. 03 feet-”;
fhence S 1°34'41" E 1, 094.35 feet to the N ‘margin of N 2nd St.,‘w |
Thence B 60 feet to the True P01nt of Beglnnlng. ' -

'unght of way for necessary condu1ts and ;ac1llt1es for the dlstrl—
bution of water, together thh the rlght of entry for repalr
and malntenance.
Including. but not limited to, easements for ex1st1ng 1rrlgatlen R
‘ditches along the N line and along the S line of that portlon of said.
premises E of Bird Creek, constructive notice of which is 1mparted
by instrument recorded‘aune‘BO, 1981 under Auditor's no. 182165

Anv questlon arlslng due to the shifting or change ihﬁtoerse.oﬁ
Bird Creek, or due to said creek havlng changedjits courses:

s et P LTI

R TI N I

Addendum 43



(Page 11 of 15)

CowW-16603 .
~5‘Réportflssue§”March‘5,‘1984-at=8100 A.M.

__schedule. B -
"~ page 2 |

' FALRATY M

,'Gehéfan ta£e$: 3 ~year 1S Int é ‘ $I91L.8
- . $16.05 fire patrol and $12.64 weed control assessments.

K

]
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Governmental Powers

e 1 Because of limitations imposed by aw on ownership and use of property, or which arise from governmental powers, |
this policy does not insurs against: - ‘ ‘ ‘ o E o '

 {a) conisequences of the future gxercise or enforcement or attempted exercise ov entorcement of police power,
- bankruptcy power, oF power of eminent domain, under any existing or future law or governmental regulatiori; (b) = - -
consequences of any law, ordinance or governmental regulation, now or hereafter in force, (including building and zoning
~ ordinances) limiting or regulating the use or enjoyment of the proparty, estate or interest described in Schedule A or the
..~ character, size, use or location of any Improvement now or hereafter erected on said property. ‘ S

B e R imatetia S hianen it i)
S N R

"Matters Not of Record

P

2‘;"-The\fdiiowingmatrxer ich are not of recor the date of this  insured against:

“(a) rights or c'aims.of parties in possession not shown of record; (b) questions of survey; (c) easements, claims of

easermnent or mechanics® liens where no notice thereof appears of record; and {d) conveyances, agreements; defects, liens .

‘o encumbrances, f any, e No T : of record; provided, however, the provisions of this - .

-

T
e

T

e

& i
i

.t
¥

- "3 ‘ -
E owaimm e ® bR

L

| -

subparagraph 2(d) sha apply if itle to gaid estate or Interest is vested in the United States of America on the date —

hereof. o A

‘.Ma_ﬁers Subsequent to Date ét Po!icy |

3. This policy does not insure against loss or damage by reason of defects, lieris or encumbrances created sut;;eqneht\‘ir S

" 1o the date hereof. .

. Refusal to Purchasa

4. This policy does not insure agalnst loss or damage by reason of the refusal of any person 4o purchase, lease or lend. o

money ¢n the property, estate or interest described in thedule A,

Addendum 45
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NOTICE OF ACTIONS L o

tor which this Company is jiable under this policy, notice in writing of such action or proceeding or defense sha

1. If any action or proceeding d which may rasult in an adverse judgment or decree tasulting in a 103§

. H
e ey et PR i

o P

Attorney General to this Company within 90 days after notice of such action or proceeding or defense has been received by the Attorney
General; and upon faiture to give such notice then all liability of this Company with respect 10 the defect, claim, lien or encumbrance ‘

Lar

asserted or enforced in auch actioh or procemshﬁlHefmiﬂai&Fé!!!zre 10 glve antice, however, shall not prejudice the jights of the

. s

‘e

- proceeding be neither sarved with summons therein not have astual notice of such action or proceeding, o (3) 1 ot
‘be pre]udiced by failure of the Attorney Generai to give such notice. : '

PO PSSV S

party insured, (1) if the party insured shall not be ing. or (2) if such party, being a party 1o such action 0f ‘

AN T

NOTICE OF WRITS

e b

e ¥

5 In case knowledge shall come to the Attorney General of the Issuance of

process to enforce any judgment, order or decree adversely alfecting the title, estate ot ihlér'est inst;téd, said party shail notify th"is b

Company thereof in writing within 90 days from the date of such knowledge; and upon a fallure to do so, then ait liability of this Company '

In consequence of such judgment, order or decree or matter thereby adjudicated shail terminate unless this Company shall not be

TSI PN PRI I N A
X

rE
egwéay

' DEFENSE OF CLAIMS

prejudiced by reason of such faitlure to-notify.

