
* ? 1 . 

$± ° u . (s«. 3<s ui,i 

v A A ' t f t - V ^ 

v v > ^ 



V 

V 
V; 

v. 

j £ ^ ? * ^ - ~ /st^tg^k^^ ^Cs? ,<#vf /p^J / 

"•*.•• 

^ ^ ^ - ^ g ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ - e ^ ^ ^ fr 14T& 6L&4^ &t4#t>4.4*t*** 

/£>****#6^ /&*d*t4J*&*f % 

S~T ^^C^^^^H^U' 

I 
I 

. ..' r •< , 

f / 

*~J 

% L -

- X i » 

^ 

. 

20? > , 
• 

'.. 

7—ifZ/sst-tctAr £ * 



-± &^&tst**4** 

-h I 

-/- \^y^66^L & ^-t^^^Z^ s-v /$U*££<te /fey, oU~4^dZ& 
Si 

l^isfri^C. 

/ 

+-

7 



•*~&*^£*l^r 

&, ^%^^^-'^<r 

7 ^ 

7 ^ 

-f 
+ 

***mpmm 

rtXggm&wm : -srnjfo r 

y 

\ r t / y / ^La^u^^t^-^, 

+ 
7^ 

> 

8> •'& / P 

: 

ftPfMf^ rtr<t.at..*-<^ 

• 



7 ^ - ''V&&&z~4<<2* /%-*. c/~-&*~42-&0 

*-f " y 
^ ^ Y • ^ ~ . l ' / . i ' ' " ' ' * ' " ' ' -

7^ 

•h 

/ 
^ - r - jt$£>L^£^4S & 

^0d£^^^Pt<>C^, 

J. s$4^^4Li&4^ 

f 

7 Yfi tf~2*L*^t> / ^ ^ ^ l ^ p -

" ^ - t ^ > -



-h 

• h 

j' 

/^L4^L 

f2 Zu*. V 0-^ dZ^/^t^-iL* 

7^ L^V, W k . A^dk^^t^^ 



I 

In the I nit d Statee Cour"; at South 

cAlester, Central Judicial District of 

The Indian Territory. 

In the matter of Joseph 13. Glenn, et al 

Claimants to Citizenship, Appellants, 

vs. Petition. 

Chocta Trioe^of Indians, Appellees* 

Corfu* now the following naa>*d petitioners, and present this t' \ir 

joint petition and respectfully show to the court the f allowing,to-

wi t: -

(1) That your petitioner Joseph B, Glenn is i one ighth Choctav, In­

dian and serf hths white man, and t e is the lawful descen­

dant and son of Dave Glenn, deceased, who was a one fourth Choctaw 
i 

ndian and who was the legal descendant and son of Afaagail Glenn 

deceased* That your petitioner Nevada E. Glenn is a white woman and 

is lawfully married to and. living with the aforesaid Joseph B, 

Glenn and that Jane E. Glenn and William B# Glenn are the lawful 

and minor children of the aforesaid Joseph B» Glenn, and jjevada E. 

Glenn. 

(2)That your petitioner Margaret A. Edmiston is a one eighth Chocs-

taw Indian and seven eighthi white woman,and that is the lawful des­

cendant and daughter of Margaret Tucker deceased, who was B fo-

urt Choctaw Indian,and who was the legal descendant and daughter of 

the aforesaid Ahig3.il Glenn. That your petitioner^onirae C. Edmi-

•ten is a vrhite man and is lawful; rried to and living with the 

aforesaid Margaret A. Edmieton, and that Luther B&miston is the li -

ful and minor child of the aforesaid Margaret A. Edmiston and Leon­

id s C. Edmiston* 

en 
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(3) That your petitioner Benjamin ". . Lmiston is a one sixteenth Ch­

oc taw Indian, and fifteen sixteen hite man, and that he is the 

lawful descendant and son of the aforeaaid Margar t A. Lston, 

,t your petitioner Lou Edmiston is a white woman, nd is 1-. -

fully married to and living with the aforesaid. Benjamin P. Bdmiston, 

and that Tony Edmiston is the lawful and minor child of the aforesa­

id Benjamin P. Lmiston and Lou Edmiston. 

(4) That your petitioner, Mollie T. Ratterree is a one si; 

octa Indian and fifteen sixteent" an, an" that she is the 

lawful descendant and daug ter of the aforesaid Margaret A. Edmisto^ 

That your petitioner Thomas '". rree is a whil i,and : 

lawfully mi living with r id Mollie I. hatterr-

ee, and hel Ratterree and Bedda Ratterree * lawful and 

!or children of the aforeaaid Mollie T. Ratter • is N". 

Ratterree. 

(5) T itioner, " a Collins' is a one thirty second Ch­

octaw Indian ' one thirty second's whit in, :m6. lie 

Is the lawful desce and daughter of Edward Barnes, as a 

one sixteenth Choctaw Indii 1 son and descendant 

of Polly Bi s a one eighth Choctaw Indian and ' is 

one e: octa". Indian and who was the la wf scends 

r of bh< afor r . a t your petitioner, 

yden Collins is a white , and is lawfully married to and livin 

9 afores trtha Collins, a Jamea A. Collins is t 

lawful and mi:-;or child of the afore* ' arthat Collins and Hayden 

Collins. 

(6) That your petitioner, William E. Barnes, is a one thirty second 

octaw Indian and thirty on: thirty seoonds white man, that I 

is the lawful descendant and son of Luke Barnes, who was a one si -

teenth Choctaw Indian, e lawful c&ild and som of the 

above named Polly Barnes. Tl >ur petitioner, Mary Barnes, is 

hite woman, ' is lawfully married to and living with the afore­

said William B. Byrnes, Berman Barnes is the lawful i 



minor child of the aforesaid William E, Barne; <ry Barnes, 

(7) That your petitioner Lillie Ann Stephens is a one sixteenth Cho­

ctaw Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she ̂  

the lawful descendant and daughter of Elizabeth Martindale, who was 

a one eighth Choctaw Indian, and who was the lawful child and desc­

endant of John Tucker and Margaret Tucker, each of whom was a one 

eighth Choctaw Indian, and the said John Tucker was the lawful 

child and des nt of Abigail Glenn, and that the first mentioned 

Margafcet Tucker, who was a one fourth Indian an< was the lawful 

child and descendant of Elizabeth Tucker, who was a one fourth C" o-

ctaw Indian, no was the lawful child and descendant of Abigail 

Glenn, That your petitioner W. S. Stephens is a white man, ' is 

lawfully married to and living wit! • aforesaid Lillie Ann Steph­

ens, and that Nannie L, Si< , William F. Stephens, Harriet S. 

Stephens, Gertie Stephens, Charles A. Stephens, Lillion Stephens and 

TTancy E, Stephens are the lawful and minor children of the afores.vid 

Lillie Ann Stephens and \V. S. Stephens. 

(8) That your petitoner, L. I). Martindale is a one sixteenth Choctaw 

Indian and fifteen sixteenths *hite man, and that he is the lawful 

descendant and son of the aforesaid Elizabeth Martindale. That your 

petitioner Jeannette Martindale is ite woman aid is lawfully ma­

rried to and living fit! the aforesaid L, 3"). Martindale and that .a-

rtha A . Martindale, Albert W. Martindie, Leonidas Martindale, Wil* 

lie L. Martindale, James A. Martindale and John.inie J. Martindale, 

i the lawful Lnor children of the afores id L. D« Martindale 

and Jeannette Hartindie. 

