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BEFORE THE INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION

THE LIPAN APACHE TRIBE, THE MESCALERO
APACHE TRIBE, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

THE PUEBLO DE SAN ANTONIO DE LA YSLETA
DEL SUR, AND THE PIROS, MANSOS AND
THE SUMAS TRIBES, AND THE PUEBLO OF
THE TIGUA INDIAN COMMUNITY,

Intervenors,
THE TONKAWA TRIBE OF INDIANS, et al.,

Second Intervenors,
v.

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Defendant.

THE CADDO TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA, IN ITS OWN
RIGHT AND DAN MADRANO, LLOYD TOUNWIN
AND ANDREW DUNLAP ON RELATION OF THE
CADDO TRIBE OF INDIANS AND THE CADDO
TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA EACH ON BEHALF OF
OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED AND ON
BEHALF OF THE CADDO TRIBE AND VARIOUS
BANDS AND GROUPS OF EACH OF THEM
COMPRISING THE CADDO TRIBE AND NATION,

Plaintiffs,

THE ALABAMA-COUSHATTA TRIBES OF TEXAS AND
THE COUSHATTA INDIANS OF LOUISIANA,

Intervenors,

THE WICHITA INDIAN TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA AND
BANDS AND GROUPS OF INDIANS WHICH HAVE BEEN
OR WHICH ARE AFFILIATED WITH THE WICHITA
INDIAN TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA, INCLUDING BUT
NOT LIMITED TO THE WICHITA, WACOS, KEECHIS
AND TOWACONIES, ‘

Second Intervenors,
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THE TONKAWA TRIBE OF INDIANS OF OKLAHOMA
AMALGAMATED WITH AND SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST
TO THE TEXAS TONKAWA TRIBE AND THE TEXAS
LIPAN TRIBE AND THE TEXAS KARANKAWA TRIBE,

Third Intervenors,

v.
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Defendant.

THE KIOWA, COMANCHE AND APACHE TRIBES OF
INDIANS,

Plaintiffs, Docket No. 257
v.

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Nt Nt N N Nt Nt N N N N N N N N N N N Nl Nt N Nt N N

Defendant.

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR CONSOLIDATION OF
DOCKET NO. 257 WITH DOCKET NOS. 22-C and 226

On April 9, 1971, the defendant moved to consolidate the above-
captioned dockets for trial on the ground that the claims in said
dockets related to overlapping territory. However, the Commission was
unable to rule on said motion during the pendency of the appeal of the
Commission's decisions of February 10, 1971, and August 9, 1971, under
Docket No. 257. See 24 Ind. Cl. Comm. 405 (1971) and 26 Ind. Cl. Comm.
101 (1971), rev'd, 202 Ct. Cl. 29 (1973), cert. denied, 42 U.S.L.W. 3584
(Case No. 73-984, April 15, 1974).

The compromise settlement approved today under Docket No., 257 has
now made moot defendant's said motion insofar as it involves Docket
No. 257.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED that defendant's motion for consolidation
of Docket No. 257 with Docket Nos. 22-C and 226 be, and the same is
hereby, denied.
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Dated at Washington, D. C., this 17th day of July, 1974.




