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In the Uhited States Court at South
MecAlester, Central Judicial District of
The Indian Territorys.

In the matter of Joseph B, Glenn, et al
Claimants to Citizenship, Appellants,
VSe Petition,
ehuw Tribenof Indians, Appellees
" Come now the following nawed pouﬁonm. and present this their

joint petition and respectfully show to the court the £ ollowing,to-

witt=

f‘ﬂ Th[t your petitioner .nicph B, Glenn is 2 one eighth Choctaw Ine

dian and seven eighths white man, and that he is the lawful descen-

dant and son of Dave Glenn, deceased, who was a one fourth choctaw
‘ndien end vho was the legal descendant and son of Abagail Glemn
deceaseds That your petitioner Nevada E. Glenn is a white woman and
;hmmuummnmmu

Glenn and that Jane Ee Glenn and William B, Glemn are the lawful
and minor chiliren of the aforesaid Joseph Be Glem and yevads Fe

Glenns

(2)That your petitioner Margaret A, Hdmiston is a one eighth Choct=

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

cendant and dauchter of Margaret Tucker deceased, who was a one fo=

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

the aforesaid Abigail Glenns That your petitionerfgonicas C. Hdmi=
ston 1s & white man and is lawfully married to end living with the

aforesaid Margaret A, Fdmiston, and that Luther RWdmiston is the lawe

ful and minor child of the aforesaid Margaret A, Edmiston and Leons

id's C, Mmh’lea.

.
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(3) That your petitioner Benjamin F, Edmiston is a one sixteenth Ch=
octaw Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white man, and that he is the
lawful descendant and son of the aforesaid Margarct A, Edmiston,
That mwﬁtﬁ*““ﬁﬂ a white woman, and is law=-
fully married to and living with the aféresaid Benjamin F, Edmiston,
and that Tony Edmiston is the lawful and minor child of the aforesc=
id Benjamin T. Fdmiston and Lou Rdmiston.
(4) That your petitioner, Mollie T, Retterree is a one sixteenth Ch-
octa Indian and fifteen sixteenth white woman, an” that she is the
lawful descendant and daug ter of the aforesaid Margaret A, fdmistow
That your petitioner Thomas N, Ratterree is a white man,and is
lawfully married to and living with the &M‘eiaaﬂ Mollie T, Ratterr=
ee, and that Ethel Ratterree and lledda Ratterree are the lawful and
minor children of the aforesaid Mollle T, Ratterree and Thomas Y.
Ratterree, '
(5) That youe petitioner, Martha Collins is a one thirty second Ch-
octaw Indian and thirt ome thirty seconds white woman, and that she
is the lawful descendant and daughter of Bdward Barnes, who was a
one sixteenth Choctaw Indian and who the lawful son and descendant
of Polly Barnes, who was 2 one eighth Choctaw Indian and who was o
one eighth Choetaw Indian and ®ho was the la wful descendant and da

ughter of the aforesaid Margaret Tucker, That your petitioner, ha=

yden Collins is a white man, and is lawfully married to and living
ﬁtnmmwm.ﬂwmuenum is the
mm“wwwm“m ﬂm
Collins, ' ; '
(6) That your !ﬂ“. William B, Barnes, is a one thirty second
Choctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white manj-and that he
is the lawful descendant and son of Luke Barnes, whe Was & one sl
teenth Choctew Indian, and who was the lawful child and som of the
above named Polly Barness  That your petitioner, Mary Barnes, is

& white women, and is lawfully married to and living with the afore=

said William E, Bornes, and that Sherhan Barnes is the lawful and

//',‘.i B o . b &Ny



minor child of the aforesaid William B. Barnes and Mary Barnes.
(7) That your petitioner Lillie Ann Stephens is a one sixteenta Cho-
ctaw Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she was
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 that the said John Tucker was the lawful
child and descendant of Abigail Glemn, and that the first mentioned
Margatet Tucker, who was a one fourth Indian and who was the lawful
child and deseendsnt of Elizabeth Tucker, who was a one fourth Cho-
ctaw Indian, and who was the lawful child and descendant of Abigail
Glenny - That your petitioner W, S. Stephens is a white man, and is
lawfully married to and living with the aforesaid Lillie Ann Steph=
ens, and that Nannie L, Stephens, William ¥, Stephens, Harriet S,

~ Stephens, Gertie Stephens, Charles A, Stephens, Lillion Stephens and
m&mmmm-ﬂummw the aforesaid
Lillie Ann Stephens and W, S, stephens,

(8) That your petitoner, L. D. Martindale is a one sixteenthChoctaw
Indian and fifteen sixteenths wkite man, and that h# is the lawful
descendant and son of the aforesaid Elizabeth Martindale., That your
petitioner Jeannette Martindale is a whit: woman and is lawfully ma=
rried %o and living with the aforesaid L. D, Martindale amd that lia-
rtha A . Martindale, Albert VW, Martindle, Leonides Martindale, Wil-
lie L, Martindale, Jaes A. Martindale and Johnnnie J. Martindale,
are the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid L, D, Martindale
and Jeannette Martindle,

(9) That your petitiomer, Julia Baker, is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the law-
ful descendant of the aforessid Elizabeth Martindale. That your pe=
titioner, George W, Raker is a white man, and is lawfully married
and living with the aforesaid Julia Baker, |

(3)



(10) That your petitioner W, W, Sapphington is a white man, and that
he is lawfully married to Rlizabeth Sapphington, deceased, formerly
Mrs, Elizabeth Martindale nee Tucker, who was a one eighth Choctaw

Indian as above set ﬁrﬁ, and that Charley R, Bupmngfon tndrE‘.}iza
Sapphington are the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid, W.V,
(11) That your petitioner, John F, Glenn is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man, and that he is the lawful

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

your petitioner, Nora Glemn is a white woman and is lawfully married
to and living with the aforesaid, John ¥, Glenn, :

(12) That your petition r - Baggs is a one sixteenth Choctaw
woman and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the lawful
descendant and daughter of the aforesald, Joseph B, Glenn, That yo=
wmsm,mumhamnmdu Y1y a
and living with the afoftesaid ________ Baggs, and that

v married to

are the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid__ Basgs
and John Baggs. :

