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1 9 .  On Play 2 7 ,  1968 a  hea r ing  was he ld  before  the Conmission. 

Documentary evidence was in t roduced  of t he  approval of t he  s e t t l e m e n t s  

by t h e  r e spec t ive  biiami groups and by  the  Bureau of Indian A f f a i r s .  

20.  Fores t  D. Olds,  Chief of t h e  Niami Tr ibe  of Oklahoma, t e s t i f i e d  

wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  t he  approval  o f  t h e  Miami Tr ibe  of Oklahoma. He con- 

f i rmed t h a t  a  quorum was p r e s e n t ,  t h a t  t h e r e  was a thorough d i s c u s s i o n  

i n  which a l l  ques t ions  were answered, and t h a t  t h e  mat te r  was f u l l y  

understood by the  nembers of t h e  Tr ibe .  He a l s o  t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  t h e r e  

was widespread p u b l i c i t y  f o r  t h e  meeting. David Olds, a  member of  t h e  

T r i b e ,  confirmed Chief Old ' s  tes t imony.  

21. Charles  Robert Peconga t e s t i f i e d  t h a t  he i s  a Miami Ind ian  

r e s i d i n g  i n  Marion, Ind iana .  He had been t o  var ious  Miami I n d i a n  meet ings.  

.- 
- The l a s t  ch ief  of  t h e  M i a m i s  of Ind iana  was h i s  grea t -grea t -grea t -  

2 
- -J grandfa the r .  H e  t e s t i f i e d  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  meeting t h a t  ques t ions  

w e r e  asked and answered, t h a t  he  f e l t  h e  understood the  subs t ance  of 

what h e  was v o t i n g  on and those  t o  whom he  spoke a f t e r  t h e  meet ing a l s o  

seemed t o  understand.  

22. Mrs. Carmen Mary Ryan appeared and t e s t i f i e d  on h e r  own motion 

t h a t  s h e  w a s  a  Miami Indian  and a  member of one of t he  ~ n d i a n a  groups. 

Th i s  group became incorpora ted  i n  Indiana  a s  t h e  "Miami Nation of 

Indiana" .  Mrs. Ryan had p rev ious ly  bubmitted one of t h e  t h r e e  l i s ts  o f  

names and addresses  used t o  g ive  n o t i c e  of t h e  Indiana meeting. She had 

l e a r n e d  through Chief Olds of t h e  proposed se t t l emen t  and i t s  approval  

by t h e  Oklahoma Tr ibe .  She favored t h e  se t t l emen t .  She a t t e n d e d  t h e  
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Indiana meeting and voted f o r  the r e s o l u t i o n  approving t h e  s e t t l e m e n t .  

She s t a t e d  t h a t  whi le  she did not consider  h e r s e l f  t o  be a  d i r e c t  c l i e n t  

of e i t h e r  of the  a t t o r n e y s  of record ,  she neve r the l e s s  cons ide r s  a l l  

the  Miami Indians t o  be one t r i b e ,  i r r e s p e c t i v e  of r e s i d e n c e ,  and con- 

s i d e r s  Chief Olds,  l i k e  h e r s e l f ,  t o  be a t r i b a l  member of t h e  t o t a l  

Tr ibe .  

23. The p a r t i e s  have en tered  i n t o  a  s t i p u l a t i o n  which has  been 

made a  p a r t  of t h e  record h e r e i n ,  which reads a s  fo l lows:  

"BEFORE THE I N D I A N  CLAIMS COMNISSION 

THE M I A M I  TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA, e t  a l . ;  ) 
IRA S. GODFROY, e t  a l . ,  THE M I A M I  1 
INDIANS OF INDIANA, ) 

) 
P e t i t i o n e r s ,  ) Docket No. 255 

v .  ) Consol idated w i t h  
) Docket No. 124-C 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 
1 

Defendant. 1 

"STIPULATION FOR ENTRY OF FINAL JUDGMENT. 

II The p a r t i e s  by t h e i r  respec t ive  a t to rneys  of r eco rd  hereby 
' 

s t i p u l a t e  t h a t  t he  above e n t i t l e d  cases  s h a l l  b e  conso l ida t ed  
and the  consol idated case s h a l l  be s e t t l e d  and f i n a l l y  d isposed  
of by e n t r y  of f i n a l  judgment from which no appea l  o r  procedure  
f o r  review w i l l  be  taken by any pa r ty  a s  fol lows:  

"1. There s h a l l  be  entered i n  s a i d  consol ida ted  case  
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  n e t  
f i n a l  judgment i n  t he  sum of $66,966. 

2 .  The en t ry  of s a i d  f i n a l  judgment i n  t h e  conso l ida t ed  
case  s h a l l  f i n a l l y  dispose of a l l  claims o r  demands whatsoever  
which t h e  p e t i t i o n e r s  have a s se r t ed  o r  could have a s s e r t e d  
wi th  r e spec t  t o  the  sub jec t  matter  of t he  claims i n  t h i s  con- 
s o l i d a t e d  case (Docket Nos. 255 and 124-C), and p e t i t i o n e r s  
s h a l l  be  bar red  from a s s e r t i n g  any such claims o r  demands i n  
any o t h e r  ac t ion .  