(9) That your petitioner, Julia Baker, is a one sixteenth Choctaw 

Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and s"e is the I - -

ful descendant of the aforesaid Elizabet': Lartindale. That your pe­

titioner, Geor „ 'aker is a 1 nan, and is lawfully .married to 

and living with the aforesaid Julie r. 

(3) 



(10) That your petitioner W« V, Sapphington is a white man, at 

he is lawfully married to Elizabeth Sapphington, deceased, formerly 

Mrs. Blizabet] Itartindale nee Tucker, who was a one eighth Choctaw 

Indian as above set forth, and that Charley R, Sapphington and Eliza 

Sapphingtor the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid, 1 . , 

^ap" " . id TClizahetli Sapphington, deceased. 

(11) That your petitioner, John F. Glenn is a one sixteenth Chocti 

Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man, i at he is the lawful 

descendant, and son of the above mentioned, Joseph B, Glenn, Thi 

your petitioner, Nora Glenn is a white woman and is lawfully married 

to and liring wit! aforesaid, John I1. Glenn. 

(12) That your petition r J3aggs is a one sixteenth Choctaw 

and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the lawful 

descendant and daughter of 1 ' .resaid, Joseph B, Glenn. That yo-

or petitioner , John Baggs is a ' nd is lawfully married to 

anr1 living wit?: s aforesaid at 

Bagre and Bary~s Baggs 

are I wful and minor children of the aforesaid _Jagge 

and John Baggs* 

(13) That your petitioner, Brown ii a one sixteenth Cho- Zn-

dian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the lawful 

descendant fcer o^ the aforesaid, Joseph B . Glenn. That 

your petitioner Ody Brown is a white nan and is lawfully married 

to and living with the aforesaid Brown, and that_ _ _ 

Brown rown _Brown are t:ie lâ  ful and minor c -

ildren of the afores id ___ _Brown and Ody Bro- : . 

(14) That your petitioners Martha Ann French and Juda Pi , by th­

eir next friend Joseph B. Glenn, respectfully show that they are one 

sixteenth Choc'ai Indians and fifteen sixteenths white chile 

Thai they are the lawful and minor children of franc".,dec­

eased, rnd Pat French deceased, and that the aforesaid br­

each was a one ei ; ootaw Indian on? was the lawful descendant 

-ind. daughter of iforesaid Bave 'lew . (4) 



(15) That your petitioner, A. Prank Glenn is a one ei Chocti 

Indian and seven eigtl lite man, and that he is the lawful desce­

ndant and son of tl e aforesaid "ave Glenn. That /our petitioner, 

Handy Glenn is a white woman, is lawfully married to and liying 

with the aforesaid A. Frank "lenn, and that Annie B« rilenn and Sarah. 

E. S# Glenn and Charlie S, Glenn are the lawful and minor children 

of the aforesaid A. Prank "lenn, and Handy '--lenn. 

(16) That your petitioner Charles A. Glenn is a one ei Choctaw 

Indian and seven ei s White aan/and that he is the lawful aesce-

ndant ^.nc* son of the aforesaid Pave Glenn. That your petitioners, 

James Glenn, Martha P. Glenn, Pave Glenn, Jr., Margaret G. Glenn, 

Levi F, lenn and Ely . lenn are the lawful and minor children 

of t h e • i f ores a i d 0har les A. G1 emi. 

(17) 1 our petitioner, William Tucker, is a on- Choctav. 

Indian and seven eighths man, and that he is the lawful desc­

endant and. son of Polly or Mary Haggard, who was a one fourtl c-

taw Indian and who he lawful descendant and. daughter of the 

aforesaid Abigail -lenn. That James Tucker is the lawful Inor 

son of the aforesaid 'Gilliam Tucker. 

(18) That ro-' itioner, reorge ucker, is a one sixteenth Choct 

Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man, and that he is Pee lawful 

descendant ion of aforesai* . e . t-

itioner William Tucker, Jr., is the miner child of the aforesaid 

Georp-e Tucker. 

(19) That your petitioner, James Haggard, is a one eighth Choctaw 

Indian -end sev hite uian, and that e is thw lawful desce­

ndant and son of the aforesaid Pelly or ary rd, Jceased. 

That your petitioner Pilliam :rag^ard is the minor child of the afo­

resaid James Haggard. 

(20) That your petitioner, Joseph Haggard, is a one sixteenth Choc-

Indi 'ifteen sixteenths ' n and that he is the lavP-

ul descendant and son of the aforesaid James rrd. 'Pat your ee-

(5) 



titioner Haggard is a white woman and is lawfully married 

to and liTinr WJ e aforesaid Joseph Haggard and that _ 

^gard is a white woman and is lawfully married and 

living with the aforesaid, Joseph Haggard, and that 

•gard ant __ _ . _ Haggari ' ful nd 

minor children of the aforesaid Jos ••ard and _ Haggar4 

(21) That your petitioner, Margaret II. Baker is ite wo nd 

was law"ully married to John Haggard, deceased. That the said John 

•"'ard was a one eighth Choctaw Indian and seven >s white 

as the lawtful d scendi id son of t 'oresaid Polly or Umry 

Haggard. That your petitioners, John R« Haggard, Lewis R. Haggard, 

Louemma 0. Haggard, ire the J.awful and dnor children of the afore* 

said Margaret ?f, :er and John Haggard deceased. 

(22) That your petitioner, tiley, is white woman and was la­

wfully married to '. £gard,decease . That the afores id , He :~~j 

1 descendant of irad son of the aforesaid Polly 

or Mary . nd was oc'.a.. Indian and seven eig -

nan. That four petitioner John ird is the minor chi­

ld of tl e aforesaid Endy Hailey and J ard, d eceased. 

(23) That rour petitioner, Georgie Ann Wilkerson, is a one thirty 

second Choctaw Ind.' nd thirty one thirty seconds wh: nd 

is the 1 wful descendant and d ter of Robert Tucker, deceased, 

'"- wqf a one sixt 1 fikl desc* 

endant and son of Julia Ann Tucker who was a one eight- Choeta\ In­

dian and 1 daughter and descendant of Jo1 in 

Gl#nn, whi was a one fourth Choctaw Indian and who was the lawful 

son or> t] d* A'-i-ail Menu. That your petitioner, Andy C. 

'"il"-erson is a • aan and is lawfully married to and livi. 

\ aforesaid (reorgeann Wilkerson, and that Florence I. . ' Llkerson 

is the lawful arid, minor child of trie aforesaid Georgia Ann Wilkerson 

and Andy C# Wilkerson. 