(13) That your mm is a one m Choctaw In-
dian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the lawful
descendant and daughter of the aforesaid, Joseph B , Clenn, That
your petitioner Ody Brown is a white man and is lawfully married
to and living with the aforesaid,_ _____ iBrown, and that_ '
Brown___ Brown _Brown are the hm ghd minor ch=
ildren of the afores-id Brown and 0dy Brown,

(14) That your petitioners Martha Ann French and Juda French, by the-
eir next friend Joseph B, Clenn, respectfully show that they are one
sixteenth Choctaw Indians and fifteen sixteenths white children,
That they are the lawful and minor children of Margaret Prench,dec-
‘eased, .nd Pat French deceased, and that the aforesaid ''arraret Fr-
ench was a one eighth Choetaw Indian and was the lawful descéndant

and daughter of the aforesaid Dave (lenn,. (4)

192\ s



(15) That your petitioner, A, Frank Glenn is a one eighth Choctaw
Indhﬁ and whn eigths ﬂutoAm and that he is the lawful desce=
ndtm and son of the aforesaid Dave Glenn. That your petidioner,
Mndy Glenn 1. a mz- woman, and is mruny married to and living
with the manm A. Frank clenn, and that Annie B, Glenn and Sarah
B, !' Glenn and Charlie S, f‘hln are the lawful ahd niner children
of the aforesaid A. Framk Clenn, and Mandy Glenn.

(16) That your petitioner Charles A. Glenn is a one eirhth Choctaw
Indian and seven eighths white man/and u.,.t he is the lawful cesce=
ndant and son of the aforesaid mcmm. That your petitioners,
Jemes Glenn, Martha D. Glenn, Dave Glemn, Jr., Margarct S. Glenn,
Levi P, Glenn and Ely H, Gm are the lawful and minor children
of the aforesaid m A, Glenn,

(17) That your petitionmer, William m. is a one eishth Choctaw
Indian and seven eighths white man, and that he is the lawful desc-
endant and son of Wy?m Haggard, who was a one fourth Choc=
taw Indian and who w=s the lawful descendant and daughter of the -
son of the aforesaid Villiam Tucker, |

(18) That your petitioner, George Tucker, is a one sixteenth Choctaw
xauu-nuﬁ.umwhmmmanumu-m
mmwwtn.anmu. That your pet=
itioner William Tucker, Jr., is the minor ehild of the aforesaid
George Tucker,

(19) That your mﬁc‘n; n& Haggard, t@;a one eighth Choctaw
Indian and seven eighths white wan, and that “e is the lawful desce-
W&um«tmm Polly or 'lary Haggard, deceasad.,
That your petitioner Villiam fiagsard is the minor child of the afos
(20) That your petitioner, Joseph Haggard, is = one sixteenth Choc=
taw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man and that he is the lawf-
ul descendant and son of the um James Haggard., That your pe=

(5)



titioner_ Haggard is a white woman and is lawfully married
to and living with the tf.w Joseph Hagrard and m____m
e Hagegard is a white woman and is lawfully married and
living with the ufortm, Joseph Haggard, and that
Haggard and - Hagrard al"o tho la.vful end
minor mxmm of the afePemnid Jeseph TRgRe and.oe e Haprard
(21) Thiyﬂﬂtiﬂ%,%tﬂtWthMMam
was lawfully married to John Haggard, deceased. That the said John
Hargard was a one eighth Choctaw Indian and seven eighths white man,
and was mwlw‘nnMﬂ'iﬁMlewm
Hagrard, That your petitioners, John R, Haggard, Lewis R. Hagrard,
Louemme. G Mmmmwmmarmeuor»
na!dWiM.MﬂMWW»
(22) That your petitioner, Tndy Hunoy, u ) mu woman and was la-
wfully married to Heary I aites THNS e sforegeid, Henry
Haggard was the lawful descendant of and son of the afores:id Polly
or Mary Haggard, and was a ine Otghihmlnummlmﬁgh-
ths white man., That your Mﬂ.t:}w John Haggard is the minor chi=
1d of the aforesaid m:r%%oym:omw, d eceased.
(23) That vour petitioner, Georgie Ann Wilkerson, is a one thirty
second Choctaw Indian and thirty one $hirty seconds white vomen and
is the lawful descendant and da ughter of Robert Tucker, dcec“.
who wys a one sixteonth Choetav Indian and who was the hnm desc=
endant and son orfmu“m“msmwhcw:m
dian and who was the lawful daufhter and descendant of Johnathan
Glenn, who was a one fourth Choetaw Indian and who was the lawful
son of the aforesaif Abigail Glenn., That your petitioner, Andy C.
Wilerson is ifmw man and is lawfully merried to and living with
the aforesaid Georgeann Vilkerson, and that Florencs I, M, Vilkerson
is the lawful and minor child of the aforesaid Georgia Ann Wilkerson
and Andy C, Wilkerson, |
~(24)‘ That 'M'w‘pﬁtii’ww, James MeCall is a one thirty second Choc=
(6)




taw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white man, and that he is
the lawful descendant and son of Mandy McCall who was - one sixteen-
th Choeta Indian and who was the lawful daughter of Francis Barnes
who was a one eighth Choctaw !mh‘ and who was the lawful child and
descendant of the before mentioned Elizabeth Tucker. That youe pe-
titioner, Pruds A. MeCall is a'white woian and is lawfully ma rrisd
to and 1living with the aforesaid Janes lcCall, and that lerty JicCall
John McCall, and Darthula MeCall are the lawful and minor children
of the aforesaid James McCall and Pruda A, McCall, .
(25) That your petitioner, Lafayette F, Barnes is a on sixtesnth
Chocta Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man, and that he is the
lawful descendant and son of the aforesaid Francis Barnes, That Fmé
line Barnes is a white woman and is lawfully married to and living
with the afor-gaid Lafayette 7, Barnes, and that Lettie L. Barnes,
William W, Barnes, Nancy B. Barnes, Lindsey F. Barnes and liary sar=
nes are the lawful ehildren and mi ors of the aforesaid Lofave'te
F. Barnes and Tmiline B&ﬂn