3. This Company a‘gr_eeé. but only at the election and request of the Attorney General of the United States, to defend at its own cost

CAet L i frls < EE

e
M

P

o g

- e v
* - *
LI S g, g

e

 and expense the title, estate or interest hereby insured in alt actions or othar prgceédings whiich are founded upon o7 in which it ie
asserted by way of defense, a deleci, aim_lien or encumbrance against which this policy insures, provided, however, that the request to
detend is given within sutficiant time to permit the Company 10 answé Fotherw! b i/-ac ,

tionor

- “proceecing shall be begun or defense be asserted in any action or pr_oceeding affacting or relating to the title; esgt.éte or interest heraby
“insured and the Attorney General slects to datend at the Government's expense, the Company shali-upon request, cooperate and render
al{ reasonable assistence in the prosecution or delense ot such proceeding and in prosecuting appeais. '

1t the Atlorney General shail 131l to request and permit the Company to defend, then ait llability of the Cotmpany with respect tothe

detect, claim, lien or encumbrance asserted in such action or proceeding shall terminate; provided, however, that If the Attoraey General

shall give the Company timely notice of all proceedings and an opportunity to suggest such defenses and actions as it shall conceive
should be taken and the Attorney General shall present the defenses and take the actions of which the Cempany shall advise him In
seriting, then the Habitity of the Company shall continue; but in any event the Company shall permit the Attorney General without cost or

“expénte o use the intorenation and facilities of the Company for all purposes which heé thinks necessary or incidental 1o the defending of

any such action of proceeding or any claim asserted by way of defense therein and 1o the prosecuting of an appeal.

£OMPROMISE OF ADVERSE CLAIMS o - o o N o

4 Any compromiise, settlement of discharge by the United States or its duly authorized representative of an adverse clalm, without the .
cansent ol this Company shall bar any claim against the Company hercunder. Provided, however, that the Attorney General may at his -
election submit to the issuing company for approval or disapproval any proposed compromise, seitiement or discharge of any agverse
¢izim and in the event of the consent of the issulng company to the proposed compromise, settlement or discharge it shall be liabie for
the payment of the full amount paid.. : : o g ‘ - o

. gTATEMENT OF LOSS

z A statement inwriting of any loss or damage sustained by the party insured, and for which it Is claifhed this Gompany is liable under

fye A
AR

- this policy, shall be furnished by the Attorney General to this Company within 80 days after said party has notice of such loss or damage
and no right of action shall accrue under this policy until 30 days after such statement shail have been turnished. No tacovery shall be

hag under this policy unless suit be brought thereon within one year alter said period of 30 days. Fallure to furnish such statement ot
loss of to bting 'such suit within the times. specified shall nat affect the Gompany's liability under this policy unless this Company has
been prejudiced by reason of such falture to furnish a statement of loss or .tq‘b‘ring such suit, -~ T
POLICY REDUCED BY PAYMENTS OF Loss R

6. All payments of loss under this policy shail reduce the amount of this policy pro tanto.’

- AMENDMENT OF POLICY AT L
7. No provision &t condition of this policy can be waived or changed except by writing endorsed hereon or attached hereto signed by

the President, a Vice President, the Secretary, an Assistant Secreta'ry-or‘o'ther vatidating officer of thz Company. —

NOTICES. WHERE SENT _

number of this policy and shall be addressed to it at ihe oftice which issued this policy or to its Home Office, Claims Department, 6300
Wilshire Boulevard, PO, Box 92792, Los Angeles, Calitornia 90009. ' , : o . :

8. All aotices required to be given the ompany and any stéiémant in writing requited to be -furﬁiShed the Company shall include the

B T s i o S
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CWe16603 R
ot . CONBOY LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Gotoper 19,1983 0 o124 1053

-+ A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE SOUIH ONE ALF OF SECTION 10, TSN, RIZE, WM.,

'KLICKITAT OOUNTY, WASHINGION, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

