
ttr.   W®*l€y  E.   DIsn®y
1618  Ffr*t  twtfon&l   belldfng
tu'S® 3' ®kl-
B®*r  Wet:

Thf s  has  refercoce  t®  your  l€tt.r  of  Hay  t4,   1%3,  cone.rnlng  feet
due  the  e*t*te  of  your  f*thar  for  1®g.I  &ervf c**  rendered  to  the  belauer€
Trlb€  of  Okt.homi,  and  rty  reply  to  yiou  det€d  June  6,   1963.

I  &m  ®n€]o3fng  *  copy  of  *  lett.r  recefv®d  by  me  from  Mr.  Honor  8.  Jenkfns,
Acting  Aa*aclet.  €om!*sloder*  Bursoii  ®f   fndtae  Aff.Ire,  which  ls  set f-
expl*n&tery.    Mr.  Jenktria'   l€tt®r  c].rlf l®s  the  St.tus  of  the  cl.Ira  ®f
the  two  betavere  Trfbe§,  end  Shou]d  be  hetpful  to  you  ln  re*ol¥f ns  the
dispute  you  had  wf th  the  law  f i rm  ln  Chicago.

If   I  can  b®  ®f  further  e§§f stance,  plca§e  let  me  knew.

Wf th  best  wl&hos  and  kindest  person.I   regards,   I  em

Sincerely.



UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR

BUREAU  OF  INDIAN  AFFAIRS
WASHINGTON  25, D. C.

lN REPLY REFER TO:

Iribal Operations
h338-63

JUN   191963

Hon.  A.   S.   ELke  Monroney
United.  States  Senate
Washington  25,  D.   C.

Dear  Senator  Monroney:

With  your  letter  of  June  6,  1963,  you  sent  us  correspond.ence  dated
May  lL,   1963,  with  enclosures,  from  M±.  Wesley  V.  Disney,   son  of
Wesley  E.  Disney,  deceased,  of  1618  First  National  Build.ing,  Tulsa  3,
Oklahoma,  regarding  fees  which may be  due  the  estate  of  Wesley  E.
Disney  for  services  rendered by Wesley  E.  Disney  under  an  approved
contract  with  the  Delaware  Tribe  of  Oklahoma  in  prosecution  of  its
claims  before  the  Indian  Cia,ims  Cornmission.

There  are  two  tribal  groups  of  Indians  involved.:    The  Delaware  Tribe
of  Indians  under  the  administrative  jurisd.iction  of  the  Muskogee
Area  Office  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian Affairs  and  the  Absentee  Delaware
Tribe  under  the  Bureau's  Ana,d.arko  Area  Office.    Both  tribal  groups
and  Offices  are  in  Oklahoma.

The  Delaware  Tribe   {under  our  Muskogee  Area  Office}  entered  into  contra,ct
No.   I-i-ind.   18359,  da,ted  November  30,  19L6,  with Attorneys  Wesley  E.
Disney  and  Charles  8.  Rogers  for  prosecution  of  the  Tribe's  claims
against  the  United  States.

=:oA:::€:::tD#W:I:_==:?eh£%E:rd:¥:dthRT:S:=¥:rdr33:2;i;:e3i:=t:E:d
law firm of  fritzker,  f±itzker  &  Clinton  for  prosecution  of  the  Tribe's
claims  aga,inst  the  United  States.

Claims  of  the  two  tribal  groups  overlapped.  and  after  the  d.eath  of
Attorney  Rogers,  an  agreement  dated.  August  23,  1955,  was  signed by
Wesley  E.  Disney,  the  Executrix  of  the  Estate  of  Charles  8.  Rogers,
and  ftfitzker,  f]fitzker  &  Clinton  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the
prosecution  of  the  cia,ims  of  the  two  Delaware  Tribes.    A  copy  of
that  agreement  was  among  the  enclosures  sent  you  by  M]f .  Wesley  V.
Disney.     That  agreement  was  approved by  the  Commissioner  on  November
8;  1955,  with  the  following  language:

The  foregoing  agreement  between  Wesley  E.  Disney  a,nd  the
law firm of  Hitzker,  f±itzker  & Clinton  providing  for
the  prosecution  and  division  of  fees  in  the  Delaware  cases



pending before  the  Indian  Claims  Corm]ission  is  hereby
approved  under  authority  delegated  to  me  by  Secretaria,i
Order  RTo.  2508,   dated  January  11,   19h9  (lh  Fed.  Beg.  258,
260),  pursuant  to  Section  2106  of  the  United  States  Revised.
Statutes   (Section  8L,  Title  25  U.S.C.).    The  approval  of
this  agreement  does  not  affect  the  interest' of  any  attorney
or  law  firm having  a  contra,ct  of  employment  with  any tribe
other  than  the  Delaware,  whose  claims  may be  incorporated
in  one  of  the  petitions  or  dockets  with  the  Delaware  claims.

