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The Honorable 
@U~T()R J. Rue1 Armstrong 

Office of the Solicitor 
Department of the Interior 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr.  Armstrong: 

Re: Navajo-Hopi Case 

The material assembled for  presentation t o  you i n  answer t o  
the brief f i l ed  on behalf of the Hopi Tribe of Indians i n  April of 1955, 
is  so extenaive that  it has been divided into the following parts: 

Brief on behalf of the Navajo Tribe i n  answer t o  the 
brief f i l ed  by the attorneys for  the Hopi Tribe 
in April, 1955. 

P a r t  I - Navajo Hopi Relations, 1540-1882; from the Spanish 
period through the acquisition of the area by the 
United States i n  1848, t o  the issuance of the 
Executive Order of December 16, 1882. 

Rut I1 - Navajo Hopi Relations 1882-1911; from the Execu- 
t ive Order of December 16, 1882 t o  the end of 
the period when allotments were attempted as a 
solution. 

FbA 111 - Navajo Hopi Relations 1911-1956; from the al lot-  
ment period t o  the segregation period, t o  the 
present date. Acconrpazzied by Base Map, Exhibit 1. 

Part IV- Report of Archaeological Survey of the Navajo-Hopi 
Contact Area i n  two volumes, Folio I and Folio 11. 

Maps: 

Exhibit A - Navajo Archaeological Sites i n  Navajo-Hopi Contact 
Area. 

Exhibit B - Navajo Traditional Locations in  and Adjacent t o  
Executive Order Reservation of December 16, 1882. 
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Exhibit C - Forest Cover Types - Navajo-Hopi Contact Area, 

It has been a physical impossibility, with the l imitat ions of s ta f f ,  
and the  delays imposed by the  s ta f f  i n  the United States Archives where other 
materials fo r  other cases are  in  the process of preparation and have equal 
pr ior i t ies ,  t o  complete our brief ,  when the material upon which it w i l l  neces- 
s a r i l y  be based has only just  now been submitted t o  the writer  i n  Par ts  I, 11, 
111, and I V .  Even now Part  I1 w i l l  not reach the  writer 's off ice  u n t i l  Satur- 
day, March 3 by airmail from Berkeley, California where these f i r s t  three 
par ts  have been prepared under the  supervision and direction of George P. 
Harnmond, Director of the Bancroft Library. I w i l l  f i l e  a copy of P a r t  11 i n  
your office on Monday, March 5 and at  t ha t  time o r  within a few days there- 
af ter ,  w i l l  be able t o  f i l e  extra copies of the maps, now being prepared. 

The br ief  i s  pa r t i a l l y  written but could not be completed u n t i l  the 
documents referred t o  i n  Par ts  I, 11, and I11 were available i n  the wri ter ' s  
office. A s  rapidly as  possible the brief  w i l l  be completed and printed, but 
i n  the meantime, there i s  such a mass of reading matter i n  Parts I t o  IV, 
constituting the basic documentary and archaeological evidence i n  support of 
the position of the  Navajo Tribe, tha t  I am presenting t h i s  material as in- 
dicated without the accoarrpaaylng brief .  

I think you will agree tha t  finding, assembling, and assimilating 
t h i s  material i n  l e s s  than eleven months from April, 1955 t o  the end of 
February, 1956 has been a monumental. accomplishment. The t r u th  of the  matter 
stands out clearly from the  material i t s e l f ,  overwhelmingly sustaining the 
Sol ic i tor ' s  opinion of June 11, 1946 (NO. 33821), wherein he recognized the 
rightful. presence of the Navajos i n  the  disputed area as f u l l y  confirmed by 
the Government over many years. The br ief  on behalf of the Navajos w i l l  
sharpen the l ega l  issues and point t o  a solution of t h i s  very old problem. 

Very t r u ly  yours, 

Norman M. L i t t e l l  
General Counsel 

l e s  J. Alexander 
Assistant General Counsel 

NML: jm 
cc . John Boyden 


