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The Treaty of Cession, dated March 80, 1867, and ratified by Congress, affords
some insight into the status of Alaska’s natives at that time. Article IIT prov1des

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserving
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia within three years; but if they
should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they with the exception of un-
civilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all the rights,
advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall be main-
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion.
The uncivilized tribes will be subject to such laws and regulations as the United
States may, from time to time, adopt in regard to aboriginal tribes of that
country.”

The term “uncivilized tribes” mentioned in article III refers to those natives
who were “independent” or “not wholly dependent” as those terms are defined in.
the third charter of the Russian-American Co. I will not attempt to make a
cla ssmcatm' to all the particular native groups in Alaska but will merely say
that the d tribes” are limited to the utian chain, lower Alaska Penin-
«um, and lower Cook Inlet. In ratifying the treaty, it was the obvious intention of

s to grant the ‘“civilized” natives the same property rights as all other

n citizens and to treat the ‘‘uncivilized tribes” the same as all other
aboriginal tribes of the United States. This equal treatment should also apply
to their rights in the land.

One other brief comment on the treaty of cession. Some persons have con-
tended that because of article VI, which provided for the payment of an addi-
tional $200,000 to the s, Indian title to lands in Alaska has been extin-
guished. That positii not valid b use the actual reason for the additional
$200,000 payment, as discussed in K . 150 U.S. 483 (1893), was to
compensate the Russian-Americ sible vested property rights.
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The act of June 6, 1900, 31 Stat. 321, in section 27 has a similar provision. The
Alaska statehood act, Public Law 85-508 (1958), in section 4 states:

“As a compact with the United States said State and its people do agree and
declare that they forever disclaim all right and title to any lands or other prop-
erty not granted or confirmed to the State or its political subdivision by or under
the authority of this Act, the right or title to which is held by the United States
or is subject to disposition by the United States, and to any lands or other prop-
erty (including fishing rights), the right or title to which may be held by any
Indians, Eskimos, or Aleuts (hereinafter called natives) or is held by the United
States in trust for said natives; that all such lands or other property (m(ludmg
fishing rights), the right or tltle to which may be held by said natives or is held
by the United States in trust for said natives, shall be and remain under the
absolute jurisdiction and control of the United States until disposed of under its
authority, except to such extent as the Congress has prescribed or may here-
after prescribe, and except when held by individual natives in fee without re-
strictions on alienation: Provided, that nothing contained in this Act shall
recognize, deny, enlarge, impair, or otherwise affect any claim against the
United States, and any such claim shall be governed by the laws of the United
States applicable thereto: and nothing in this Actis intended or shall be con-