The  question  has  been  presented. by  Mr.  Wesley  V.  Disney  regarding
enforcement  of  that  a,greement  with  specific  mention  of  a  judgment
rendered  recently  in  Docket  No.   337  which  he  understands  has  become
final  since  the  goverrment  did not  file  any notice  of  intention  to
appeal .

Record.s  of  the  Indian  Claims  Commission  show  that  by  an  order  dated
January  5,  1953,  Dockets  No.  124  and  67  of  the  NIani  Indians  were
consolidated  due  to  overlapping  claims  and.  that  Docket  No.   337  of  the
Delaware  Indians  was  included  for  limited purposes  of  determining
issues  on  title  to  lands,  values,  etc.    After  holding hearings,  the
Commission  issued  an  opinion  on  June  30,  1960,  granting  an  award  of
SL,6L7.L67.67  to  the  Miami  Indians  in  settlement  of  cia,ims  in  Docket
No.  67  and  12L.    However,  it  did  not  rna,ke  a  final  d.etermination  of
cia,ims  of  the  Delaware  Indians  in  Docket  No.   337.    Records  of  hearings
held  in January  1953,  show that  a  stipulation  agreeable  to  the
attorneys  provided  that  prosecution  of  Dockets  No.  67  and  12L  of  the
ELamis  go  ahead..     The  award  to  the  NIamis  resulted.     Docket  No.   337
of  the  Delaware  End.ians  remains  before  the  Indian  Claims  Commission
for  I.urther  consideration,  including  the  issue  of  allowable  offsets.

One  of  the  enclosures  supplied by Dtr.  Disney was  a  copy  of  a  letter
of  the  Associate  Conmissioner  of  Indian Affairs,  dated  February  15,
1963,  conditionally  approving  a proposed  claims  attorney  contract
between  the  Delaware  Tribe  of  India,ns  under  our  Muskogee  Area  Office
arid  the  law firm  of  I±ritzker,  fritzFer  and  Clinton.    That  contra,ct
is  not  in  effect  at  this  time  as  all  of  the  conditions  have  not been
accepted by  the  parties.    However,  that  proposed  contract  if  approved
and  pla,ced  in  full  force,  would  recognize  the  services  previously
performed by  the  late  Dtr.  Wesley  E.  Disney by virtue  of  a  pertinent
provision  as  follows :

As  compensation  for  the  services  to  be  rendered  under
the  terms  of  this  contract  the  Attorneys  are  to  receive
ten  percent  of  any  and  all  sun.s  recovered  or  procured
through  their  efforts  in whole  or  in  part  for  the  T]ribe,
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whether  by  award  of  the  Indian  Cia,ims  Commission,  suit,
action  of  any  department  of  the  Government  or  of  the
Congress  of  the  United  States,  or  otherwise,  I:rovided,
however,  that  compensation  which  may be  allowed  to  the
estate  of  Wesley  E.  Disney,  d.eceased.,  and  the  estate
of  Charles  8.  Rogers,  deceased,  or  either  of  them  for
services  heretofore  rendered by Wesley  E.  Disney  and
Charles  8.  Rogers  in  connection with  the  prosecution
of  the  pend.ing  claims  of  the  Tribe,  shall be  payable
out  of  the  said  ten  percent,  it being the  intention  of
the  parties  that  the  total fees  allowed  shall not
exceed  ten  percent  of  the  total  recoveries.

This  provision  is  in  accord.  with  Section  15  of  the  Indian  Claims
Commission  Act  of  August  13,  19h6  {60  Stab.   10h9)  which  states  that"The  fees  of  such  a,ttorney  or  attorneys  for  all  services  rendered
in  prosecuting  the  claim  in  question. . .shall. . .be  fixed by  the
Colrmission. . .shall  not  exceed  10  per  centum  of  the  amount  recovered
in  any  case. "

From the  few f'acts  set  f orth brief ly above  it  appears  that  the  allega-
tions  set  forth by raf .  Wesley  V.  Disney,  are,  at  least,  premature  and
probably rest  heavily  on misunderstanding  of  the  status  of  the  various
cases  involving  the  Delaware  Indians.

Sincerely  yours ,

A.cting  Associate

Enclosure



I
DISNEY,   HART  AND  DISNEY

ATTORNEYS  AT   LAW

1618   FIRST   NATIONAI.   BulLDINC

ThsA  3,  OKI.AHOMA
TELEPHONE   DI    9-8106

ELy   14,   1963

Hon.   A.   S.   "Mike"  Monroney
United  States  Senate  Of fice  Building
Washington,   D.   C.