(26) That your petitioner, Lucinda Mathewa, is a one sixtesnth Cho=
ctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and is the lawful --
@escendant and daughter of the before mentioned Elixabeth Martindale
That your petitioner, T, li, Mathews is & white man and uimmu
married t0 and living with the aforesaid Lucinda Mathews, and that
John Mathews is the lawful child and minor of the aforesaid Luein=
da Mathews and T. M, lathews. :
(27) That your petitioner, Mary V, Williams, is a one eighth Chec =
taw Indian, and the legal descendant and daughter of the before nen-
tioned John Tucker and lMar-asret Tucker, That your petitioner, Robe=
rt L, Williams is a white man and ié lawfully married to and living
with the aforesaid Mary V. Williams, and that Jon R, Williams, Chas
rley Williams and Jessie Villiams and Margaret A, King nee Williams
‘are the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid Mary W, Williams
and Robert L. m'

(28) That your petitio er, Margaret A, Wing is =» one sixteenth Choce
taw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the



the lawful descendant and daughter of the afores aid Mary W, Willia=-
mse That your petitioner, Walter J, Kingc id8 a white man and is law=-
fully married to and living with the aforesaid Margaret A, King.
(29) That vour petitioner, Margaret T, Rhoads is a one sixtecnth
Choctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white wonan and was the legal
descendant and daugrhte r of the before m&nﬂ Francis M S
Thet your petitioner, Charles Hhoads is a white man =nd is lawfully
married to and living with the aforesaid Margaret B, Rhoads, and
that Alexander Rhodes, Nancy P. Rho ades, landy B. Rhodes and Mary
A. Pate nee Rhodes are the lawful and minor children of thes foresd-
id Margaret B, Rhodes and Charles Rhodes. | |
(30) That your petitioner, Mar:5 A, Pate, is a one thirty second Cho=
ctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white woman and is the
lawful daughter of the aofresaid lMargaret E, Rhodes. That your pe=
titioner, Thomas Pate is a white man and is lawfully married to and
living with tm?m aid Vary A. Pate.
(31) That your nﬂﬂ*; Sarah E, Keith is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and that she is the law=
ful daughter of the before mentioned Margaret A, Tdmiston, That your
petitioner, James B, Keith is a white man and is lawfgilly merried
to and living with the aforesaid Sarah B, Celth, and that Della I
Keith and Arthur Xeith are the lawful and minor children of t;:- af=
oresaid Sarah E, Keith and James B, Keith,
(32) That your petitioner, Edward W, Wdmiston is a one sixteenth
Choctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths vhite men-and is lawfully mar-
ried and is the lawful son of the a foresaid Margaret A, Rdmiston.
That your petitiojer, Jennie Ndmiston is a M woman and is lawfe
ully married to and living with the aforesaid Tdward VW, Tdmiston.
(33) That your petitioner, Rosa V, Keef is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman and is the lawful daugh-
ter of the aforesaid Margarst Ay Bemist on. That your pethtioner,
William H, Keef, is a white man and is lawfully merried to and live
ing with the aforesaid Rosa V, Keef, and that Thomas N, Keef and
(8)



Mary }, Keef are the lawful and minor children of the aforesaid Rosa
Ve ¥oef and Widliam ¥, Keef,
(34) That your p etitioner, Margaret A, Kimmel, is a one sixteenth
Choctaw Indian and fiftech sixteenths white woman, and that she is
the lawful daughter of the aforesaid Margaret A, Rdmiston., That
your petitioner, David , Kimmel is & white man and is lawfully ner-
ried to and living with the aforesaid Margaret A, Kimmel,
(35) That your petitioner, Florence M, King is a one sixteenth Choc-
taw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white wo an, and that she is thre
lawful dauvghter of the afores-od Margaret A, Edmiston., That your
petitioner Luther King is a M“ man and M‘ l=wfully married to and
living with the aforesaid Florenee M. King end that Elmer H. King
i8 the lawful and ninor child of the aforesaid Florence i, King and
Lutkrer King.
(36) That your petitioner, Tdward VW, Barnmes is a one sixteenth Choc-
tew Indisn and nm%mm ﬁ&* ke is the law=
ful descendant and son of Mary Barnes, who was a one eighth Choe-
taw Indian and was the lawful deseendant m d-ughter of the pefore
&mhmxmmwmmmm. uﬁw Ra-
rnes, Ada T, Barmes, Thomas R. Barnes, Lueinda I, Barnes and Maggie
M, Barnes are the lawful children of the aforesaid FEdvard Barnes,
(37) That your petitioner, Sarah W, Ceorge, is a one thirty second
Chocta Indian and thirty one thirty m: white woman, and is the
lawful daughter of the a foresaid Edward W, Barneds
(38) That your petitioner, Albert W, Barnes, is a one thirgy second
Choctaw Indian and thirty one thir ty seconds white man, and is the
mm“QMMW"BM, and that Grover L, |
Barnes and Lillie R, Barnes are the lawful end minor child en of
the afores aid Albert VW, Parnes,
(39) Thet your petitio ner, James B, Tucker, i s a one eighth Choce
tav Indiam and seven eighths white man and is the lawful descendant

(9)
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and son of the before mentioned John and Margaret Tucker, and that
Darthula Tucker, Artala Tucker, Venelia Tucker, John B, Tucker, and
Laura Tucker are the lawful children of the aforesuid James o, Tuck=-
ere
(40} That your petitioner, Lewis M. Barnes is a onec sixteenth Choc-
taw Indian and fifteen sixteenths vhite man, andils the hvrm des=
cendant and son of Sallie E, Barnes, deceased, who was the lawful
dauglter of the before mentioned Margaret Tucker, and that Austin
Barnes and Donie Barmes are the lawful children and minors of the
aforesaid Lewis N, Barnes. '
(41) That your petitioner, D, M, Bamnes, is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indish end fifkeen sixteenths white man, snd is the lawful descendar
and son of the aforesaid Sallie R, Barness i
(Ail) That your petiti omer, J, C. Barnes, is a one sixteenth Choctaw
Indian and fifteen sixteenths white man, and is the lawful deseenda-
nt and son of the aforesaid Sallie B, Barnesy and that Flossie Bar-
nes and Bartie Barnes are the laeful and minor children of the afor=-
esaid i. Ce Barness ; ; )
(43) That your petitioner, W, 7. Barnes is a one sixteenth Ghoctaw
Indian, and fifteen sixteenths white man, =nd is the lawful deccen=
dant and son of the aforesaid sallie T. Barmes, and that C. F. Bar-
nes, L.,M. Barnes, and J, S, Barnes are thwe lawful and minor childr-
en of the aforesaid ¥.7. Barnes. :
(44) That your petitionmer, Patia Gear is a one sixteenth Choctaw
ndant and daughter of the aforesaid Sallie &, Barnes, and that Hlla
M. Cear, Lewis Gear and Zeno B, Cear are the lawful children and mi-
nors of the aforesaid Patia Gear, &
(45) That your petitioner, George W, Stephens, is a one sixteenth

Choctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and is the lawful
son of Catherine Stephens, now Catherine Clomner, who is & one eige

hth (voctaw Indian, end who wasthe lawful daughtér of James Glemn
(10)



deceased, who was a one fourth Choctaw Indiamn and w ho was the law=
ful descendant snd son of the before mentioned Abigail Clemn, That
vour petitioners, William Henry Stephens and George Bryan Stephe ns
are the lawful and minor children of the afores id George V, Stephemy
(46) That your petitiomer, Catherine Clommer, is & one eighth Choct-
aw Indian and seveb eirhths white woman, and is the lawful descends
nt and daughter of the a bove named, James Glenn, and that Sam Step-
hens is the lawful and minor child of the aforesaid Cetherine Clom-
ner by her former husband. |
(47) That your petitionerg Martha Simpkins, formerly Martha Johnson
nee Stephens is a one 8dxteenth Chocta: Indian and fifteen sixteente
ths white woman, and is the lawful daughter of the aforesaid Cathe=
George Simpkins, Laura Simplins and Dhester Bimpkins are the laeful
children of the aforesaid lMarths Simpicins, |
(4') That your petitioner, Tuey Boon nee Johnson, is a one thirty s-
econd Choetaw Indian and thiee thirty seconds white woman, and is .
the lawful daughter of the aforesaid Martha Simpkins. '
(49) That your petitioner, Mary J. Smith is a one sixte nth Choctay
Indian and fifteen sixteentks white woman, and is the lawful desce -
ndant and daughter of the before mentioned Mary Barnes, and that
Mary ®s Smith, William H, Smith, B. ¥, Smith, Sadie Ann Smith, Ida
Smith, I van Smith and Jene Smith are the 'lawful and minor children
of the aforesaid Mary J., “mith,
(50) That your petitioner, Lena R, Armstead is a one thirty second
Choctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconda white woman, and is the
lawful daughter of the sforesaid Mary J. Smith and that lamie Armse
tead &8 the lawful and minor child of the aforesaid Lena R, Armstead
(51) That your petitioner, Elizabeth W, Smith is = one sixteenth
Chocta Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman and is the lawful
descendant ond daufhter of the before mentioned lary Barn es, and t
that Melvin Smith, Bert Smith, Ophelia Smith, Flgadia Smith, Thomas
Ve Smith, Della Smith and Boss Smith are the lawful children of the

(11)
aforesaid Flizabet’ Smithe
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(52) That your petitioner, Calvin Smith is a one thirty second Choe
ctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white man, and is the law-
ful son of the aforesaid Hlizabeth VW, Smithy and that James CG. Smith
i the lawful and minor child of the aforesaid Calvin Smith,

(53) That your petitioner, Ola Howard is a one thirty second Choc=
taw Indian and three thirty seconds white woman, and that she is the
lawful daughter of the aforesaid mﬁnm Ve Smith and that Oscar
Howard and Leons@d Foward are the lawfil and minor children of the
aforesaid Ola Howard. }
(54) That your petitioner, George W, Barnes is a one thirty second
Choctaw Indian and thirty one thirty seconds white man and is the
lawful descendant and son of the before mentioned Luke Barmes.

(55) That your petitioner, Kizzie Tughie, is a one eighth Ch octaw
Indian and seven eighths white woman, and is the lawful descendant
and daughter of the before mentioned James Glenn,

(56) That your petitioner,RWlvina F. Jennings is a one sixteenth Cho=-
ctaw Indian and fifteen sixteenths white woman, and is the lawful
daughter of the aforesaid Kizzie Hughie, and that Robert I, Jennings
Joe, Jennings, Zack B, Jennings, Virge Jennings, Fllis Jennings,
Daisy Jemmings, Lillie Jennings, Paul Jennings, and Opie Jennings
are th lawful children of the aforesaid Ulvina F, Jennings.

Your petitioners further show that the aforesaid Abigail Glenn
was a one half Chocta  Indian and one half Cherokee Indian and white
blood, and that she lived, during the year 1833 and long pri or to
said time among the Choctaw Indiansm and was during said time & mem-
ber of the sald tribe of Indians, and Was recognized by the proper
authorities of the said Indians as o member of the said Tribe, and
was recognized by the proper authérities of the said tribe, and did
enjoy all the rights of the seid Iafans. That she dbd during her .
life claim and maintain her eitizenship or membership in the said
Tribe of Indiansy ond ‘hat the other Indian ancestors of your peti-
tioners, and your petitioners have at all times endeavored to kcep
.up and maintain their citizenship or m'mbmm in the said Tribe of
Indians, but that the sanid Indians and the constituted :mithoritin

(12))



and agents of the .uu Indiang have wrongfully and unl awfully dene
ied and refused to allow your petitioners the rights of citizenship
in the aforesaid tribe of Indians, That by reason of the aforesaid
wrongful acts ‘on the part of the authorities and agents of the said
Indiansy erpgf_inm with only their ;b;hud could not and did not
marry according ‘to the usages and laws of the said Tribe of Indianse

Your petitio ners aver that according to the tmﬁs ‘customs and
laws of the aforesaid Tribe of Indians and according to the treaties
executed by and between the aforessid Tribe of Indians and the Une
ited States, and according to the graamt executed by the United Stat-
eu, twm people and their descendants of the land or coun-
4ry now known as the Choctaw N ation, and secording o the laws of
the United States, they are entitled to enrollment as members of the
Croetar Tribe of Tndians. '

Your petitioners further show that they and each of them made
application we;ordtug 'ee.‘ law to the Commission to the Five &ﬁlizd
Tribes gor enrollment as mermbers of the Choctaw Tribe of Indians, -
and that the said applications were denied by the said Commission
within the last 60 days. Thet said Commission failed and refused to
state oi- give any reason or grounds for denying the said applicatiom

Your petitioners aver that the said Ma;ion erred:

FIBST. In refusing to allow appellants or their attorneys to see or
examine the pleas or answers tendered by the Choctaw Tribe of India=
ns to the petitions of appellants. ' |
sncmm. Ith”*&m'ﬁthy to the ple=
as or answers of the Choctaw Tribe of Indians to the petitions of
tpmlhns;h

