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BEFORE THE 

Honorable Secretary of the Interior. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

In the matter of the consolidated applications of William 
C. Thompson et ah, Terry Thompson Stubblefteld et al., Win­
nie 8. Wright et ah, Mary McNeese et al., Arthur M. Thomp-
son, William Thompson, Jr., et ah, Mattie Holloway et al., 
Mary Jones, Winburn Jones et al., Bryant M, Jones et al.. 
Mary E. O. Quin et ah, R, C, McLendon et ah, B. F. McLen-
don et ah, R. O. Thompson et ah, John T. Thompson et al., 
John T. O'Quin, et al., W. H. McCoy et ah. W. S. Jones et 
ah, and Clarence Gatlin et ah 

MUEF ON BEHALF OF APPLICANTS. 

STATEMENT, 

The records show that William C. Thompson was born in 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw country, Indian Territory. His 
father was a quarter blood Choctaw Indian. His mother 
was Elizabeth Mangum; she was also a quarter blood Choc­
taw woman. This applicant was born on February 6, 183!), 
in the old Choctaw Nation, now part of the Chickasaw Na­
tion. His father and mother died in 1840 and his grand­
father (James Mangum) came from the Choctaw Nation in 
Mississippi and carried him back to Mississippi, raising him 
and keeping him there until 1857. At 18 years of age he 
came back to his grandmother, who was Margaret McCoy 
Thompson, a half-breed woman living in the Choctaw Na­
tion, Indian Territory, and made his home with her and 
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Governor Dickinson Frazier; in about eight months he went 
back to the Choctaw Nation in Mississippi • and remained 
there until the war; after the war, came to Texas, and from 
Texas to the Chickasaw Nation; here he has lived since 1887. 
His Choctaw blood is fully and satisfactorily shown. His 
place of birth was old Fort Towsen. From 1887 until 1896 
he occupied land in the Chickasaw Nation as a Choctaw In­
dian, was recognized by the Choctaw government by being 
appointed a deputy permit collector, and presented a peti­
tion to the Council for formal enrollment, which petition had 
not been acted upon by the Council at the time of the Act of 
June 10, 1896. While he and his people had not been former­
ly placed upon the rolls, they were in the position of publicly 
recognized citizens. 

After the passage of said Act the Dawes Commission is­
sued a circular letter of instruction dated July 8, 1896, for 
the guidance of applicants for citizenship, and in July, 
1896, this claimant together with the members of his family 
appeared before said Commission. Their applications were 
fUed and no decision rendered thereon at that time, and on 
August 1, 1896, he made application to the Choctaw Council 
for enrollment as a citizen. His said application was re­
ferred to the Commission appointed under Act of the Choc­
taw Council of September 18, 1896, the same being placed 
before said Commissioner the 8th day of October, at Kiowa, 
in the Indian Territory. They were not enrolled, because 
they were not personally present at the time the matter was 
t 'ken up by this Commission. By subsequent action of the 
Choctaw Council an Advisory Board was appointed by ac­
tion of the Council of October 10, 1896, and on January 6, 

1897, Thompson appeared before said Board, where the for­
mer action of the Council was affirmed, the names placed on 
the roll of 1896, and certificates issued under the seal of the 
Choctaw Nation. 

The Dawes Commission did not act upon these applications 

for citizenship until December 8, 1896, when their action 
was made of record, but there is no showing in the record 
that he was ever notified of this action, and it is shown, by 
competent testimony, that not only was no notice of such 
action received by them, but, on the contrary, they were no­
tified by the attorneys for the Nation that they had been en­
rolled by the Dawes Commission. 

I t is further shown that the claimants and their witnesses 
appeared a number of times both before the Choctaw author­
ities and the Dawes Commission, ready, willing and anxious 
to make any further proof required. That he had re­
duced to possession and occupied as a Choctaw, lands in the 
Chickasaw Nation and had placed valuable improvements 
thereon, the improvements being worth at least One Thou­
sand dollars. 