Dear  Mike :

I  am  enclosing  thermo-fax  copies  of  correspondence  together
with  a  contract  which  are  more  or  less  self-explanatory.     However,  as
you  will  note  in  the  letter  from Mr.   StaLnford  Clinton  of  the  firm  of
Pritzker,  Pritzker  &  Clinton,  dated  April  4,   1963,  these  attorneys  do  not
now  propose  to  honor  the  terms  of  the  contract  dated  August  23,1955.

As  a  matter  of  actual  fact  these  attorneys  now  have  pending  be-
fore  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  a  new  contract  between  themselves  and  the
Business  Cormiittee  of  the  Delaware  Indians  wherein  the  following  paragraph
is  made  a  part  of  the  contract:

''As  compensation  for  the  services  to  be  rendered  under  the
terms  of  this  contract  the  Attorneys  are  to  receive  ten
percent  of  any  and  all  sums  recovered  or  procured  through  their
efforts  in  whole  or  in  part  for  the  Tribe,  whether  by  award
of  the  Indian  Claims  Cormi8sion,  suit,  action  or  any  depart-
ment  of  the  Government  or  of  the  Congress  of  the  United
States,  or  otherwise,  Provided.  however,   that  compensation
which  may  be  allowed  to  the  estate  of  Wesley  E.   Disney,
deceased,  and  the  estate  of  Charles  a.   Rogers,  deceased,  or
either  of  them,   for  services  heretofore  rendered  by  Wesley
E.  Disney  and  Charles  8.   Rogers  in  connection  with  the  pro-
secution  of  the  pending  claims  of  the  Tribe,  shall  be  payable
out  of  the  said  ten  percent,  it  being  the  intention  of  the  par-
ties  that  the  total  fees  allowed  shall  not  exceed  ten  percent
of  the  total  recoveries."

Apparently  everyone  concerned,  except  this  firm  of  attorneys,  recognize  the
validity  of  the  contract  between  my  Father  and  the  estate  of  Charles  8.
Rogers  dated  August  23,   1955,  and  approved  by  the  Department  of  Interior,
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  November  8,   1955,  as  will  be  noted  in  the  letter
dated  February  15,   1963  from  the  Department  to  the  law  firm.

Recently  Docket  #337,  known  as  the  Miami  Tribe,  was  concluded
and  it  is  ny  understanding  has  become  a  final  judgment  since  the  government
did  not  file  any  notice  of  intention  to  appeal.    You  will  note  that  this
Docket  number  is  one  of  those  included  under  schedule  8.   of  the  contract
of  August  23,1955.     Obviously  legislation  will  have  to  be  introduced  to



Hon.   A.   S.   "Mike"  Monroney                      -2- May   14,    1963

authorize  the  payment  of  the  judgment  in  the  Miami  case,  being  Docket
Number  337.

It  appears  to  me  and  to  Judge  Robert  D.   Hudson,   representing
Mrs.   Rogers,  that  the  only  way  we  will  be  able  to  force  this  firm  of
attorneys  in  Chicago  to  honor  the  terms  of  the  contract  hereinabove  referred
to  will  be  to  cause  the  payment  of  any  attorneys  fees  awarded  in  these  cases
to  be  frozen  or  made  otherwise  unavailable  for  payment  until  they  agree  to
honor  the  terms  of  the  contract.

We  are,   therefore,  earnestly  soliciting  your  active  support
to  make  certain  that  the  interest  that  ny  FaLther  and  Mr.   Rogers  had  in
the  cases  listed  under  schedules  A.  and  8.   of  the  contract  is  fully  pro-
tected.     It  is  inconceivable  to  us  that  these  attorneys  are  now  attempting
to  evade  their  contractual  arrangement  although,  unfortunately,  such
appears  to  be  the  case.     If  you  have  any  further  questions  I  would  appreciate
an  opportunity  to  appear  before  the  Oklahoma  delegation  at  any  date  or  time
requested  and  further  explain  our  position  or  answer  any  questions.

WD:8
Encl :

_-------I-:--:-i--:---:-:::::=T=-===-=-::----



ST^NFORD   CLINTON
^TTOFINEY  ^T   L.^W

IIi   w€ST  MOW.OE   sTFtEET-.I.iiTE  te)a

CH'C^ao  a
TficpHONE  R^NDoipH  a-a.eB

April  4,  1963

WesleyV.   D18ney,   E8q.        '
a/a  D18ney,  Hart  and  Disney                                                            '
1618  First  National  Bulldlng
Tulsa  3,  Oklahom

(

Dear  fry,   D18ney:

Thla  acknowledges  your  letter  of  March  19,  1963.