 COMENCING AT THE BRASS CAP MONUMENT AT THE WEST % CORNER OF SAID
_ SECTION 10; THENCE S 89° 40" 06 E 1399.56 FEET ALONG THE NORTH LINE
. OF THE SOUTH % OF SATID SECTION 10 0 AN EXISTING BRASS CAP MOWUMENL
~ AND THE TRUE POINT OF BEGIWING; THENCE CONTDNUING S 89° 40' 06" E
1533.63 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH LTNE 1O AN EXISTING %" CAPPED REBAR; -
~ THERNCE S 1™ 34" 41" E 109166 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSION OF THE EAST
© MARGIN OF BRWNELL STREET OF THE PLAT OF GLENWOOD AS RECORDED IN .
VOL. 10 OF PLATS, PAGE 6, TO THE NORIH JMARGIN OF N. 2ND STREET,

MO ALLISTERS ADDITION ) GLFNWOOD. AS RECORDFD IN YOL. 2 OF PLATS,

L ey o AT T NORITH Tﬂﬁnr‘m

PAGE 13‘, TE'{ENCE S 88. 25‘ ].‘9“.“] 6000 FEEL' ALDNG SR LIl PRGN,
‘ENCE N 1° 34 41" W 200,00 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSION OF THE WEST
'MARGIN OF BUIIJELL STREET; THENCE S 88° 25' 19" W ALONG A LINE -

T PARAITEL TO THE NORIH LTNE OF SALD WG ALTISTERS ADDITION 360.00 FEET
70 THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THAT PARCFL DESCRIBED N VOL. 112, PAGE 631
OF DIEDS; THENCE § 1% 34' 41" E 50.88 FEET 10 AN EXTENSION OF THE
YORTH LTVE OF THAT PARCEL OF LAND DESCRIBED TN VOL. 154, PAGE 732 OF
DEED; THENCE N 85° 34' 41" W 13.8l FEET 10 THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF
SATD PARCEL; THMENCE N §5° 34' 41" & 480. 11; FERT TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF SATD PARGEL; THENCE S 1%, 34' 41" E 776.91% FEET TO THE
SOUTHAEST CORNER OF SATD PARCEL AND THE NORTH MARGIY OF COUNTY ROAD
NO. 91460; THENCE S 84° 56' 49" W 30.00 FEET ALONG SAID NORTH MARGIN
0 THE SOUTHEAST CORWER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRIBED TN VOL. 168, PAGE 69
OF DEEDS; THEWCE M 1° 34" 41" W 200.00 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER
OF SAID PARCEL; THENCE S 84° 56' 49" U 200 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF THAT PARCEL 'b'' AS DESCRIBED IN VOL. 169, PAGE 268 OF DEEDS;
THENCE S 1° 34' 41" E 200 FEET 10 TE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID =
PARGEL “b"* AND THE NORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; THENCE

G 84° 56' 49" W ALONG SAID MARGIN 8.50 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER -

* THAT PARCET AS DESCRIBED IN VOL. 169, PAGE 268 OF DEEDS; THENCE
N 1° 3% 41" W 100.00 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SATD PARCEL “a";
THENGE S 84 ¢ 56' 49" W 50.00 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST OORNER OF SATD

= e R 1S S [T A R
) - . ) .

ot AR SRR o I CI WS NPE-S R
war eba Y N L L .

rerre pew

dan g™

b Sesema

L - AR - + i e T A : ‘
. e Skt c A e e B . i . ERCAE R 3 B '

-~ PARCEL "a"; THENCE S i° 34' 41" E 100.00 FEET TO THE SOUTHVEST CORNER — * - f-
- OF SATD FARCEL "'a'' AND THE NGRTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 914605 o
. THENCE ALOWG SAID NORIH MARGIN S 84° 56' 49" W 175.16 FEET; THENCE :
. ATONG SATD NORTH MARGIN S g5® 12' 55" W 344.29 FEET TO THE. INLERSECTION
OF ODUNTY RDAD NG. 18630; THERCE ALDNG THE NORTH MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD -
X0, 18630 N 65° 52' 17 W 124.82 FEET; THINCE N 53° 38" 10" W 176.74 FEEL;
THENCE N 47° 49 21" W 136.61 FEET; THENCE N 43° 25' 34" W 178.10 FEET; 4 .
THERCE N 42° 07' 18" W 168.13 FEEL; THENCE N 39 ° 30" 37" W 110.86 FEET; - {0
. QEERE N 21° 33" 34" W 88,15 FEET 10 AN EXISTING IRON FIPE; THENGE SR Sy
{EAVING THAT ORI MARGIN OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 18530 N O 200 56" E_
578 78 FEET TO AN EXISTING BRASS CAP YOWUMENT; THENCE S 9" 38 12"e
875,18 FEET 70 AW EXISTING BRASS CAP MOVRMENT; THENCE N O 20' 48" E
- 598 .08 FEET TO THE TRUE POINT' OF BEGINNING. R S

