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BEFORE THE INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 

THE CHINOOK TRIBE AND BANDS OF INDIANS, ) 
1 

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

v. ) Docket No. 234 
1 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 

) 
Defendant. 1 

Decided: Se~tember 18, 1975 

FINDINGS OF FACT ON ATTORNEYS' FEE AND EXPENSES 

On May 1 2 ,  1972, August 7 ,  1972, and August 12 ,  1972, F reder ick  W .  

1/ 
Pos t ,  Malcolm S. McLeod and E. L. Crawford -, r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  f i l e d  p e t i t i o n s  

f o r  award o f  a t t o r n e y s '  f e e s  and expenses t o  a l l  t h e  c o n t r a c t  a t t o r n e y s  

under t h e  above cap t ioned  docket. At torney McLeod's p e t i t i o n  a l s o  sought 

t h e  award of a  fee and reimbursement o f  expenses on b e h a l f  o f  James E. 

S a r e a u l t ,  a c o n t r a c t  a t t o r n e y  who is now deceased.  Having cons idered  

s a i d  p e t i t i o n s ,  t h e  d e f e n d a n t ' s  response t h e r e t o ,  f i l e d  August 20, 1973, 

t h e  c o n t r a c t s  under which t h e  c la ims a t t o r n e y s  se rved  t h e  p l a i n t i f f ,  t h e  

evidence s u p p o r t i n g  the p e t i t i o n s ,  and t h e  e n t i r e  record  of  a l l  proceedings 

i n  t h i s  docket, the Commission makes t h e  fo l lowing  f i n d i n g s  of f a c t :  

1. The Award. On November 4 ,  1970, t h e  Commission e n t e r e d  f i n a l  

judgment i n  t h i s  docke t ,  e n t i t l i n g  the p l a i n t i f f  t o  recover  from the 

defendant  the sum of $48,692.05. See 24 Ind. C1.  Corn. 88 (1970). Th i s  

award was a f f i rmed  by the Court  of Claims on December 3, 1971. See 196 

C t .  C1. 780 (1971). Funds 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 

P u b l i c  Law 92-607, approved October 31, 1972 (86 S t a t .  1498, 1518-19). 

1/ Attorney Crawford's  p e t i t i o n  was r e t u r n e d  t o  him on October 25, 1972, - 
and r e f i l e d  on September 20,  1974. 



2. Attorneys'  Contracts.  Representation of t he  p l a i n t i f f  i n  t h i s  

docket has been under four approved cont rac t s .  The f i r s t  c o n t r a c t ,  No. 1-10 

indo 42644, dated October 11, 1951, between the  Chinook Tribe and Attorneys 

Frederick W =  Post ,  Malcolm S .  McLeod and James E. Sa reau l t ,  was approved 

on December 27, 1951, f o r  a  period of f i ve  years  beginning wi th  t he  d a t e  

of approval.  An agreement dated September 15, 1953, by which Attorneys 

Post ,  McLeod and Sareaul t  assigned a ten percent i n t e r e s t  i n  thc f ~ e s  undcr 

t h i s  con t r ac t  t o  Attorney E. L. Crawford was approved on March 9 ,  1955. 

The second con t r ac t ,  Symbol 14-20-0650, No. 761, d a t e d  February 

21, 1958, between the  Chinook Tribe and Attorneys Pos t ,  McLcod and S a r e a u l t ,  

was approved on February 5,  1959, f o r  a  period of t cn  years  beginning 

December 27, 1956, This cont rac t  was terminated a t  the request  of the  

Chinook Tribe a s  of s i x t y  days a f t e r  r ece ip t  by Attorney McLcod of an 

o f f i c i a l  no t i ce  of termination addressed t o  him on A p r i l  8 ,  1964,by the 

Area,  Di rec tor ,  Western Washington Agency, Bureau of Indian Af fa i r s .  

Contract  Symbol 14-20-0500 No. 2080, dated August 1, 1964, between 

the  Chinook Tribe and Attorneys Jeremiah M. Long and Richard F. Broz, 

was approved on December 9 ,  1964, f o r  a period of two years  beginning 

wi th  t h e  d a t e  of approval. By l e t t e r  dated A p r i l  19, 1966, these  a t t o rneys  

advised the Chinook Tribe t h a t  they des i red  t o  terminate t he  c o n t r a c t  

and t h a t  they waived any cla im f o r  compensation f o r  s e rv i ce s  rendered. 