(24) 1 -our petitioner, James KcCall is a one t reona C'hoc-

(6) 



taw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white man, and that he is 

the lawful descendant and son of Mandy McCall who was o .xteen-

th bbocta Indian and wko was I ' jhter of Francis 3arnes 

who was a one eighth Choctav, Indins o was the lawful child and 

descendant of the befor< fcioned Elizabeth Tucker. That you* pe­

titioner, Pruda A. McCall is a White woman and is lawfully ma rri-

to and liv the aforesaid James McCall, and that Me c all 

John McCall, I ' ill ar ' ul and. minor children 

of the aforesaid J a cCall and Pruda A. McCall, 

(25) That your petitioner, , rnes is a on sixteenth 

Chocta Indian and fifteen sixteen bite man, and that he is the 

lawful descend/.at and son of the aforesaid Francis Barnes^ That Emi 

line Barnes is a oman and is lawfully married to and livi 

with the afor said Lafayette . s, an- 1 Lettie ".. tames, 

William . rues, Nancy B. . rnes, Lindsay P. 'Barnes and Mary ar­

nes re the lawful children and li ors of bores,id. L<. faya. te 

F. Barnes and Bird line "'•arnes • 

(26) That your petitioner, Lucinda L, is a one sixt 0-

ctaw Indian and fifteen sixteant 1 lite n Ld is the lawful r-

descendant and d '': r 1 sntioned Elixabe rtindale 

it your petitioner, b. . i is law bully 

married to and. liYi] foresaid Lucinda a, nd that 

John Mathews is child and. minor ::4: the afores; 1-

da as and . . . Mathews. 

(27) That your petition . ry . illiams, is Choc -

taw Indian, and. 1b< » legal descendant and d )efore e -

tioned er and bar r, cur petitioner, Robe­

rt L. Williams is man and ; I 1 wfull; aied to and livina 

afores- r ' . Williams, , ' illiama, 

rley Williams aid. Jessie illiams -et A. King illiams 

1 and minor children of foresaid r . is 

and Robert L, Williams* 

(2P) That your itio er, , •* is - n/,e sixte oc-

Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that 



the 1 descendant and daughter of the afores aid Mary .. illia* 

ms. That your petitioner, Walter J. King is a white man and is la -

fully married to and living with the aforesaid ret A. Kin£« 

(20) That -our petitioner, Margarel . hoads is a one sixte nth 

Choctav/ Indian and fifteen sixteenths white wo an and was the legal 

descendant and dau^hte r of the "before mentioned Francis Barn s. 

at your petitioner, Charles ids is a white is lawfully 

married to and living wit] afores argaret S, W\ oads, and 

at Alexander Rhodes, Aancy :. he ades, Mand;y E. "odes 

ate nee Rhodes are the lawful and minor children of ft fore:, a-

id Margaret E. R] odes and Charles Rhodes. 

(30) That you. itioner, Mary A. Pats, is a one thirty second Cho­

ctaw Indian • drty one thir >conds white woman and is I; 

lawful 6 er of the aofres argar . odes. That your pe­

titioner, ate is a white man and is lawfully married to and 

living wj tie afores aid Aary A. Pat . 

(31) That your petitioner, Sarah E. Keith is a one sixteenth Choc., 

Indian and fifteen sixteenths an, and that she is the law* 

ful daughter of sntioned Margaret .' . idmiston. That your 

petitioner, James . '".^iV is a white ma and is lawfully ^rried 

to and li-vl . j aforesaid Sarah E. eitl, and that Delia 

Keith and Arthur Keitl are the lawful and. minor children of 

oresaid Sarah E. Kelt] James 3. Keit . 

(32) That your petitioner, Edward W, Bdmiston is a one sixteen 

Choctaw Indian and fif sixte.sn-1 ian and is lawfully mar­

ried and is the lawful son of the a foresaid ar ' . dmiston. 

That your petitiejer, Jennie Edmiston is a white woman and is lawffc 

ully married to and living wi iforesaid - •"- . Jdmiston, 

(33) That your peti r, Eos-- V. Keef is a one sixt- Choet 

Indian and fifteen sixteen id is the lawfu] 

That your petitioner, 

William A. Tr;eef, is a white man and is lawfully to and liv-

wi e aforesaid Rosa V. Keef, and that T A e« 

(8) 



Mary M, ireef are the lawful and minor children of laid la 

~'r. J BWt llliam ". Ksef. 

(34) That your p etitinner, ret A. Kimmel, is a one sixteenth 

Choctaw Indian and fifte * six eentha is 

the lawful daughter of the aforesaid Margaret A. Bdmiston. Tl 

your petitioner, David . Kimmel is a white man and is 1 r-

ried to and liv: sforeaaic ' ;aret A. Kimmel. 

(35) That your petitioner, Florence M. ing li a one sixte oc-

Indian and fifteen sixt an, z-.no. e is 

lawful d afores od Margaret A. Rdmiston. T] ur 

titioner Luther ' Lte man and is Larried to i 

liying wit] aforesaid 'Florence . r : . 

is the lawful and linor child of the aforesaid Florence h. King and 

Luther Kil a. 

(36) That your petitioner, Edward . m a s is a one sixteenth Choc-

taw Indian and fifteen sixteenth ite man, an< t he is the law­

ful <:' snendant and son of Mar a.' er , h o a n si oc-

taw Indian and was t] • lawful descendant and daughter of .ro 

•a Margaret ";uc}f:er* That pour petit! oners, Charles,A, Barn* 

es, John L. Barnes, -Tames R, Barnes, Silas .Lee Barnes, Jos . la­

m e s , Ada . B ra.es, Thornae ..mas, Lucinda I. Barnes 

. Barnes • m of foresaid Edward Barnes, 

(37) That your petitioner, Sara . G-eorge, is a one thirty second 

Chocta Indian and thirty one thi "ty seconds white woman, and is 

lawful da1- of the a foresaid Edward W« Banned. 

(38) That your petitioner, . rnes, one thirjry second 

Indian and thirty one thir ty seconds fee man, and is t' 

lawful son of the aforesaid Edwar< . i nies, and that Grover L. 

T'arnes and Lillie . -.ran. re the lawful and minor child en of 

the afores aid Albert W, Barnes* 

(39) That your petitio ne.r, James B, Tucker, i s . Choc­

taw I rah n ;d seven si and ii lawful descendant 

(0) 
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and son of the before entioned John and Carp; Pucker, and t 

rthula Tucker, Artala Tucker, Venelia fcer, Jc . uck r, :id 

Laura Tucker are the lawful children of aforeiaid James i . Tuck­

er* 

(40-) That your petitioner, Lewis . '3arnes ii le sixteenth Choc-

id fifteen sixteenths an, an ta i lawful des-

-endant and son of Sallie E« s, deceased, as tke lawful 

• ioned Margaret Tucker, Austin 

arnes and Do ful children c LOTS of t 

resaid Lewis 1 . larnes* 

(41) That your titioner, D« . Barnes, is t sixte 

Indiaia and fi1 I Lte man, and . ful descen 

son of 'esa, d Sallie . i ts« 

(42) T at your petiU oner, J. C. Barnes, i sixteenth i • 

India -en sk ful descenda­

nt and son of 1 'oresaid SalliS E. Earner, and that Flossie Bar­

nes and Barti rnes are the laeful inor children of the afor-

id J. . Barn< • 

(43) That your peti ', . . :irnes is a one sixti Choctav, 

n, and n sixteenths ... 1 sn, e,nd is the lawful rte ee?t-

son ' ' e foresaid Sallie , rnes, r.ncf that C. . Bar* 

, . . -rnes, and -I. S. Jar .,- ar e l£ -ful and ruinor childr­

en of the aforesaid !.Z« arnes, 

(44) That petitioner, ati r is a one sixteenth Chocts 

Indian a, sixteen i ,n, the lawful desce* 

ant and daughter of said Sallie . an es3 and la 

sir, ewj g >*r are tke lawful children and mi-

ors foresaid. Patia Gear. 