THIRD. In refusing to issue prowess for witnesses or to send for
persons or papers when requested %o do so by appellantss

FOURTHy In denying appellants thke right of trial of their claims by
a competent jury, :

FIFTH, In refusing to allow appellants the right to be preseht in

(13)
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person or by attorney during the trial and determination of their
claims,
SIXTHs In refusing to allow appellants %o introduce proof in rebutt=

8'1 d o, & ; e ;
ggvgvyn,*rn denying the applications of appellanys contrary to law

and contrary to the proof adduced in the hearing of the s id olaims,
Wherefore, the premises considered, appellants pray that they be
allowed an appeal to this Homorable Court from the decision of the
aforesaid Commission, and for a trial of their claims de-nove, and
for a judgment of this Honorsble Court ordering and directins that
your petitioners be emrolled as members of the Choctaw Tribe of Ime

& i/.
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records for such judgment and has been unable to discover the sane,
but that the act of the Choectaw Couneil approving the report of the
said Citizenship Committee -nd denying the claims of the said pare
ties to citizenship in said Nation is contained and bPe fdund in the
acts and laws of the Choctaw Nation pgssed at the regular session of
the GeneraIACounoil of said Choctaw Nation from October, 6, to Nove
ember, 7, 1884 ineclusive, which said particulzr aet of the Choctaw
Council is to be found upon pages 39 and 40 of the sald acts, a copy
of which 8aid acts is attached hereto, made part hercof, and marked
"Hxhibit A", which said Judgment has never been reversed, or set as=
ides

And defendent further says that all the plaintiffs in this cause
claim their rights through the said Abigail Rogers, afid allege in
their petition that sueh Choetaw blood as they may have, if any,
comes: through and from the s&id Abigail Rogers, and from no other
personj and that all of the plaintiffs in this action are descende=
nts of the said Abigail Rogerss

Wherefore defendent says that these plaintiffs are barred and
preeluded from asserting any rights or claims to Choctaw citizenship
for the reason that judgment has heretofore becen rendered in this
matter by the council of the Choctaw Tation set outy

Choectaw Nation by

Indian Territory). Btuart & Gordonm its Ati's
Central Districi )§s:

JeHyGordon, one of the attorneys of the defendent
aforesaid, being first duly sworn, upon oath states that he has read
the foregoing answer, and that the statement therein contained are

true as he verily believess

8 Js He Gordon

Subseribed and sworn to before me, this 13th day of January,1l899
BSLthe Je Jredsrick,

Notary Publics



93 Glenn«Tucker, et al,

VS

~ Choctaw Nation,

Come now Appellants and move the court to require Appellee
herein be required to make their answer herein filed more specific
and certain in this, That Appellees be required to specificially
deny the material facts pleaded by Appellants herein as grounds for
the;? appeal and claim of citizenship herein and not faly on a gen=
eral denial that Appellants are citizens of the Choctaw Nation and
entitled to emrollment,

Te¢ N, Foster,

3 ey Wit
Attorney for Appellantse

(1)
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT, INDIAN TERRITORY.

Ve e - wommmm e mmemeneew=e=]l[ O T I O N,
The Choctaw Natione-=---=-w-e--e---Defehdant, ,

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:

Firste, To file one answer including all of the allegations
contained in its 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 answerse
Second. mo plead the laws of the Choctaw Nation authorizing and
empowering the Choctaw Citizenship Committee referred to in defend=
ant's suplimental answer to pass upon and decide citizenship cone
troversies such as are raised by the pleadings in this cause,
Thirds To file a copy of the application made by the parties named
in the suplimental answer to the “hoctaw gitizenship Committee.
mmwmummmmm
in an application to the aforcsaid Choctaw  itizenship Committee",
Fifth, To state whether theaforesaid @itizenship 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 judge=
ment or reporte

Sele ‘1
Murmy: for Plaintiffs,
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT, INDIAN TERRITORY,
Joseph B, Glenn, et al----=--------Plaintiffs,

V8mmmneemueeewa--Demurrer to answer and -M answer,
The Choctaw Nation------w=w=------Defendante
filed by defendant with the .ommission to the ,ive  ivilized fribes
of “ndians on the 9th day of October, 1896, and to the sup plemental
ed States Court, for the reason that the said answ ers do not state
facts suffievient to constitute a defense to plaintiff's cause of
action or claim to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation or Indianse

Plaintiffs demur specially to the statements contained in para-
graph "Fifth" of the answer filed by the defendant with the afore=
and is not defensive matter as to the claims and contentions set
forth in p! complainte :

Plaintiffs specially to the facts and state ments set
forth in paragraph numbered (8). In t e answer filed by defendant
with aforeseid Commission, 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.
Ano»t sufficiently certain and definate %o constitute a defense or 1=
ea of Res Judicata to plaintiff's complaint,

Plaintiffs also demur specially to the supplemental answer above
referred to, becavse the said instrument was not filed with the Come
mission to the Pive Cililized Tribes before whém this caus- was ine
stituted and cannot be considered as a defense in this cause, the
same having been filed in the United States Court for the Central
Distriet of the Indian Territory, at South MecAlester, to v;hieh Court



)
this cause was broughttby appeals Ly
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 te the Cause of action or
claims set forth in said supplemental answer are too vague and inde-
finate and unstrm to ;eenstitu:bc a am@. to plaintiffs complaints

“

Phillip Brewer &




TR

Judge's notes in "No, 61, April, 1lst, 1898, I!lotion for leave to
file a mtfm as of October, 9th, 1897, %o strike out certain para=
gr;phs q$ Dnﬂbndant': answer. Motion allovéﬁﬁwfliont objection,

.Apm:t, hg, 1898,

Allm&fé?*. heretofore entered in this case are vacated and set

y, s &
asides g
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cges - i el SEEENGS - -

In The United States Court At South McAlester, Central :
District Of The Indian Territorys |

Joseph B, Glenn, Et Al,

Plaintiffss,
Reply To Answer And Supple=
Ve
mental Answer,
The Choctaw Nation,
Defendenty

B e LT

Come the above named plaintiffs and for reply to defendent's
answer filed before the Commission to the Tive Civilized Tribes of
Indiang and to the supplemental answer filed by defendent in the Un~
ited States Court in this case say:

