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child., If she married a man from outside and moved to
his place of residance outsids, the type of training
that the child would receive in sdcial and religious
mattars would not be Santa Clara, )
Doctor, in your opinion, based upon your studies and
readings and personal ohserxvations, and the testimony
that you have given here today, if Santa Clara allowed
their women to marry non-Santa Clarans, and if their
children became members, do you foresee any posasible
results from thia?

Well, because of the importance of men in connection with
the carrying on of the culture, the training of the
children in the socio~religious situation, tha culture
eventually would break down and be lost,

MR, PRELO: ‘Thank you.

CROSS~-EXAMINATION

BY MR. COLLINS:

Dr, Ellis, you statad that you ware requesated by the
Justice Dapartment to make a study of Santa Clara matters;
is that corract?

That's right;

And you said that was for some hearing concerning the
Martinex family, and you implied that it was a different
hearing from this trial., What hearing was that?

Well, as I understcod it, this was the hearing originally
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intended to be held by Julia Martinez, the mother of the
family, in connaction with some of the matters pertaining
to the present one, bhut also cmﬁoud to the housing
project, .

Well, lat me inform you, Mrs. Ellis, that that's a
mistaken impression. This is the trial, and the only one
that was aver contemplated, and the Justice Department
was onos part of this trial, I just wanted to correct
that impression,

Thank you,

80, who in the Justice Department hirxed you?

Pat Schaffer,

And were you pald for your work?

Hot yet.

Was thexre an &mmt that you would be paid for your
work?

Yes,

At vhat rate?

At a hundred dollars a day.

And how many days did you work on it?

I worked on that part of it for 10 days.

Pid you do any more work for the Justioce Department after
that part?

Ho.

Arve you being paid to appsar here today?
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Yaa,

By whon?

The Pueblo,

And how much? )
Presumably this would be at the samé price as previously.
I see. You waers present all day yesterday as well; is
that right?

Yaa,

Will you be paid for that appearance as well?

Yas,

Did you do any work between the time that you gave a
deposition in this case, which I believe was Novambey 7th,
and yesterday? Did you do any moxe work on tha case?
Somavhat, yes,

Could you describe that briefly?

1 reviewed somé of the papers that I had used previously,
just to freshen up ¢n the matter, and I think I was out at
the Puwablo a couple of times,

Did you add any further acuxces to the sources that you
had at the times you gave the deposition?

No,

Any new vxitton sources?

Ho.

Any new informantsg?

No.
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All right, Dr.Ellis, I have handed you a document marked
Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 for identification. Is that the
papar you wrots in connection with this mattex?
Yes. .
This is the paper that Pat Schaffer engaged you to turn out]
ia that correct?
Yas,

MR, COLLINS: We would offer this at this time as
Plaintiff's Exhibit 1, Your Honor,

THE COURT: Any objection?

MR. PRELO: Your Honor, I would object on the grounds
that she is here to testify personally. I don't know

that the document itself is going to add anything to her

testimony.

THE COURT: Unless there is sonme question about the
actual continuity of the testimony and any differences of
opinions that she's expressed hers, any information that
she's expressed here any different, I don't see any reason
to put it in the record, Mr, Collins,

MR, COLLINS: Well, Your Hohor, it was prepared
upoa_j.ul.ly for this mattey, and it seams to be guite
relevant, I could take hexr through it, but it would save
a lot of time --

THE COURT: This I understand., Well, I would rather

have you explore a lot of disparities rather than have to



42

255

ada dearnley
Official Court Reporter

United States District Court
P. 0. Box 1092, Albuquerque, N.M.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

sit down and go through the record, I think it would be
hettar. T don't have any objaction to the introduction
of the report itself, but I think that from the time
standpoint, record standpoint, it might be bch-r to
carry through it, if you wish.

MR, COLLINS: All right,

(vhereupon, Plaintiff's Exhibit 1 was offered into

avidence,)
(By #rxr, Collins) How, Mrs, Ellis, let me ask you whetherx
anything you said in that paper is incorrect?
Well, I doubt that anything that 1s said in the paper is
substantially incorrect., I think that slight changes are
made by any anthropologist in going over a papear more
than once. I have written this one twice and consequently
made soma additions and subtractions, I think
subatantially it is correct.
This is the second aditiah of this paper; is that right?
Yeas.
In listening to the testinmony the last couple of days,
nothing occurred which changed your mind about anything
in here; is that right?
T think not,
Okay. You stated you had been a witness in some clains
cases before, How nanf cases was that?

If you are speaking of the land claims, I did one for Zia,




43

256

ada dearnley
Official Court Reporter
United States District Court
P. O. Box 1092, Albuquerque, N.M.

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Santa Ana and Jamez together., I 4id one for Acoma, one
for Laguna, ona for Xambe, one for Taocs, one for Hopi, cne
for davajo.

In addition is this water case; is that right?

That's in addition to the water cases,

In your paper thers is included something marked Plaintiff’®
Exhibit 47 with some data about the Pushloa, Is that from
one of those other cases?

Yes, that was in with my data for the Laguns casa, and
that's how it happenad to have that numbering on it.

I should have clipped it off,

Oh, excuse me., Are you being paid by the Pueblo for otherx
than yesterday and today? Are you being paid.for othey
work than yesterday and today by the Puablo?

Ho.,

S0 the total is the 10 days with Pat Schaffer and two days
at trial; is that right?

Yes,

Now, in this paper you stated that there are no

anthropological reports op Santa Clara itself; is that

correct? Is that what you stated in the paper?

Yas,

50 that your written sources were sources not about

Santa Clara in particular; is that right?

The written sources touched on Santa Clara and othery
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fueblos in comparison, usually.

But none was about Santa Clara in particular?

Yes, they were about Santa Clara in particular in part,
but they also contained other material. There is no
overall study of Santa Clara at present published.

1 ses, Are you acquainted with Elixabeth Sargeant?

Yes, I knew her in the 1930's and early 40's, and we
used to dhat together about what went on in Santa Clera
and other Puablos at the University of dew Mexico.

Did you examine her paperxs in eenncction‘with this
mattex?

Ho, I 4id not because they are not readily available,

I used hexr data that is gquoted exactly in Dozier's

paper on -~ this is not the interpretation I am speaking of,
this is the axact guotes., That is, he put in quite a lot
of her matexial,

pid you examine any of tha Pueblo records in connection
with this case?

jo, none of the Pusblo records as such. -

I mean, the Santa Clara Puablo records,

No.

Are you aware that gquite a number of Sergeant's documents
are contained in the Santa Clara records?

No, I did not know they were in there,

They are. 0Of your written sources, could you tell us which
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you believe is the most important?

The Doziar papers are very important, I would say, I
suppose that those are perhaps the nost important.
However, there are also a number of other papgfu that
have a great deal of importance, The next two that I
would say weres the greatest ware those by Parsons and the
0ld papars by Bandelier, The others deal with more
spacific and smaller matters, Barbara Priere Maracco
Atkens did some work which is also of considerable
importance there.

Well, you liated in your bibliography a 1940 study of hers
on Hajano; is that correct?

Yasa, she did some other studies also that were comparative
studies, but she workad diractly in the Pusblo.

Have you read her 1930 article dealing with factionalism
in Santa Clarxa?

Yea, This also iz quoted by Dozier.

It was listed as ons of his sources; is that correot?
Yesa,

Now, in addition to that bibliography that's contained
here in your paper, what other sources did you consult

in connection with this case?

I used but couldn't consult at the moment, knowledgs that
I had from both Ed Dozier, who was my student and close

friend back in the 1940's, and with whom I conferred
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periodiocally from that time until his dsath, and Nibs
B4ll, who was the head of our department. I had worked
with Nibs Hill, I cama to the Department of Anthropology
at the Univeraity of Hew Mexico before Nibs d4id, and while
he was working in comnection with the Santa Clara Pusblo
studies ve often sat down and discussed thess things over
a period of years,

Those ars your own sSources?

If you are refarring to the matter of 4id I discuss these
matters with Santa Clara peopls, to some eéxtant, yes,

to some extent with persons from some of the other Pusblos.
I had worked with a number of men in coanection with ~-
Excuse me, Mrs., Ellis, I want to know who your sources
arxe, Plaase, just tell us who your scurces are.

ror Santa Clara, I had worked with Clato Tafoya and
Severa Tafoya, both desad. ERugena Gutierresz, who at present
is gquite ill1. John WHaxanjo; Juan Chavarria, who was
Governor of Santa Claxa in '68 and has testified here
aince; and Lawrencito Tafoya; and more recently with
Amarante Silva; Jose G, Naranjo; and Governor Paul Tafoya.
All right. Do you recall your deposition in this case

on Novesmber 7th, Dr, Ellis?

Yes, and I was asked who I had worked with in Santa Clara,
and I said I hadn't worked with ~- I msan, I 4id not give

these other names, these others were peocple whom I had not
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questioned specifically in connection with this case.

I had worked with them earlier, we had discussed general
matters in Santa Clara, including social organization.
And that's the reason you didn't give their names at the
deaposition?

Yes.

Well, you wexs asked your souross at the deposition,

How could you lsave out a source?

Becauss, as I just said, I thought of these as parsons
with whom I had been talking in connection with a
different type of case,

1 sea., 8o they played no important part in this case,
then?

%o, I didn't say that,

¥Well, then, why didn't you mention them at the deposition;
if they wexe important, why didn't you mention them at
the deposition?

They were important from the standpoint of general
knowledge of the Pusblo. I did not question them in
regard to this case, snd I thought of your question as
having to do with specific informants in connection with

the presant case at presant,

I ses, You dian't understand the question to ask you your

sources as a vwhola?