While  I  see no  useful  purpose  ln  engaging  in  a
corLtroversy  by  malla  I  very  ouch object  to  and resent  the
1"pllcatlon  +n your,letter  that  at  the  conference  in "y
office  you vyere  mlalead,thy  ny  associate,  fry.  Louls  I.  RochDe8,

yl

or  ny?elf.  . In  any  a+ent, '1  an  surprised  to  learn,  some  ten
monthri  after  the  conference,  that  you  trav'eled 'fron Tulsa  ta
Chicago  for  the  express  purpose  of\ dlscdsslng  an  agreement
made  by  your  father, `but  apparently  d'1d:not  take  the  trouble
to  prepare  for ,the  conference  by  reading Lthe' `?grteefpent.

81nce  you have  now  rej``ecte"d  the  understanding
reached  at, oLir  conference  and  embodied  ln  a  draft  agreefpent
gen.C .to  ydy.Jul,y  3|,1%2+  the  ques+1ontiat.1`ssue  will  have  to
be  re8olvapo,{:w:1thout  agreementh.    'In  order  that  there  will >be , ¢
no  uncertainty whatever  aboint\ "y tposltlon,  you, are now  for-+
molly  advised  that  th6`  195`5  a`greement  was  rendered  lneffectbal
by  the  explratlon of  the  contrac't  between your  father  and  the
Delaware  Tribe;  that  ln  any  event  the  1955  agreement  oust  have
been  terminated by his  death;  that  you  are not ..entitled  to  be
compensa,ted  for  work  done  subsequent  to  your  father's  death,
a,r  ,tap; bet qpp£  1p  .future,  by  me  and  ny  assoclate8. ;   |n  ny  view.
the  only,, ,que8~Flon  y`et  to  be  re5ol+`ed  ls  the  amount  of  co"pen,-
8atlon  for  Bervlce3  p6r`fdrrfed  byf 'yo`ur  tfather  and  by  Mb.  RogerB
to  the   paid   oTt   bi  fyfee,a 'tihlch+ qLay`\Pe   awar'q'ed..'   :|^';w:&T:    ,i,§L±#{trfe ;.+"

"   .!.   " '''"     ;  vdr`y  truly  yours,T:tut,,.3  ,    , ,

L  cc!  .Laui81+: , RO,chae;,,`:Esq.     A

.   thr8,   Charles  B.:Rogers    *'
'               ,                       `   ,... `.]/\
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'StanfoTd  Clinto.n    `¥''y¢     i
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mrch  19.   1963

Stan ford  Clinton,  E8q.
Suite  2230
LIL   W,   Monroe   St.
Chicago  3,Ill.

'1`,
\

i,1

I.

Dear  Mr.  Cllnton:

Finally,  and  on  last  Friday  March  15.   1963,  Mrs.  R®g®re  and  I
met  with  her  attorney,  Judge  Robert  D.  Hud8on,  1n  hl8  of£1cee.    ^t  thle
conference  we  reviewed  the  pending  Delaware  ca8e8,  ®e  we  knot7  then,  the
contract  between  you,  ny  Father  and  Mrs.   Roger8,  ®e  Well  a8  the  propo8ed
cone race .

Until  last  Friday  I  had  never  eeen  oi  read  the  cbnt"ct  of  1955
which  was  signed  by  ny  Father  and  Mrs,   Roger®  on  August  23,   1955  and  by
you  on  September  I,   1955  and  approved  by  the  Department  of  lhterlor  on
November  8,   1955.     I  was  aatonl8hed,   to  Bay  the  le®8t,   to  £1tld  appended
thereto,  under  Schedule  a.   Docket  No'®.   72,   202.   241,   289  and  337.     At
our  conference  ln  your  of£1ce  it)  Chicago  ln  June  of  last  year  the  only      '
cases  which  vere  diBcu88ed,  and  of  which  I  had  any  knowledge.  Were  con&olT
ldated  casesz7-A  and  241;   27-a.   27-D,   27-8  and  338,   27-E  and  298.

In  our  local  nev8paper®  there  vae  a  recent  artitle  concerning
aLn  award  having  been  fnade.   1n  Docket  No.   337,   1n  excee3  of  $4.COO.000.00.
This  is  one  of  the  cases  118ted  ln  the  aforesaid  agree"±nt  but  not  men--.
tloned  by  you  during  our  Chicago  meeting  or  at  any  other  tiqre.