They deny that these plaintiffs made application to the Choctaw
Citizenship Committee as alleged in defendentts mpp‘lcmclntal answer
and deny that macmm-u.mmmmuw the
laws of the Choctaw Nation and of the United States to pass upon the
rirhts of persons claiming citizenship in the Choctaw Nation,

These plaintiffs state that they are net informed and have not
suffiedént knowledge or information to form a belief as to what the
claim of the partiecs mentioned in defendent's supplemental answer
were before the Citizenship Committee mentioned = therein, and
these plaintiff therefore deny that said parties mentioned in
defendent's supplemensal answer claimed their rights to eitizenship
through Abigail Rogers, through whom plaintiffs elaim their rights
to eitizenship, and they deny that said parties or any of them ment=-
ioned in defendent's supplemental answer are the -‘Mnt.irfs in this
action,

These plaintiffs deny that said Chectaw Citizenship Committee de-
cided that these plaintiffs had no right to citizenship in the Cho=-
~ ctaw Nation; thev deny that their elaim to citizenship was by such i
Conmittee in the said Month of November,1884, or at any other time


http://th.il
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rejected and that thereafter, on the 6th day of Novemberyls884, or
upon any othci' date said cause was then brought bgforo the couneil
of the Choctaw Nation and the judement of said éttizm:hip Committee
was by said Counscl approved and Mnﬂrﬂi these plaintiffs deny the
at a judgment was rendered by said Choctaw Counsel aggingt these
plaintiffs,either formal or otherwise, and deny tha.:“a' J'ﬁdgrncnt of
said Citizenship Committee or of said Choctaw Counsel apainst these
plaintiffs exists upon the record of the said Choctaw Naﬁien, either
formal or otherwises ;

These plaintiffs deny that the matters found on page 39 and 4o
of a phamphlet filed as an "HExhibit A" to the sup lementdl answer of
the defendent, is an act of the Choctaw Councdl or is a judement or
determination of said Choctaw Council of the rights of these plaine
tiffs to citizenshipe

These plaintiffs admit that they claim their Choctaw blood throe
ugh a maternal ancectress by the name of Abigail Rogers, but deny
that the so called act or judgment of the Choectaw Council filed as
an exhibit to defendent's supplemental answer herein shows that the
parties, or any of them, named therein claimed their right to citize
enship in the Cheetaw Nation throug the blood of Abigail Rorers, the
ancestress of these plaintiffs, or were descencants of the said Abie
gail Rogerss

LW R e T —
Attorneys for Plaintiffse
I, S¢ As Wilkinson, one of the attorneys for the above named vlaint=
iffs, do solemnly swear that the facts set forth in the ﬁftgotng '
reply are true as I verily believes

Substriled and oo

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this 13%h day éfJanuary,1899,




IN THE UNITEDP STATES COURT, CENTRAL JUDICIAL DISTRITT,
INDIAN TERRITORY, AT SOUTH McALFSTERs
Noes 93
Glenn=Tucker, et al,
- Plaintiff,
VS e MOTION,
Choctaw Nation,
Defendante

Now come Appellants, Glenn<Tucker, et al, by T, N, Foster, their
Attorney, and move the Court to enter the followiﬁg order, vacating
and setting aside all former orders aﬁd judgments in this cause, vig

"Noe 93 |

Glenn-Tucker, et al,

Plaintiffs,
VSe

Choctaw Nation

Defendantse !

Now on this day the. Honorable Wm, H,HsClayton, being disqualifi=-
ed in this cause, and sald cause having been heretofore submitted to
the Honorable Vm, I, Springer, United States Judge for the Northern
Distriect of the Indian Territory, and now presiding-

It is ordered that all previous orders in this cuuse, be and the
same are hereby vacated, set aside and held for naughts

And it appearing to the Court, that the foregoing order was made
and announced from the bench by sald Judge, on the lst, 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 that date"s ‘

And for ground of said motdon Appellants show to the Court, that
upon said lst, day of April, 1898, ithis cause, together with the
cause of Joseph B. Glenn, et al, vsg The Choctaw Nation, No. 61,
which is a companion ca e to this cause,; and founded upon claim of
decent from one Abigail Rogers, as the common ancestress of the cl=-
almants by bloed in both of said causes; was pending before this Co-
urt upon motion to set aside and vacate judgments therein before
rendered in both said causes, and at which said time said Honorable

(1)
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announced the same order in both said causes, vhiech said order was
in words and figures, as abowve set forth, except as to the last par-
agraph of said order, directing the entry thereof to be made nunc
pro tune, entered by the Clerk of this Court, in the cause of Joseph
Bs Glenn, et al, vs. Choctaw Nation, No, 61, but t‘a4 no entries v .

atever were made in this cause during said term by 1@¢d Clerk,

7 /

, To W, Foster//

Atternejzfﬁ:éf pell«nts.ﬂ .

Te Y. Toster, being duly sworn says that the matteﬁi t?&’pgfst-

ated in the ab ve and foregoing motion are true ue/%éd@ed. /K b

l

//'3/ . ?0§j¥rz L

Subseribed and sworn to before me, this 1llth, day o! {fp&arj,léﬂg.,x

Frank S. Genung,
SEAL,. ' o Notary Public,

(2)
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In The United States Court, Central Distriet, Indian Territorys

Joseph By Glenn, et al,

Plaintiffs,
VSe Petition For An Appeal,
The Choctaw Natien,
Defendents
o e o e () i

Come the above named plaintiff, Joseph By Glenn, et al, and move
the Court to grant them an appeal from the decree rendered in this
. Court in the abotwe:styled cause on the 13th day of Januwary, 1899, teo
the Supreme Court of the United States of America holden at the City
of Washington, in the Distriet of Celumbia for the reasons set forth
in the assignment of errors filed herewithe

Phillip Brewer&

~eBalia Y1Ein80De
Solicitors for Plaintiffs,.