(45) our petitioner, , ens, is sixteen 

fifteen sixteen:,' s white • oman, and is ful 

son of Catherine S , i e Clor.: r, o is a one i •-

c Indian, a • wasthe 'ul tdr oJ Jlenn 

(10) 



deceased, y me four i Indian and a he v/as the law-

ful descendant and son of the before mentioned Abigail Glenn, That 

your petitioners, Y.rilliam Henry Stephens and George ryan ":tepLe ns 

are the lawful and minor children of the afores id Gaorge W« Stephen 

(46) That your petitioner, Catherine Clomner, is a ori~ ei Choct­

aw Indian and seveh eiphths white woman, and i:; the 'lawful descenda­

nt and daughter e a ^ove named, James Glenn, and » Sam Step-

is is the lawful and minor child o^ the aforesaid Catherine Clom­

ner by her former husband. 

(47) That your petitioner1, Martha Simpkins, formerly Martha Johnson 

nee Stephens is a one sixteenth Chocta Indian and fifteen sixteenth 

the white woman, •-•nd ,:ful daughter - foresaid Cat 

rine Clomner, and V at John Johnson, Minnie Johnson, Nathan Johnson, 

•rye Simpkins, I 'impkins r Bimpkins are the laeful 

children of . Foresaid Martha impkinst 

(4') That your petitioner, on nee Johnson, is a one thirty s-

econd Choctaw Indian and t3 Fee thirty secc id is 

t e lawful d ter of 'ores ' wins. 

(49) That your petitioner, riary J. 

Ind nd fifteen si: i hite woman, ii • 3 desce -

ndant and daughter of the before mentio ed Jar; at 

Mary '. Smith, Willii , , Sadie Ann Smith, Ida 

Smith, I van and Jane Smit lawful inor children 

of for said J« titiu 

(50) That your petitioner, Lena R« Armstead is a one thirty second 

Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white woman, and is t 

lav er of f< , .e Arms­

tead is the lawful anc ild of the aforesaid Lena R, Armsteaa> 

(51) That your petitioner, Elizs . lith is a one sixte 

Chocta Indian and fifteen sixteen* ,.o:,ia and is the lawful 

descendant and daughter of the before - , nd 

at Melrin Smith, Bert Smit] , Ophelia , Elgadia Smit] , aa 

V. Smith, Leila • h ar 'en of the 
(11) 
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(152) That your petitioner, Calvin Smith is a -me thirty second Cho­

ctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white nan, and is the 1: .-

ful son of the aforesaid Eliaabetk W, Gmit1 , and that James r'. 

Is the lawful and minor child of aforesaid Calvin Smit . 

(Pi3) That your petitioner, Ola Howard is a one thirt second Choc­

taw Indian and. three thirty seconds white woman, and that she is the 

lawful daughter of the aforesaid Elizr . at Oscar 

Howard, and Leonard Howard are lawffll and minor children of the 

aforesaid Ola Howard, 

(54) That your petitioner, 3-eorge h. Bar s a one thirty secc 

Choctaw Indian and thirty one thirt;/ seconds white 

lawful descendant and son of the 'before mentioned. Luke Barnes. 

t "'our petitioner, Kizzie F . a one eighth Ch oc 

Indian and. seven eighths white woman, and is the lawful descend: 

and e before mentioned James Glenn. 

(56) That your petitioner,Elvina F. Jennings is a one s nth Cho­

ctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and is the lawful 

daughter of the aforesaid Kizzie ie, a. at Robert I. henninps 

Joe, Jennings, Zack B. Jennings, Virge Jennings, Ellis Jennin 

Daisy Jennings, Lillie Jennings, "Daul Jennings, and Opie Jennings 

lawful children of the aforesaid ElvJ . ings. 

Your petitioners -further s t the aforesaid Abigail Glenn 

was a one half Chocta Indian and. one half Ch rokee Indian a: ite 

blood, and that she lived, during the year 1833 an'- . ri or to 

said time amor a Choctaw Indiana as during said time a -em­

ber of the eaid tribe of Indians, and was recognized by the proper 

author:. of the said Indians her of t id Tribe, and 

was reoognj y the proper authorities of the said tribe, id 

enjoy all the rights of the said I&fans. That she did during her 

life claim and maintain 1 er citizenship or membership in t id. 

Tribe of Indians, nd v,at the r Indian ancestors of /our peti­

tioner!, tiene: all times endeavored to k 

up in their citiz ip or • ip in the of 

Indians, Indians and constituted authorities 

(12)) 



and agents of the said Indians hare wrongfully and unl awfully den­

ied and refused to allow your petitioners t] e rights of citizenship 

In the aforesaid tribe of Indians. That by reason of the afores'... 

wrongful acts on the part of the authorities and agents of the s id 

Indians, Your-petitioners with, only their "blood could not and did not 

marry according to the usages and lav;s of the said Tribe of Inc.. . ••. 

Your petitio Tiers aver that accordi , customs and 

laws of tl e aforesaid Tribe of Indians and according to treaties 

executed en the aforeaaic .be of Indians and the he-

ited. States, i ccord.inr to the grant executed by the Unite 

. to the Choctaw people and their descendants of the land or coun­

try now known as the Chocta tion, and accori - of 

the United States, are entitled to enrollment as-members o 

Chocta- ™r::~e of I: s« 

Your petitioners further show that '.Ley and each of them 

application according to law to the Commission to the ?ive Civili: 

Tribes for enrol .embers of the Choctav. Tribe of I s, 

and lication e denied b,;< laid Commission 

-kin''the last SO days. That said. Commission failed and re: to 

state or give any r i or grounds for de L; .011 

Your petitioxters aver 1 . said Co ion errer : 

FIRST. In refusing to allow • is or their atto to see or 

•xamine the pleas or E rendered by the Choctaw Tribe of Indi -

ns to - . mns of appell; 

COKD, In refusing to allow appellants to file a reply tc 

as or answers of the Choctav/ Tribe of Indians to the petitions of 

appellants. 

THIRD. In refusing to issue prowess for witnesses or to send for 

persons or pa] • ' -ed to do so y appellan 

POURTHt Ir. denying appellants 1' ' trial 1 sir claims by 

a compe t e nt jury. 

FIFTH. In refusing to allow illants the right to be present in 

(13) 



person or by attorney dufcing the trial and determination of their 

claims• 

SIXTH. In refusing to allow appellants to introduce proof in rebut -

ali 

SEVOTTH Tn denying the applications of appellants contrary to 1-

and contrary ,o tke jwoof adduced in the hearing I 3 i i . 

11 considered, appellants pri 

allowed an appeal ble Court fro, decision of t. e 

aforesaid Commission, - or a trial of1 'heir claims de-nOTO, a: 

foU a judgment of : B Honorable Court orderin irecti: 

your petitioners be enrol.'! members Chocta .he of I -

dians« 

Jo: . ' . ' .a,ck« 

Brewer . 

.hinso*: & Wilhinson, 

for Appel] 



li) 

records for such judgment and has been unable to discover she Bam , 

but that the act of the Choctaw Cornell approving the report of 1 

said Citizenship Committee nd denying tee claims of the said par* 

ties to citizenship in said hation is contained and he found in -

acts and laws of the Choctaw hation passed at the LaT session of 

the General Council of said Choctaw Hation from October, 6, to Nov­

ember, 7, 1884 inclusive, which said particular act of the Choctaw 

Council is to be found upon pftgSS 59 and 40 of the said acts, a copy 

of which s:aid aces ita«h#d hereto, made part hereof, and marked 

"Ibdiibit A", which said Judgment has nSTS* versed, or set as­

ide. 