Termination of t he  cont rac t  was approved on June 20, 1966, e f f e c t i v e  

a s  of  June 15, 1966. 

Contract symbol 14-20-0500 NO. 2723, dated February 28, 1967, 

bemeen the Chinook Tribe and Attorney E. L. Crawford, was approved on 



May 15, 1967, f o r  a per iod of f i v e  years  beginning wi th  the d a t e  of 

approval. 

3. Contractual  Provis ions for Cornpensa t ion and Reimbursement o f  

Expenses. Each of t he  above-described c o n t r a c t s  2/provides t h a t  t h e  

a t t o rneys  s h a l l  r ece ive  a s  compensation f o r  t h e i r  s e r v i c e s  a fee not  t o  

exceed ten  percent of any and a l l  sums recovered. Furthermore, the  

above-descr ibed agreement of September 15, 1953, between Attorney Crawford  

and Attorneys McLeod, Post and Sa reau l t  gave Attorney Crawford a ten  

percent i n t e r e s t  i n  any f ee s  awarded t o  the  t h r e e  o r i g i n a l  a t t o rneys  and 

provided t h a t  he should be reimbursed f o r  t he  expenses of l i t i g a t i o n  

incurred by him i n  prosecut ing the  claim, 

Each of the  c o n t r a c t s  provided t h a t  t he  r e spec t ive  c o n t r a c t  a t to rneys  

should be  reimbursed from a.ay judgment recovered by p l a i n t i f f  f o r  t h e  

expenses of l i t i g a t i o n  incur red  i n  prosecut ing t h e  claim. In  add i t i on ,  

t he  con t r ac t  dated October 11,  1951, between t h e  Chinook Tribe and 

Attorneys Pos t ,  McLeod and Sareaul t  provided t h a t  t he  p l a i n t i f f  would 

advance the  a t t o rneys  $750.00 toward the  expenses of l i t i g a t i o n  which 

sum, t o  t he  ex t en t  advanced, would be deduct ib le  from the  a t t o rneys '  

fee. The con t r ac t  dated February 21 ,  1958, between the  same p a r t i e s  

provided t h a t  the p l a i n t i f f  would make a similar advance of $3,000.00 

which sum, t o  t he  ex t en t  advanced, would be s e t  o f f  aga ins t  expenses 

of l i t i g a t i o n  claimed. 

2/  The term "contracts"  he re  and h e r e i n a f t e r  does no t  inc lude  t h a t  contract  
between t h e  Chinook Tr ibe  and Attorneys Long and Broz which was terminated 
on the  i n i t i a t i v e  of  said a t to rneys  who waived any claims f o r  compensation. 
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4. Requested Fee and Expenses. The p e t i t i o n s  by the  claims s t t o r n c y s  

reques t  an a t t o rneys '  fee i n  t h i s  case  i n  the  mount of $4 ,869 .20 ,  r cp rc scn t -  

ing ten percent  of t h e  amount of the award, t o  be apportioned among s a i d  

a t t o rneys  i n  a manner t h e  Comnission deems t o  be j u s t  and equ i t ab l e .  

A t  t h e  hear ing  on these  p e t i t i o n s  held on Ju ly  23 ,  1974, a t  S e a t t l e ,  

Washington, Attorneys FfcLeod, Post and Crawford, and Mr, Donald Y. b f c & ~ i c k  

r ep re sen t i ng  t h e  widow of Attorney Sa rcau l t ,  stipulated t o  thc  following 

apportionment of t h e  requested fee: 

1) To Attorney Crawford, the  sum of $1,686.92,  composcd oS $486.92 under 

t he  agreement of September 15, 1953, and $1,200.00 for s e r v i c c ~ s  ~ w r f o r n ~ ~ d  

under h i s  c o n t r a c t ,  dated February 2 8 ,  1967, with thc Cllinoolc 'rribc*. 

2)  To Attorney Pos t ,  t he  sum o f  $500.00. 

3) To Attorney McLeod and t h e  e s t a t e  of Attorney Sarsaubt, the sum of 

$2,682.28, j o i n t l y ,  i n  equal shares .  