The appeal prayed for in the foregoing application is allowed and
the appeal bond is fixed at $200,004 This mm__a;y of Febru=
aty, 1899 A

B Mo ARiNgef,

< -'-mer the United States
Court the Northern Distre
 Distriet of the Indian Terre
i and special Judge who
at the trial of the

Mau cause thc Judee

e Tl

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

Joseph B, Glenn, et al,

Assignments Or Errore
VSe

The Choectaw Nation,

Defendents

‘ Gm tho nho*u nmd plo.tntifh and present and file this their
uum\n of error, and aver that the errors herein set forth oce-
urred durtng the trial of this cause as will more fully avpear by
rcrmneo to the record of this cause?
ﬂRS‘:‘;. The Court erred in overruling the motion of plaintiff to ste
ike out the paragraph entitled "Eighth"™ in defenden's answer filed
with the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribe of Indians,

SECOND-. The Court erred in overruling plaintiffs motion to require
defendent to make its answer filed with the aforesaid Commission mo=
re definate and ecertain in this: "To state in what Court or forum
this cause was heretofore tried"s

m% The Court erred in overruling the motion of plaintiffs to
require defendent to make its answer filed with the aforesaid Commie-
ssion more difinate and certain in thisi "To state who Were the par
rties to the cuuo heretoforec tried"s A -

FOURTHe The Gourt erred in overruling the metion of the plaintiffs
to require defendents to make its supplemental answer more definate
and certain in thisg "To plead the law laws of the Choctaw Nation
~authorizing and empowering the Choctaw Citizenship Committee referr=
ed to in &cfondanta supplemental answer to pass upon and decide cite
izenship controversies sueh‘u are raoised by the pleadings in this
cause¥, ’

FIPTHy The Court erred in overruling the motion of plaintiffs to
require defendent: to make his supplemental answer more definate and
certain in this? "leo file a copy of the appliecation made by the pa=

P R
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rties named in the supplemental answer to the Choctaw Citizenship
Committees
SIXTHe The Court erred in overruling the motion of the plaintiff
to require defendent to make his supplemental answer more definate
and certain in this: "To gset out the names of the various other pas
rties who joined the parties mentioned in the aforecsaid supplemental
answer in an application to the aforesaid Choctaw Citizen ship
Committee,"
SEVENTH, The court erreed in everruling the general demurrer filed
by the plaintiff te defendant's answer filed with the gemmisd on
to the Wive givilized bribes of ¥ndians,
EIGHTH, The gourt 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 demuerer filed by
the plaintiff to the supplemental answer of the defendant upon the
grounds that said supplemental answer was not filed before the
Cormmission to the Five givilized Tribess
TENTHe The Court erred #n overruling the special demurrer of plai=
tiff to defendant's supplemental answer upon the grounds thé&t the
allegations contained in same were too vague and indefinate and un=
certain to constitute a defense to plaintiff's cause of actiony
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 plaintiffse
THIRTEENTHs The gourt erred in declaring the law as it did and in
Philip Brewer

Bamuel A, Wilkinson
Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
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UNITED STATES OF AMFRICA, . /
INDIAN TERRITGRY;

WHERIAS, it appears thnt the papers filed by the petitioners or
plaintiffs in the matter of the family of Joseph B, Glenn and (55)
othpr families, claiming to be the descendents of a common ancestor
Ab{étil Rogers, and also the affidavits and exhibits and testimony ’
of all kinds filed in support of said petition, and the petition for
an lpwﬂll and the ordor lllotiag an lpp.tl have been lost since the
appwll was takqn to the Unlted BtQtna Court at South McAlester from
the judqmant of thn Oﬁnminaion to the Five Civilized Tribeu, and,

lﬂ!ll&SQ tho naid platntifro dsd on the lsth day of January,1899 by ...

and with tho consent ef the attorneys ror !hn ﬂhogtan Nation obtnin
' leav, or tho uforeatid Court te uubstituto thn b fore ment»oned paan
bt o . :
NOW THEREFORE, Know ALl Men that it is mutally agreed by the plainte
ire Josoph B. Glcnn and otheru, and the 4 fendsnt, The Choctaw Natie
on that tho papers attached hereto shall bc filed as of the 1ldth
day of January,lagg by the Clork of‘thg United Stgtcs Court, Central
Distfiot, Indian Territory, at South MeAlester, and that said pape=
rs shall be treated and considered as the erigtnnl pnparo in thia
caull, provtt01 the original papers are n.t hore.!ter reund. |

In toctlmnny whereof we each heruunto set out hund thil the ;gﬁgp'
day of !bbruary,legg.

Phgll;p n Erewer &

- i%ttorn\ Vs forihe de enaent,

The Choetaw Wationg

PSR = T—
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UNITHED STATES OF AMERICA,
INDIAN TERRITORYe

To the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes:

WHEREAS, Joseph B, Clenn,et al has this day filed ; petition in
the United States Court for the Central Distriect of the Indian Terr=
itory ﬁraying for an,nppeﬂl from the judement rendered by ybu in the
matter of the suit of Joseph Bs Glenn, et al, vs, The Choctaw Nation,
your No, 201, recently pending vefore you, and,

WHEREAS, the said petition has this day been allowed,
: YOU ARE THERVFORE, required and directed to forthwith tranesmit
the papers filed by the parties in the before mentiocned cause before
vou, together with a certified copy of the Judgment rendered by you
in this cause to the Clerk of the aforesaid Court at the town of So=
uth MeAlester, Indian Territorys

Signed and sealed in the United States Clerk's office at South
McAlester, Central District, Indian Territory, on this :6th day of
January,l1897,

(8igned) P.B.Stoner,

Clerks
Seals




Joseph B, Gleen, et al.
vs, Yo. 61 Judgment, Cent, Dist, Jan. 13, 1898,

Choctaw Mation,

Now on this 13th day of jamuary, 1898, come fhc appellee
herein and filed supplemental answer, with exhibits thereto, consisting
of copy of the "general and Special Laws of the Choctaw Nation",
and the affidavit of N, B, Ainsworth,

Come the appellants and {file motion to require Appellee's
answer and supplemental answer made more definite and certain, which
motion by the court is ow rrued, to which ruling of the court the
appellants at the time excepted, and thereupon filed demurrer to
appellee's answer and supplemental answer, which demurrer was by the
~ourt overruled, to which ruling of the co rt appellants at the time
excepted, and thereupon filed their reply to appellee's answer and
supplemental answer.

Now comeg the appellee and prays the court for judgment
in this cause; weherupon the copinion of the Court was ordered filed
and judgment entered as follows to-wit:

Judgment.

