
18  Ind. C 1 .  Corrn. 531 

BEFORE THE INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 

THE CONFEDERATED TKLBES OF ) 
THE COLVILLE RESERVATION, ET AL . , ) 

) 
P e t i t i o n e r s ,  1 

) Docket No. :?7 
v .  ) Docket No. 181-A 

) Docket No. 181-B 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 

1 
Defendant. ) 

Decided: September 7, 1967 

Appearances: 

Abe W. Weissbrodt and I. S.  
Weissbrodt, Attorneys f o r  P e t i t i o n e r s  

John D .  Su l l i van ,  with whom was M r .  
Ass i s t an t  Attorney General,  Edwin L .  
Weisl,  J r . ,  Attorneys f o r  t he  
Defendant. 

OPINION OF THE COMMISSION -- 

PER CURIAM: 

These three  cases ,  Docket Nos. 177, 181-A and 181-B, a r e  now b e f o r e  

t h e  Commission f o r  cons idera t ion  of a j o i n t  motion of t h e  p a r t i e s  seeking  

approval  of a proposed comp-omise se t t lement  des igna ted ,  " S t i p u l a t i o n  For 

Ent ry  of F ina l  Judgment" which i s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  f u l l  i n  F ind ing  No. 15.  

The claims i n  the  th ree  cases  involve the lands i n  t h e  C ~ l v i l l e  

Ind ian  Reservat ion a s  es tab l i shed  by Executive Order of J u l y  2 ,  1872. 

The claim i n  Docket No. 181-A i s  f o r  conpensation f o r  t h e  t ak ing  by 

t h e  United S t a t e s  of an undivided i n t e r e s t  i n  s a id  r e s e r v a t i o n  l ands .  The 

c la ims  i n  Docket No. 181-B a r e  (a )  fo r  add i t i ona l  coxpensa t ion  f o r  t he  so-  

c a l l e d  North Half of s a id  reservat iolr  which was ceded t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  
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by the Agreer.ent of M2y 9 ,  1891, and (b) f o r  d a ~ a g e s  c i t k  respec t  to the 

disposi t ion and sa les  o f  c e r t& in  surplus ;ancis cf tke Scvth Half of said 

Reservation pursuant tc~ the Act of March 2 2 ,  1905. The claim i n  Docket 

NO.  1 7 7  i s  fo r  damages with respect  to various c ther  alleged a c t s  of the 

United S t a t e s  i r r  connection with the disposi t ion and s a l e s  of the surplus 

lands of the South Half of che Keservazion pxrruant to the aforesaid  Act 

of March 2 2 ,  1906. 

The s t i pu l a t i on  fo r  ent ry  of f i n a l  jcdgment provides t h a t  Docket NOS. 

181-8 and 181-B s h a l l  be consolidated fo r  a l l  purposes and there  s h a l l  be 

entered i n  said consolidated dockets, a f t e r  a l l  allowable deductions, 

c r e d i t s  and o f f s e t s ,  a  f i n a l  judgnent f o r  pe t i t ioners  i n  the n e t  amount of 

$3,500,000.00, which s h a l l  f i n a l l y  dispose of a l l  r i gh t s ,  claims, o r  

demands which the pe t i t ioners  have asser ted  o r  could have asser ted  with 

respec t  t o  the subject  matter of these two dockets. The S t i pu l a t i on  

fu r t he r  provides t ha t  there s h a l l  be entered i n  Docket No. 177 a f i n a l  

order  dismissing with prejudice each and a l l  of the claims made by pe t i -  

t ioners  i n  sa id  Docket No. 177. The S t ipu la t ion  a l so  provides t h a t  the 

f i n a l  judgment i n  Docket Nos. 181-A and 181-B and the f i n a l  order i n  Docket 

No. 177 entered pursuant t o  said s t i pu l a t i on  sha l l  cons t i t u t e  f i n a l  de te r -  

minations by the Cormission of the three cases,  with the p a r t i e s  waiving 

any and a l l  r i g h t s  to appeal from o r  otherwise seek review of such f i n a l  

determinations.  

The Commission has found t ha t  the members of the Confederated Tr ibes  

of the Co lv i l l e  Reservation and i t s  Busin2ss Council have been f u l l y  advised 

of the  terms of the  proposed set t lement cf a l l  the claims asser ted  i n  
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-- 

Docket Nos. 181-A, 181-B and 1 7 7  and the r c a s o l s  whv i t  should be en tered  

i n t o  by the p a r t i e s ;  and t h a t  a t  a  gencrai  m e t i n g  o f  the nenbers of the  

Confederated Tr ibes  held on k ~ g u s  t 19, i S 6 7 ,  duly and proper ly  c a l l e d  t o  

cons ider  the se t t l emen t ,  a  vo te  was taken and the r e s x l  t of  he v o t e  was 

242 i n  favor of acceptance of ~ h e  se t t l emen t  and only 10 opposed. Also ,  on 

August 19, 1967, pursuant to  no t i ce s  duly &Even, a meeting of t he  C o l v i l l e  

Business Council was he ld ,  with fou r t cen  merbers of rhe Council  p r e s e n t  and 

by appropr i a t e  r e s o l u t i o n  the Business Council voted t h i r t e e n  i n  f avo r  of 

accep t ing  the proposed se t t lement  and none opposed. The proposed s e t t l e m e n t  

has  a l s o  been approved by the  Commissioner of Indizn  A f f a i r s .  

We a r e  of the  opinion t h a t  a l l  the  formal requirements of  t h e  Commission 

which were adopted wi th  r e spec t  t o  proof of a  v a l i d  approval  of a compromise 

s e t t l e m e n t  by the  p e t i t i o n e r s  and the  defendant have been s u b s t a n t i a l l y  

complied with by the  p a r t i e s .  

Under a l l  the circumstances we a r e  of t he  opinion t h a t  t h e  compromise 

s e t t l e m e n t  i s  f a i r  and j u s t  t o  both the  p e t i t i o n e r s  and t h e  defendant  and 

should be  approved. Therefore,  we conclude t h a t  t he  j o i n t  motion of  t h e  

p a r t i e s  f o r  en t ry  of f i n a l  judgment i n  accordance with t h e  S t i p u l a t i o n  For  

En t ry  o f  F ina l  Judgment shouid be granted and 

i n  consol ida ted  Docket Nos. 181-8, 181-B, and 

No. 177 wi th  prejudice.  

/ s  / 

Fina l  Judgment w i l l  be  en t e red  

an order  d i smis s ing  Docket 

A r  t k r  V . Wa t k i n s  
Arthur V . Watkins 
Commissioner 

Wm. M. Hol t  
Wm. M. Hol t  
Comriss ioner  

T, Harold S c o t t  




