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BEFORE THE I N D I A N  CLAIMS COMMISSION 

THE SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS 1 
OR TRIBES, ET AL. , ) Docket No. 142 

1 
THELOWERSIOUX I N D I A N  COMMUNITY, E T A L . ,  ) Docket Nos. 359, 360, 361, 

) 362 and 363 
P e t i t i o n e r s ,  1 

1 
v .  1 

1 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 1 

) 
Defendant . 1 

Decided: J u l  25 1967 

Appearances: 

Marvin J. Sonosky, Attorney, wi th  
Emerson Hopp, Louis L. Rochmes, and 
Mack V. Traynor of counsel,  Attorneys 
f o r  the Pe t i t ioners .  

John D. Sul l ivan,  with whom was 
M r .  Ass is tant  Attorney General 
Edwin L. Weisl, Jr., Attorneys 
f o r  the  Defendant. 

Commissioner Watkins delivered the opinion of the  Commission. 

The compromise set t lement approved, and the award of  $12,250,000 

thereby made poss ib le  i n  t h i s  proceeding, involves s i x  claims f i l e d  

a g a i n s t  the  defendant by seven t r i b a l  groups o r  bands of Indians,  known 

genera l ly  a s  the Mississippi  Sioux. This set t lement disposes of  a l l  the  

claims of these Indian groups except an accounting claim which could no t  

be s e t t l e d  f o r  the  reason tha t  the  General Services Administration had 

not  f in i shed  i t s  aud i t  of the dealings of the United S t a t e s  wi th  these  

Indians.  
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The Commissic.n has made a p a r t  o f  i t s  f ind ings  a j o i n t  c o r n m i c a -  

c a t i o n  from a t to rney  Douglas Hunt of %ntevideo, Minneso ts , and t h r e e  

N i s s i s s i p p i  S i o w  Indians,  L i l l i e  Ross, Attorney i n  f a c t ,  Alexander 

Ross, and Josephine Cook, a l l  of Minnesota, r e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  compromise 

s e t t l e z e n t  of c laims s t a t e d  i n  Dockets 142, 359-363 and 332-A (See 

l e t t e r  i n  f u l l  i n  Finding 107).  It appears  t h a t  Docket 332-A i s  n o t  a 

p a r t  o f  t h i s  compromise se t t lement .  The above named persons  p e t i t i o n e d  

t h e  Commission t o  e l imina te  from cons idera t ion  i n  these  compromise 

se t t l emen t  proceedings the  s t i p  of  land  r e fe r r ed  t o  i n  t h e  t r e a t i e s  o f  

1851, 1854, and 1858 wi th  the  United S t a t e s ,  which awarded t o  t h e  

Medawakanton and Wahpakoota Ind ians  a s t r i p  of  land 1 0  m i l e s  wide sou th  

of  t h e  Minnesota River, bounded on t h e  w e s t  by the Tchaytam-bay and t h e  

Yellow Medicine Rivers and on t h e  e a s t  by the  L i t t l e  Rock R ive r  and a 

l i n e  running due south from i t s  mouth t o  the  Waraju River .  Th i s  a r e a  

i s  b e t t e r  known a s  Royce 440, S t a t e  of  Minnesota. 

This  a r e a  had been the  s u b j e c t  of  cons idera t ion  dur ing  t h e  e a r l i e r  

s t a g e s  o f  t h e  hearings on the  Miss i s s ipp i  Sioux claims.  W e  have s e t  

f o r t h  i n  f u l l  these  p r o c e e d i ~ g s  i n  Finding No. 108 g iv ing  t h e  h i s t o r y  

o f  t h e  a c t i o n  wi th  respec t  t o  t he  Royce 440 area .  It i s  n o t  involved  i n  

t h e s e  compromise se t t lement  proceedings, and none of  t h e  $12,250,000 

awarded t h e  f i s s i s s i p p i  Indians w i l l  be made i n  payment o f  t h i s  a r e a .  