Ho, I think not,
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Wall, but you recited all these books. Aren‘'t they
sources as a whole?
Yes, and those I had consultad just recently in that
context, .
I see., 50, in connection with this particular case, you
used as informants the Governor Paul Tafoya, Mr., Amarante
Silva, and Hx, Jose Naranjo; is that right?
And these others who in the past had chatted with me and
from whom I had notes,
Well, Dr, Bllis, don’t you thtnﬁ that wvasn't an honest
answar at your deposition?

MR, PRELOs If the Court plsass, I'm going to object
to the attormey badgering the witneass,

THE COURT: Sustained.

(By Mx. Collins) Would you say that these other infommants

are as important as those three to your conclusions here?
Paxrhaps slightly less, but not wary much.

But you still didn't feel you had to name thom at the
deposition? You withheld --

I think we covered that just a momsnt ago.

Okay. Now, you statsd a number of mattears concerning the
status of Santa Clara today. Did you cover those mattsrs
with these three gentlemen that you just named, Mr,
Tafoya, Mr, 8ilva, and Mxr, Naranjo?

Which specific matterxs?
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You stated concerning the religious life of Santa Clara
today, the status of tha religious life of Santa Clara
today., What's your sourcs on that?
I spoke of that to these thres men, but I aho‘ had that
data from my general, overall knowledge of what was going
on in Santa Clara with which I have kept up throughout
the years,.
Well, in your dsposition at Page 8% the question was
asked, "The information that begins by 1939 and again in
1934, isa't it trus that that information qéinq on down
is almost entirely based upon information given you by
Governor Tafoya, Amarante Silva, and Jose Naranjo?*
Your answex, "Yes."

Did you make that statement? Did you make that
answer?
I suppose I &id, if it's in the desposition; but, at the
moment, since I don't have the deposition in front of ma,
I don't know even what subject we are talking about,
I believe the subject at that point is the membsrship
practices at Santa Clara; is that correct?
It sesns to have to do with mixed marriages.
That's xight.
Okay. No, this material going back to '34 definitely was
not based upon material only from these three, It was

based also upon my knowlsdge of the Pusblo since 1934,
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freguently. It was based in part upon the material from
Cleto Tafoya and wife, in part upom that from Ed Dozier,
ia part upon that from Hill., It was an mul} picture

of information and -~

Dr. Ellis, you just mentioned Hill as a souroce. In your

deposition, 4id you mention Hill as a source?

‘xo, bacause you asked, if I am not mistaken, had I comsulted

Hill's manusoript, and I had not omsulted Hill's
smanuscript, I 414 have Hill as a source for background
data of general knowledge over & period of years, as I
said a few minutes ago.

Now, this guestion that I have just called to your
attention, is it your testimony now that this answer wvas
incorxect?

I would say it was incomplats.

Incomplete? Vell, hw mld it be incomplete? You said
yes, you didan't qualify the answer at that time, Now,

is it incoxrmect orx not?

I would say it was incomplete,

Would you say it's not incorrect? 1Is this answer true
or not true?

It is not complately true,

But it is substantially trus?

It covers those persons whom 1 had talked to very recently
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in regard to these matters, but it 4id not cover the
material before the recent pericd. It did not cover,
sither, the published material which I had completsd in
vhich thers are scattared references to the same sort of
thing, including Parsons' materxial.’

THE COURT: Let's take a recess until 10:48,
I think you are trying to knock the
witness off balance., If you will just point out the
disparities, why, then, I'l]l make the determination in
connection with them,
MR. COLLINS: Your Honor, the question of her sources
is & vexy important question, and I am having trouble --
PHE COURT: You can interrogate about that, Mx.
Collins; but, when you start interrogating about her
answer being complete or true or something of that nature,
this is a littls different situation. so,- it will just
go dirscotly to the gquestion of disparitiea, the sources
that she reviewed, the sources that she did not mention
to you at the dsposition. This is adequate, under the
olrcunstances.

MR, COLLINS: Yes, Your Honor,

TEE COURT: Court's in recess,

{Whexeupon, a recess was taken,)
{8y Mr, Collins) Dr, Ellis, do you still have the
deposition thexe?
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‘™his one that you just handed me?

Yes. I wondey if you would turn to Page 16,

(witness complies,)

Now, those are the questions where you were uiud your

informants at the deposition, Are those the gquestions

you underatood to he aonfined to only new informants for
this case?

Well, at least this was my thinking at that time,

I want to spacifically call your attantion to the question <
*Queastion: Those members of the Commcil that you
have mentioned are the only informants that you have
spoken to at the Santa Clara Puablo?

Answer: You mean in comnection with this at the
noment?

Question: No,

Answey: Forever?

leeiai: Yes, thare was one other person, I believe.?

{By Mr, Collins) And you go on to the next page to

mention one other man,

What is your question?

Are thoss the gquestions that you understood to be

confined to your informants in connection with this

case only?

You,

Thank you. lHow, would you say that Puablo sooleties are
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somevhat secretive?

Do you mean the religious ascclieties or the overall
soclety of the Puablo?

The overall soclety.

Somawhat, yes,

Would you say in former times they were mors sacretive
than they are at the present?

Yesn,

50 that the older a source is, the less reliable it would
ba?

lo.

Why?

Beocauss the informants obviously never are going to speak
to an anthropologist unless they wish to speak to an
anthrxopologist, They have been convinced that there is
some reason that the anthropologist wants to get the
material., In most cases, this is a point of the
anthropologist and the informants having a mutual
understanding about the wvalue of mcording this material
for future generations, Indian and White.

The older material, in many cases, conseguently, is
much more detalilsd and acourate than some of the more
recant matsrial because it was taken befors the culture
broke down.

Is it trus that it's easier to get information today than
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it was formerly?

I would nsither say that it was trus or untrus., It varies,

Is it harder to get information today?
It's harder to get information today on the old systsm
because it is not known by the young peop'h of today,

usually,

Now, my question is is it harder to get current inforamation

today than it was formerly?

The only time you can get current information is at
curxent times,

Wall, is ons of your sources Parsons?

Yesn,

All right, XIasn't it true that Parsons said that the
Pusblos were very secretive and that lcni of her
information was therfore unreliable?

She said they were secretive and she said that soms of
her information v;u probably not totally comprehensive.

It &id not cover everything, and that there ware probably

- paxts which were unreliable,

Now, when you gat information from Santa Clara informants
such as you have obtained for this prooseding, 4o you
varify the information by observation?

As far as possibla,

Would you look at Page 16 of your deposition?

(witness complies.)
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You notioces there you were asked about verification of
information?

Wait & minute,

Hell -~ .

That's what 1 was thinking. There is no 16 in this paper,
I'm referring to this question (indicating). I have
shown it to you, now I have to read it., The question

was “Did you ever verify the information that's given to

you by the informant at the Santa Clara Pueblo?”

- Answer: "Well, not very much. I have not never done any

serious work at Santa Clara except, as I say, the water
claim until the present when I asked questions of those
men, a couple of them, I have mentioned.*

Is that answer coxrect?
It depends upon how you understand the answer, I supposs.
wWhat I was raferring to there was that I had never done
any thorough, long, comprshensive atudy of Santa Clara
Pueblo. This was being done by Hibs Hill with the aid of
Dozier, 24 Doziexr, the anthropologist now deceased, and
I had worked only in connection with general observations
on Santa Clara Puablo for a comparative purpose earlier,
and then in the later period in connection with their
studies for the water claims.
All right,

In other words, I have done no monograph on the Pueblo,




56

269

ada dearnley
Official Court Reporter

United States District Court
P. 0. Box 1092, Albuquerque, N.M.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

» O

> Lo 0 O

let's put it that way, |

In connection with the current dispute, did you speak with
anyone of opposing views? You spoke of_thu three
gentlemen you named., Did you speak with anycne with an
oppesing viewpoint?

What I was talking to those three gantlemen about, bhecause
they havu.been secretaries of the Pusblo, was a mattar of
the specifics on the registration ~- not xegistration --
the acceptance of certain persons into the Pueblo as
nenbers of the Pueblo, and they have not been born Au
members of the Pueblo -~

Ma'am, you're not answaring my question. The guestion is
did you or 4id you not, yes or no, spaak to anyons of
opposing views? Plsase answer yes or no, Dr. Ellis,

I can't answer yes or no because I was not talking to them
about views,

Okay, thank yog. Did you read the Pusblo's Constitution
in connaction with this matter?

Jes.

Did vou read any other written laws of the Pusblo?

Yas, theair 1939 paper.

I see. The '39 paper?

Yeas.

What are you referring to?

This i3 the small, one~paga paper that has to do with
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nambership in the Pueblo.

All right. Had you read that at the time you wrote your
paper?

No, I had not sesn a copy of it at that time, ‘I have a
copy of it at present.

S0 you have read it sometime between your desposition and

the present?

- Yes,

S0 the paper was written independently of that Ordinance:;
is that right?

Yen,

pid you read the dapositions in this case in preparation

for this testimony?

Yas.

So that's one of your souvcss, then, I suppose?

Yes,

Dr. Ellis, can you speak ths Tewa language?

Ho.

Can you understand it?

Ho.‘

Do yoﬁ speak or understand any American Indian language?

do. We have not needsd tc uss American Indian languages

because of the Spanish or English, you could speak to the
psople directly.

I sea, You stated that you have lived in Santa Pe and
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Albuguerqus during the many years that you have lived in
New Maxico., Have you ever lived any closar than that to
any Indi#n Reservation?