vo. 228 mxl70

a RO T -4 w-m,\.&'ﬂ i LBt

Addendum 47



(Page 15 of 15)

) -
Sty eValnll
D 2vorow 12 Sf. Q
s S LY DO N I0L 44 40 o

adie (i) =8¢ 24184 B A

Md%ﬁ
12&”1@ﬂ

e e [F S e T

Umfed States Department of the Intenor

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR -
Paeihc. Northwest Region
500 N:E. Multnomah Street, Suite 607
Partland, Oregon 97232
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@ . SEP1119gs - Refer toi
sIaPN.0AL ek
Memorandum — S S

S I v T2

To: : ,‘VArea Dlrector, Portland Area Offlce, BIA
‘Attn. Real Property Management

Offlce of the Reqlonal Solxc tor. PBCIflC Northwest Reglon'

Flnal Oplnlon of Tltle

ITract Noe Conbav/Yaklma Trlbes - Yakima Reservatlon .
County: - Klickitat ‘State: Washlngton
Estate Acguired: TFee simiple - .
Consideration: $89,000.00 = . ,A'cr'eag'er '63-64
‘Vendor:  Mabel W. Conboy,_et al ‘ . o .
Deed dated: October Z, 1984 Filed: October 2, 1984
. .Recorded:  Valume 228, page 174, Audltor s No. 195813
" Title Bvidence No. W~16b03
repared byt T:LCOI Title Insurance Conpany oF Gailfornla

An examination has been made of the tltle data ﬁe;dtmﬁg to the ‘above tract of
" landé in which interests have been acqulred under authority of existing legls-
"“lation. .The land and estate acquired by the Uﬁmted States are moxe pa*tlcu~
' larly desﬂxlhpd 1n the enclosed deed,

_The attached title evidence and accompanying data disclose valid tltle to be.
vested in the United Stateg of America ‘subject to the rights and easemants
noted in Schedule B of the title evidence, and any reservation contained in
the deed; which rights, easements ahnd reservations are in compliance with
existing statutes, and are such as your agency has advised will not 1nter¢ere
“with the proposed use of the land. ¥ i{n trust for the Yaklma Tribes, '

your flle is returned hereW1th,‘

For the Regional Solicitor

. Thomas A. Kenned
- Attorney
Pacific No*thwest Reglon

Ettachment
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United States Departnent of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Title Status Report
Report Certification Tine and Date: 05/30/1990 08:00: 00 PM
Request or: BKILBORN Dat e/ Ti ne: 05/20/2019 15: 45: 04
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces

124 YAKANVA T 6594 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMA ACGENCY Bot h
REG ONAL CFFI CE

Oiginal Allottee:
See Appendi x A for Land Legal Descriptions
Title Status

Tract 124 T 6594 is held by the United States of Anerica in trust for the [and owner(s) wth trust
interests and/or by the |Iand owner(s) with restricted interests and/or fee sinple interests, as
listed in Appendix "B" attached to and incorporated in this Title Status Report.

The title to Tract 124 T 6594 is current, conplete, correct, and without defect. Owership is in
unity and interests are owned in the following title status: trust.

The tract ownership is encunbered by the title docunments whi ch have been approved by a properly
del egated Federal official and are required to be recorded by | aw, regulation, or Bureau policy as
listed on Appendix "C' attached to and incorporated in this Title Status Report.

See Appendix D for all other docunents that are required to be recorded by | aw, regul ation or Bureau
pol i cy.

No Tract Notes or Coded Remarks for this tract.

