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H A Z Y  CVU.1, as  chc r cp re sen r s t ives  of ) 
rhc JOSEPZ EM3 OF TIiE NEZ PZRCE TRIBE, ) 

THE CCWEDEMTED TRIBES OF THE COLVILLE 
) 

KZSEXVATION, as  successor  t o  t h e  claims 
) 
) 

of the  30SEPH BASD OF TiiE XEZ PERCE TRIBE,  ) 

P l a i n t i f f s  , 1 
V. 
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'XE mITED STATES 0's AMERICA, 

Defendant, ) 

TRE NEZ ? E X 5  TRIBE OF ISDTANS OF THE 
) 

XEZ PZBCE KESERVATiO24, IDA'dO, 
1 
1 

In te rvenor .  ) 

Appearances: 1.S. ~ e i s s b r o d t ,  Attorney for t h e  
p l a i n t i f f s  i n  Docket Eo. 179. 

AngeLo A.  ' ladarol:~, Atcorney f o r  t h e  
in te rvenor  i n  Docket Xo. 179.  

John D. ~ u l l i v c ? ~ ,  with  whom was 
M r .  Ass i s t an t  Attorney General  
Shiro Kiishiwn, Attorneys f o r  t h c  
defendant. 

OPZNIOB OF THE COWTSSICN 

?er Curiam: 

The p e t i t i o n  i n  t h i s  case  w a s  f i l s d  b e f o r e  t h e  Commission on 

J u l y  16 ,  1951, by the Confederated Tribes of che C o l v i i l e  K e s e r v a t i o n  

a s  t h e  r s p r e s e n t a t i v c  of the  Joseph Band of thc  Ncz Pcrce T r i b e ,  and 
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t c s c e n c r a u : ~  of t e  . josc?n 3dnd of t'ne Ncz Percc Tribe. The c l a i m  

a r i s e s  cnder s e c t i o n  2 ,  c l s u s e  2 of t h e  Indian Claims Cormission Act 

(60  S t a t .  1049, 1050) and i s  f o r  a genera l  2ccoun:Lng by t h e  defendant  

of i = s  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  2nd mnagernent of the l ands ,  funds and o t h e r  

p rope r ty  which the  defendant  he ld  i n  t r u s t  f o r  t h e  Eez Pe rce  T r i b e  

i n c  1 ud icg  t'ne Joseph Band of t h z t  r r  ibe .  

On February 16 ,  1968, :he dezsndnnt f i l e d  i t s  account  Lng i n  

t h i s  c h i n  wnich inc luded  a n  sccount ing  of t he  l a n d s ,  funds  and 

ocher  proper ty  of t h e  S2z Pcrce Tr ibe  of Idaho a s  w e l l  a s  the l a n d s ,  

funds 2nd o the r  p rc sc rcy  of :he Joseph Band of t h e  Kez P e r c e  Tr ibe .  

Thc Kcz Pcrce  Tribe 04 Iddho f i i e a  a  no t ion  co i n t e r v e n e  i n  t h i s  

cl3iin an Novercber 5 ,  1968. The Commission granted  t h i s  motion and 

al lowed t h e  Nez Perce Tr ibe  of 1dsho t o  i n t e rvene  as a  party 

p l a i n t i f f  i n  t h i s  c l a im  on February 26, 1969. 

Subsequent ly,  counse l  f o r  t h e  goverrznent, p l a i n t i f f s  and 

in rc rvcnor  en t e red  i c t o  ncgo t i a t i onu  f &  the  s e t t l t n e n t  of  t h i s  

c l s im .  

On March 13, 1970, t h e  p l e i n t i f i s ,  t h e  Confederated T r i b e s  of t h e  

C o i v i l l e  Reserva t ion  as t h e  Representa t ive  of  t h e  Joseph  Band of t h e  

Nez Perce  Tr ibe ,  e t  n l . ,  t h e  i n t e rveao r ,  the Nez Pe rce  T r i b e  of Idaho,  

and t h e  defsndant ,  f i l e d  3 j o i n t  xo t ion  i n  Docket No. 179 f o r  app rova l  

of a proposcd compromise sec:lcnent. A " S t i p u l a t i o n  f o r  Entry of F i n a l  

