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UTE I N D I A N S  OF UTP-LY I N  D3CWTS NO. ANI) 45 

U?on consideration of the  p e t i t i o n  fo r  zn a l lo t race  of a t t o rney r s  

fee  i n  Dockets No. & and LS, f i l e d  herein or, November 3, 1960, .arid 

the defendant having had a co2y of said ~ e t i t i o n  served upon it,:.ar?d 

no object ion there to  was entered; acd a f t e r  a hearing held before said 

Commission on December 6, 1963, a t  which t k e  petitioxier and the 

defendant were represented by coun,sel; and %he Coxmission having ' . 

received evidence both o r a l  and x r t t t e n ,  ar-d the  Cominission havicg 

considered the en t i r e  record i n  sa id  docket nuibers; i n c h d i n g  said 

coxt rac ts  of  employment of sa id  attorney, . the.  Commission. makes .Lh.ese 

add i t i ona l  findings of fac t :  

1. That t he  attorney's services  were rendered f o r  -the.Ziinta:? Ute 

Indians  of Utah i n  said docket nuii3ers pursuant t o  two c ~ n t r a c t s  

between sa id  t r i b e  and the  pe t i t ioner ,  Ernest L. Wilidnson, t h a t  t h e  

cont rac t  under w'nich the services  wore perforxed fo r  satd t r i b e  of 

I n d i m s  in Docket No, was date2 :&y 12,. 19@; t h a t  the contract  f o r  

Se-..vices rendered ir ,  connection with D o c ~ e t  No. 45 was dated Fay 12, 



. - 
the  date wnen a fkl deterrrkat ion x2s rrzde and entered i n  tha  5222 

Docket n a i e r s  in favor of -L:?e said t rcse ,  t'ne Uintan U t e  In2i2~s of 

Utah. That said contracts  and the extensions thereof were d-Zfapl;rn-ed 

by the Secretary of the Inte,rior.as r q t 5 r e d  by 'law, and were I n  f - ~ l i  

lorce and e f f ec t  during a i l  of said tiw. 

2. That said contract  coverFng the  a t to rneyPs  eqloynen-c i n  

Docket No. &4 provided that' the co-xpensation of t he  'a t torney i s  TO be . .- . .  - - 
wholly contingent upon a recovery.for the  t r i b e  .and t h a t  s a id  coqensa t ions  

& a l l  not, exceed 10 per- cent and s h a l l  not, .be less than 7. pez  c e n t  of any 

... anti a l l  .sums. recovered f o r  s z id  Indiar,s;-. t h a t  s a i d  con t r ac t  .covering 

at torneyr  s ..employment. in Docket KO. kj; 2ro-J'Lded. t'nat' the.'.coqnsati.on: : 

of the a t to rney  is wholly contingerrt y o n  a recovery and t h a t  s a i d  - 

coqensa t ion  shall not  exceed 10 percenz of any and .all  sms recove=.ed 

f o r  sa id  Indians. 

3.- That pursuant t o  %ie afcreszid cor-tracts of emplopimt,, zs 

extended, the at torney pre-oared acd T"il~d on behzlf of sa id  Uir~ tzk  Uta 

Indians of  Utah t h e  c L a ~ h  of s&ci Incii= T ~ i b e  which were assLgned by 

the Cormnission Docket .hiun;5ers IrL an2 &S, . . 

4. %That  t he  pe t i t i ons  irr Zqe ?;>TO czsss  xel-e, by agreenznt of %ke: 

parties and approved by,the Com2sslon, consolidated f o r  tr ial;  arid t r i a l  

was held thereon o n  the  q z s t i o n s  of % i t i e  an2 liabil5ty :- . Separate . 

7 bindings,.: Opinions ' Interlocoto-y- Orfizrs - x e r i  entered. in each of: s a id  

' 2 .  . . . .  . "  . . . . .  ...;,:.;, . . . . . . . . . . . . _ .  .. . .  . . . . .  docice% numbers, :-. . ' . r . . . . . . .  - . . . -  



5. That i n  Dockek Nc. 5-,e i s sces  of title and i i a b l l i t y  

: 6 

e r e  

docket n&er f a v o r k g  said pe t i t ioners  were made and entered or, t he  

21st  day of Febr-arg, 1957; and t h a t  r i t h  rss?ect t o  l a r d s  involved ir? 

said docket nw3;r the t i m  of the taking of said lands was not fixed, 

bloners but  tine Cornnission found t'lat the defendant Is l i a b l e  t o  ??ti'- 

f o r  the value of a l l  t he  lands withi-? the boundaries of the area f i x e ~  

i n  Finding No. 3 wiiich p l a i n t i f f s  rnay hereafter  prove were disposed of 

and a c q d r e d  by tke defendant. 