It depends, I suppose, on your definition of ;}vinq in

this case. I have worked during all the hours of the day,

during six-week periods, for three seascns in San Juan,

one season in Pojoagque, and I have spsnt a great deal of
time scattered, but not in one six-week period, over a
couple of years, at liambe.

You mean these are short visits or ataying for a period
of years or ~~ I'm sorry, 1 didn't quite understand.

I said that I had worked with field schools.

Did you ~~

Over six-weak periods, all the hours of the day, but aid
not sleep in the Pueblo at night in these things, This is
why I say it depends upon what you are speaking of in
dafining living in the Pueblo., Living in the Pueblo in
the past was not permitted,

When you recited youxr publications, I didn't catch how
many of thoss publications or books.

I think there are about six or seven books; but, as I

sald earlier, thers is the definition of hooks that gets

into the problem. A nonograph is a book in a soft cover,

and a number of nine are monographs, and if you put a

hard covar on them they become booka. Most of my papers
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have been articles. There are six or seven that are books,

thers are thyee sitting back there on the banch that came
out this last week, and I was sent copies of, and I have
three or four more in press at the moment,

-

Was one of your articles called The Keresan Holy Rollers?

Yes, "

How, in this paper you wrote, ma'am, you give soms data
on mixed marriages, both with regard to Santa Clara and
with regard to some other Tewa Pueblos; is that right?
Yes.

Pirst of all, Page 26 you recite three Santa Clara women

who married man from Keresan Fueblos. What was your source

on that?
I don't have the paper, sir, may I see your copy?

MR, PRELO: Do you have another one? If not, X
could make this available (indicating).

MR, COLLINS: No, here is one,
Which paga?
{By Mr. Collinas} 26. Do you ses the indented names
there? Monica Silva, Rose Gutierres, Virginia Gutierresz.
Well, the paging is soc dim on this one, I haven't found
Page 26,
I realize soma of them -~ 25 is a well-marked page, so
you can find it that way.

I happen to know about Monica Silva because I know that
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1 H’ family wall, and the material comes directly from that
2 family. The second two, I had heard of Virginia Gutierrez
3 ” in Santa Ana Puseblo because I am quite familiar in that
4 family, and have worked with them off and on f?: years in
5 their land claim, I do not know San Pelips Pusblo at all
6 wall, and the data for Rose Gutierrez came diraectly from
7 " Hx. 8ilva and Mr., Naranjo in Santa Clara, who also
8 mentioned these other two whom I already had data on.
9 " Q How, 40 you think that that's a sufficient statistical
10 " sample to derive a rule, from three examples?
;: 11l » No, sir, and I was nct deriving any rule from --
Egg% 12 " Q Ma'am, please just answer the guestion, excuse me. Now,
gg%é 13 at the bottom of that page, you talk about naturalization
%%%% 14 before the Constitution, and you give an example of two
3;25.’3 15 men there, thres men, two men there, then a third on Page
ool 16 27‘. Mr. Dozier, snd then you list further naturalizations
17 “ on Page 28; is ‘mt right?
sl A ves,
19 “ Q dow, you have heard testimony earlier today that several
20 of those naturalized were Havajos and that Mr. Doszier
21 " was non~Indian; is that correct, as far as you know?
22 " A  That's right, as I understand it.
23 || @ All xight. Wwhat's your understanding of how those
24 " naturalizations take place?
25 I do not have data pearsonally on how it takes place,
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I know the situation, more or less, in connection with
Mr. Dozier because I was closely associated with Ed Doxier,

the son,

Did Mr. Dozier undergo Molety initiation? .

This I cannot say. I know that he was taken into the
Pusblo, but I was told by the family that he did not
participate in religious affairs afterwards. This was not
required,

He did live at the Pueblo, then, I assune?

Yes, he did.

Anéd would you assume that the same was trus of those other
naturalizations, that they may or may not have participated |
in religious affaixas?

I wouldn't assume one way or the other on it. As I
undexstand it, it’s not required.

Okay. Are the children, then, after a naturalization of
that sort, considered mambers of the Pusblo as you
understand it?

Yes. That is, after they have been taken in by the
formality that is required for the children.

All right., MNow, the matter of illegitimate children, I
believe you stated that they are taken in., Is thare any
differsnce between the first illegitimate child and the
subsequent illaegitimate children?

I have bean told that there is, that the first one is
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considered to be what you might call a slight slip, and
the seocond or third might not be considered in quite that
light and would require consideration of the Council at
more length,

Did you undsrstand that in reaspect to Santa c1;ra in
particular or some other Pueblo in particular or Tewa in
general?

Santa Clara in particular is ths only one on which I have
had any information.

I sea, Well, where 4id this information that the
firstborn is different come from concerning Santa Clara?
This came as a statement from Mr, Silva.

I sea, Wall, you heard him testify yestarday. He didn‘'t
say that, did he?

He aid not go into that side of the guestion. He spoke of
illsgitimate children without mentioning anything about
second or third,

You heard him testify, I assume, that he doesn't
participate in xeligious affairs of the Pueblo?

Yas,

Okay. You heard the Governor and Mr, Haranjo testify
that the second and third illegitimate children are

admitted to the membership. Do you think that thelr

‘statemanta ave correct?

I would aupposs that their statements were correct, but my
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guess is that there was not a full discussion at that time
and that more could have been said. I would not want to
give an opinion one way or the other on this without mors
information.

That's fine., What do you undarstand to be th§ case with
respect to widows where the deceased husband is not a
member and the wife lives in Santa Clara and asks for her
children to ba recognized?

My understanding is that if the child is without a father,
whether it happens to be that the father has died or thit
the father is unknown, the children are taken in by the
Pueblo Council after they have dabated the issuve, and that
then they are raised within the Pueble and they follow the
mbthnr's affiliation.

S0 that would be trus for cases. of widows and possibly

cases Of divorce as well?

I don't know about it for divorce.

Wouldn't they be without a father in that case?

They would be, and it's possible that this is a0, but I
have no information,

In the case of an illegitimate child, let's suppose that
the father is known, which happens, certainly, on occasion.
Would that alter the rule, do you think?

According to what I have been told, it does not alter the
rule.

Row, in this paper you gave data on where couples lived in
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early timas, according to the reports, after a mixed

marriage; is that correat?

Yas,

And you gave those with respact to three Punhlgs: is that
right?

Yas, this is guoting Parsons, "

This is from Parsons?

That's right,

Okay. How, those three Puweblos are San Juan, Santa Clara,
and dambe; is that correct?

Yeon,

And you covered San Juan on Page 9, if you would turn
there, please, na'an -~ I know a lot of thosa pages wersn't
marked, they weren't marked in the copy that we got,

I sea 12 well marked, you can work back from there,

Poes 9 bagin with S8an Juan ~~

Ho, it begins with the word obscurely.

Okay, I have it,

The San Juan data is at the bottom of that page, ags you
said, to susmarize, this short list indicates that of 11
nixed marriages, seven resulted in residence at the home
of the male, thres at the home of the female, and one
outsids of either; is that correct?

That was on the basis of her data, yes.

Then, on the next page you cover her data for Santa Clara,
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and the list indicates 13 tock up residence in the former
home of the male, and seven took up residence in the
formex home of the female; is that correct?

That's right, .

Then, on Page l1ll, you have the data for liambe, and it

shows «- wall, your summary says seven couples took up

- residence in the home of the female. I actually count

sight thare, eight actually took up residence in the home
of the female, and three in the home of the male, I think
if you will count up, you will see that it's 1l in that
list.

8o, thers was a praponderance of uk.ing.np residance
in the home of the male for San Juan and Santa Clarxa, but
the other way around for Hambe; right?

Yes,

And then you said, "This is easily understood," msaning
the Hambe data. What do you mean by that?

Because, as stated diyectly after the colon in that
ssntance, Kambe's population was small; land, hence, was
not acaroe, and watar for irrigation was more plentiful
than in other areas,

Does that mean the amount of land has something to do with
this gusstion?

It has something to do with the question for lHawbe,

becauss thay had lost thelr population to a large extent.
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The main problem had been smallpox. Thelr population had
gone down to about a hundred. They were intsrested in
increasing the population, and persons from cutside were
interested in moving onto Nambe land, and snbgn wors

trying to encourage othars of the Indian groups to move

. onto their land., Hambe had beocoms largely mixed with

Spanish-American blood --

Dr., Ellis, in tha case of Santa Clara, land is not so
plentiful; is that right?

Not so plentiful as in Nawbe at that time,

Yas. Is that trua?

Hanbe's situation today is not the sase that we have -~
Is.my statement trus at that time; is that wvhat you are
saying, that land was more plentiful at Nambe than at
Santa Clara?

At that date, I think so.

Was any more plentiful at Hambe than at San Juan?

That, I am not certain of,

In connection with your studies for this case, you said
you read the depositions, Did you also ruq the
Interrogatories? Do you know the term I am using?

¥o, I don’t.

Did you read anything other than the dspositions from the
Court Piles in the case or from the files that Misas

Sohaffer night have had?
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No, I 4idn't have anything except the depositions,
Okay. Thank you. Well, now, one of the Interrogatories,
which is a written question that's given by ons side to
the other to be answered under oath, asks about the
current Pueblo mixed marriages, and it gives, in answer,
the Pueblo supplied a list of all the mixed marriages,
It shows 82 mixed marriages -~

MR, PRELO: Excuse me, is counsel reading from a
particular Interrogatory?

MR. COLLINS: Interrogatory Number 3,

MR, PRELO: Just that one?