Judgnent" was at taci lcd t o  t'k n o t i o n  and f i l e d  w i t n  t h e  Commission a t  



t h e  same t i m e .  T;?r>; ss=l?u!atioil  s e t s  f o r c n  t h e  t c r s s  and c o u d i r i o n s  

m i!le s t i p u l a t i o n  was cxccu ted  02 b e k a l f  of t h e  p l a i n t i f f s  b y  t h e i r  

nCLorncy of r e c o r d ,  I. S .  K c i s s b r a d t ,  on b e h a l f  of t h e  Nez P e r c e  T r i b e  

of I k h o  by i t s  aLtorney  of r e c o r d ,  Angelo A ,  Izd i i ro la ,  and  on b e h a l f  

of t h e  d c 5 n d a n t  by t h e  A s s i s t a n t  At to rney  G e n e r a l ,  S h i r o  Kashiwa, and 

t r i a l  i ic torncy John D. S u l l i v a n .  

Undcr t h e  s t i p u l a t i o n  i t  i s  proposcd t h a t  a n e t  f i n a l  judgment 

a,T-- b-Lnst t h e  defendan t  i n  t h e  sun  of $1,119,071.78 be  e n t e r e d  i n  Docket 

Xo. 179 ,  w i t h  che reservation t h a t  t h c  i n t e r v e n o r ' s  r . igh t  t o  ? r o s e c u t e  

i c s  cl.lLm from july 1 ,  1951, t o  t h e  d a t e  of judgxent  be  p r e s e r v e d  and 

t h i s  c l a i m  be s e v e r e d  and designzccd a s  Docket 30. 1 7 9 - A .  

Thc e n t r y  of t h e  above n e t  f i n a l  judgment i n  t h e  amount o f  

$1 ,119 ,071 .78  disposcs of a l l  c la ims.  o r  demsnds which t h e  p l a i n t i f f s  

and t h e  i n t e r v e n o r  have a s s c r t c d  o r  could  hzve a s s e r t e d  i n  t h i s  d o c k e t  

w i t h  r c s p c c t  t o  t h ~ i r  ~ t c o u u t i r ~ g  c l a i m  f o r  chc p e r i o d  c x t s n d i n g  up t o  

and i n c l u d i n g  Junc  30, 1951. 

A hearing on t h e  proposcd conpromise s c t ~ i e n e n ~  was h e l d  b e f o r e  

t h e  C o m i s s i o n  k r c h  25,  1970.  Guring t h e  course of t h c  h c a r i n g  

e x h i b i t s  w e r e  f i l e d  and tesEimony was hcnrd concern ing  t h e  c i r c u x s t a n c e s  

s u r i ~ u ~ d i n g  t h c  praposcd s e t t ? s ~ ~ c n t .  

I n  rcv iewing  chc evidence i n  s u p p o r t  of t h e  proposcd conpromise  

s e ~ t l e n e n t ,  t h e  Comlission concludes  t h a t  t h e  p l a i n t i f f s  and rhe 

i n t z r v e n o r  have been Fu l ly  ndviscd by t h e i r  counsel  oE a l l  =he c i rcum-  

s t a n c e s  s u r r o u n d i n g  t h e  t e r n s  and c o n d i t i o n s  of t h e  proposcd s e t t l e m e n t  
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and ~ h c  t h e  p l a i n t i f f s  and thc  i n ~ c r v c n a r  have gLven t h e i r  vo lun ta ry  

z ? ? r o v a l  t o  the s e ~ ~ l e ~ e n t  i n  t h e  courLe of t h e i r  m e e c m g s  convened 

f o r  the pnr?ose of g iv ing  t h i s  p r o p o s i t i o n  due c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  

The pioposed c:  -?ronFse s e t t i e s e n t  in Docket No. 179 has been 

s7proved by the  Secre ta ry  of the  F n t e r i o r  and from a l l  t h e  f a c c s  and 

circurnstacces surrocnding the  pro?osed compromise s e t t l e m e ~ t  we a r e  

s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  i t  i s  i n  t h e  best i m c r e s :  of :he p a r t i e s  and t h a t  i t  

i s  a f a i r  and equ i tdb le  s e t c l e n c n t  f o r  che p l a i n t i f f s ,  t h e  i n t e r v e n o r ,  

aad t h e  defendant .  Fhe p a r r i e s  h e r e i n  htive complied w i t h  t h e  Cor is i ss ion ' s  

r e q u i r c a e n r s  with r e spec t  t o  ob ta in ing  v a l i d  approval  of t h e  proposed 

conpros?ise s e t z l e n e n t  of the  claims a s se rced  i n  t h i s  docket .  

R icha r l  W. Parborougk, Co=iss i o n e r  
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Bran: ley  




