
BEFORE THE INDIAN CLAIPIS COMIIISSION 

THE CADDO TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA, ET. AL., ) 

P l a i n t i f f s ,  ) 
. )  

v. 
1 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA., ) 

Defendant.  ) 

Docket No. 226 

ORDER RECONSIDERING Ah?) DEhTING ALLOWANCE OF OFFSET 

Upon cons ide ra t ion  of t h e  p l a i n t i f f s '  motion f o r  an o r d e r  v a c a t i n g  
c e r t a i n  f i n d i n g s  of f a c t ,  conc lus ion  and opinion,  and on h e a r i n g  argument 
on s a i d  motion, t h e  Commission has  recons idered  i t s  previous  d e c i s i o n  on 
t h e  o f f s e t  phase of t h e  case .  

IT  I S  HEUBY ORDERED t h a t  t h e  Opinion and Order en t e red  October  27, 
1961  are withdrawn. For t h e  reasons  expla ined  i n  t h e  Commission's 
o p i n i o n  i s s u e d  today, t h e  claimed o f f s e t  is  denied. 

IT  I S  FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  t h e  fol lowing modi f ica t ion  b e  made i n  t h e  
A d d i t i o n a l  Findings of Fac t  i s s u e d  October 27, 1961 (9 Ind. C 1 .  Comm. 557) :  

a. The l a s t  sen tences  of Findings 43  and 44 (9 Ind. C 1 .  Comm. 560) 
are d e l e t e d  a s  conclusions of law n o t  m a t e r i a l  t o . t h e  r e s u l t .  

b. Finding 49 (9 Ind. C 1 .  Corn. 565) is withdrawn and t h e  fo l lowing  
new f i n d i n g  and conclusion i s  s u b s t i t u t e d :  

49. Based upon t h e  preceding Findings of Fact and a l l .  
t h e  evidence i n  t h e  r eco rd ,  t h e  Commission f i n d s  t h a t  
by t h e  Act of March 2 ,  1895, which r a t i f i e d  t h e  agree-  
ment of June 4 ,  1891, t h e  United S t a t e s  pe r f ec t ed  t h e  
g r a n t  of a compensable i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  Wichita Reser- 
v a t i o n  t o  t h e  Wichi ta ,  Caddo and o t h e r  a f f i l i a t e d  bands 
r e s i d i n g  the re .  



With r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  Caddo Tr ibe  of Indians ,  t h e  
Commission f i n d s  t h a t  s a i d  g ran t  confirmed t h e  
posses s ion  of t h e  Caddos of a  po r t ion  of t h e  
Reserva t ion  s i n c e  1859, when they were placed 
t h e r e  by t h e  United S t a t e s  i n  s u b s t i t u t i o n  f o r  
t h e i r  r e s e r v a t i o n  l ands  i n  Texas, from which they  
were removed by agreement wi th  t h e  United S t a t e s .  
Caddo posses s ion  of an i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  Wichita 
Rese rva t ion  was i n  s a t i s f a c t i o n  of t h e  o b l i g a t i o n  
of  t h e  United S t a t e s  under t h e  Treaty of 1846. 

Having cons idered  t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  p re sen t  c l a im  
and t h e  e n t i r e  course  of dea l ings  between t h e  United 
S t a t e s  and t h e  Caddo Tr ibe  of Indians ,  t h e  Commission 
concludes t h a t  t h e  g ran t  t o  t h e  Caddo of an i n t e r e s t  
i n  t h e  Wichi ta  Reservat ion d i d  not  c o n s t i t u t e  a 
g r a t u i t y  which may be i n  good conscience set o f f  
under i t s  terms of Sec. 2 of t h e  Act a g a i n s t  t h e  
p r i n c i p a l  award of $383,475.55 made here in .  

IT I S  FURTHER ORDERED t h a t  t h e  defendant s h a l l  have 60 days from t h i s  
d a t e  t o  amend its answer and plead any o t h e r  c laim of o f f s e t  a g a i n s t  t h e  

. judgment t h a t  h a s  n o t  been previously ad judiea ted .  

Dated a t  Washington t h i s  3 of August 1968. 