MR, COLLINS: Yas,
(By Mx. Collins) And indicated that thers are 82 mixed
marriages at pressnt., Doss that aeem a high number in
relation to the Puablo population?
Well, 1f it's 82 mixed marriages out of a population of
around 2,000, it's neither terribly high nor terribly low,
but it's much higher than would have existed, say, back in
the 1930'a,
Would mixed marriages have besn rarer than; is that what
you are saying?
Yes,
Bafora the Constitution, were they extremely ravre?
Dependes on your definition of extremaly. They were quite

rare in all the Pueblos befors World War IX.
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So the changs in soclety brought by the war probably
affected the Pueblo to sone axtent?

It affectad the Pueblos to soms sxtent, and the fact that
more went away to school affected the situation also,

Thess promoted mixed marrxiages, do you think?

Yes, And there were more Pusblc pecple who worked outside

the Pueblo, too, after that period, and oconsequently had
acquaintances bsyond their own people.

At what point would you place the shift of the Pusblo from

- an agricultural society to a mixed wage-earning society?

It would dspend on the Pueblo.

I wean Santa Clara Fusblo,

Santa Clara Pusblo began to have gquite a lot of wage
sarnexs when Los Alamos grew up. And, there wers also
other wage earners who were working in Santa Ve,
Espanola, and elsewhsre, but Los Alamos I believe
provided the majority of the jobs for tham, That would
put it in the 1940°'s,

80 it was about the same time we are talking about the
mixed marriages increase?

Yosu.

As I understand your testimony, tha two are somewhat
connacted, the wage work probably contributed to mixed
parciages?

TO some extent,
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Dr. Bllis, in your paper here, I bealisve you stated that
Mr. Dozier would have been a total source if he were alive
today; is that right?

1 would think so, )

And at Page 12 of this monograph, you refarred to a
chart that you have attached to the monograph showing the
social oxrganization of the Pueblo; is that right?

You are spsaking of Dozier's analysis chart?

Yos, the part -~ I am talking, Page 12 bagins with the
words, "The report of which" -«

Yas,

Then, in the middle of that first paragraph it says,
*Other than this chart and brief paper, our best scurce
on Santa Clara is Dosier's book®; I left out a few words,
but is that correct? |

Yes. I would modify it at present and say there should
have been a statement in there also, including his paper
on factionalism at Santa Clara Pueblec, which also gives &
vu:f clsar piocture of the social organization,

Wall, now, thil chart and brief paper you refer to is
apparently the best source: is that a published paper?
No, it is not,

But the chart was attached to this paper of yours; is

that right?

I copled it for this paper. A copy of the paper, including
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the chart, as given to me by Doxier years ago, was turned

‘over to you people at the tims of the deposition.

All right, But you still stick with that statement that
that paper is the best source on Santa Clara? _
I say it is not a very aextensive source, but I think it's
the best source in indicating social organization of
Santa Clarxa,
How long is that paper, by the way, Dr., Bllis?
You have a copy of it.
Yes, I know, but I can't testify, Would you just tell us?
Waell, I don't have my copy of it up here, but I would say
that it's 10 pages, eight pages, something of this sort,
typed. And of that, ths chart and the first two or three
pages aftar it are the most important. In other words,
they give, in a brief and succinot form ~-
Ky copy seema to have six written pages plus the chart;
does that sound about right?
It could be,
How, when you were taiking about the membarship rule at
Santa Clara, what is your source with regard to that?

MR. PRELO: Exocuse me, That's a very unclear guestion,

HR, COLLINS: All right, I'll rephrase it,
{By Mr, Collins) wWhan you were testifying about the
wembership ordinance at Santa Clara and about your

understanding of that Ordinance and the rules at Santa
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Clara, the msmbership rulses at Santa Clara, what sources
contributed to your testimony on that matter?

Well, if you are referring to membarship for the
Constitution, we had data from various sources in the
bibliography at the end of my paper., If you are referring
to it after the Constitution, it had to do with reading
the Constitution. Latsr, the little paper spoke of, of
193%, the ordinance, and discussing the mattar with the
wan I have spoken of previously.

All xight, Now, on the pre-193i3, pre-~Constitutional
Rule, you say that your only source is a written
bibliographys is that right?

Ho, the written bibliogxaphy is what I used for the paper
spacifically. 7The data would oome from that plus the
material as from discussions with Nibs Hill, with
Elizabeth Sergeant, with E4 Dozier, That typs of general
information and specific information taken together.,
Well, what particular sources in the litaratura deal with
the quastion of mewmbership and enrollment in Santa Clara
before 1935; can you pinpoint those, please?

In the literature?

Yas,

Thexre is some of the material in Parsons.

Parsons talks about mambership?

I think sihe talks about membership in the Puableo in hex
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paper on the social organization of the Tewa of New Nexico.
Any other source?

I would have to check back on that because I don't keep
that sorxt of thing in my own memory.

Is there anything in Doziar on the guestion?

1‘51- I don't recall specifically one way or the other,
You don't know whether Dozier had anything on membership
or not?

I don't remanmbey at the moment, I'd have to look it up.

1 see,

I do mubar having talked to him about it.
All zight. You stated earlier in your testimony that a
man needed permission to leave the Pusblo in the old days:
is that right? |
| MR, PRELOP I don't believe that's been testified
to today. |
MR, COLLING: Yes, it has,
THE WITMRES: Yes, it has.
HR, PRELO: 1I'm sorry.
Yas,
{By Mr. Collins) That's correct; is that right?
That'a right,
But a woman didn't need permission?
Oh, I think any Fusblo person had to have parmission to

leave the Pusblo.
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. Do I know about the incidant of Rogque Conuabas?

" HWould you relats that, please?

- distressed about ths fact that he ~-~

HBe was from Santa Clara Puweblo, and he was supposed to

. ¥eqgquirenants for community work, and not being able to

~ the Pusblo, and he asksd for a grant of land, and he

Do you know about the incident of Rogque Conusbas?

Yos, d0 you know about the incident of Rogqua Conuebas?

Yes, I know about the incident of Roque chuobgl.
This pexscn, Rogue Conuabas, was said to have been so
Pirst of all, where was he from, Dr, E1lia?

have been distressed about the fact of recurring

move about as he plaased without the parmission of the

slders., Consequantly, he decided that he would move outlidl

recelived the grant of land, and did move outside the
Pueblo.
de reaceived a grant of land from whom?

The Mexican Government, the Spanish Government, who was

~ in charge at that pexiod.

But not from the Puablo?

Na, not from the Puebla,

All right, Was there any religious basis for his
disagresmant with the Puablo?

There is not very much given in the account of this, and

I gather that he at least objected to the authority and
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the type of religious hierarchy which governed the Puablo.
He was kind of a !ﬁu exercise of religion parson?

He was what?

A sort of a person who believed in freedom of ?cusoi.m

or frees exerciss of religion, that kind of a person?

‘Possibly. It dossn't indicats very clesarly in the account,

Was there any litigation with regard to him?

This I do not know.

Have you read Mrs. Atkens' 1930 articls vhere she talked
about this?

Yes, and I don't recall any further details om it.

You dom't recall a lawsuit brought to expel him from the
Pushlo?

Ho, I don't recall it at the momant.

Now, you talked about initiation in the Moleties at
Santa Clara; is that correct?

Yes,

And is that related in any way to politiocal msmbership in
the Pueblo?

As I understand it, it's not necessarily tied to political
penbership in the Pueblo.

Thank you.

. But, in the past, it commonly was a part of the

political membexship in the Pueblo,

It had nmore of a meaning of that sort in the past than it
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doas today?
I think from the standpoint of political membership.
Do you recall your testimony in the deposition on this
subject, a question of Moiety inftiation and msmbership
in the Pueblo?
My impression is that what Y sald had to do with the
past. In other words, the system for the Pusblo.
MR, PRELO: Would you read the purportsd section?
NR, COLLINS: I'm about to do that,
(By Mr, Collins) All right. On Page 85 of your desposition
Dr. Ellis, reading «-
*Quastion: I ses, 80 onos that initiation rits or
csremony, once that does occur, than one is a mssmber
of tha Molety and insofar as nembership in the
Puablo is conoerned becomes of the Puablo, is that
right?
Answer: That's right.
Question: And that is the traditional, the old
mathod?
Answer: Yes, it is,
Question: Is that still trus today?
Answer: As I undarstand it, it is."
Yes, and, as I understand it, it is, I would say that again
With an exception. If one has been taken to the Pusblo as

an outsider, then that ﬁonty initiation, I think, is not
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required, Por persons who arse born into the Puablo, I
think the statement still holds.

I ses, Would you think that there could be anyone born
at the Pueblo who had gone through Holety 1u1t:i_.at1m but
was not a political membaer; is that a possiblility?

I supposa it would be a possibility if the person chose to
withdraw from ths Pueblo,

Was denied political mambership, was allowed to be
initiated into a Moiety, but denied political membarship;
is that a possibility, according ¢ your undsrstandings?
I don't think I could answer that.

All right, Going the othsr way, do you think there are
peopls who rsoogniszed as political members of tha Pusblo
today who have not undergona Moiety initiation?

I have bean told that this is so. I have been told for
more than Santa Clara.

Can you change Moleties at Santa Clara?

Appareatly, changes in a Moliety happen occasionally, but
rml_y ogcurrxed at Santa Clara.

Have you any knowladge of tha finanoces of Santa Clara
durxing the 1330's, ths amount of monay the Pueblo had
ingcoming?

I know it was not high, but that's as far as I can state.
Okay. Ares you uﬁnz- of a proposed membership ordinanoce

in the 1930's that proposed a monsy fee as part of the
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nexbership process?