We d e s l r e  t o  make t h i s  inat ter  c l e a r  so  t h a t  the Indians  w i l l  be f u l l y  

informed on i t s  s t a t u s .  
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One fu r the r  x s t t e r  we think we should c l a r i f y  is the  s i t u a t i o n  

with respect  :o three 1~1lghend "L~SEI- t s"  i n  t h e  typed pages a f  the 

which was f i l e d  wi th  :he Com-iscion on June 2 3 ,  E967. The i n s e r t s  

r e f e r r e d  t o  above are  a s  follows : 

Page 3,  paragrapn 9,  Pine 3 following the wards "those dockets" 

the  following i n s e r t  was m d e :  "including the S i s s e t s n  snd Wahpeton 

Sio-at Indians of the  For t  Peek ?eservstLm, Nontana." 

Page 4 ,  l i n e  2 ,  s f t e r  the  words, "each cf those dockets" the  

following i n s e r t  was made: "ir,cl,uding the Sisseton and Wahpeton Sioux 

Indians  of the For t  Peck Reservation, Nontsna. " 

Page 5, parsgraph 12, l i n e  4 ,  a f e e r  the  wards, "in each of s a i d  

dockets" the foEPow~ug i n s e r t  was ma&: "including the  Sisse ton and 

Wahpeton Sioux h d i a a s  of the Fort  Peck R e s e r ~ a  t ion ,  Kon t a m .  " 

In the  o r i g i n a l  docurmnt a f t e r  eacfi of the  above i n s e r t s  a r e  t h e  

words, "Approved, John 3, Sull ivan,  Yfrvin J. S ~ n o s k y ' ~  w r i t t e n  i n  long- 

hand. These i n s e r t s  were approved Ey the  e t t a rney  for the  defendant ,  

John D. Sul i iven ,  and Attorney of  R ~ c o r d  f o r  the Zndians, Kirvin J. 

Sonoskp, t o  c o r r e c t  an oversight  in dra f t ing  the  s t i p u l a t i o n .  

I n  o t h e r  f i r d i n g s ,  r e fe r r ing  t o  the 1ndien.s involved i n  the  compro- 

mise, r e s o l u t i o n s  o f  spgrovzl make i t  clear t h a t  the  i n s e r t e d  words were 
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intended t o  be i n  the s t ipu la t ion  of compromise se t t lement  which was 

signed and executed by the p a r t i e s  a s  of May 1 7 ,  1967. These i n s e r t s  

were made before the St ipula t ion  was copied i n t o  the Commission's Find- 

ing NO. 61. In t h i s  finding i t  i s  s e t  f o r t h  a s  correc ted  and a s  i t  was 

intended t o  be by the p a r t i e s  thereto.  

Taking i n t o  consideration the record i n  a l l  s t ages  of  l i t i g a t i o n  

i n  the  dockets involved, the o r a l  and documentary evidence presented,  

the statements of counsel, the Commission has found t h a t  t h e  proposed 

se t t lement  is  f a i r  and j u s t  to  the Indian p e t i t i o n e r s  and t o  the United 

S t a t e s ;  t h a t  it has been ca re fu l ly  and f u l l y  explained t o  the  members 

of  the  Indian groups involved; tha t  the members of these  groups have 

approved the  set t lement by a l a r g e  majori ty,  a f t e r  having an oppor tuni ty  

t o  examine i t  and learn  of i ts provisions;  t h a t  approval of  the  s e t t l e -  

ment w i l l  e l iminate  the need f o r  much addi tonal  l i t i g a t i o n  and necessary  

experises which would be incurred i n  these cases.  

Therefore i n  conformity with our Findings of Fact and t h i s  Opinion 

en te red  today a Final  Judgment w i l l  be entered.  

/s/ Arthur V. Watkins 
Arthur V . Wa t k i n s  
Commissioner 

We concur: 

/s/ Wm. M. Holt 
Wm. M. Hol t  
Commissioner 

/s/ T. Harold Scott  
T. Harold S c o t t  
Commissioner 




