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The compromisz provides that this case sh2ll be settled by the
entry, after all allouwzble deductims, credits and offscts, of a net
final judgment in the amount of $4,157,605.06 against the defendent
and in favor of the petitioner; that the difference betlueen the amount
awarded the petitioner in the interlocutory order and the amount allowed
in the compromise final judgment is $11,0,000.00, an amount which repre-
sents the compromise settlement‘of the of fsets to be deducted.

The proposed settlement of offséts also includes all offsets,
counterélaimé, and payments on the claim, to which the United States may
be entitled in the case of Cha?les E. Williams, Joscph Redthundsr and
Harry Owhi, as representatives of the Nez Perce Tribe v. The United
States of América, Docket No. 180-4, as well as those to which the
United States would be entitled in the present case, Doéket No. 175-A.
The purpose of includiﬂg in this case of setilcoment of offsets in
Docket No. 180-A is to permit the entry without further proceedings
(determination of offsets would be the only matter left to determine) -
by the Comission of a final judgmcﬁt in Decket ﬁo. 180-A at this time.
Either party‘in-that case shall have the right to and may then promptly
appeal from the declsion of the Commission in that case. it was also
understood thét while the éarties hereto waive %ppeal or fﬁrther-reyiew
in Docket Nb: 175-4, there is no corresponding waiver of appeal m;de”by
eithér party in Docket No. 180-A4.

The-sfepé and requireﬁents vhich are generally to bz taken in cases

of compromise settlunesnts (séa Omaha Iribe of Nelwaska, et al, v. U.S-
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8 Ind, C1. Comm. 392, 416-L19), have been followcd in this present
procecding. The findings fully set forth the steps takep wh%ch show
that the proposcd settlement was carefully and fully prescnted to the
.Indians of the pelitioner tribe; and it was freely, voluntarily and
formally approvad by the members of the tribe gcnerélly and by various
governing bodies through the passage of necessary resolutions. With
respect to the merits of the settleormont Pf offseté against both docketls
for $1h0,000.00, to be charged'only in Docket MNo. 175-A, we belisve that
this sum is fair under all the facts end circumstances in this case.
It was stated that ths dafendont had spent in the ncighborhood of
$§O0,000.00 for this tribe, a considzreble portion of which might |
ordinarily be chargesble as offsets, but in view of the ;aw‘with respect
to operation of iofests for Indians and tﬁe chérges tﬁa% mﬁght be paid
defendant for such opzration out of the proceeds of the opsration, wve
believe that the Gove?;nent is 30t beirz unjustly declt with in the
ellovance of $140,000.00 as full sstilement of chargesble offsets it has
against this petitioner.

Important to this case, and to the petitioner and the Nez Perce
Tribe of Indians it represents, is our Finding No. £0, that the Nez
- Perce Tribe of Indians, petitioner herein, represents in this matter
all of the Nez Perce Indians in Idaho, or Washington, or wherever
situated and that thess Indizns dre, as describzd, entitled to the benefits
of the final judzment to bz emtered horein. As stated in the
this provision jusit memtionzd was pzrb of &n oomotTiat entorsd into

betwean the Kez Perce Tribs of Indizns of Idahc with anothor vt of
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the same tribs on the Colville Indian Rescrvetion in the State of
washingtonAand 2lso batuecn the attorneys for the o groups. This
agrécmsnt had the approval of the Departmont of the Interior.

Final dudgm:ﬁt will accordingly be entered in conformity‘with our
Findiﬁgs, this Opinion and the Stipulation for Entry of Final Judgment,

s/ ARTHUR V. WATKIES
Associate Cowiissioncy

Concurring:

s/ WM. M, HOLT
Associatg Qommissiqner