Reimbursement of expenses incurred by the con t r ac t  a t t o rneys  i n  the  

prosecut ion of t h i s  c l a im is sought i n  thc following amounts: 

1) Attorney Crawford - -  $2,368.50 

2) Attorney Post --  0.00 

3 )  Attorney McLeod - -  5,107.39 

4 )  E s t a t e  of Attorney Sarc.ault  - -  $4,527.94 

Total  $11,995.50 

5. Response of t he  D e f e n d a n t .  Thc rc:sponsc, d3tc .d  August 1 7 ,  1973, 

of t he  Department of J u s t i c e  t o  t h e  p e t i t i o n s  of the c la ims  attorneys 

advised t h e  Commission t h a t  " [ T l h i s  Department takes  no p o s i t i o n  with 

r e spec t  t o  t h e  allowance of a t to rneys  fees  except t h a t  t he  t o t a l  amount 
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of  t he  fees should no t  exceed ten  percent of any and a l l  sums recovered 

f o r  t h e  Chinook Indians i n  t h e  above proceeding." Enclosed wi th  t he  

response was a l e t t e r  from t h e  Acting Associate  S o l i c i t o r ,  Divis ion o f  

Indian A f f a i r s ,  Department of  t he  I n t e r i o r ,  and a memorandum da ted  June 

27, 1973, from M r .  Newton Edwards who s igned t h e  memorandum f o r  t he  

Ass i s t an t  t o  the  Secre ta ry  of  t h e  I n t e r i o r .  

The Department's l e t t e r  of August 17, 1973, r e f e r s  t o  t h e  conten ts  

of t h e  memorandum prepared by M r ,  Edwards a s  follows: 

The memorandum *** conta ins  a  h i s t o r y  of t h e  
app l i cab l e  t r i b a l  c la ims,  a t t o rney  c o n t r a c t s  and 
t h e i r  compensation provis ions ,  and r e p o r t s  t he  
r e s u l t s  of a genera l  examination of t he  p e t i t i o n s  
reques t ing  reimbursement of expenses. You w i l l  no t e  
t h a t  t he  memorandum s t a t e s  t h a t  Attorney E.  L. 
Crawford d i d  no t  fu rn i sh  s u f f i c i e n t  information t o  
support  his claimed expenses and t h a t  t he se  expenses 
cannot be reconc i led  wi th  t he  enclosed records of 
t he  Bureau of Indian A f f a i r s .  Furthermore, M r .  
Edwards s t a t e s  t h a t  he does no t  have s u f f i c i e n t  
d e t a i l e d  information upon which he can make a 
recommendation as t o  t he  amount of compensation 
earned by the  var ious  a t t o rneys .  

In M r .  Edwards' memorandum reference is a l s o  made t o  pos s ib l e  pay- 

ment of some expenses from t r i b a l  money, inc lud ing  expenses f o r  exper t  

testimony and f o r  cou r t  r e p o r t e r ' s  s e r v i c e s .  

6. Notice t o  P l a i n t i f f .  On August 7 and 11, 1972, n o t i c e s  o f  t h e  

f i l i n g s  of t he  a t t o rneys '  p e t i t i o n s  f o r  award of f ee s  and reimbursement 

of expenses were s e n t  t o  M r .  Stephen A. Meriwether, Sec re t a ry ,  Chinook 

Indian Tr ibe ,  Inc, , Ilwaco, Washington. 

By l e t t e r  dated August 15, 1972, t h e  Chinook Indian Tr ibe ,  by Adolph 

J. Sund, T r i b a l  Chairman, and Stephen A. Meriwether, T r i b a l  Sec re t a ry ,  
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responded as follows: 

As concerns your l e t t e r s  of August 7 and 11 l a s t ,  
we have made the  claims of the  messieurs Pos t ,  McLeod, 
and Crawford known t o  our  a t to rney .  We have no 
doubt t h a t  t h e  claims of these a t to rneys  are  l eg i t ima te  
and wi th  some mer i t .  We are,  however, deep ly  con- 
cerned t h a t  t he  claims of these  gentlemen w i l l  p lace  a 
grave burdon [ s i c ]  on t he  f i n a l  award t o  the  Cltinook 
Tribe.  In view of s e rv i ce s  rendered f a i t h f u l l y  and 
impa r t i a l l y ;  i n  view of h i s  e f f o r t s  i n  t h i s  case from 
i t s  e a r l i e s t  s t ages  up  t o  i t s  conclusion, w e  urge 
t he  Commission t o  give f i r s t  cons idera t ion  t o  t he  
c la im of E. L, Crawford above a l l  o the r  a t t o rney  cla ims.  

-L -I- ,. ,, * >',- ;? 

M r .  Crawford has worked long and hard f a r  t he  
Chinook claims case a t  considerable  personal expense. 
Our g r a t i t u d e  and warm personal regards go out t o  
M r .  Crawford. It would be a gravc i n j u s t i c c  i f  M r .  
Crawford's claims were not  given preference ovt3r 
those  of o the r  a t to rneys  s i nce  the bulk of work oc- 
cur red  under t he  guidance of M r .  Crawford. 