It  would  appear.  from a  reading  of  the  aforenentloned  contract
of  1955,   that  no  further  contracts  are  required  or  nece8e®ry.    We  Would
appreciate  knowing  what  ia  involved  in  the  aforementiened  Docket  NUDber®,
their  pre8enc  8tatu3  and  any  other  pertinent  informatlori tihlch you  are
able  to  provide  and  which va8  not  dl8cus6ed  during  our  \fBeetlng  ln  Chicago.

Very  truly  yours.
'

WD:g         `
cc:     Loui8  L.   Rochme8.

Mrs,   Charles  8.   Roger8

.           +RExpi      +It,-i+      nEEE   HhiEH   tl-H*Ft||£E|+



UNITED  STATES
DEPARnffii`TT  OF  TIE  INTERIOR

Bureau  of  Indian Aff aLir8
Washington  25,  D.C.

Febmary  15,  1963

Prit,zker,  Pritzker &  Clinton
Attorneys  at,  law
lil West  Monroe  St.
Suite  2230
Chicago  3,  Illinois

Gentlemen :

In  Repluv  Refer  To:

Tribal  Operations

u  halve  submitted  for  app-roval  a  contract  executed  on March  13,  1962,  between
a  I)elaware  Tribe  under.  the  jurisdiction  of  our Muskogee  Area  Office  and  your
rm for  claims  attorney  set.vices  for  a  period  of  ten years  from the  date  of
s  approval  for  the  pur.pose  of  prosecutin`g  the  Tribel s  claims  pending  before
e  Indian  Claims  Cormission.

Those  claims  were  previously  prosecuted  under  contract  No.  I-i-ind.  18359,
dated  November  30,  1946,  between  the  Tribe  and Wesley  E.  Disney  and  Charles
8.  Rogers.    Both  attorneys  are'  now deceased.    That  contract  expired  of  its
own  tenns  and  it  is  now necessaLry  for  the  Tribe  to  contract  wit,h  other
attorne}rs  to  car.ry  on  the  prosecution  of  its  pending  claims.    However,  your
firm had  an  interest  in the  former  contract  by virtue  of  an assignment  of
inter.est  aLs  approved  November  8,  1955.

The  assignment  of  inter`est  aLs  approved  November  8,  1955,  came  about  with
knowledge  that  your  firm had  claims  contract  No.  I-1-ind.  42264 with  the
Absentee  Delaware  Tribe  and  that  the  two  Delaware  groups  have  similar,  if
not  identical.,  claims  filed  which  the  IndiaLn  Claims  Commission  conso.lidated
for trial  purposes.

In  order t,o  continue  your.  attorney-client  relationship with  the  DelawaLre
Tribe  of  the Muskogee  Area,  you  submitted  the  8ubjeqt  contract  for  approval.
The  cont,Pact  has  been  approved  this  date  subject  to  the  conditions  that:

1.    It  is  agreed  that  the  4th  paragraph of  the  contract  read as  follows:
''The  Attorne.ys  shall  not  make  any  compromise  or  settlement  of  any
said  claims  without  the  approval  of  the  tribe  and  the  SecretaLry.  of
the  Interior  or  his  authorized  repr.esentative.Il -



2.    It  is  aigreed  that,  the  9th  paragraph  of  the  contract  be  separaLted  ty
subject  into  two  separaLte  paragraphs  to  read  as  follows:

''It  is  af?,I.eed  that  no  assignment  or  encumbraLnce  of  any  interest
of  the  attorneys  in  the  compensation agreed to  be  paid by this
contract  shall be made without  the  approval  of  the  Seer.etary  of

::; :::::£:n:ro:i:h:u::::::::o::i;s::::t:::irE:::I:::5:rT::; if
'    aLssig`rment  or  encumbrance  of  aLny  interest  in  the  compensation  agreed

to  be  paid  is  made  in violation of  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph,
the  contract may be  terminated  at  the  option of  the  Secretary of  the
Inter.ior  or  his  authorized  repr.esentative  and  in  such  event  no  attorney
having  any  interest  in the  contract  or  in the  fee  provided  for. therein
shaLll  be  entitled  to  any  compensation whatever  for  any  services
rendered  or  expenses  incurred  to  the  date  of  termination of  this
cont,fact . ''

l'It  is  understood that  the  Attorneys  have  heretofore  entered  into  an
agreement with  other  firms  of  attorneys  (known  as  the  Joint  Efforts
Agreement)  under which  provision  is made  for  joint  facilities  for  th,a
invest,igation,  preparaLtion  and  prosecution  of  claims,  joint  retention
of  associate  counsel,  pooling  of  fees,  aLnd  the  like,  and  the  Tribe
approves  of  and  consents  to  such  arrangement  and  that  this  paLraLgraph
relates  only to `that  portion  of  said  agreement  approved ty the  Secretary
of  the  Interior  or his  authorized  representative.