The Act of Congress, June 10, 1896 (29 Statutes, 339), 
provides as follows: 

"That said Commission is further authorized and 
directed to proceed at once to hear and determine the 
application of all persons who may apply to them 
for citizenship in any of said Nations, and after such 
hearing they shall determine the right of such ap­
plicant to be so admitted and enrolled; provided, 
however, That such application shall be made to 
such Commissioners within three months after the 
passage of this Act. The said Commission shall de­
cide all such applications within ninety days after 
the same shall be made. That in determining all 
such applications said Commission shall respect all 
laws of the several Nations or Tribes, not inconsist­
ent with the laws of the United States, and all treat­
ies with either of said Nations or Tribes, and shall 
give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and cus­
toms of each of said Nations or Tribes: And provid­
ed, further, That the rolls of citizenship of the sev-



oral Tribes a^ now existing are hereby confirmed, 
and any person who shall claim to be entitled to be 
added to said rolls as a citizen of either of said 
Tribes and whose right thereto has either been de­
nied or not acted upon, or any citizen who may within 
three months from and after the passage of this Act 
desire such citizenship may apply to the legally con­
stituted court or committee designated by the several 
Tribes for such citizenship, and such Court or Com­
mittee shall determine such application within thir­
ty days from the date thereof." 

* * * * * * * 

"Provided. That if the tribe, or any person, be ag­
grieved with the decision of the trial authorities or 
the Commission provided for in this Act, it or he 
may appeal from such decision to the United States 
district court: Provided, however. That the appeal 
shall be taken within sixty days and the judgment of 
the court shall be final," 

"That said Commission, after the expiration of 
six months, shall cause a complete roll of citizen­
ship of each of said nations to be made up from 
their records, and add thereto the names of citizens 
whose right may be conferred under this Act, and 
said rolls shall he, and are hereby, made rolls of citi­
zenship of said Nations or Tribes, subject, however, 
to the determination of the United States Courts, 
as provided herein." 

The circular of instructions issued by the Dawes Commis­
sion on July 8 contains that portion of the Act of June 10. 
herein above set forth ; 

This applicant and his family availed themselves of the 
privileges of application to both of the tribunals mentioned 
in said Act, and their petition filed before the Choctaw 

Council, which at that date was the only authority in the 
Choctaw Nation, is as follows: 

EXHIBIT "A." 

"To the Honorable Board of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the Choctaw Nation in General 
Council assembled, at the regular session, October, 
1896 .̂ at its Capitol, Tuskahomma, Choctaw Nation, 
Indian Territory: 

"GENTLEMEN :—In accordance with the Act of 
Congress of the United States of America, passed 
June 10, 1896, your undersigned, William C. Thomp­
son et al., Choctaw by blood, does most respectfully 
present a petition unto your Honorable Board 
and prays that all rights, benefits, and immunities of 
the Choctaw Nation be granted and thereby enrolled 
as the legal citizens of said Nation for the following 
reasons, to wit:— 

"First. Because William C. Thompson (et al 
hereinafter mentioned) are the children of Margaret 
McCoy, who was a half-breed Choctaw Indian wom­
an, who married a white man, Thompson by name, 
and they had children born to them while living 
in lawful wedlock. William Thompson was the old­
est son of Mrs. Margaret McCoy Thompson; 

"Second. Because your undersigned, William C. 
Thompson, who was a Choctaw by blood, being the 
son of Mrs. Margaret McCoy Thompson et al., afore­
said; 

"Third. Your attention will be called to the evi­
dence of Mrs. Elsie Perkins, Mr. Henry Perkins, and 
Mrs. Lavinia Franklin, who are enrolled citizens of 
the Choctaw Nation by blood, who have testified un­
der their oaths that the applicant, William C. 
Thompson, is the son of William Thompson, a Choc­
taw Indian aforesaid; 
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"Fourth. Your attention will be called to the fact 
that about the year 1879 Hon. Green W. Thompson, 
a Choctaw Attorney, who had presented a petition 
to the Choctaw Council for the lineal descendants of 
Margaret McCoy Thompson, aforesaid to be admitted 
into the citizenship of the Choctaw Nation, but 
some time afterwards the said Hon. Green W. 
Thompson died and there has never been any action 
taken on said petition; 

"Fifth. Your attention will be called to the fact 
that your undersigned was ignorant of the time 
stated by the Choctaw and Chickasaw Commission 
to enable Choctaws residing in the Chickasaw Na­
tion, as your undersigned are residents of the Chicka­
saw Nation aforesaid; 

"Therefore your undersigned prays your Honorable Board 
to be caused to be enrolled as the citizens of the Choctaw Na­
tion, the following names, to wit:— 

No 

1 
2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

EXHIBIT 

NAMES. 