On January 23, 1973, no t i ce  of t he  f i l i n g  of t he  a t t o rneys '  petitions 

was s e n t  t o  M r .  John Kent E l l i o t t ,  Chairman, The Chinook Tr ibc  and kinds 

of Indians ,  Skamokowa, Washington. No rep ly  t o  t h i s  l e t t e r  was reccivct l ,  

On J u l y  3, 1974, n o t i c e  of the  hear ing t o  be held  a t  S e a t t l e ,  Washington, 

on Ju ly  23, 1974, on t he  appl ica t ions  f o r  a t t o rneys '  f c ~ s  and expenses was 

s e n t  t o  M r .  John Kent E l l i o t t ,  Chairman, Thc Chinook Tr ibc  and Bands of 

Indians ,  Skamokowa, Washington, and, on J u l y  5 ,  1974, n o t i c e  of s a i d  hear- 

ing was sen t  t o  M r .  Stephen A. Meriwether, T r iba l  Scc r r t a ry ,  Chinook 

Indian Tr ibe ,  Inc. ,  Ilwaco, Washington. No r ep re scn t a r i vc  of  either organ- 

i z a t i o n  of Chinook Indians a t tended t he  hear ing he ld  on J u l y  23,  1974. 

7. Advances by P l a i n t i f f .  The record here in  cstablishcs t h a t  Attornry 

Sareau l t  received an advance from the p l a i n t i f f  i n  t he  amount of  $750.00 

f o r  expenses of l i t i g a t i o n .  The record he re in  does not  s u b s t a n t i a t e  t h a t  

any other advances were made t o  t he  con t r ac t  a t t o rneys .  Pursuant t o  t h e  
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terms of t h e  con t rac t  of  October 11, 1951, between the p l a i n t i f f  and 

Attorneys Post ,  McLeod and Sareaul t  s a i d  advance of $750.00 must be 

deducted from any fee  awarded t o  t h e  a t torneys  herein.  

8. Conclusion on Attorneys'  Fee. On the  b a s i s  of t he  e n t i r e  record 

i n  t h i s  docket, including t h e  a t torneys1  con t rac t s ,  and considering t h e  

r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  undertaken, t he  d i f f i c u l t  problems of  f a c t  and law in -  

volved, t h e  time and work involved i n  the l i t i g a t i o n ,  the  contingent  

na ture  of t he  compensation, t he  award obtained, and a l l  appropr ia te  f ac to r s  

pe r t inen t  t o  t h e  determination of  a t torneys1  fees  under t h e  s tandards 

e s t ab l i shed  by the  Indian Claims Commission Act, t h e  Commission concludes 

t h a t  the  claims a t to rneys  have rendered valuable l e g a l  s e rv ices  i n  

prosecuting t h e i r  c l i e n t ' s  claim and u l t ima te ly  obta in ing  a judgment. 

Under t h e  terms of t h e  con t rac t s  and s a i d  s tandards ,  including those 

obta in ing  i n  the  prosecution of s i m i l a r  claims i n  cour t s  of  law, the  

con t rac t  a t torneys  have earned an a t torneys '  f e e  of $4,869.20, represent ing 

t en  percent of t h e  award t o  the  p l a i n t i f f .  Under t h e  terms of the  s t i p u l a -  

t i o n  entered i n t o  by t h e  surv iv ing  con t rac t  a t torneys  and t h e  representa t ive  

of the  widow of the deceased con t rac t  a t to rney  a t  the  hear ing  of  J u l y  23, 

1974, on these  app l i ca t ions  f o r  fees  and expenses, which s t i p u l a t i o n  t h e  

Commission hereby approves, t h e  a t to rneys f  gross  f e e  of $4,869.20, was 

agreed t o  be apportioned in t he  following amounts and percentages among 

t h e  con t rac t  a t torneys :  



36 Ind. C l .  Corn. 438 445 

1 )  Attorney Crawford - -  $1,686,92 (34.6X) 

2)  Attorney Post  - -  500,OO (10.3%) 

3) Attorney McLeod and the 
e s t a t e  of  Attorney Sa reau l t ,  
j o i n t l y ,  i n  equal  shares  -- 2,682 .28 (55.1%) 