And dependent farther says that all the plaintiffs in ehis I 

claim their rights through th« said Abigail Rogers, a M allege in 

their petition that such Choctaw blood as they ' "m , if any, 

comes through and from aid Abigail Rogers, and from no other 

•son; ind zhat all of she plaintiffs in this action are d 

nts of the said Abigail Rotors. 

,.dent says that t plaintiffs are earred and 

•eluded from asserting any rights or claims to Choctaw citizenship 

for the reason that i nt has heretofore b ;en reedered in ehis 

matter b • the council of the "hhoctaw :"ation set out. 

Choctaw Nation by 

Indian Territory) Stuart & Gordon ' '• 

Central Distr c,)ss. 

J.H.Gordon, one of ehe* attorneys 0 defendant 

aforew.Ld, being firs . corn, upon oath states that hs ;ad 

the foregoing answer, and that the st ' i n so itained are 

trus as h 3] 

6 J. K._ J10j-d_o_ \ ^ 

Subscribed and sworn to before m e , this loth day of J a:," a m y 1899* 

Ber t]ia b ._J^r e di£jAeysj_.... 
hotary Public. 



93 Glenn-Tucker, et al, 

vs. 

Choct& 17ation. 

Come now Appellants and move the court to require Appellee 

herein he required to make their answer herein filed more specific 

and certain in this* That Appellees he required to specificially 

deny the material facts pleaded ny Appellants herein as groi/nds for 

their appeal and claim of citizenship herein and not rely on a gen­

eral denial that Appellants are citizens of t]e Choctaw hation and 

enti11ed to enrollment. 

. :'. Poster, 

Attorney for Appellants. 

( i ) 
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IN THE UNITSD STATES COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Jos, B, Glenn, et al •« -Plaintiffs, 

v s mmm, M 0 T I 0 N, 

The Choctaw Nation -• --Defendant. , 

Comes the above named plaintiffs and moves the court to 

require defendant to make its answer and supplemental an swer more 

definite and certain in this: 

First. To file one answer including all of the allegations 

contained in it3 original answer and all of the allegations contain­

ed in its supplemental answer which it desires to include within 

its answer so that this plaintiff may know and understand the alle­

gations relied upon "by the defendant and so as to avoid confusion 

from a number of instrum nts purporting to be answers. 

Second. T° plead the laws of the Choctaw Nation authorizing and 

empowering the Choctaw citizenship Committee referred to in defend­

ant's suplimental answer 'GO pass upon and decide citizenship con­

troversies such as are raised by the pleadings in this cause. 

Third. To file a coijy of the application made by the parties named 

c in the suplimental answer to the hoctaw citizenship Committee. 

Fourth, To set out the names of the "various other parties" who 

joined the parties mentioned in the aforesaid suplimental answer 

in an application to the aforesaid Choctaw itizenship Committee". 

Fifth, To state whether theaforesaid Citizenship Committee ren­

dered the alleged adverse opinion or a judgment against the parties 

mentioned in the aforesaid suplimental answer in writing or ver­

bally, and if in writing, to file a copy of said opinion or judg­

ment or report, 

Phil Brewer and James Hale and 

S,I, Wilkinson 
Attorneys for plaintiffs. 



K?) 

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Joseph B. Glenn, et al Plaintiffs. 

vs . --Demurrer to answer and supplemental answer. 

The Choctaw Nation Defendant. 

— - — o - - —» 

Come the above named plaintiffs and demur to the answer 

filed bv defendant with the ommission to the ^ive civilized ̂ ribes 

of ndians on the 9th day of October, 1896, and to the sup plemental 

answer filed on the 13th day of January, 1899 in the aforesaid Unit­

ed States Court, for the reason that the said answ ers do not state 

facts sufficient to constitute a defense to plaintiff's cause of 

action or claim to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation or Indians. 

Plaintiffs demur specially to the statements contained in para­

graph "Fifth" of the answer filed "by the defendant with the afore­

said Commission, "because said statements do not state any defenses, 

and is not defensive matter as to the claims and contentions set 

forth in plaintiffs complaint, 
also 

Plaintiffs demur specially to the facts and state ments set 

forth in paragraph numbered (8). In t e answer filed y defendant 

with aforesaid Co: ion, because said statements do not constit­

ute a defense to plaintiff's claims and contentions set forth in 

their complaint, and because the said statements are too vague and 

not sufficiently certain and definate to constitute a defense or 1-

ea of Res Judicata to plaintiff's complaint. 

Plaintiffs also demur specially to the sv ental answer above 

referred to, because the said instrument was not filed with the Com* 

mission to the Pive Cililized Tribes before whom this caui • in­

stituted and cannot be considered as a defense in this causa, the 

me having been filed in the United States Court f'or t mitral 

District of the Indian Territory, at South McAlester, to whieh Court 



this cause was brought .by appeal* 

Plaintiffs also further specially demur to the aforesaid supple­

mental answer because the facts set forth in the aforesaid supple­

mental answer do not constitute a defense to the Caune of action or 

claims set forth in said supplemental answer are too vague and inde-

finate and uncertain to constitute a defense to plaintiffs corrmlaint. 

Phillip "Br ever & 

Samuel Wilkinson. 
A.t torne y s~ for Plain 



Judge's notes in "TTo. 61, April, 1st, 1898. otion for leave to 

file a Liotion as of October, 9th, 1897, to strike out certain para­

graphs of DeftendanVf answer* Motion allowed without objection. 

April, 1st, 1898. 

All orders heretofore entered in this case are vacated and set 

aside. 

( i ) 



•%> 
m M 

cr 

o 

< 

-

o 
DJ 
r~ 

[3 

»J 
CD 

J 

O 

• -? 
a 

.. 

03 

• 
^f ~5jf i 

(y&m 
b • 
>• 

• 

CO 

• 
O 

O 
Q 

C-T 

G, 
O 

«4-
t: 

«< 
GT 

O 
hn 
hn 

O 

1 ' 

o 

• 
J 

U 

03 

• 

E 

i 

?̂ 
fr 

3 

<4-
?̂ 

CD 
O 

t: 
o 

h-
-? 

o 
% 

<3 

Hi 

« 
<4-

~ 
4 CB 
Q, 
o c4 

O 

O 

03 

...... f »""' 

k"
 f 

/' 
• fca. 

5 

/ 
!
1S

>
^t7 

a 

n£ 

'/^/ 
^?>P1 
^ 

f | 

h» 

o 

CD 

<1 
h 
Hi 

»4 
o 

XX 
o H-

• 

H 

»̂ r j. 

03 

<• hn 
K-

^ 
> 
«• Ki 
c 

• o 
3 

H-

CU 

Cf 
O 

n 

c* 

• 
<H 

A2̂ 

, 7J 



(O 

In The United States Court At South HcAlester, Central 

District Of th.il Indian Territory* 

Joseph B. Glenn, It Al, 

Plaintiffas, 
Reply To Answer And Supple* 

vs. 
mental Answer. 

The Choctaw Nation, 

Defender . 