This report does not cover encroachnents nor any other rights that mght be disclosed by a physica
i nspection of the prem ses, nor questions of |ocation or boundary that an accurate survey may

di scl ose. This Report al so does not cover encunbrances, including but not limted to irrigation
charges, unpaid clains, not filed or recorded in this Land Titles and Records O fice. This report
does not state the current ownership of the interests owned in fee sinple but states the ownership
at the time the interest ceased to be held in trust or restricted ownership status.

This Title Status Report is a true and correct report of the status of title to the real estate
descri bed herein according to the official |and records recorded and naintained in this office.
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Appendi x " A"

Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency
124 YAKAVA T 6594 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAVA AGENCY

REG ONAL CFFI CE

Bot h

Resour ces

Land Legal Descriptions

Sect i
10

on Townshi p Range State County Meri di an Legal Description
006. OON 012. OOE WASHI NGTON KLI CKI TAT Wl lamette

VETES AND BOUNDS: PARTS SW AND NWSE M B. A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER AND THE NORTHWEST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SECTI ON 10, TOMNSHI P 6 NORTH, RANGE 12 EAST, W LLAMETTE
VERI DI AN, KLI CKI TAT COUNTY, WASHI NGTON, DESCRI BED AS FOLLOAS: COVMENCI NG AT THE BRASS CAP MONUMENT
AT THE WEST QUARTER CORNER COF SAI D SECTI ON 10; THENCE SCUTH 89°40' 06" EAST, 1399.65 FEET ALONG THE
NORTH LI NE OF THE SOQUTH HALF OF SAI D SECTI ON 10 TO AN EXI STI NG BRASS CAP MONUMENT AND THE TRUE PO NT
OF BEG NNI NG THENCE CONTI NU NG SOUTH 89°40' 06" EAST, 1533.63 FEET ALONG SAI D NORTH LINE TO AN
EXI STI NG HALF | NCH CAPPED REBAR; THENCE SOUTH 1°34' 41" EAST, 1091.66 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSI ON OF THE
EAST MARG N OF BUNNELL STREET OF THE PLAT OF GLENWOOD AS RECORDED I N VOLUME 10 OF PLATS, PAGE 6, TO
THE NORTH MARG N OF NORTH 2ND STREET. MCALLI STERS ADDI TI ON TO GLENWOCD AS RECORDED I N VOLUME 2 OF
PLATS, PACGE 13; THENCE SOUTH 88°25' 19" WEST, 60.00 FEET ALONG SAI D NORTH MARG N, THENCE NORTH
1°34' 41" WEST, 200.00 FEET ALONG AN EXTENSI ON OF THE WEST MARG N OF THE WEST MARG N OF BUNNELL
STREET; THENCE SCOUTH 88°25' 19" WEST ALONG A LI NE PARALLEL TO THE NORTH LI NE OF SAI D MCALLI STERS
ADDI TI ON 360. 00 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRI BED IN VOLUME 112, PAGE 691 OF
DEEDS; THENCE SOUTH 1°34' 41" EAST, 50.88 FEET TO AN EXTENSI ON OF THE NORTH LI NE OF THAT PARCEL OF
LAND DESCRI BED I N VOLUME 154, PAGE 732 OF DEEDS; THENCE NORTH 85°34' 41" WEST, 13.81 FEET TO THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAlI D PARCEL; THENCE NORTH 85°34' 41"WEST, 480.11 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF
SAI D PARCEL; THENCE SCQUTH 1°34' 41" EAST, 776.91 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D PARCEL AND THE
NORTH MARG N OF COUNTY ROAD NO 91460, THENCE SOUTH 84°56' 49" WEST, 30.00 FEET ALONG SAI D NORTH
MARG N TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL DESCRI BED ON VOLUME 168, PAGE 69 OF DEEDS; THENCE
NORTH 1°34' 41" WEST, 200.00 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAlI D PARCEL; THENCE SOUTH 84°56' 49"
WEST, 200 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL "B" AS DESCRIBED I N VOLUME 169, PACGE 268 OF
DEEDS; THENCE SOUTH 1°34' 41" EAST, 200 FEET TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D PARCEL "B" AND THE NORTH
MARG N OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; THENCE SOUTH 84°56' 49" WEST ALONG SAID MARG N 8. 50 FEET TO THE
SQUTHEAST CORNER OF THAT PARCEL "A" AS DESCRI BED I N VOLUME 169, PACE 268 OF DEEDS;, THENCE NORTH
1°34' 41" WEST, 100.00 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAI D PARCEL "A"; THENCE SCUTH 84°56' 49" WEST,
50. 00 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D PARCEL "A"; THENCE SOUTH 1°34' 41" EAST, 100.00 FEET TO
THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAI D PARCEL "A" AND THE NORTH MARG N OF COUNTY ROAD NO. 91460; THENCE ALONG
SAI D NORTH MARG N SOUTH 84°56' 49" WEST, 175.16 FEET, THENCE ALONG SAI D NORTH MARG N SCQUTH 85°12' 55"
VEST, 344.29 FEET TO THE | NTERSECTI ON OF COUNTY ROAD NO 18630; THENCE ALONG THE NORTH MARG N OF
COUNTY ROAD NO. 18630 NORTH 65°52' 17" WEST, 124.82 FEET; THENCE NORTH 53°38' 10" WEST, 176.74 FEET,
THENCE NORTH 47°49' 21" WEST, 136.61 FEET, THENCE NORTH 43°25' 34" WEST, 178.10 FEET; THENCE NORTH
42°07' 18" WEST, 168.13 FEET, THENCE NORTH 39°30' 37" WEST, 110.86 FEET; THENCE NORTH 21°33' 34" WEST,
88. 15 FEET TO AN EXI STI NG | RON PI PE; THENCE LEAVI NG THAT NORTH MARG N OF COUNTY RCAD NO. 18630 NORTH
0°20' 56" EAST, 578.78 FEET TO AN EXI STI NG BRASS CAP MONUMENT; THENCE SOUTH 89°38' 12" EAST, 825.18
FEET TO AN EXI STI NG BRASS CAP MONUMENT; THENCE NORTH 0°20' 48" EAST, 528.08 FEET TO THE TRUE PO NT OF
BEG NNI NG, CONTAI NI NG 63. 64 ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