3.    It  is  agreed  that  a  new paragraph  shall  be  added to  the  contract  a8
follows :

''The  Attorneys  shall  submit  not  less  frequently than  semi-annually
t,o  the  Secret,any  of  the  Interior  or his  authorized  representative  and
the  Tribe  a  report  of  the  services  rendered to  the  Tr.ibe  for the  past
six-months  period. "

The  first  condit,ion  is  ]nade  as  it  is  customaLry  t.hat  the  Trib6  consent  to  com-
promise  or  settlement.    See  the  Opinion  issued  on  February.11,  1960,  by  the
Indian  Claims  Commission  in  Docket  No.  225-A  (8  Ind,  C1.  Conm.  407).    Also,
the  category designated  as  ''other  adjust,ments"  is  e
found  in feasible  for  the  Department  and  the  Bureau
other  than  a  compromise  or  settlement.

minated  as  it  has  been
supervise  adjustments

The  second  condition  is  made  to  conform the  assignment  or  encumbrance  provision
of  your  cont,Tact  t,o  those  customarily  required  in approved  tribal -attorney
cont,facts.    The  separate  paragr.aph  regarding  the  Joint  Efforts  Agreement  i8
made  so  that  it  is  understood  that  all  pr.ovisions  of  the  Agreement  were  not
approved.
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The  last  condition is made  in order that  the  Tribe  and  the  Bureau  have  in-
fo]rmation  on  the  sta,bus  of  the  claims.

Ordimrily,  approval  is  not  given to  provisions  of  claims  attorney  contracts
providing  for  reimbursement  of  stenographic  expenses.    However,  contract  No.
18359 under which your  finn her  an interest  for  prosecution of  the  claims
provided  for  reimbursement  of  clericaLl  hire which  is  construed  to  include
stenographic  expenses.    Therefore,  to  maintain  as  closely  as  possible  the
status  quo  of  the  attorney-client  relationship begun under your  assignlnent
of  aLn  interest  in  the  contract  and  to  maintain  consisteney,  we  are  not
raising  an objection to  that  provision  in your  contract  approved  this  date.

If you  are  agreeable  to  the  conditional  appr.oval  of the  contract  as  set  forth
above,  your  acceptance  should  be  in writing.    We  are  sending  a  copy  of .this
let,ten  to  the  Area  Director  of  our Muskogee  Area  Office,  Federal  Building,
Muskogee,  Oklahoma,  with  the  request  that  he  have  the  conditions  of  approval
presented  to  the  Tribe  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  its  views.    By Resolution
adopted  ty  the  General  Council  of  the  Delawar.e  Tribe  on  September  1,  1962,  the
Tribe  authorized  the  Delama,re  Tribal  Business  Committee  to  handle  new  claims
attorney  contracts  and  amendments  to  claims  attorney  contracts.    Copies  of
the  contract  will be  distributed upon receipt  of  the written acceptances  of
the  conditions  by  the  Attorneys  and  the  Delaware  Tribal  Business  Comittee.

Sincerely  givours,

(SGD)  James  E.  Officer
Associate

Condssioner
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H,   L.   McCRACKEN
BAnTLEsvlLLE.   OKLAHOMA    y

October 3li  1961

xp.  Wesley  V.  Dleney
1618 First  National Building
Tul8&  3,  Oklahom

Doari  fry.  D18n®y!                                                                                                .

I apologl3:  fop the delay in repl]rlng to peur letter  of Octobcp  13,
1961 regapdlng the Dehawar.a contracts.    I recently  took acme vacation
and have been quite busy  Since  I gce  back to  the  office.

arm]ro  of  the  ®gr®en®ut  that  was  made by pour  faLther  and ftyB.
Executrtr of the Eetat® of Oharlea  a.  Rogers,  with the attornqy
abaente® Delarar-®3  foz. the  dlvlglon  of attomqy f®e3 reBultlng

_ _ ___ I _    J_    i,_ _    h_I ______ _    _____A                                                                                     'any  awa].da  ]p  the  De].aware  cases?