William C. Thompson, Sr. 
Sarah S. Thompson 
Arthur H. Thompson 
William C. Thompson, Jr . 
Mary M. Thompson 
William G. McNee 
Harold G. McNee 
Terry Thompson Stubble-

field 
Sarah T. Stubblefleld 

William R. Thompson 

"B." 

AGE. 

57 

52 

26 

20 

27 

28 

4 

30 

4 

15 

M. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

F. REMARKS. 

1 

1 (Now McNee). 
Intermarried. 

Dead brother's 
daughter. 

1 Daughter of 
above. 

Dead brother's 
son. 

"In duty bound, your undersigned will ever pray. 
Petition of William C. Thompson et al. 

"August l s t J ^ ^ 4 i £ k a ' L T ' -
By DAVID A. HOMER, Attorney." 

M. F. REMARKS. AGE. 

Oi 

52 

20 

19 

14 

20 

24 

28 

4 

4 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

(Husband.) 

No. NAMES. 

1 William C, Thompson 
2 Sarah S. Thompson 
3 Arthur M. Thompson 
4 William C. Thompson, J r . 
5 William R. Thompson 
6 Terry Thompson 
7 Marry M. Thompson McNee 
8 William T. McNee 
9 Harold G. McNee 

10 Sarah T. Stubblefleld 

"This is to certify that the above names were enrolled on 
a legal roll of citizenship of the Choctaw Nation. 

"This 6th day of January, 1897, Board of Revisory 
of the Choctaw Nation, A. R. DURANT, 
(SEAL.) "Chairman of Revisory Board." 

"This is to certify that the above is a true and cor­
rect copy of the proceedings of the Revisory Board, 
and that A. R. Durant is the fully and legally ap­
pointed Chairman of the same. 

"Witness my hand and seal of the Choctaw Na­
tion, this 6th day of January, 1897. 

"SOLOMON J. HOMER, National Secretary." 

By the endorsements contained thereon it is shown that 
these people were duly enrolled on the rolls of 1896; the act­
ual enrollment of names being made on January 6, 1897, 
which followed. 

First. The accepting of the application by the Council, 
on August 1, 1896. 
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Second. The reference of the application to the Commit­
tee of the Choctaw Council on October 8, 181)6. 

Third. The action of the Commission of the Choctaw 
Council on October 8, 1896, in enrolling the descendants of 
Margaret McCoy Thompson, and the issuance of a notice to 
them to appear personally before the Commission. 

Fourth. Their actual enrollment on January 6, 1896. 
The attorneys of record for the Choctaw Nation, both be­

fore the Dawes Commission and before the United States 
Court and in the Interior Department, at that time were 
Sirs Stuart, Gordon, & Hailey, of South McAlester, In­
dian Territory. 

About May 18, 1807, the applicant wrote to said 
attorneys, asking them what had been done by the 
Dawes Commission with his case, if they knew, and he men­
tioned not only his case, but the cases of all the members of 
his family, descended from the common ancestor. The 
reply of said attorneys was as follows:— 

EXHIBIT "C." 

Chas. P>. Stuart, J . H. Gordon, W. E. Hailey, 
STUART, GORDBN & HALEY, Att'ys at Lair., 

South McAlester, I. T., May 3, 1897. 
WILLIAM C. THOMPSON, ESQ. 

Harlow, I. T. 
DEAR SIR :—Replying to your letter of recent date, we beg 

to say that our record shows that you were admitted as a 
citizen of the Choctaw Nation and that your case has not 
been appealed. 

STUART, GOEDEN & HAILEY, Attorneys." 

The Dawes Commission state that action denying Thomp­
son's petition for enrollment, filed before them, was taken on 
December 3, 1896, and t int no appeal was filed therefrom. 
The above-quoted letter of Stuart, Godron & Hailey in-
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formed them, in May, 1897, five months after the pretended 
rejection, that they had been enrolled by the Dawes Com­
mission, and on the other hand it is not shown that service 
of notice of the rejection was ever made upon Thompson, or 
on any of the claimants, but each member of his family deny 
any such action. The letter of Stuart, Gordon & Hailey not 
only indicates no such notice, but on the contrary shows that 
in fact the Dawes Commission had enrolled them, and that 
they, as attorneys for the Nation, had taken no appeal from 
such action. 

