TO THE HON.SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, WASHINGTON, D.C.
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Comes now the above named Norman J.Burton,by his

S Atorney—ofrecordy A B. Hammer and Tiles this,his appeal,? rom the %
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) decision of the lon.Comiiscigner—adverse to rim i the above
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7 cause and as ground€ for said appeal alieves the following
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T " The “Hon.Comnicsioner erred inhisfinding of f&
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dn sadd cause in holding;that—the cizimant,Willianm Innis,was a ~—
2 qualified entryman for seid lot af tle time deed was passed to s 5

rowRstteBoard No.z2

Innis was,and had been for & lon; tdme theretcicre, a non-resilont

of the Terrilory of. Ohdiahor

had by such loss of recidence
v

abgndoned all cleim to—said logy — —
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The Hon.Comuissioner erred in finding that.

1

Norman J.Burton wes,or ever had been,a tenant o the said

. :

_ William Innis, the evidence showing that-one AH«Claocsen—was the real

— party in interest end the beneficiary under a decision in favor of

_ said Innis .
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The HoneCommissioner erred in his finding in favor of

ie—in the face—ol the record whicn showsy that —said Innis

‘did not make his application for said deed in person‘but tlxmu—ngl the =
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intervention of the said '\Clg.ssen"and' that neither at the time of the
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mak

hearing or

to the entry of said toyvmeite by Townsite Board No.< ,had_the said
— Innis been porsonaily present—in said Territory < _

ing

other time subsequent

of such application,or atl

The Hon.Cormmissioner erred in attempting- to pass upon
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the fects in this hearing™ from the trdnscript ol the evidence on
24le in his office,the wame not heving been teken at required by tie
» rules of Practice nade gpplicable by the Interior Department in the
s
g trigl of town lot cases. That sald testimony was _teken in the presen-
92 ce of the three members coi Townsite Boere Ho. 2 and taien down by a
34 1 .
—*'*””*“:'Se-&ﬁ-—l’apher at thet tie but was never written-out, exanined and
-~ . s :
subscribed by the witnesses as reguired by said Rotes—vi—Prectices =
: That by Yeason of such failure the finding ol ?acts by seid Townsite
Board beceme conclusive unless said testimohy was reduced and
% . gubscribed by said witnesses af ter having been read to thel as
required by said Rules.
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g The Hon.Comnicsioner erred in -reversing the finding
a ~ = —- ]
E of fect made by said To 5 in not finding that
said Burton was the Legal and bona iide occupent ¢i: said lot amd
; 5
: entitled to a deed therefor.
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3 Wherefore,appellant asks thal your Hopom, fipon a

dimted

review of the facts
of the Hone Commi sioner be reversed and Townsite Board No.2 be

“to ibsue a.nd deliver t to “appellant a deed ro;; said lote

zoverning this case,
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and the law that the finding

Resneutlull‘ submitted,
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Atty for Amﬂe'lant.