Ho.

And now, in old times in the Pusblos, if someons moved
away and stayed away, would he lose his membership rights
in the Pueblo?

Not as I understand it.

In othar words, no matter how long he stayed away, he would
stil)l retain his right to come back) 1§ that right?
That's as I understand it. If he lost his xights, it
would have to 4o #i.th some other problem.

Do you know whether My, Dosier agrees with you on that?

I doti't remenber any statement one way or the other,

All right. I'm looking at Dozier's bocok, The Pueble

Indians of Noxth Amexica, the 1970 book that's in your

bibliography. At Page €2, he states, "Information
collected in recent years indicates that many Pueblo
Indians have in the past lost Pueblc homes and land rights
and have sither besn avicted from the Pusblo or else

have moved out voluntarily to seek fortunss elsewhers,”

and there is a citation to a paper of yours as an authority
oh that., Is that & trus statement?

Would you read it again?

"Information collected in reoent years indicates that

many Pueblc Indians have in the past lost Pusblo homes and

land rights and have either been evicted from the Pusblo
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or aelse hava moved out voluntarily to ssak fortunes
slsevhers,” and you are cited as the authority for that
statement,

Yes, this is & general statement in connection with
Pueblos as a whole, I think it has nothing to do with
how long thsy have staysd away.

Wall, doesn't it indicate that where a persom falls

out of touch with the social and religioua life of the
Pusblo that there ware these kinds of evictions?

That is not a matter of simply staying away, that is &
matter of, as you just stated, if they had controversy
in regard to these matters, some of them moved out ox
weye told to move out.

Wers told to move out. 8o that disharmony in the Pusblo
was a cause of the people leaving in the past; is that
corract?

In soms cases, yss,

This Conuabas cese is given as an exasple of this. Does
that sound right?

Yes.

S0 baing xecognized as a member of the Pueblo in the past
might have been in some way relatad to someoné's social
and religious Aintegration in the Pusblo; is that correct?
Ho., I would say that ons was a naemberx of the Futb;.u

whether he agread or disagreed, until the Councii decided
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to throw him out or he decided to rexove himself from
Puablo mambership,

But, why would the Council throw him out; what would tha
zeasons be? .

If they figured that he was such a disruptive foroe that
it would be impossible for the Pueblo to hold together well
with his presences.

S0, my statement is, then, social intagration had somathing
to do with recognition as a member of the Pueblo in those
days; is that trua?

It's vagusly txue, but X think the statement is, as placed,
has a connotation that is not correct,

All right, You made a study in particulax of the reasons

for the enactment of ths 193% Ordinance?

-1 have not mads a specific study of it, I merely had the

statemants as they have been mads here in court, that it
was nade becauss of the problems of increaasd numbars of
nixed marriages, and they decidad that it would be safast

- to stop and think over the situation bafora they allowed

oﬂur' people to be naturalized; and, Pueblo peopls
characteristically think rather slowly about new problasms,

- they don't want to rush into decisions,

Did shortage of land have anything to do with that conoern?

‘It's been stated in the court hers that it was one of the

considerations,
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You gave a dafinition eaxlier of patrilineal. Would you
define bilateral, please?

Bilateral means sgual emphasis on two sides, or tha two
sides being similax. It's not always used exactly in the
sane way. ‘

Yes. Do anthropologists ever use tﬁu term bilateral in
connegtion with Santa Clara Puablo?

Yes, it's baen used by both Domier and Ortis and in both
cases I disagree, and I have marked my copy of the Domier
book with a notation on the side saying that I disagreed,
and here is the reason: Although the kinship system, as
in our own families, uses the same tarxms and involves
approximately the same reactions between relatives om

two sides of the family, the father's and the mothar's,
Doszier immodiataly goes on to state that the man is the
head of the family, He states it in a sentance or two
below, and eaxerts the main influence, and I would say that
in that case the kinship aystem, yes, was bilateral; but,
as far as the importanocs of the two family mambers, these
importances for father and for motherx differed in type
somewhat, and in overall influvence, The man, as Dozierx
says, is the head of the family., The same thing is stated
Ly Ortix for San Juan,

But you disagree with both Doxier's and Oxtix®

charactarization of Santa Clara as bilateral?
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I would disagres from that aﬁandpoint because their owm
data does not bear it out.

I would infer from what you ave saying that the terms
patrilineal and bilateral are mutually exclusive?

Yes. |

But I would assume also that you cih have a soclisty that
has some charactaristics of each?

That is trus, and sometimes it's been stated that these
Tewa Puablos axe bilateral with a patrilineal tendenocy
and emphasis. This is closer than merely saying they are
bilaepxal.

They are bilateral and somavhat patrilineal on the side,
is that another way to say that?

Bellieving as in our own society, while our kinship terms
n#u bilateral and we recognise both sets of relatives,
we cextainly rxecognise the fathar's influenos in most
cases as above that of the mother, I believe, in the
family,

How, in this nanegx?ah you did for this case, at Page 12
you state thaz,‘nac;tdinq to boxzierx,” I'm paraphrasing

a lttle, "According to Doxier, the basis of the Tenowan
systen of social organization is the bilateral family,*
and then you quots him saying that "Tenowan kinship tarms
and dasgriptions ars thoroughly bilateral," and you repsat

the same bilaterality at Page 30, you say, “The
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bilaterality of much of the Tewa system is in evidence
per se of the quality of the sexes as a native thinking":
is that a correct statement?

Yes, I would say it was, but let us separate the matter of
quality and specialisation. Women and men are both
considered to have importance in the family and importance
in the Puablo; but, on the overall situation, from the
socio~-yeligious~-political standpoint, men are more importan
than the women are,

In the summary of your paper at Page 32, you began it by
saying, "The fact that the Tewa have a bilateral kinship
systen indicatss a basic sense of sexual eguality,” X

laft out a middle phrase. Now, I have shown you thrwe

or four plaoss vhers the term hilateral appears in this
monograph in relation to Tews culture, and did you in this
sonograph indicate your disagreement with Dozier and
Oxtix?

No, I didn't indicate it in this paper,vhich incidentally
isn't & monograph, it's too short, I dte; not indicate
that, but I think that specialization is what is of
importancs to us in the present problesm,

¥Well, now, when I read this papsr I got the idea that
Dozier was a solid source for you, and you were relying on
him, and now you are disagreeing with him, Can you
explain that?
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Yan, I think that Dozier is in the main not only corract
but our best published reference; but, thare are spots

in which I would agres, and this would be one of them.

By m way, he was from Santa Clara himself, was he not?
Yos. |

And he spoke the Tewa language?

Yes.

And he grew up at Santa Clara?

Yos.

Thank you. When the Spanish came to New Mexico, d4id that
cause any substantial change in the Pueblos?

After they ssttlsd in Hew Maxico, thair first settlement
was at San Juan, there came to be a number of changes

in material oculture of the Pusblos, various matterxs that
had been picked up from the Spaniards, lLater, as I said
previocusly, thexrs was a changs t0 soms extent in the
governmental systeam because the Spaniards insisted that
thexs be secular offiocers; but, thess secular oftimﬁ
were primarily front men for the old religious hierarchy.
Isn't it trus that somw of the Keresan Pusblos were non-
patrilineal historiocally?

As far as I know, nons of the Keresan Pusblos ever have
been patrilineal, The Keresan Pueblos, like the Hopis
snd Zunis, are matrilineal. |

Matrilineal maans what in that context, in the context of
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the Karesan and Hopi and ftuni Pueblos?

A child takes its mother's basic affiliation, is considered
to be a mamber of har clan, This ia a matrilineage
arrangemsnt. .

But is the woman then asutomatically the head of the
household in those societies?

No.

The man is still the head of the household?

Yasn,

80 patxilinsal dcesn't necessarily dafine at all who is
head of the housshold, ths word patrilineal?

No, it is not necessarily so.

They oould be the same or they could be differsnt, I
gather?

This is why I said at the beginning, when you asked me
to dafine patrilineal, I said the word was not always
used in the sans sense., I would say that you had bilateral
families in the same way that you had the matrilineal
family. In both cases, you have the emphasis upon the
man as the head of the household.

And we have the sams in our own society?

Yas,

In fact, I believe in your deposi ion you said that
Santa Clara society is bilatsral without any emphasis on

the patxilineal side, which I would also say for curselves;
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is that correct?
Yas,

MR, COLLINS: That's Page 94, I'm soxxy, but I
didn’t think there would be any disagresmsnt. .
{By Mr. Collins) Now, your paper, 1 balieve, says that
the head of the household idea at Santa Clara and other
Tewva Pueblos is tracsabls to a division of labor and
customary social patterns., Is that a correct statement?
Yas.
And I believe you said that it's not an indication of any
quality as such, it's more just a customary division of
labor?
That's what I would say.
Now, this division of labor, then, would be an important
basis for the conclusion you made that the men or thes
head of the household at Senta Clara, and that Santa Clara
is a pat.r:l.).imul socliety?
Yeos, division of labor including influence, I don't mean
by labor just manual labor.
¥Well, division of labor, I would characterisze as an
sooncnic matter, would you not?
Oh, no, not necessarily., Not as anthropologists use it,

Not even in part?

In part, but not totally. It would also have to do with

the political situation, the religious simaﬂm, the
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training of the children, anything in that line.

Yes, I ses wvhat you mean, But it always has to do with
farming and hunting and things of that sort as wall,
doss it not?

Yes, it has to do with that as well.

How, you were asked on direct axamination about the
naming of chilren, and you said two pexsons give the
Tewa name, Isn't it txue that thoss two persons are
women?