Thi8  aigreenent  was  glgned by Four  faithey  and Mrs.  Roger8  1n AngLi8t  1955
and by atanford Clinton,  attorney for the  absentees,  on Septettber  I,
1955.    It  wa,3  approved by the  D®partment  of  Interior  on Novehoer  8,
1955,

¥*:ra:EL8i:nTto?:pe#tLD:::o¥v=85E:8ers rdil rec®1ve 35% of the attornqyIt &ppear3 that  this  agreement
fu]JF prot®¢tg  the  intere3ta  of  the  estate  of Mr.  Dlsnqy and Mp.  Rog®pg
ln all  the Dehawap®  cas®3  on whloh  petltlona have been  fllod with  the
Indian Claina  Comi381on. which &e  I understand lt  include about all
clalma that  al.a worth  flllng.    I would think thl8  could be Bo  even
thouch the  Contract  with your father  apLr®d and another one rna not
entered  into  prior  to his death.

The  De'1aware Bu@1negs  Comltt®e has  nat  a3  of thl3  date  entered  into
a new attorney  oontraLct.    Hovever,  we  Should  probchly take  Bone  aotlon
on thle  matter  ln the  near  future.    Therefore,  I 8haLll be  glad to dlecuee
the ult®pa referred to ln your letter of October 13 at any tlm® 1t  la
comrenleut  for you to  cone to  Bartle3vllle.    Let me lmow ln adrance when
you  plan  to  coma.

Yours very truly,

-      -\  .    -i -,,,, '      1`   -:.`.`   .   .

HI"a 'br H.  I.  Mccr&ck®n
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AmJRE.
+           Th®r®&i.S  the b.lcarm8  Tribe  or  lrdlan®  htlB  I llch  .«rtutl  dich-  b.f-.

the  lrdlan  Clal'£7ig  Cords.L®n,  .et  forth  herel"fttr  Lp  flchetnl.  A diid  ehg  Jb..-
t.®  faffihaREckifedthaunm  De}agivegr®  tribe  og  lndfuLsra  h8e  fll ed  odrtchb  chlLane  te=f-e
th.  Indl£*th8  th8Lm3  Can-1Bolca  8¢¢  rerth  herein.fttr  ln  tohedrl®  8  dil  .I  thl.a
®1ai"  hdrFe  been  tarenSt  ®n  bche]lf  of  th`r  D€lar£[e  Hatloa    .nd•tThsr+*ee5  the  Irdtam  caatn.  aormloelon hag  a.014rd  ®n.  e4  .Aid  ®1tlRa  ul   I
1n  co  far  &e  tor  Flcht  to  pr®o®cute  the  ecan.  1s  com.®rnd.  hdd  .th  c|Jtdfh  qL.¢
®eeh  of  Said  cldrzmrd.  iae  and  le  eqnd.Iy  entL€led  to  F®..ctt.  th ..-. art  tLct
eald  .omg€8  of  aetl®n mat  be  |`ozLBolld.Sct  .rd  any recovery I.F  p^th  laJtry -®
b®  for  th®  b®coflt  or  all  d®aeer*iauta  of  the Dchsrdr®  I8tl®B  ado  a.actltr®d  I.
1929  aal  l`5.4n       art

Whore@8  Sh®  Court  ®f  Claim.  baa  rffLr=aed  cach  dete]rmlraston .f  th.  Idlaa
CleLln.  frodml30loa &al  b  app®al  haIvlrty b®-±i  tek.A  fro  co ...-,  Ie.lady  tl.  1e-.-
t®  tb®  r®ap®ctfv®  rldLt.  S±.  Sail  clchL;Im&o  +,e  fr-o&®cul.  the  ..tGpd  aleln  ."  -`
1n  echedul®e  A  and  8 ban  been  ±ut.1r  ietemlned      .ini

*hor®..  La   'ffirmE:ann  the  further  pro.onLtLen  of  add  clal"a  er  any  Of  the,  th.  I..I
lcter®et.  of  Bald  pc®j.tLe8  will  b®  chvzmced  an=l  b®tt"-pr®t®cted  try  gLurifLd  p.-
®ntatl®n  thereof ,   ic  1.  hon®ty-   Am H¢

ee+uv®9n  Weal®y  [F.  D18ney  tq.     r€pr®eer.ting  th.  D®lfL.p®  rrlb.  of  lzdLl.-I)  .*
the  E=®cutl.ir  of  the  ..t.t®  af  Char.io8  a.  Eogtr.e  dco®...a  (hoe.L&feer  rt4dl4  tp
q  partLe8  el`   thtL`  i Lr.I  pet)   and  PTLtLkeF.  Prltll4p  `fa  CllB®a.  rap`r®.qtla.  th.`.
Jb.ontco  I)01givAro  trLtxi  Of  lrdltLZLe  (  tier.Lz]after  roferrd  t®  ae  partl®.  ®f  th..-
•dl put)                                         I.                                                                         ,

secon   part  aemzbe  full  r..pob.ibult}  fctp  t}i® riap-..I+-c:#:lfe:oTHt:i;a-I:a?pTr:=+tAr=:.t:#¥ed:#rift:±intp-The     &rtlog   o{`   the
•ad  P®eecatLozl  of  tb3
pchlat®  ®tng®.  Provthed
dL.e  bet*e®n  t}.i.~3  in'jer®.t.  of  th.  Ab.®nt..  Dchevqo  trlb®  era  th®so  of  th. ld-.