From the  gross  award of $4,869.20, t he re  must be deducted the  amount 

of $750.00, represen t ing  advances f o r  expenses received by t h e  c o n t r a c t  

a t t o rneys  and deduct ib le  from the  a t t o rneys '  fee pursuant t o  t he  terms 

of  t he  October 11, 1951, con t r ac t .  In t he  absence of agreement among 

t h e  con t r ac t  a t t o rneys  regarding the  a l l o c a t i o n  of t h e  $750.00 reduc t ion  

among them, t h e  Commission f i nds  t h a t  s a i d  reduct ion should be a l l o c a t e d  

among the  a t t o rneys  pro- ra ta .  Accordingly, t he  Commission f i nds  t h a t  t h e  

con t r ac t  a t t o rneys  and t h e i r  r ep re sen t a t i ve s  a r e  e n t i t l e d  t o  a  n e t  

a t t o rneys '  f ee  of $4,119.21 i n  t h i s  docket,  t o  be  apportioned among them 

a s  follows: 

1) To Attorney Crawford - -  $1,425.25 (34.6%) 

2)  To Attorney Post - -  424.28 (10.3%) 

3 )  To Attorney McLeod and the  
e s t a t e  of Attorney Sa reau l t ,  
j o i n t l y ,  i n  equal shares  - -  2,269.68 (55.1%) 

Payment of  t h e  e n t i r e  f ee  of $4,119.21, t o  t h e  a t t o rney  of  record ,  E. L. 

Crawford, f o r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  by him t o  t he  claims a t t o rneys  and t h e i r  

r ep re sen t a t i ve s  i n  accordance with t h e i r  respective interests w i l l  

r ep re sen t  payment i n  f u l l  of t h e i r  claims f o r  compensation f o r  l e g a l  

services rendered i n  t h i s  docket,  



9. Determination of  Expenses. Thc Commission has examined the claims 

made by Attorneys  Crawford and McLeod, and t h a t  on behalf  o f  t h e  represent- 

a t ive  of  At torney Sareaul t  f o r  reimbursement o f  expenses i n cu r r ed  under 

t h i s  docket dur ing  the c o u r s e  o f  1 i t  iza t i o n .  

The c r i t e r i a  c o n t r o l l i n g  reimbursement of attorneys' expenses are 

s e t  f a r t h  undcar Sec t ion  15 of  the I n d i a n  C la ims  Commission A c t ,  60 Stat. 

1049, 1053 ( 1 9 4 6 )  ; Rulc1  34b of  thc Commission's G e n e r a l  R u l e s  of Procedure 

(25 CFR 5503.34h,  as  am~nded, 39 Fcd. Keg. 41173 (1974) ) ;  and Commission 

P o l i c y  Statement 5102 ,  issued J u l y  2 5 ,  1968. 

Rule 34b,  as amendcd, s p e c i f i e s  that cach claimcd expense i t e m  must 

b c  s u p p o r t e d  by r c c c i p t s  o r  othcr cvicit~nci~ of payment excep t  t h a t  with 

r e spec t  t o  cxpcnscs i ncu r r cd  i n  c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  appearances on behalf  o f  

t h c  a p p l i c a n t ' s  Ind ian  client i n  proceedings of record  bcforc the  Com- 

mission where the  a p p l i c a n t  is unable t o  s u p p l y  rcccipts o r  o t h c r  

evidence of incur rence  er paymclnt  of  such expenses ,  they may be allowed 

in a rcasonablt> amount upon  t h t ~  ~ p p l i c n n t ' s  a f f i d a v i t  a s  t o  t h e i r  

incurrence.  Commission P o l i c y  Sta tement  5102 provides t h a t  the r equ i r e -  

ment of suppor t  by r e c e i p t s  o r  o ther  evidence of payment may bc s a t i s f i e d  

by a receipt o r  any o t h c r  contemporaneous documentation of  incur rencc  

o f  the claimed expense t h a t  would be admiss ib le  under  the "shop book rule." 

For smal l  i tems fa r  which i t :  is n o t  practicable to o b t a i n  r ece ip t s ,  

thu Commission w i l l  be d i sposed  t o  accept  t he  sworn s t a t emen t s  of t h e  

a t t o r n e y s  bu t  such c o s t s  must be i tcmizcd and adequately explained. In  

a d d i t i o n  to the required docwncntation,  a l l  t r a v c l  expense i tems must be 



supported by a clear statement concerning the trip which statement must 

include the purpose for the travel, the dates and hours of departure and 

arrival, and the transportation used. 