Yes, thoss two persons are women, This is, remember, the
first name that the child has,

Does the child have a last nase in the Tewa language?
The tchild at lsast in the past was a member of a family,
and the family had a name attached to it, and in Parsons
she gives the names that are attached to those families,
These family groups, the ones I have spoken of as family
groups, were the ones which were nistakenly referred to
as clans by thes early anthropologists, and the names
for thoss so-called clans were really the last names of

the family groups.

" The Spanish last nams or the Tewa last name?

Tewa last nanes, originally, such as the ocne I gave before,
which is, as I vemenmber it, it was Red Clay, Red Stone.
Red Stone perhaps,

You are referring to these family clumps that Dosiar called
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bilateral, are you not?

In part, ves. Accoxrding to Dozier's dsscription of this,
and I went over this matter with hiw personally a number
of times, the family group was mads up of certain older
ssubers plus younger mambers, and in both cases you had
man and wife and children. dow, the fact that you had
man and wife in it would make it bilateral because of the
fact that you had persons who were of different
biological backgrounds. In other words, they had married
outsids the families, 8o, this is why he referred to it
as bilaterxal,

All right. How wonld you characterize the status of

" women at Santa Clarxa Pusblo?

Weall, it would depend on what standpoint you spoke of it
from., In religion, they carry on certain parts of the
religion; but, they ars not ths important religious
leaders.

¥ell, lat ms ask specific gquastions, maybe I can shorten
it. Can they own a house, for example?

Yo,

And you said earlier they can belong to the Moleties, in
fact, must -~

They do belong to the Moleties ordinarily, unliess they are
just balievers,

Can they vota?
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Yeos.

Can woman vote gensrally in Tewa societies now?

As I wderstand it, the only Tewa Puwablo which has a
Constitution and henos permits voting is Sann.‘ Clara;

therefors, there would not be voting in the other Tewa
Pusblos,

‘80 Santa Clara is gquite distinctive in that regard?

It's Aistinotive in that Santa Clara was the first te have
done this under the Indian Reorganization Act of 1935 an
a partial solution to their factionalism at that time,

and enacouraged by the BIA, and received a Constitution
which was worked up in part by the BIA men, in part by
Santa Clara people working together.

Did any othsxr Pusblos adopt a Comstitution?

Bventually, yes.

Row many?

Two others,

Out of how many? How many Puablos are they altogether?

I think there are 17 in New Mexico, Laguna had had a
Constitution of sorts even before the Indian Reorganization
Act. Isleta took on a Constitution in, I believe, tha
1940°s,

S0, the other two Pueblos that have Constitutions are not
Tewa Pusblos?

That's r’.ﬂht .
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And Santa Clara is the only Tewa Pusblo with the
Constitution?
That's right,
I baliave in your paper you said there wers a total of 19
Puablos; is that right?
It may be 19 instead of 17, 1'd have to count.
Well, I assuma you were inoluding fiopi in that, so aaybe
that aocounts for it,
Well, Hopl certainly is Pusblo.
#all, in your paper you sald women charactexistically,
howaver, did and still 4o npot vote., I assume you weren't
refarring to Santa Clara at that point?
I'm referring to national elsctions,
To national elections?
The Indians are citizens of the United Btates and may
vote in national elections, and the women do not hecome
involved in that, and to some extent the womsn don't vote
evan in the Pueblo slections,
X see. Vell, the yeason I was surprised to hear it was
national elections was just the contaxt on the paper, but
X'1l lot that pass,

I gather from this paper and fyxom your depoasition
that you believed that the present dispute has something
to 4o with modern idsas Oof wvomen's rightsy is that correct?

That's my iapression,
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Where did you get that impression?

I got that impression through noticing university students,
particularly, of a few years ago, and there was a good
deal of pressure in that regard to Msd Powery and other
matters of eguality,

Did you know snyons specifically involved at Santa Clara
who thought that?

I don't know that anyone at Santa Clava specifically
thought that, This was just the general feeling among

the young Indian peopls at the university.

80 you are just inferring from noticing othar Indlans
that that's what’s beshind this matter at Santa Clara?
Yrom the general knowledge of the Indian young people,
yes,

I believe vou said in your paper that the women's position
in the Tewa world is superior to that of the women's
position in the larger American socisty; is that correct?
That is wy ilmpression also, and not anly in the Teawa world
but in the general Pusblo world. The womsn have had more
opportunity for carrying on thelx own arts and crafts and
participating economically in the family without
oriticism of males than the White American women have,

I believe,

S0 I guess another way to say that would bs that the

larger Anglo-Amaxican socisty is more male dominated
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‘Your statsment hers ia women held a higher position than in

than Pueblo society;y is that right?
It would depend on what part of the situation you are
talking about. Eoconomically, I think so.

our own, that's your statement, is it not?
That's my stateament, but I would atill say that it would
depend on which field one was talking about.
Row, in your monograph on Page 3, you make a refarence to
the claim of these Pusblos that their system hasn't
changed, and I wondered what claim you are referring to?
MR, PRELO: Would you state where you ars reading
from? I'm not sure,
MR, COLLINS: It's almost at the dead center of
Page 3.
{By Mr, Collins) "The very duplication of their statements
documenting the clain of these Pusblos that their system
has not changed." Do you see that? Then, it goes on to
say, "Their economy, however, has greatly changed.”
Okay. I see it.
What claim are you refarxring ¢o therxe? What do you mean
by the word olaim in that context?
This is no one, specific claim, I am not making a referency
and you ses thers is no reference given to that,
That's why I am asking.

That's right, This is simply a contention that you
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sometimes hear by Puablo peopls that, oh, things are
differant now from the way they used to be, This is a

| vary generalised statsment.

All right, .

THE COURT: Mr. Collins, lst's take a recess until
2300 o'clock.,

MR, COLLINS: Yes, Your Ronor.

- THE COURT: I have some criminal motions to take up
at 1:00, so it might be a little after 2:00 before we are
able to start. It just depends on how much time it niéht
take, Court's in recsss.

(Whereupon, Court stood in reosss at 111338 o'clook

AM.)

L 2 BN BN BN
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APTEBRNOON SE885IO0N

Whereupon, Court was resumed on Novembsr 26, 1974,
at 2:53 o'clock P.M,, as follows:

THE COURT: If you will go ahead, sir.

L3

CROSS-EXAMINATION (Continued)

BY MR, COLLINS:

Q

>

=2 I - - 2 -

Dr, Bllis, I believe you stated this moxning

population of the Pueblo is 2,000; is th
As I undsrstand it, it's somevhere
The number is given in this paper specifically.

Are you talking about the peopls who reside thexe or some
othar figure?

I'm talking about the population as given by the BIA,
Bere it is, 1204, 1574 population, 1204.

80 you want to correct your testimony to that figure?
Yos.

Fine., That's Page 1 of your monograph?

Yes, it is,

Thank you, Now, 4o you know the reascns why the Pumblo
adoptad a Constitution?

I think so,

Would you stats briefly vhat those are to tha best of
your knowladge?

There had been 2 good desal of diffioulty in the Pusblo

betwean, I believe, 1893 and 1934 in connecation with
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inoreass in faosticnalism. And, saventually, that reached
such a point that thers wvas not cooparation between the
two Moleties except on rare oedniuns ceremcnially, and
ons of the Moieties decided that they would be within the
Pusblo but not of the Pusblo, and it would not nacessarily
follow ths appointed secular government of the Pusblo.
Consequantly, sincs thers was no place they could move to
outside, because there is no unoacupied land, they had to
remain in the Pueblo and do the best they could.

It was descided them, after some investigation by
Blizabeth Sargeant, that perhaps it should be suggested
to the Pusblo that they take over the aystem that was
being suggested by cur govarnment, which was known as
the Indian Reorganisation Act, which, as I remember it,
had been passed at the end of 1934, and the Puwblo agreed
that this might be a very good thing to try. 8$o, they
did taks that over and then worked out a Constitution
by which the secular officexs md the general government
of the Pusblo would be handled,

Was this, then, to solve the problem that you had just
outlined?

Yes,

And this problenm is generally termed factionalism; is it
not?

It's genserxrally what?
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Termed factionalisn,

Yes.

Bow many factions are there in Santa.Clara?:

There are at present four recognized factions) but, yon
can have small factions springing up at any time.

But, those small factions, if they are going to be
upm-n&d on the Counocil, have to bs represanted by
scneone or mors of the Council members as designated in
the Constitution.

And the Constitution recognises implicitly four factions:
ls that right?

Yeu, it does.

Thess, than, were the facstions that existed, I suppose,
at the time the Constitution was adopted?

Yes.

And don't you refer to those in your paper as progressive

-~ and oconsexvative factions within esach of the Molieties?

Yes.

80 wa have tha Winter Progressive and Winter Conservative

and the Summer Prograessive and Summer Consexrvatives:; right?

Those were the names by which they weant at that time,
And sach of thess factions has how many seats on the
Council?

T™wo, I balieve,

And you statad, I balieve, that Miss Sergeant played a
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significant rols in the proceedings that led to the
adopticn of the Constitution; ia that correct?

Yes,

Were these factions of relatively recant o:iqi?, Or were
they quite ancient?

Factionalism as such went back a ldhg way. I helisve that
an approximation of these factions went back quits a while;
but, the definition of thess factions did not go back so
far. I think into the late 20's or early 30°'s. But,
there had hesn a good deal of argument for gquite a long
pexiod of time, going back at 1.int into the late 1800°%s,
and appavently as far back ar the late 1700's.