On this 13th day of Jamary, 1898, the same being one of t e
days of the regular pecember, 1898m term of this court thd cause came
on from trial before the Fonorable William XOUHEXX XXTOOX I,

Springer, Judge of the Northern District of the Indian Territory for
the reason that the Honorable Wm, H, H, Clayton, Judge of Central
District of the Indian Territory, is disqualified herein, and plain-
tiff and defendant appeared and defendant moves the court cfor judgment
upon the pleadings herein; and the court having heard said motion,

and being well and fully advised in the pxmsocx premises doth sus-

tain the same,

It is therefore by the court considered, ordered and decreed
that the plaintiffs take nothing by their suit and that the plaintiffs
Joseph B, Glenn, Nevada I, Glenn, Jane B? Glenn, William H, Glenn,
Margeret A, Fdmiston, Ton Edmiston, Tony Edmiston, Mollite T. Ratteree,



Thomas N, Ratteree, Ethel Ratteree, Medda Ratteree, lartha Collins,
Edwards Barnes, Hayden Collins, James A, Collins, William ¥, Barnes,

, Mary Barnes, Sherman Barnes, Lillie Ann Stephens, W, &, Stephens,
Nannie L, Stephems, William ¥, Stephens, Harriett Stephens, Gertie
Stephens, Charles A. Stephe s/ Tillian Stephens, Nancy 5. Stephens,
L. D. Martindale, Jeanette lMartindale, Mantha A, Martindale, Albert W.
Martindale, Leonida Martindale, Willie L, Martindale, James A . Martin
dale, Johnnie J, Martindale, Julia Baker, George VW, Baker, W. V.
Sa;phington/ Charlie R, Sapphinton, Fliza Sapphington, John F, Glenn,
Yora Glenn, Pearilia Baggs, John Baggs Baggs _______Baggs,

Children of said John Baggs, and Parilia Bags, Brown and Ada
Brown, and their children Martha A, Trench, Juda French, A Frank

R Glenn, Manda Glenn, Annie D, Glenn, Sarah E, Glenn, Charlie S, Glenn,
Ch rles A, Glenn, James fSpxxx Glenn, Martha D, fimkx Glenn, Dave '
Glenn, Jr, Margaret S, Gleen, Levi °, Clenn, ¥li H, Glenn,

William Tucker, James Tucker, George Tucker, William Tucker, Jr., James
Spooabooccoxx: Haggard, William Haggard, Joseph Haggard, Mattie Haggard,
Louisa Haggard, L, Laura Haggard, Margaret M, Baker, John R, Haggard,
Louis R, Haggrd, L. B, Haggard, Fndy Hailey, John Haggard, Georgia
Ann Wilkerson, Andy C. Wilkerson, Florence I, M, Haggard, James lMcCall
Truda A . McAll Myrtie McCall, Torthla lMcCall, Lafayette T, Barnes,
Fmeline Barnes, Lettie L, Barnes, William W, Barnes, Nancy 1, Barnes,
Eowtdyoooxx: Lindey F, Barnes, Mary Barnes, Lucinda Mathews, J. M.
Mathews, John Mathews, Mary W, Williams, Robert L, Williams,

Jolmn R, Willidns, Carlie Williams, Jesse J. Williams, Margaret A,

King, Walter J, King, Margaret F, Rhoads, Charles Rhoads, Elexander
Rohaods, NWancy P, Rhoads, lManda ¥, Rhoads, hw A, Pate, Thomas Pate,
Sarah E, Keith, James B, Keith, Della M, Keith, Artlmr Xeith,

Fdward Edmonson, Jennie Fdmondson, Rosa B, Keef, William H, Keef,
Thomas M, Keef/ Mary M, Keef, Margaret A, Kimmer, David L., Kimmer,
Florence M, Kinc, Luther King, Flmer H, King, Edward W, Barnes,
Charles A, Barnes, John I, Barnes, James R, Barmes, Silas Lee Barnes,
Joseph ¥, Barnes, Ada F., Barnes, Thomas R, Barnes, Lucinda I, Barnes,

Maggie M, Barnes, Sarah VW, Georse, Albert VW, Barnes, Grover L, Barnes,



Lillie E, Barnes, James B, Tucker, Darthula Tucker, Artdla Tucker,
Venelia Tucker, John B, Tucker, Laura Tucker, cLouis M, Tucker,
Louis M, Barnes, Austin Barnes, Donie Barnes, DI, M., Barnes, J. C, Bar-
nes, Flossie Barnes, Bartie X Barnes, R, Z, Barnes, C. ¥, Barnes,
L. M, ﬁarnos, J, & Barnes, Patia Gear, Sallie E, Barnes, Flla M,
Gear, Louis Geaw, Zeno B, Gear, George Yf. Stephens, William Henry
Stephens, , George Ryan Stephens, , Catherine Cloniuer, Sam
Stephens, Martha Simpkins, John Johnson, Minnie Johrson, Nathan
Johnson, George Simkins, Laura Simkins, Chesty =Rkmkix Simpkins,
Lucy Boone, Mary J, Smith, Mary E, Smith, William Smith, B. F. Smith,
Sadie A, M, Smith, Ida Smith, Iran Smith, Jane E, Smith, Lena R,
Armstead, Memie Armstead, Flizabeth W, Smith, Melvin Smith,
Bert Smith, Ophelia Smith, E;gadia Smith, Thomas V. Smith, Della
8mith, Boss Smith, Calvin Smith, James G. Smith, Ola Howard,
Oscar Howard, Leonard Howard, c:,eOz'ge W. Barnes, Kizzie Mughes, ZFlvina
F, Jennings, Robert I, Jennings, John Jennings, Zack B, Jennings,
Virgie Jennings, Fllis yennings, Daisy Jemnings, Lillie Jennings,
Paul Jemnings, Opie Jennings and any and all oth r persons, who
have taken their appeal in this case from the decision of the Commisgs~
ion to the Five Civilized Tribes, and that they are herebt barred from
any and all rights as Choctaw citizens under and by virtue of this
suit, That the judgment of the Commisgsion to the Five Civilized
Tribes herein be and the same is hereby affirmed, and that the de-
fendant have and recover of said plaintiffs all its cost in this act-
ion laid out and expended, for which let executionnissue,

To which judgment of the court the appellants at the
time excepted and prayed an appeal to the Supreme Court £ of the
United States, which prayer for an appeal was granted, and the
appeal bond fixed by the court at $"00, to be approved by ithe
Clerk of this Court.


file:///7illiam