TOTAL TRACT ACRES

Page 2 of 5 Addendum 51

Acres
63. 640

63. 640



Case 1:1928£03963%5YR 07TEE2R) 7821 1 11 §8/1BKb NP agei D' 20890 PAJE 52 of 54

Appendi x "B"
Land Area Land Area Nanme Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKANVA T 6594 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAVA AGENCY Bot h
REG ONAL OFFI CE
Ef fecti ve Omership as of 11/19/2004
------------ OMER ------—-—----- ---- DOCUMENT ---- NAMVE ACQUI RED | FRACTION AGGR SHARE AGGREGATE
Tribe & ID No. / | Indian / ] SURNAME / AS CONVERTED
Code DB |Nonindian| Title |Interest*] dass Type Nunber FIRST NAVE | ACQUI RED TO LCD DECI MAL
124 T124-30 Tri be Tr ust All Deed- TS SPEC AUT 14053 YAKANA | NDI AN 1 1
YAKI MA TRI BE 1 1 1. 0000000000
I N TRUST: 1
* "All" means the equitabl e beneficial 1 1.0000000000
interest and the legal title interest nerged
t oget her. I'N FEE: 0
1 .0000000000
TOTAL: 1
1 1.0000000000
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Appendi x "C"
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKANVA T 6594 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMVA AGENCY Bot h

REG ONAL CFFI CE

Omnership of Tract 124 T 6594 is encunbered by the foll ow ng:
NO REALTY DOCUMENTS FOUND

Type of
Encunbr ance Encunbr ance Hol der Expiration Docunment Description and Expl anation
M SCELLANEQUS JOE SALI NAS PERPETUAL 14053 ANY QUESTI ON ARI SI NG DUE TO THE SHI FTI NG OR CHANGEI N

COURSE OF BI RD CREEK, OR DUE TO SAI D CREEK
HAVI NG CHANGED | TS COURSEAS SET FORTH IN TI TLE
POLI CY ACCOVPANY! NG DEED.
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Appendi x "D
Land Area Land Area Nane Tract Nunber LTRO Regi on Agency Resour ces
124 YAKAVA T 6594 PORTLAND, OR NORTHWEST YAKAMVA AGENCY Bot h

REG ONAL CFFI CE

No Contracts to list for Appendix D

No Encunbrances to list for Appendix D
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