I ses, And sinoe the other five Tewa Pushlos did not
adopt this kind of a Constitution, I would assume that
they 4id not hawve the mimilar problem?

I don't think that's a safe assumption.

pid thay?

Agtually, there has besn a good deal of difficulty in
San XIldefonso, What will coms of it in the long rum,

I don’'t know,

Isn't it true, then, that the Constitution of 1938
porpstusted thess factions and made them into organic
law?

It perpetuated the factions, but it made foxr culture

change, that is interesting to an anthropologist, from
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a ratheyr different system, and it pulled things togetherx
instead of separating them so much bscause previously
the Winter and the Summeyr People had been quite separated.
As things got worse, they becams drastically separated.
After the reocognition of the two factions in each
Molety, Winter and Summer, then theye cams to be, after a
bit, quite a bit of cooperation between the two
conservative factions, one Winter and one Summer, and
the two progressive factions, one Winter and one Swwmer,
and they came to be known not so much as progressive
and consservative factions but undexr the names of the
leadarxs,
So that this Constitution than achisved scas degres of
peace at the Pusblo?
Yaa, It 4&id,
1 balieve during your direct examination you characteriszed
the present government as a theooracy; is that correcot?
I would say the background of the presant government is
a theocracy, and the foreground in the present government
consists of the nen of the secular government who have
besen nominated by the theooratic group and voted upon by
the people; 80, it's a lessened, ovarall, theocracy in
comparison to what it used to be,.
I see, Okay. On direct sxamination I think you just

said it was a theocxaoy, although the way my notes
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indicate you just sald yes to a queastion of gcounsel, smo
your testimony just now would he more accurate; is that
right?

This is simply explaining the cther, really. _
I see. Do you know if Dozier agrees with you that it's
a thesocraay?

I don’t happen to remember.

All right. On Page 17 of Doziexr's 1970 book, Pueblo

Indians of Noxth America, hes states, "Among these

Pusblos are Santa Clara, Laguna, Zuni, and Isleta, where
comuunity govermmants now operats along secular lines and
whose political officials are elscted by the people. More
compensable to the Pushlos are the Bureau's changed
policies regarding the suppression of Indian customs, ot
cetara,” VWould you agree with that statement?

Yas, but that dossn't say that it is or is not a theocracy.
It says it operatas alcng sscular lines.

It opaxates on the surface along secular lines, yes,

How these men are influenced is another matter.

On Page 15, Dozlier says, "Santa Clara, Laguna, and Isleta
may more sppropriately indicate the trend of the future,
These Pusblos have separated religious and secular function
and yemain wnited primarily on secular and political
ievels.” Is that an accurats statement?

Yes, I would say so.
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I believe in your paper you referred several times to
pronocunced economic changes, and you testified earlier
about thosse., Is that trus, have there been pronounced
scononic cianges at the Pushlo? .

They have changed from being primarily agricultural to
primarily job peopls, as far as ecdnomics goes,

Doas the wage work at present include women?

To sama extent, it does,

Would you say to a greater or lasssr extent than in the
general Anglo society?

I don't have the data to stats on that. ¥Yomsh do have
ons sconomic asset there in the pottary that they make
and sell,

Do you know whether the religiocus ceremonies are as
frequant as thay were a hundred ysars ago?

I'm inclined to doubt it, but I could not say this
positively,

All right, You've hesrd soma tastimony by soms of the
other witnesses about customs regarding whom one should
maxrry. What's your understanding of the Tewa balief
about whom one should marry, sither man or woman?

I'm not talking about the particular issue now, who is
the preferred marriage in Tewa custom?

The prefarred marriage mate would be one from their owm

Pueblo, and this was true in the past, not only for the
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peopls of the Tawa villages but also the other Pueblo -
villages. This I happen to know personally.

Do you think that that emphasis has changed at all in

- recsent years?

.

Yes, it has changed somevhat, There is less emphasis

upon the alwmost requirement of marrying within your own

. Pusblo. Things have beccme somewhat more lenient,

What would you say is the dominant force in choosing a
mate today?

Affaction, as for ourselves.

-1 believe in your paper you sald several times that

' Spmm and Anglo influence caused certain difficulties

in tha Pueblo; is that correct?

Yes, Therxe is no gquestion but waat acculturation, whioh is
the influenoce of an outside culture, that you are speaking
of, has brought up questions in regard to values, parsonal
values and group valuse, and this has added to the
problems of factiomalism,

Wall, is it ons of the causes of factionalism in the first
place?

I balieve so, But, I don't think it's the only cause,

dow, X believe you testified on direct that the traditional
religious structure of the Pusblo is still intact today at
Santa Clara; is that right?

The general pattern of it is intact, The total picture of
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it is not intact.

I bealieve that attached as part of your papex is a diagram
from Santa Clara Pusblo's soocial oxganization that yvyou got
f:u_n Nz, Dozier; is that right?
I think there is,

Doss that diagran accurately describe the religlous
lunc'tuu. today?

Ho.

Wall, could you tall us very briefly how that's changed?

In the first place, there is no indication here of the
factions, which are the official factions, organized

as such, Besides that, sowe of the socisties which are
listed at the bottom as having membearship that orosscuts. ~-
in other words, is not restricted to Moiety -~ may have
disappeared. This I oon].d not say for sure., This is as it
formerly existed, as an anthropological pattern.

Well, didn't you say on direct examination that there are
still caciques at Santa Clara today?

Yasu,

¥Whaxe do they appear on this chart?

In the Dozier chart, you will see on the left-hand side a
listing of the Ogekay, and undey it Winter Cacique, On

the Winter side, you see the same, |

The faotion hasn't dsveloped into four casiques?

Ho,
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8o, if they still have osviques today, then I assume thare
is, for example, still a ¥Winter Cacigque who had besn
recogniszed as the laadesr of all the Winter Peopls in

some sense of the word; is that corract?

*

. Yen, One of the caciques, and I believe it is the Winter

one, is an acting cacique, as I undexstand it today. He
has not hnn fully confirmed, and the other oacigque.

for the other Moiety is a confirmed cacigue,

But there is still one for each despite the factionalism;

ies that corrmot?

Pour, as far as ~- there are eight aids, not cacigques,

howavey.

Yo, I understand that, Would these caciquen e gensrally

familiar with the religious activities of sach of the'r

respective Molaties?

Yes, they would,

Would they sexrve on the Tribal Council, necessarily?
You oould speak of two kinds of Tribal Council, one made
up of religious officials and one made up of secular
officials,

~ Are wa rsferxring to the lattex?

Lattex. I think they would not be on the secular council,
Is that negsssarily so, oxr they oould or could not be;
is that ~-

As I undarstand it, they are not on the sscular council at

(vm"_" i
i
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all.

I believe you covered this befors, but I'm not certain.
Is religion today voluntary at the Pusblo or is it
compulsory? )
Paxticipation in religion is voluntary, I balieve, in
Santa Clara,

How, is th- Tewa language important to the cultuxe at
Banta Clara?

Yes, it’s fimportant as it is in any culture because it
helps perpetuats u;w culture,

If the Tewa language were to die out, it would be a
ssxious infringement on the culture?

It would be, yes.

Whaen the 1935 Constitution came in, Dx. Rllis, and each
of the four factions was in the Constitution given to
reprasentatives on the Council, was that any changs from
the Council before the Canstitution? Were ths fiscales
and gentlamen chosan in the sama sort of way?

The Constitution u-m as officers most of those I
believe which had been in previously, and ~-

I'm asking about the repressntatives in particular,
They had the representatives besides the othar officers.
There had previously been the group of sscular officers.
After the Constitution, thers was the group of secular

officers plus the representatives.
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All xight, That's fine, thank you. I believe on direct
exanination you said that 95 percent today go into their
father's Moiety if they g0 into any at all. ¥Where 4i4 you
get that figure, ma'am?

Gensral knowledgs,

In your paper at Page 6§, you have a footnota at the
bottom, Hﬁnbci: 2, you give that figurse 95 percent and

you credit Governor Paul Tafoya as the source of the
figure; is that correct?

He sald that, but I say zlso this ia from genaral
knowlsdge., You also £ind the same kind of information
in Parsons, where she went over the matter of Moisty
uanbership, S0, thers are a number of sources and they
all coma to about the sams -~

So Pazxoons is a souroe of what was true in the 1920's and
Paul Tafoya is a souros of what was true in the 1970's?
For a specific statement, yes.

Isn't it true that anthropologists use the term
patrilocal and matrilooal referring to the customary
place of residence and that those are not nacessarxily
the same as patrilineal and matrilineal?

That's true. As I salid this morning, patrilineal is used
in more than one sense, and sometines a little carelessly.
Patrilineal actually refers to lineage down the fathar's

line. You take your father's lineage, or your father's
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— 4
i last name, as we do, and this is properly patrilineal.
2 " Q In otﬁnr words, the genaral Anglo society in the United
3 States would be patrilineal but it wouldn'’t be patrilocal
4 bacause there is no partiocular oustom about 1g9n11ty:
5 isn't that correct?
6ll A That would ba callsd neolooal, and this is true for some
7|| of the modarn peocple of Santa Clara as well.
gl 9 Now, in your paper, didn't you say that there is a custom
g!l right after marriage to move in with the mother's family
10 F for a short period of time? |
Ei. 1l » Yes, this commonly was done in the past, X doubt that
:;gg% 12 it's done so coomonly today because soma of thoss customs
gggé 13 || ars breaking down, but there was a rather general custom
E‘;gg iy in the Scuthwest in the past.
“ §§.’g‘ 15 " Q All right, How, I'm sorry, I had anocther quastion about
92 16 || the cacique. Is it the cacique that appoints the
17 candidates or chooses or influences the choios for
18 candidates for Governor today?
1l A Ho, It's the heads of the four factions,
20|! QV And those are not the sams ag the cacique?
nll A That's :1qpt.
22|. Q Do you know if anyons can volunteer to be a candidate of
23 a faction?
oa || A They cannot,
Q

You are guite certain of that?
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Yeou,

If somaone is sslscted by the religious leader to be z
candidate, can he decline the nomination?