a .ed.I T. Dl.Ber ]rty `'NP+

h8LA:JtE::ii.dT:®F¥.Tot#F.:::::F+:3g::::a:±`a;.n:,,h;I:ft:art:[£ch±cgnttiT:

I

dL.chutg®  that  ri`aponBlblllty  end  provided  1'ilf th.r' thAt' th.  .eld  *®tlb + O£A.+`
•..®  .hall  have  the  rLcht  t.a  eqprp.Gr  at  any  tine  and  ln  any  ®f  th.  don-cael®.A
•a...  an:i   Lntrochic®  Bush  evLdelia®  Gnd  mck®  gpeh  .rgrcat  ®h  b.hchf  ®f  u. Dd-.
tribe  a.  Ilo  iLny den prayer.

11,
r}if   `+eTtleg  ®f   Lhe   i.cord  part   ®}`chl   ae.ume   ¢.a®  oo.t  ®f  er.c  Trap.r&tto&  d

llr®Sooutj.®n  of  the  aLfoLr®entloned  ca.®.  to  the  ®nmt  to  thleh  inch I.®.rftL®| -I
pro..aitlon  take  plac.  h rder  t`L\®1r  reB]p®b8lulLtr.Ill,

*®el®:+-I.  DLeney  a.a.  Ggr®®.  to  mck.  givallAu.  to  th. pertl®.  Of  tb.  e=± put
the  r®irulta  of  hi8  r®.®urah  of  the  ace..  &}`d  the  paryl.4  .gr®®  to  a®iinl. tlb  ..A
oth.r  fully  ae  to  the  manner  ln which  ih.  c ....  ere  to b® pr..®ntd.

IV,
IA oa.®  .mid  1. I.4..  dl  1teb.  of  ®xperdLtiir®  Ln coz]a.ctlon Tltb  tr-A  I.I

r®Lzutar.ed out  of  the jiidgrcat  Shall  be  r®1inired out of  the  told f~ dled la
the cu.. before dlvl.1on of  that  f ®e under the fomila p®rud ty lhL. .gr.-.I..

V,

Attormr. I ®®. r®oiltlng from any dud.  1n the Oforo.zltloaed  a ..... hiill 1.
•hired  ty  the  attorny.  1n the pro-portl®n of  35¢ paychL.  to  th. pertlco  Of  th. fof.
pop.  qd  65¢ pay.ue t®  the partl6`:.,  oi^  the  scooad pdt.  pry.u.1n .q.a.I. ch.db
ty  th. tr8aquper ®f  the Urdtch  State..

YI.
"le  egerment  Shall  ln no  *.y  aLi'}'®ct  the  lnt®r®st.  of  th. Dderd.  bLh/  Of

lrdlan.  .nd  the  Ab..nt-D®levp® rrlbe  of  lrdLen..

trL18   eoret`nent   B}tGll
]idlon  L{f!.i+-a.

p&t®*     |ngn®t  23  1955

a,t,I

0at®!

VII,
mt  tal[®  Ofi+®ct  until   qprprov.i  ty  t}`L.  CoLrmle.lo-n  .f

®tl.y I. Dim.,

Heoutrlz e.t. ., ). Boor.

•.„            PT. t a.eL-eE=iF:i--= ---- ±€
Ochdrur. tribe  of  lrdlm. T Untld  8t.tco

Schchl.  1
Indl€Ln  Cl81114  Colnrhl..l®n Dook®t  Wo._298i   2T-J®   27-)i   27-Ce  F7-D.   27-I.

schf.du|e  8.    *t>Fhat-  T)f`l&Dar.  TrLb?  Of  O`rlcho-A Df|®.ffiedH.:::?..d  rd
T ., I.1b:®ndlne `and  tlyrtl.  Eoll-

f.              Do'Stot.sto`..,72t?02i   2!+li   13T.`  ` The. itoild .T+lb®  of  O`,'`1d`®-.  ud  th.  Jb..a+ee  a-Dcherut.
•to.  v Th. t'nltch  8t.t.I'TT:b:beect®e ~` ele,are:oEtp3itr..nr:=:.:r:::ri2en ¢nLt.1   8t.td
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