
And I'd lil:a to poi^t out b̂hat. tho4notice of dated April 10, 1&P9 does not
"contain a niniausi price.' ".".'• •' ;. •". , • .

And further that, the ;unsistei:ec.hle text of those 7 le t te rs and instruments is x •
the effect •chat the Qjpoirtncat of Welfare- leaves the decision i s these natter;
up to.the.33jrec.il bi^Sindian Affairs, 'And i t vus the action of the 2u\es.u of Lie;
Affair3 thSE"directly led to the dlsccsfci.v.iaaee of llr. 0'Fields public assistcr.:
i t s my intention.to proceed no.r.r .tri theirs h^vin~ the testimony a:.d' the rbcoivs cJ
the "bureau to shew'that the policy end prcseedures G* t io 3ureau i n ^ t t e r s of *
this sort i s irrational and unreas enable and ts..*crd, that end %ri.Cî . i t bedonss t i .
for our proof -c6 ,be offered I ir.-cpe. to cal l vitnes&es to shov th- t cireu

record states ,vithout tho abi l i t ies to*cc^ipell a.ttcsu^iace l.i--e.as vitr.es£, '.'

-,--. . ,... required by laV in" the best imprest of .?£ . G'Fielc. .they sh ._
i TJhat ve h a w received frdn then are xhoso paper.s; yes'? I thinl: I read the~ v-Vy--
the record on the, 2nd of CxJy that for it" to be-an appraisal of Vr* CField's

- . property,.but they are not, they refer to" soue 13 sites inspected ar.d that the:
•, ' ; .13 were suppose to be comparable to Mr. O

lFieldss property .but" instead of GC'C"1W

out the "facts von ariose 13 sitec. they set out, the facts on.3. I say fact-rer.d"\
_ _ • have reason to doubt that they aie facts. Its difficult to."say. because that

reported appraisal is undated. It possibly1 ̂ .jps nade in 196?. ^hs ah; of the 3.
/ . coles that' are scy out > the solo date and thats.en. the sale of *.,'allace Ster.. •"

.' . . «., Jl Pevx is July 9, 1965 arid the date on the sale number 3 is Aurust 16, i;^:
and o.i .the sale nuabc-r 1 there Isn't any date and the indication is .hat\hct'

sojjt of prices that . the sarae.prooerv.iia would. "brinj i'n-19o9. '^'-ere i s u ' : r i , .
. Va.tlse. ist^a.-© of tha praporxed 3 pasec of appraisal that the prc>-rt;* vas i:. .

is not a record in the- cou-taouoa.

Sefkrce; CJhats Bulaware- County C'&jzri- ..ous^"* . • • " " •'• • . ...
• / • • ' . : • • • . ' . : ; . '••:• • • . . ' • • . • . • - . " . ' . - . ' . f ~ -

r. 5k: v .*ies, C^n we ve-J-k'out -one stimulation or shall we- biins U?D, the clerk to.*ies, C n̂ ye iro.M-c* out wqnc stipulation or shall "we- biins up, the c^erk to tC'-ti
a s " t o t h a t ? - \ *. .. .. •-. . ' * " ' . • - . - ; : " " ' \ . . •• # "• '

• " ' V '
a: ,11 think that vouli be*acceptable to the coi^aittee oz the ba^is of vhat you1*.-

- . . ' . - . ' f s t a t ^ « i . . ' • ' \ - ' '* - ' ' • •' •" . •• ' , . . % '* .•' : " • . ' ••

lo,. 2.;. - 'l/iiyself didn't ;i»35.ct.vho'records Mr. (nen-_ not. audible) did.

Eefcrv.e: I thinh if. they feel i t si oulc be ini'eJti^ated any further tv.sy ,sdll rrkeJ^-^
- . • • ' : : < •• . / • > • ' ' • - - - . • ( - . ' • : : • ' ' : • - *

Mr. 3?.«: Furthers the proporfed.a^prai-.JL, thec.a three] sheets received frc^thc -irce.^.
• t no« at any point Etc-, the value- of I!r. 0'Field's property* 'rJ^t&C^ i:e-ri c.

' •. ' ; -\\trt -'e"~?vs is u s a d -6r c o-? r a^l- i- so~k effects and less desifeab^y in'ethers,'
* ': the incoherent feiure of the .statement follovin& each sale; proportec sale ir-

tailing the statement nade the property o^ l&. O'Fi.eld vould be valued at ClSp