It was a l s o  ordered t h a t  a t i m  therezf te r  wor;ld be s e t  f o r  h e a r h g  

of such proof of e i t h e r  par ty tr'r~icfi touches on the deprivation of 

pe t i t i one r s  of the 'Lands i n  said area and 02 various 02fsets.  

It w a s  a l s o  provided t h a t  hearings as t o  the  value of sach land 

s h a l l  not  be had u n t i l  there  s h z l l  be a deter&ation of the lands 

which the  pl la int i f fs  were dep ived  of and the time of such de9rivatiozs.  

Xo hearings have been held fo r  tine purpose of taking evidence on :&en 

,ecdant. This such lands were disposed of o r  were a c q i r e d  by t'ne deE 

was l e f t  t o  a fu r the r  hearing, or s se r i e s  of hearings. 

Valuation of said lands f i n a l l y  found t o  be taken would be deckled 

i n  a sxbsequent hearing. Later a s t ipu la t ion  t h a t  the overa l l  acreage 

described ir? Ficding No. 3 xas  5,359,280 acres  was entered in to  between 

p l a i n t i f f s  and defend2n5 and f i l e c  herein. 

6. In  Docket No. LS the ComLssior, fomd Cia t  t h e  ?la<ntFl"f skcz.',d 

recover from the defendant the value of a half i n t e r e s t  of the k r i J s  of 

t'ne s a id  reservat ion desc~ibeci i n  sa id  pe t i t i on  and said Pindngs,  a s  of  
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for  the pwpose of vaP3ing the  lands taken i n  ~ o c k e t  No. lr5 have ever 

been held. 

7.  That on I%y 23,' 1960, the a r t i e s  irvolved i n  the  above docket 

n l z i e r s  f t l e d  with the Indian Claim Corn-ission a mo-cion f o r  e n t r y  of 

Final judgnent'based upon a s t i p l s t i o n  f o r  en t ry  of f k a l  jucigrrent in 

t he  above en t i t l ed  dockets, The s t i pu ia t ion  xzs  execated by Ernes t  L. 

Wilkinson, Contract a t torney a d  B t t o n e y  of Eiecord f o r  p e t i t i o n e r ;  

Perry X. Morton, Assistant Attorney General; and Keith Browne, a t t o rney  
.. , 

f o r  the defendant. 

8. The said s t i p ~ l a t i o n ,  ar?d the  comproaise set t lement  which it 
. . . . . . .  . . . . . . .  . . . . . .  . . . . .  \ . . 

i nvo l~ed ,  with respect t o  th'e'two do&k-t cumbers wzs approved by t h e  saki  
. . 

t r i b e  of Indians; and hearings an the  notion to-have f k a l  judgment 
. . .  . . . . .  . . . .  . . .  . . .  . . . . .  . .  . .  

entered in accordance $itin said s t i p u k t i o n  were held before t h e  India? 
. . . . . . .  . . .  . . .  _ _ . . . . :  . . .  . . .1 .; - 

Claims ' Commission;. and Findings of Fast, wr,ion, and F i m i  Determination 
. .  .,.. . . . .  ... . . . - . _ . .  :.. 

in accordance with sa id- ' s t ipu la t ion  xere d'dy made a& entered by sz id  

Commission on the f8th day of 3me, 2960. 
. . 

9. That said final determkztim pro7'ldad t h a t  t he  Uin7a.h B a d  of 

Ute Indians skduld recove? f ron  t'Ac d e f e d a ~ t  the s-m of $7,700,000 'ir: sa id  

Docket Rwhers  & and L5. This SET w 2 s  i n  r " d l  settl-nt o f  a l l  t h e  

matters covered by sfid s ~ i ? d a t 5 o n ,  TSa?; -ens sum of $7,700,000 XZS 
. . . . . .  ... . . .  

appro?&ted by the ~ o n g e s s  i n  f-71 & k t l e p ~ n t '  of Yne cia-Lrrs s e t  f o r t h  

i n  Dockets U ' m d  L5; t h z t  SLX 5s  c&; deposite6 i n  the  ~ r e a s c z ~  of t h e  





r i d e  by t h i s  CoxxLssi& 'on the 13% day cZ Jl?e, 1552. 

T. Hzrzid Szott 
Associate Com-nissioner 