I'm not sure vhather they can today. I can say positively

that in the past they could not declins -- that is, they

“might attempt it, In the past, thtfr weren't even paid for

their job or work for the year, It was considared public

duty., They were not permitted to decline, it was considerxed

proper to make the effort but impossible to achisve.
And is it necessary that an individual be initiated at
Santa Clara into a Santa Clara Moiety to hold offios at
Santa Clara?

Y think it is, but I wouldn't say positively.

Just for the record, wa talked about ths fact that some

- of the Westarn Pusblos are matrilineal., The Navajos are

also watrilineal; xight?

C Yeou,

And matrilocal as well?

Yas.

" But still racognize the man as the head of tha housshold?

Yos,

Is any of your testimony today about religious connection
of various things we have talked about based on the thyree
informants that you ueitid. the present informants?

I don't believe so, That is, you are saying, is it
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specifically bassd on that, no, I don't believe so.

Well, was your conversation with them, then, primarily
about secular matters?

It was primarily in connection with the mattexr of
registration -- I don't mean registiation ~- yecognition
of some persons of the Puablo as being elither members or
non-pembers.

You earlier said that you disagreed with Professoxr Dozier
about the characterization of Santa Clara soclety as
bilateral. I am referring now to tha Doxier papsx, the
six-page paper, from which the chart came fron, and on
the first page, he says, "The unity of danta Clara
Society is the family., Several families are furthex
grouped by fasling of kinship but without adherence to

a stxictly patrilineal or matrilineal affinity into
several family groups.” Is that the statemsnt you
disagree with?

Ho, I would agree with that,

So these kinship groups .t.hat you ¢all clumps, I believe,
are not patrilineal or matrilineal?

lat ne explain that further. The kinship group, you oould
say, that was going to be what Dozier calls a housshold
group, and that I have called a clump, starts with the,
say, a oouple of old people, and they are likely to have

a daughter and her husband or son and his wife join them
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in it, Xf it's daughter and husband, or son and wife,
you have something that is out of the lineage -~ that is,

one mamber of either ons of those young couples is out

- of the lineage group, obviously, bscause they are not

marxying in their own lineage group. Then, you might have
a number of others also in on it who are closs relatives.
owuiuulily. you will get these clunps mads up on the
mother's side. This is relatively rare. Usually, the
clumps are made up of relatives that are going down the
father's or husband's side, as father's father of the
children, hushband of the woman,

Well, then, you are saying that this statement of Dozlerx's
is accurate?

Yas,

Does the naming ceremeny that takes place four days after
birth have any religious significance?

Yes, rather like a baptism for curselvas,

I believe you said earlier that you locked upon this as
sonething of a women's rights case; iz that right?

) ¢ &m‘e think that this was somsthing that I had thouqht
up. As 1 was told sabout it originally, it sesmed to have
somsthing to do with the equality of women versus the
esquality of sen, and whether women ware being given equal
position,

Well, beyond the opportunity to have your children
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snrolled, do you understand there to be any other question
of inequality petween men and women in the case?

Of efguality between men and ~-

I‘li say it again. Beyond the matter of the opportumity
to have your children enrolled at the Pusblo, 8o you
understand thers to be any other matter in this cass that
involves any question of -ineguality hetween men and
woman?

I don't think I could rsally answer that, My impression

is that it probably does not, but what I was asked to go

into in this for my testimony was the nattex of

analyzing and presenting the asocial organization of the
Pusblo,

Wall, but your papar doas commant on women's rights, does
it not?

Yes, it does,

It's true, is it not, that the children who lose membership
by this polioy are theoretically, roughly, half m_mﬁ
half women; isn't that right? The children who m:nat
racognized as members as a result of the policy that's

in question here would be roughly half men and half women,
would they not?

More or lass., There probably would be a few more wonen,
judging by the general population in regard to the

coumntryside, as to how many males versus females survive,
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In other words, you are saying the percentags would be
more or leass the same as random versus statistics?
Yas.
At this time, Dr., Ellis, I'm going to show ml copy of
a dooument entitled Santa Clara Pusblo Souial Organization.
Is that the Dozier paper wa've beon talking about?
Yes, it 15.
MR, COLLINS:

Your Honor, we would like to offer

that in evidenoe at this tine,

THE COURT: Any objection?
MR, PRELO: If the Court pleass, I have no objection,
THE COURT: It will be admitted,

(Whareupon, Plaintiff's EBxhibit Number 2 was offered
and admitted into evidence.)
MR, COLLINB: And I am not sure I undsrstood the
Court's earlier ruling when we offered Plaintiff's Exhibit
1, the paper that's been discussed. I helieve thare was
an objection, and I am not sure what the ruling was.

THE COURT: I said I*4 rather have you interrogate
Pr. Ellis from the paper that you had rather than subaltting
it in evidenoe and having me actually examine her testimony
as againsat the particular document, so that I would have
to pick these matters out. That's your job in this
particular situation, and this is what I wanted to

establish because you will point cut those things that you
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think are significant and important, underx the
circumstances, whioch you have been doing, and this is
what I wanted you to do at that time,

If you still wish to offer the 1nstrmnt: you nay
do 30, I would depend upon you to go through it and make
those determinations that you think n.ée significant,

MR, COLLINS: Your Honor, we have done that,

I wantsd to offer it bacauss I think it's sasier to refer
to Af it's in the record,

THE COURT: Or it would go to her credibility, and
in the Findings of Pact I would anticipate that you would
present these particular matters.

THE WITHESS: I would like to make a commant, if this
is proper, which is that this paper was writtan for ms,
as I balieve it is stated in the other paper, when Ed
Doziar was 2 student of mine at the University, and it
wvas to help ma in teaching knowledge of the Pusblos, and

it was not intended as a paper for publication, and it is

not in what you wvould call exactly publishable form.

(By Mr, Collins) Well, Dr, Ellia, I would like to honor
that to the extent poassible, and we don't intsnd to use it
for anything beyond the confines of this case, and I am
sure that we can sea to it that all copies ars returned to
you after the case is over,

Thank youa,
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THE COURT: It might get into one of tha reporter
systems, probably the Pederal 2nd or something of that
kind, There are parts of it that might appear there,
but that would be the extent of it, as far as any
publication is concerned,

{By Mr. Collins) I just have one more item to ask about
here, If you had a Santa Clara man who marries a non-
Ipdian wonan, as X understand it, under the current policy,
the children are admitted to membership; is that right?
Yen.

And that that doesn't depend on vhexe they live; is that
right?

That's as I understand it,

Now, if you had such a marriage and tho couple lived,
let’s say, in Califomia, would the children of that
marriage be raised in the Santa Clara culture?

In the first place, you do nct go into your Moisty group,
oX even into the Pusblo group, without oconsultation of
the Council. In fact, let's delete Molety group. Lat's
say you 4o not go into your Moiety group to become a
member of the Pueblo of Santa Clara without the Counoil
dedbating the issue, even if you are the proper child of
this propsr marriage of a Ssnta Clara man and voman, You
would be presumsbly taken in after they had debatad the

issus, and you went through whatever the forxmality was,
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Then, obviously, you would not, if you were living in
California as a ohild, have as much contact with the
Pueblo culture as otherwise, if you warxe living in the
Pusblo. And the txuth of it is that very cumqynxy
members of the Pusblo families who live outside the
Pueblo, to visit within the Pueblos, not only Santa Clara
but otho:i, as often as possible so that they do have &
faix amount of contact with their relatives and thus pick
up more of the culture,

Well, now, the Councilmen who have testified in the last
two days have said that the only debate the Council makes
in ths case of a child or male member, regardless of wherse
they live, is the authenticity of the parentage. In other
words, they said they asked for proof of parentage, but
besyond that there is no debats and they are admitted.
That, I believe, was the testimony. Do you think that's
coxrect?

I think that's correct excapt that thers are some
technicalities. It may be a matter of signing papers,

it nay be a matter of swearing that the child does

belong to the family, WwWhat the technicalities arxe, I
don't know, But, it is not an automatic admission quite.
How, in your opinion, would a child of a Santa Clara
mother and a non-Santa Clara father who lives his entire

life in Santa Clarxa obtain as much culture training in the
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Santa Clara culturs as a child of tha Santa Clara fatherx

and an Anglo mothar who lives in California?

A This would be hard to say. I would say that certainly
ths child of a non-Santa Clara father and the Santa Clara
mother living in Califormia would have less su;n Claxra
training and influence than the child or the Santa Clara
¢hild who lived in the Pusblo --

Q That was not the question.

A I know it i» nov,

Q Can you answer the guastion?

A Ho, I cannot answer the question, I don't think anyone
could.

Q I see,

MR, COLLINS: May I have just a momsnt, Your Honor?
THE COURT: Yas, sir.
MR, COLLINE: I have no further questions, Your
Hanor.
THE COURT: WMy, Prelo,
REDIRECY BXAMINATION
BY MR. PRELO:
Q I have just a fow questions, Dr, Ellis, 4f I may,

Does the information you have received from the informants
recently tie in with everything that you have read and
researched, and is this what your testinmony is based uwponm,

Dactorx?
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