
U P P i 3  SKAGIT TRIBE OF INDIAYS, ) 
1 

P l a i n t i f f ,  ) 
1 

v .  1 Docket No. 9 2  
) 

THE UNITED S'I'A'I'ES OF AYERLCA, ) 

1 
Defendant.  ) 

UIiDER ALLOWIN(; ATTORNEYS' KEI?IRURSABLE EXPENSES 

HAV 1 NC' CONSIDERED t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  a l l o w a n c e  of unreimbursed - - 
a t t o r n e y s '  expenses  f i l e d  on September 1 5 ,  1969, f o r  t h e  law f i r in  of 
Wllkinsun,  Crxgun 6 Rarkcr, a t t o r n e y s  f o r  t h e  above-named p l a i n t i f f ,  
by ( : l larlcs A. l iobbs,  Ihqu i r r - ,  a ncmbcr o i  t h e  f i r m  and a t t o r n e y  o f  
r w o r d  h c r c t n  f o r  chc s n l d  p l a i n t i f f ;  t h c  d e f e n d a n t ' s  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  
a p p l f c n t  lor1 f lled on Dcccmber 15,  1969; t h e  documentat . fon of t h e  
c l i l  imed c x l w ~ ~ s c ~ s  thri t accompanied t h e  clppll c a t i o n  and t h e  add l  t i o n a l  
documcnta t lon  of t h e  expenses s u b m i t ~ c d  f o r  e x a m i n a t i o n  on September 1, 
1970; t h e  c o n t r a c t s  under which the a t t o r n e y s  prose ,cuted t h e  c l a i m s  of 
tllc said p l a i n t  f f f , and t h e  remainder of t h e  r e c o r d  h e r e i n ,  t h e  Commission 
finds as f o l l o w s :  

1. On Se?tembcr  23,  1968, i n  consonance w i t h  a n  approved s e t t l e m e n t  
agreement  between t h e  p a r r i e s ,  t h e  Co,miss ion encereci a f i n a l  judgment 
h c r e l n  i n  f a v o r  of t h e  Upppcr S k a g i t  T r i S c  of I n d i a n s  i n  t h e  amount of 
$385,471.42 (19 Ind.  C1. Corn. 496). Funds t o  s a t i s f y  t h e  judgment were  
a p p r o 7 r i a t e d  by t h e  Act of October 21, 1968 (82 S t a t .  1190) .  

2 .  The a p p l i c v t i o n  by the  a t t o r n e y  of r e c o r d  r e q u e s t s  re imbursement  
of expenses t o t a l i n g  $2,672.64 o u t  of the  aforement ioned  a p p r o p r i a t e d  f u n d s .  

3.  The c o n t r a c t s  under which t h e  p l a i n t i f f  w a s  r e p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h l s  
case arc i d e n t i f i e d  i n  our f i n d i n g  of f a c t  2 on a t t o r n e y s '  fees (20 I n d .  
C1. Comm. 381, 3 8 2 ) .  I n t e r  a l l a ,  they p r o v i d e  t h a t  t h e  a t t o r n e y s  s h a l l  
b c  re imbursed  f o r  necessa ry  and u s u a l  expenses  i n c u r r e d  by them. The 
l a t e s t  of t h e  two c o n t r s c t s  involved--Contract  No. 14-20-650-332, 
i n i t i a l l y  c n t e r c d  i n c o  on H x c h  25, 1954--expressly p r o v i d e s  t h a t  s u c h  
e x p e n s e s  n o t  r e i n b u r s c d  by the t r i b e  s h a i l  be re imbursed  f rom rhe amount 
o f  t h e  judgment. 

4 .  The dcfendc?nc's  response t o  t h c  s a i d  application e n c l o s e d  a copy 
of  a l e t t e r  from t5c Act ing Associa te  Solicitor, I n d i a n  A f f a i r s ,  Depar rment .  
o f  t h e  I n t e r i o r ,  acd a copy of an accompanying memorandum, d a t e d  November 
28 ,  1 9 6 9 ,  from t h e  Act ing A s s i s t a n t  Coi;.niissioner, 3ureau of I n d i a n  A f f a i r s ,  
t h a t  r e p o r r e d  on a g e n e r a l  examination of t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n .  The s a i d  
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respoI?se  o n s e r v c d  tlin t t h e  lctt-r and scmorandun " i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  i r e m s  
clclimcd a p p e a r  t o  bc p r o p e r  f o r  r ~ i m b u r s e m c n t "  and c o n c l u d e d  by s t s t i n g :  
I :  

Wc h v c  no o h j e c r i o n  t o  t h e  re imbursement  of  t h e  e x p e n s e s  r e f e r r e d  t o . "  

5.  k t i c c  of t l lc  f i l i n g  o f  tile s a i d  a p p l i c a t i o n  w a s  s e n t  on Xay 6 ,  
3 0 7 0 ,  t o  t h e  ChaJ rmnn or' t h e  Upper S k a g i t  Tribe of I n d i a n s .  No r e s p o n s e  
t o  thc n o t i c e  h a s  been  r c c c f v e d .  

6. A l l  of t h e  e x p e n s e s  i n c l u d e d  in t h e  s a i d  a p p l i c a t i o n  a r e  
rc ;~%onalb lc  and p r o p e r l y  r e i m b u r s a b l e  o u t  of  t h e  f u n d s  a p p r o p r i a t e d  t o  
s i l t :  [sf)' t l ~  a f o r e m e n t i o n e d  judgment .  

11' 1s TlIZili-:I~OR1~ ORDEICED t h a t  o u t  o f  t h e  f u n d s  a p p r o p r i a t e d  t o  s a t i s f y  
L l ~ c  f i t l a 1  judgment: c r l t c r c d  h e r e i n  or, September  2 3 ,  1968 (19 I n J .  C1. Comm. 
4 9 6 )  t h c r e  s h a l l  b c  d i s b u r s e d  t o  t h e  l a w  f im o f  W i l k i n s o n ,  Cragun & 
Barke r  the sum o r  $2 ,672 .64  as payment I n  f u l l  f o r  t h e  u n r e i m b u r s e d  e x p e n s e s  
c l ~ h ~ d  h e r e i n  f o r  t h e  sa id  firm. 

k 
Dated a t  WnshLngtun, D. C., t h i s  2 day of Sep tember  1970. 

.- L>@ u 'J 

(John-T/ Vance , C o m n i s s i o n e r  

Marga re t  H. Pierce , C o n i i s s i o n e r  