Having examined the applications for reimbursement of expenses, the 

supporting documentation, and the entire record of expenditures claimed 

to have been incurred in the prosecution of this claim, the Commission 

has concluded, as hereinafter explained, that the application of Attorney 

McLeod for reimbursement of expenses must be denied in its entirety; that 

the application of the representative of the widow of Attorney Sareault 

must be denied except with respect to expenditures in the sum of $24.00; 

and that the application of Attorney Crawford will be granted since, with 

certain exceptions described hereinafter, the expenses claimed therein 

are reasonable and proper expenses of litigation and said application 

conforms to the Commission's requirements. 

With respect to the application of Attorney McLeod, expenses are 

claimed in an amount totalling $5,107.39. This total consists of the 

sum of two non-contemporaneous compilations of expenditures, one total- 

ing $2,502.49, the other totalling$1,354.90 (to which is appended copies 

of receipts totalling $159.77). By affidavit, Attorney McLeod has also 

claimed $1,250.00 in travel expenditures for three trips to Washington, 

D* C *  

Under the Commission's criteria for determining the allowability 

of reimbursement for expenses of litigation non-contemporaneous compila- 

tions of expenditures are not acceptable. Furthermore, travel expense 



it-, except i n  connection with appearances of  record before the C m -  

mission, must be supported by d e t a i l s  concerning t h e  t r i p  and i t s  PurPosee 

Mr. McLeodts app l i ca t ion  f a i l s  t o  s a t i s f y  these  c r i t e r i a  i n  any respec t .  

Attorney Sareaul t  appeared before the  Commission a t  a hear ing  he ld  

on January 7 ,  8 and 9 ,  1963, a t  S e a t t l e ,  Washington. In  connection 

with h i s  attendance a t  s a i d  hearing Attorney Sareaul t  incurred mileage 

expenses t o t a l l i n g  $24.00, Reimbursement of t h i s  expenditure may be 

allowed. However, the remaining expenses i n  the  amount of $4,503.94, 

f o r  which reimbursemcnt is sought on behalf  of t h e  widow of Attorney 

Sareaul t  must be disallowed f o r  t he  reason t h a t  the app l i ca t ion  the re fo r  

ib supported only by non-contemporaneous compilations of t h e  claimed 

expenditures.  

Attorney Crawford has requested reimbursement of expenses incurred 

i n  an amount t o t a l l i n g  $2,368.50. These expenditures a r e  supported by 

Attorney Crawford's d i a ry  e n t r i e s  and by some r e c e i p t s .  The d i a r y  e n t r i e s  

i temize and adequately explain the  claimed expenditures.  Furthermore, t h e  

claimed t r a v e l  expenditures  comply with the  requirements of the ~ o m n i s s i o n ' s  

Pol icy Statement 5102, In  add i t ion ,  t h e  Commission is s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  

the  claimed expenditures were a c t u a l l y  incurred during t h e  course of t h i s  

l i t i g a t i o n .  The comments regarding Mr. Crawford's claim f o r  expenditures  

contained i n  the memorandum of June 27, 1973, from Newton W e  Edwards, 

supra,  do not  a l t e r  our conclusions,  

Certain of Attorney Crawford's claimed expenditures  enumerated below 

must, f o r  t h e  reasons s t a t e d ,  be disallowed: 
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Amounts Amounts Nature of 
Dates Claimed Disallowed Expenditure Reason 

Nov. 13 t o  
Dec. 15, 1953 

Nov. 13 t o  
Dec. 15, 1953 

Nov. 13 t o  
Dec. 15, 1953 

Nov. 13 t o  
Dec. 15, 1953 

Aug. 24, 1954 

Advance t o  expert 
$302.04 $58.33 witness t o  pay sub- 

s t i t u t e  teacher 

Rental of hote l  
302.04 0.15 chair  

Transportation ex- 
302.04 1.46 pense --  stopover i n  

Minneapolis 

Advance t o  
302.04 6.66 expert witness 

4.12 4.12 Photostat of 
agreement 

Not an 
expense of 
l i t i g a t i o n  

Personal 
expense 

Not an 
expense of 
l i t i g a t i o n  

Not iden t i f i ed  
as  incurred i n  
prosecution of 
this claim 

$70.72 Total Disallowed 

The remaining claimed expenditures of Attorney Crawford, in  the 

amount of $2,297.78, a re  reasonable and proper expenses of l i t i g a t i o n  

and w i l l  therefore be allowed. 

Brantley Blue omnissioner /" 