Come 1 ; ;.'fs and for reply to d itfa 

answer filed before the Commission bo he Fire Civilized Tribes of 

Indians and to the supplemental answer filed by defendant in the Un­

it d Stataa Court in this case say: 

' deny that these plaintiffs made application to ".he Choctaw 

Citiz .p Committee as alleged in def ;' s au . 

and deny that said Committee was a legal tribunal authorized by the 

laws of the Choctav/ Hatioi and of the United States to pass upon the 

right* of persons claiming citizenship in the Choctaw Nation. 

These plaintiffs state that they are not i formed and Cave not 

sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to what the 

claim of the par. lentioned in d jnt!s sun ntal answer 

"ore che Citizenship Committee mentioned therein, and 

these )laintiff refore deny that said parties mentioned 

'endent's supplemental answer claim leir righte to citizenship 

through Abigail Rogers, through whom plaintiffs claim ir rights 

to citizenship, and they deny that said parties or any of them ment­

ioned in dependent's supplemental answer are the plaintiffs in this 

action. 

These plaintiffs deny that said Choctav; Citizenship Committee de­

cided that these plaintiffs had no right to citizenship in the Cho­

ctaw Nation; they deny that their claim to citizenship waa by such 

Committee in 1 . nth of ITov Pt1884, or at -;n,f other bimi 

http://th.il
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raj ec ted. and that thereafter, on the 6 th day of November ,'1884, or 

upon any other date said cause was then brought before the council 

of the Choctaw ITation and the judgment of said Citizenship Committee 

was by said Counsel approved and confirmed; these )laintiffi deny tl> 

at a judgment was rendered by said Choctaw Counsel against these 

plaintiffs,either formal or otherwise, and dmy that a judgment of 

said Citizenship Committee or of said Choctaw Counsel against these 

plaintiffs exists upon the record of the said Choctaw ITation, either 

formal or otherwise• 

These plaintiffs deny that the matters found on p; 9 and 44 

of a phamphlet filed as an "Exhibit A" to the sup lemental answer of 

the defendant, is an act of the Chocta Duncsl or is a judgment or 

termination of said Choctaw Council of the rights of these plain* 

tiffs to citizenship. 

These plaintiffs admit that they claim their Choctaw blood thr< -

ugh a maternal ancestress 'oy the name of Abigail Rogers, but deny 

that the so called, act or judgment of the Choctaw Council filed as 

an exhibit to defendont^a suppl >r arein shows that tl 

partiesj or any of ., rain claimed their right to city. -

enship in the Choctaw Nation throng the blood o. ;ail Regoro, the 

ancestress of these plaintiffs, or were deacon ants of the said Abi-

11 Rogers. 

Phi r __ 

Samvel A. Wilkinson 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 

1,8. . Wilkinson, 'ays for th< led plain 

iffsf do sole••.: ly swear that the facts set forth in the foregoing 

Xy are true as I verily belief • 

Samuel A,̂  Y iljcinson.i 

Subscribed an-' »n to before me on this 15th day of-January, 18- . 

E. J. Fannin, Clerk- ____ 



Ill THE OTITEB STATES COURT, CE1TTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 

IHDIAH TERRITORY, AT SOUTH MeALESTSRg 

No. 9 3 . 

Glenn-Tucker, e t a l , 

Plaintiff, 

vs. MOTIONg 

Ohoeta- Nation, 

Defendant. 

How come Appellants, Glenn-Tucker, et al, by T. H. Poster, tkeir 

Attorney, and more the Court to enter the following or^er, vacating 

and setting aside all former orders and judgment! in this cause, vift 

£1 0 . ::' O • 

Glenn-Tucker, et al, $ 
5 

Plaintiffs, 5 
VS. (j 

0 
Choctaw Hat ion 5 

i 
Defendants. $ 

0 
Nov; on this da;/ the Honora'ble Wm. E.H.Clayton, being disqualifi­

ed in this cause, and. said cause having been heretofore submitted to 
the Honorable v'm. M« Springer, United States Judge for the northern 
District of Indian Territory, and now presiding* 

It is ordered that all previous orders in this cause, bs and t 
same are hereby vacated, set aside and . ^±d for naught. 

And it appearing to the Court, that the foregoing order was made 
and announced from the bench by said Judge, on the 1st, day of April 
1898, being one of the Term days of the September, 1897 Term of this 
Court, but has not been entered of record, it is ordered that the 
same be entered as of t>:at date". 

And for ground of said motion Appellants show to the Court, that 

upon said 1st, day of April, 1898, this cause, together with 

oauss of Joseph 3. Glenn, et al, vs| The Choctaw Hation, Ho. 61, 

which is a companion ca e to this cause, and founde on claim of 

decent from one Abigail Rogers, as the common ancestress of the cl­

aimants by blood, in both of said causes, was pending before this Co­

urt upon motion to set asic d vacate Judgments therein before 

rendered in both said causes, and at which said time said Honorable 

(1) 



announced the same order In "both, said causes, -hich said order was 

In words and figures, as above net forth, except as to .he last par­

agraph of said order, directing the entry thereof t he made nine 

pro tunc, entered, "by the Clerk of this Court, in the cause of Joseph 

B. Glenn, et al, vs. Choctaw Nation, ho. 61, but that no entries wh­

atever were made in this cause during said term 'by sa-d Clerk. 

rp -vr rn 

T. H. Poster, 

Attorney for Appellants, 

oster, being duly sworn says that the matters arid things st-

id in the ab ve and foregoing motion are true as stated. 

. Poster 

Subscribed and sworn to before vie, this 11th, day of January , 1899. 

SEAL. 

Prank S. Genung, 

rTotary Pub l i e * 

(2 ) 
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In The United States Court, Central District, Indian Territory. 

Joseph B. Glenn, et al, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. Petition For An Appeal. 

The Choctaw Nation, 

Defendant. 

Come t] !)•• named plaintiff, Joseph B. Glenn, tt al, and move 

the Court -rant then an appeal from the • rendered in this 

Cro:rt in the aooTe .styled cause on the 13th day of January, 1\ , to 

. Supreme Court of t' I I is ©f America i City 

of . i District of Col' res sons set forth 

in the as . ; of errors filed htrewit . 

Phillip T3reY/̂ r& 

S.A. Wilkinson. 

Solicitors for Plaintiffs. 

The appeal prayed for in the foregoin iication is allowed and 

the appem] bond is fixed at S200.00. This the20th day of Febru­

ary, 18< . 

Judge of the United Sta 
Court :por the 'Torthem Distr* 
istrict of the Indian Terr­
itory, an< -. oho 
presided at the trial of the 
afi ' se, the Jui 
of th Central District of 
the Indian Territory being 
disquallfi . 



In The United States Court, Central District, Indian Territory, 

Assignments Or Error. 

