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EEFORE THE I N D I M  CLAIMS CO?DfiSSIOPY' 

LEMHI TRIBE, REPRESEKTED EY THE ) 
SHOSHONE-EAN?JOCK TRIBES, FORT HALL, ) 

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

) 
v. 1 

) 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 

1 
Defendant ,  ) Oocket No. 326-1 

1 
EDWARD QUEEP ZOYER, JOSEPH TIIORPE , JR. , ) 
RUSSELL POKIBRO, ARTHUR TENDOY, UDALE S. ) 
TENDOY , MARY S. GALLOIJAY and ZELTHIA 1 
P . TOWERS-@ AS EPRESENTATIVES OF THE 1 
SHOSHOEE-BANNOCK TRIBES, ) 

1 
A p p l i c a n t s  f o r  1 

I n t e r v e n t i o n .  ) 

ORDER DISMISSING "PETITFOE IhT INTERvEI~TIO?J" 

The Commission, i n  approv ing  t h e  compromise s e t t l e m e n t  of t h i s  

d o c k e t  and a s t i p u l a t i o n  f o r  e n t r y  of f i n a l  judgnent ,  i s s u e d  a f i n a l  

award on March 8, 1971. On March 1 0 ,  1971,  t h e  f i n a l  award was 

r e p o r t e d  t o  Congress ,  pu r suan t  t o  S e c t i o n  2 1  of t h e  I n d i a n  C l a i m s  

Commission Act of ~ u g u s t  13 ,  1946 (60 S t a t .  1049, 1055) ,  and f u n d s  t o  

s a t i s f y  t h e  award were a p p r o p r i a t e d  by t h e  A c t  of :-lay 25, 1 9 7 1  (85 S t a t .  

40) . On June  8,  1971, seven members of t h e  Shoshone-Bacnock T r i b e s  f i l e d  

a p e t i t i o n  i n  i n t e r v e n t i o n  s e e k i n g  t o  set a s i d e  the  f i n a l  award h e r e i n  

on t h e  grounds  t h a t  t h e  proposed compromise s e t t l e m e n t  had n o t  been  

v a l i d l y  approved by t h e  Shoshone-Bannock T r i b e s ,  t h e r e  h a v i n g  been  

f r a u d  and c o l l u s i o n  p r a c t i c e d  by t h e  Shoshone-Bannock T r i b a l  C o u n c i l .  

The a p p l i c a n t s  f o r  i n t e r v e n t i o n  have  a l s o  asked  t h a t  t hey  be d e s i g n a t e d  
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by t h e  Conmission t o  r e p r e s e n t  t h e  Lemhi T r i b e  i n  t h e  p r o c e e d i n g s  h e r e i n  

Responses t o  t h e  p e t i c i o n  were  f i l e d  by t h e  p l a i n t i f f  on June  1 4 ,  1971 ,  

and by t h e  d e f e n d a n t  on June 24 ,  1 9 7 1 ,  c h a l l e n g i n g  t h e  Commission 's  

j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  s e t  a s i d e  che f i n a l  award.  Hea r ings  were h e l d  b e f o r e  

t h e  Commission a t  P o c a t s l l o ,  Idaho ,  on J u n e  29 and J u n e  30, 1971. 

UPON C O N S I D E M T I O N  of tlie p e t i t i o n ,  t h e  r e s p o n s e s  t h e r e t o ,  t h e  

e v i d e n c e  and arguments  p r e s e n ~ e d  a t  t h e  h e a r i n g  on J u n e  29 and 30 ,  1971 ;  

and f u r t h e r  memoranda f i l e d  J u l y  12,  J u l y  21 and J u l y  2 2 ,  1971 ,  and f u r t h e  

UPON CONSIDEEUTIGX of SectLon 22 (a )  of  t h e  I n d i a n  Cla ims Czmnission 

Act (60 S t a t .  1049,  1055) which is  as f o l l o w s :  

Sec.  22. ( a )  When t h e  r e p o r t  of t h e  Comiss . i on  
d e t e r m i n i n g  any c l a i m a n t  t o  b e  e n t i t l e d  t o  r e c o v e r  h a s  
been f i l e d  wich Congres s ,  such  r e p o r t  s h a l l  have  t h e  
e f f e c t  of a  f i n a l  judgment of  t h e  Cour t  of  C l e i m s ,  and 
t h e r e  is he reby  a u t h o r i z e d  t o  b e  a p p r o p r i a t e d  s u c h  
s u n s  as are n e c e s s a r y  t o  pay t h e  f i n a l  d e t e r m i n a t i o n  
of t h e  C o m i s s i o n .  

The 2a;meat of  any c l a i m ,  a f t e r  i ts d e t e r m i n a t i o n  
i n  acco rdance  w i t h  t h i s  A c t ,  s h a l l  b e  a f u l l  d i s c h a r g e  
o f  t h e  United S t a t e s  of a l l  c l a i m s  and demands t o u c h i n g  
any of t h s  r i a t t s r s  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  c o n t r o v e r s y .  

t h e  Commission conc ludes  t h a t  : 

(1)  t h e  app l . i can t s  f o r  i n t e r v e n t i o n  have  n o t ,  on t h e  b a s i s  of  t h e  

r e c o r d  h e r e i n ,  shewn t h a t  t h e  v o t i n g  and quorum r e q u i r e m e n t s  s p e c i f i e d  

i n  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  aad By-Laws of t h e  Shoshone-Bannock T r i b e s  were n o t  

fo l lowed  o r  t h a t  :h?re w s s  f r a u d  o r  c o l l u s i o n  by t h e  Shoshone-Bannock 

T r i b a l  Counci l  i n  s e c u r i n g  a p p r o v a l  of t h e  compromise s e t t l e m e n t  h e r e i n  

by t h e  members of ti-ie Tz ibes  on Janua ry  30, 1971,  o r  t h a t  t h e r e  w a s  e r r o r  

i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  f i n t i i n g s  of t h e  C o m i s s i o n ;  and 



( 2 )  t h e  Conmiss ion ,  on the  b a s i s  of S e c t i o n  22 (a )  of t h e  I n d i a n  

Cla ims  Comnission A c t ,  s u p r a ,  no l o n g e r  ha s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  of t h e  s u b j e c t  

m a t t e r  of t h e  c l z i m  h e r e i n .  

IT I S  THEREFORE OWERED t h a t  t h e  above-descr iLed  p e t i t i o n  b e ,  and 

t h e  same i s  h e r e b y ,  d i s m i s s e d .  

Dated a t  k ' a sh ing ton ,  D .  C . ,  t h i s 5  of August 1 9 7 1 .  

B r a n t l e y  Blue C c m i s s i o n e r  