Joseph B. Glenn, et al, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

The Choctaw Nation, 

Defendent, 

Come the above named plaintiffs and present and file this their 

assignments of error, and aver that the errors herein set forth occ­

urred during the trial of this cause as will more fully appear by 

reference to the record, of this cause: 

FIRST, The Court err eel in overruling the motion of plaintiff to st­

out the paragraph entitled "Eighth1 in defenders answer fi.".: 

with t s Commission to the Five Civilized Tribe of Indians, 

SECOUw. The Court erred in overruling plaintiffs action to require 

defendant to maks its answer filed with the aforesaid Csmmissien mo­

re definate and. certain in this: "To state in what Court or forum 

this cause was heretofore tried", 

THIRD. The Court erred in overruling the motion of plaintiffs to 

require defendent to make its answer filed, writh the aforesaid. Commi­

ssion more difinate and certain in this; "To state who were the pa­

rties 'to the cause heretofore tried", 

FOURTH, The Court jrred in overruling the motion of the plaintiffs 

to require defendente to make its supplemental answer more definate 

and certain in this: "To plead the law laws of the Choctaw Nation 

authorizing and em] owering the Chrctaw Citizenship Committee referr­

ed to In defendants supplemental answer to pass upon and decide cit­

izenship controversies such as are r- ised 'oy the pleadings in this 

cause", 

FIFTH, The Court erred in overruling the motion of plaintiffi to 

require defendent: his supplemental answer more definate and 

certain in this: "To file a copy of the application made by the pa-



It) 
rtlen named in the oupplemental answer to the Choctaw Citizenship 

Committee, 

SIXTH* The Court erred in overruling the motion of the plaintiff 

to req;"ir:'. defendant to make his supplemental answer more definate 

and certain in this: "To set out the names of the various other 

rtlel who joined the j)arties mentioned in the afor said supplemental 

answer in an application to the aforesaid Choctaw Citizen ship 

Committee." 

SEVENTH. The court erreed in overruling the general demurrer filed 

"by the plaintiff to defendant's answer filed with the commission 

to the ?ive civilized bribes of Indians# 

EIGHTH. The court erred in overruling the general demurrer filed 

by plaintiffs to the supplemental answer filed "by the defendant. 

NINTH. The court erred in overruling the special demurrer filed by 

the plaintiff to the supplemental answer of the defendant upon the 

grounds that said supplemental answer was not filed before the 

Commission to the Eive civilized Tribes. 

TENTH. The Court erred ±n overruling the special demurrer of plai* 

tiff to defendant's supplemental answer upon the grounds that the 

allegations contained in same were too vague and indefinate and un­

certain to constitute a defense to plaintiff's cause of action* 

ELEVENTH. The Court erred in ignoring the facts and issues raised 

by the reply filed by the plaintiffs to defendants answer and sup­

plemental answer. 

TWELFTH, The Court erred in sustaining the motion of the defendant 

for a judgment upon the pleadings without proof, the allegations set 

forth in said answe being denied or put in issue by plaintiffs. 

THIRTEENTH. The court erred in declaring the law as it did and in 

rendering a decree against plaintiffs. 

Philip Brewer 

Samuel A, Wilkinson 
Attorneys for 



U K W D STATES OE AMERICA, 

ISDIAH TBRRITORYi 

Y'HEREAS, it appears that the papers filed by the petitioners or 

plaintiffs in the matter of the family of Joseph B. Glenn and (55) 

other families, claiming to he the descendants of a common ancestof 

Abigail Rogers, and also the affid.avi tb and exhibits and testimony 

of all kinds filed in support of said petitioaf he petition for 

an appeal and the order allowing an appeal have been lost since the 

appeal v/as taken to the United States Court at South Mc Ale iter from 

the j1 it of the Commission to the Fire Civilized. Tribes, and, 

WKEREA", the said plaintiffs did on the loth day of January,1899 by 

and Wit] "he consent of the attorneys for The Choctaw >Tat J on obtain 

leave of the aforesaid Court to substitute the before 'oned pap­

ers , 

HOW THEREFORE, 'nor* All , it is mutally agreed by the plain -

iff Joaeph B« Glenn and others, and the 6 fendent, The Choct;. \i-

on that the papers attached, hereto shall be filed as of the \ 

day of January, lr'99 by the Clerk of the United States Court, Central 

District, Indian Territory, at South KcAiester, and that said pape«» 

rs shall be treated and considered as the original pap rs in this 

'-. rovided the original parsers arc net hereafter found. 

In testimony vhereof we each hereunto set out hand tins the 15th 

day of Eenruary,18: ; . 
Phillip D. ' rev,or & 
S.A« Wilkinson. 

At'tor n e y i"To r PI a i n tiff s» 

Stuart Gordon & hail y 
"end ~ n t > 

The Choct ay; Nation. 



U) 
UNITED STATES (W AMERICA, 

I1EDIAN" TERRITORY, 

To the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes: 

WH35RKAS, Joseph B. Glenn,et al has this day filed s petition in 

the United States Court for the Central District of the Indian Terr­

itory praying for an appeal from the judgment rendered by you in the 

Matter of the suit of Joueph B. Glenn, et al, vs. The Choctaw Nation, 

your T{Io. £01, recently pendi:;: ore you, and, 

HEREAS, the said petition has this day been allowed, 

YOU ARE THEREFORE, required and directed to forthwith transmit 

the papers filed "by the parties in the be ore mentioned canst; -yyore 

you, together with a certified copy of the Ju it rendered by you 

in this cause to the Clerk of the aforesaid. Court at the town of Bo­

ut h Me A1 e s t e r , I nd i r r J. I; o r y. 

Signed and sealed in the United States Clerh's office at South 

McAlester, Central District, Indian Territory, on this 1 6th day of 

January,1097. 

(Signed) ?.B.Stoner, 

Clerk. 
Seal. 



v s . !To. 61 Jud = xicnt, Cent . D i s t . J a n . I S , l 8 9 ^ . 

C'octaw ITation. 

"Tow on t h i s 13 th day of January , 1898, cone the appe l lee 

here in and f i l e d supplemental answer, wi th e x h i b i t s t h e r e t o , c o n s i s t i n g 

of copy of the "genera l and Spec ia l Laws of the Choctaw ITation", 

and the a f f i d a v i t of IT. B. A in s worth . 

Come the a p p e l l a n t s and f i l e motion t o r e q u i r e A p p e l l e e ' s 

answer and supplemental answer made more d e f i n i t e and c e r t a i n , which 

motion "by the cour t i s ore r r u e d , to which, r u l i n g of the cour t the 

a p p e l l a n t s a t the time excepted , and thereupon f i l e d demurrer to 

a p p e l l e e ' s answer m d supplemental answer, which demurrer was "by the 

ourt over ru led , to which, r u l i n g of the co r t a p p e l l a n t s a t the time 

excepted, and thereupon f i l e d t h e i r r e p l y to a p p e l l e e ' s answer and 

s upp 1 erne nt a 1 a nswe r . 

How comes t he appel lee and prays the court fo r judgment 

i n t h i s cause; weherupon the copinion of the Court was ordered f i l e d 

and judgment en t e red as fo l lows t o - w i t : 

Judgme n t . 

On t h i s 1 3 t h dap of January, 1898, the same "being one of t e 

"ays of the r e g u l a r Tjeceuiber, 189fcm term f t h i s cour t t h i cause came 

on from t r i a l before the Honorable M i l law 32X12DQC XXXXZX I... 

Sp r inge r , Judge of the Northern D i s t r i c t of the Ind i an T e r r i t o r y fo r 

the reason t h a t the Honorable Yfa. H. H. Clayton, Judge of C e n t r a l 

d i s t r i c t of the Ind ian T e r r i t o r y , i s d i s q u a l i f i e d he re in , and p l a i n ­

t i f f and defendant appeared and defendant moves the court for judgment 

upon the p l ead ings he re in ; and the cour t having heard sa id motion, 

and being wel l and f u l l y advised i n the pjauacxx premises d o t h sus ­

t a i n the sane. 

I t i s t he r e fo re by the court cons idered , ordered and decreed 

t h a t the p l a i n t i f f s ta'ce nothing by t h e i r s u i t and t h a t the p l a i n t i f f s 

Joseph B. Glenn, Tievada E. Glenn, Jane E? Glenn, William II. Glenn, 

Margaret A. Edmiston, Lon Edzaiston, Ton:' K&miston, I . o l l i t e f, H a t t e r e e , 



Thomas H. H a t t e r e e , E t h e l R a t t e r e e , lledda R a t t e r e e , Hart ha C o l l i n s , 

Edwards Barnes , Hayden C o l l i n s , James A. C o l l i n s , Y/illiam "". Barnes , 

, Mary Barnes , Sherman B a r - e s , W i l l i Ann Stephens, Yf. S. Stephens, 

ITannie L. S t e p h e m , William P. Stephens, H a r r i e t t Stephens, Ger t i e 

Stephens , Char les A. Stephe s / L i l l i a n Stephens, ITaney s . '"'tephens, 

L. B. H a r t i n d a l e , J e a n e t t e H a r t i n d a l e , Mantha A. H a r t i n d a l e , ATbert V. 

H a r t i n d a l e , Leonida H a r t i n d a l e , Wi l l i e L. I t a r t i n d a l e , Janes A . Mar t i n 

d a l e , Johnnie J . H a r t i n d a l e , J u l i a Baker, George v-r. Baker, W. W. 

Sa p h i n g t o n / Char l ie R. Sapphinton, R l i z a Sap j r ing ton , John P . Glenn, 

libra Glenn, P e a r i l i a Baggs, John Baggs _ _ _ ? a < S £ s Baggs, 

Chi ldren of s a id John Baggs, and P a r i l i a Bags, Brown and Ada 

Brovm, and t h e i r c h i l d r e n Martha A. French, Juda Prcnch, A Prank 

£ Glenn, Handa Glenn, Anni : B. Glenn, Sarah L. Glenn, Char l i e B« Glenn, 

Ch r l e s A. Glenn, James &jpsxx Glenn, Martha B. &K3OC Glenn, Lave 

Glenn, J r . Margaret S. Gleen, Levi ' . l e n n , XL1 IL Glenn, 

" l l l i a m Tucker, James Tucker, George Tu ker , William Tucker, J r . , James 

3£jqjpoc±>oocxx H&ggard, Will iam Laggard, Joneph Haggard, H a t t i e Haggard, 

Louisa Haggard, L, Laura Laggard, Hargaret H. Baker, John R. l agga rd , 

Louis R. Tfegard, L. B. Haggard, Endy Hai ley, John Haggard, Georgia 

Ann Wilkcrson, Andy C. Y'ilkernon, Plorence I . H. Laggard, James HcCall 

Truda A . HcAll Myrt ie HcCall , Lor thula HcCal l , La faye t t e ? . Barnes , 

Kmeli-e Barnes , Let t i e L. Ba rnes , Will iam W. Barnes , Hancy B, Barnes , 

SiHdti^xxxx Lindey P , Barnes , Hary Barnes , J-iUcinda Hat hews, J . 11. 

Mathews, John Mathews, Mary W. Wil l iams, Robert L. Y/i l l iams, 

John R. Wil l iams, C a r l i e Y ' i l l iams, Jesse J . Y'il l iams, Hargaret A. 

King, Y/alter J , King, Margaret P. Rhoads, Charles Rhoads, Alexander 

Ro".&ods, nancy P . Rhoads, Handa K. Rhoads, Mary A. P a t e , Thomas P a t e , 

Sarah R. Ke i th , James B, ICeith, Be l l a H. Ke i th , Arthur ICeith, 

Fdward FxStmonson, Jennie Rdmondson, Rosa B. Keef, Y/illiam H. ICeef, 

Thomas H. Keef/ Hary H. ICeef, Hargare t A. ICimmer, Bavid L. Kimmer, 

Florence M. Kin-, Lu ther ICing, Rimer H. King, Rdward W. Bar*nes, 

Char les A. Barnes , John L. Barnes , James R. Barnes , S i l a s Lee Barnes , 

Joseph P . Barnes , Ada P. Barnes , Thomas R. Barnes , Lucinda I # Barnes , 

Haggle H. Barnes , Sarah W. George, Albert Y/. Barnes , Grover L. Barnes , 



L i l l i e E. Barnes , James B. Tucker, Dar thula Tucker, Art41a Tucker, 

Vene l i a Tucker, John B# Tucker, Laura Tucker, Louis II. Tfeolorr, 

Louis 1I# Ba rnes , Aust in Barnes , Donie Barnes , D« II. Barnes , J . C. Bar­

nes , I l o s s i e Barnes , B a r t i e 55 Barnes , R. Z. Barnes , C. E. Barnes , 

L. IT. Barnes , J . S Barnes , P a t i a Gear, S a l l i e ?;. Barnes , ELla II. 

Gear, Louis Geaw, Zeno B. Gear, Georg<: W. Stephens, Y/ i l l ian Henry 

Stephens, , George Ryan Stephens, , Cather ine Cloniuer , Sara 

Stephens , Martha Sirapkins, John Johnson, Minnie Johnson, ITathan 

Johnson, George Simkins, Laura Simkins, Chesty xjcxxix Simpkins, 

Lucy Boone, Mary J . Smith, Mary E. Smith, \7i l l iam Smith, B. F . Smith, 

Sadie ; . II. Smith, Ida Smith, I r a n Smith, Jane 371.. Smith, Lena II. 

Armstea^, Mamie Armstcad, E l i z a b e t h V/. Smith, I l e lv in Smith, 

Ber t Smith, Ophelia Smith, Ejgadia Smith, Thomas V. Smith, Be l l a 

Smith, Boss Smith, Calvin Smith, James G. Smith, Ola Howard, 

Oscar Howard, Leonard Howard, fteo.-ge V,r. Barnes , Kizz ie Hughes, E lv ina 

F. Jenn ings , Robert I . J enn ings , John Jenn ings , Zack B. Jenn ings , 

Vi rg ie J enn ings , E l l i s j e n n i n g s , Baisy Jenn ings , L i l l i e J enn ings , 

Paul Jenn ings , Opie Jennings and any and a l l o th r p e r s o n s , who 

have taken t h e i r appeal i n t h i s case from the d e c i s i o n of the Commiss­

ion to the Five C i v i l i z e d T r ibe s , and that they are herebt b a r r e d from 

any and a l l r i g h t s as Choctaw c i t i z e n s under and by v i r t u e of t h i s 

s u i t . That the judgment of the Commission t o the Five C i v i l i z e d 

Tr ibes h e r e i n be and t he same i s hereby aff i rmed, and t h a t the de­

fendant have and recover of sa id p l a i n t i f f s a l l i t s cos t i n t h i s a c t ­

ion l a i d out and expended, for --Men l e t e x e c u t i o n n i s s u e . 

To which judgment of the cour t Mi a p p e l l a n t s at the 

time excepted and prayed an appeal t o the Supreme Court 1 of the 

Uni ted S t a t e s , which p rayer for an appeal was g r an t ed , and the 

appeal bond f ixed by the cour t a t §M00. to be approved "by the 

Clerk of t h i s Court . 
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