I t is further shown by the evidence of Thompson and the 
other members of his family that they had no knowledge of 
this pretended rejection of their application, made to the 
Dawes Commission, from any source whatever until long 
after the time for appeal had expired, and that they relied 
upon the action of the Commission and Revisory Board, ap­
pointed by the Choctaw Nation, and upon the information 
contained in the letter of Stuart, Gordon & Hailey, but 
upon hearing of said rejection through friends, in an acci­
dental manner, they immediately took steps, by appearing 
before the Dawes Commission with relation thereto, and 
after the passage of the additional legislation authorizing 
the identification of Mississippi Choctaws they appeared be­
fore the Commission at Canadian, on December 15, 1899, and 
subsequently at other points, continuing to assert their 
rights at all times and in all ways possible, and in no way 
neglecting an opportunity to avail themselves of the privi­
lege of presenting their cases to the proper authorities. 

We submit this statement of facts with relation to Wil­
liam C. Thompson because it is a substantial statement of 
that of all, or nearly all, of these applicants. Some of them 
were not born in the Indian Territory, but all claim rights 
—through the same common ancestors. All were residents 
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nation in 1896. A portion 
of the same family not included in this case have been en-
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rolled by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and a 
statement of facts made as to each individual applicant is 
not necessary, as the same questions of law are involved in 
all these various applications. 

ARGUMENT. 

TRIBAL M E M B E R S H I P . 

The first question for consideration in this case is the 
construction of that portion of the Act of June 10, 1896. 
which is heretofore quoted. That Act provided two methods 
for enrolling a citizen in this Nation; one was by applica­
tion to the DaAves Commission within three months and a 
decision by the Commission within six months from the date 
of the passage of the Act; the other method provided for an 
application to the "legally constituted Court or Committee, 
designated by the several Tribes." 

Prior to the passage of this Act, for a period of .over fifty 
years the National Government of the Choctaw Nation had 
been recognized, and we had extended to its authorities the 
right to designate who were and who were not entitled to 
citizenship in the Tribe or Nation. Their methods of pro­
cedure had frequently been subjected to criticism, but they 
held that right as a matter of law and they exercised it with­
out limitation or supervision in all kinds and character of 
cases, even to the right of admission where there was no 
trace of Indian blood. 

The Government of each of the Five Civilized Tribes oc­
cupied a legal status or position much stronger than that 
of Indian Tribes holding only the Indian title, or possession 
under Treaty right or executive order, but the tribal laws 
and customs even of such people have been generally recog­
nized by the authorities and in the absence of Congressional 
or Departmental sanction. 
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"From the organization of the Government to the 
present time, the various Indian Tribes of the 
United States have been treated as free and indepen­
dent within their respective territories, governed by 
their tribal laws and customs in all matters pertain­
ing to their internal affairs, such as contracts and 
the manner of their enforcement, marriage, descents, 
and the punishment for crime committed against 
each other." (Sah Quah, 31 Fed. Rep., 329.) 

"They (Indian Tribes) were, and always have 
been, regarded as having a semi-independent posi­
tion, where they preserved their tribal relations, not 
as States, not as Nations, not as possessed of the full 
attributes of sovereignty, but as a seperate people, 
with the power of regulating their internal and so­
cial relations, and thus far not brought under the 
laws of the Union or of the States within Avhose 
limits they reside." (U. S, vs. Kagama, 118 U. S. 
375.) 

"An Indian Tribe within the State, recognized as 
such by the United States Government, is to be con­
sidered as a separate community or people, capable 
of managing its own affairs, including the domestic 
relations, and those persons belonging to the Tribe 
who are recognized by the customs and laws as mar­
ried persons, must be so treated by the courts, and 
the children of such marriages can not be regarded 
as illegitimate." (Earl vs. Godley, 44 N. W. Rep., 
254.) 

"By the agreement confirmed in this Act (March 
2, 1889), these Nations gave up a large amount of 
territory and the rights conferred upon the Nation 
or upon individuals were the consideration thereof. 
The persons entitled to such rights are the persons 
who at the time of the agreement constituted the 
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Sioux Nation, and were lawful members thereof. 
"The question, therefore, whether any particular 

person is or is not an Indian within the meaning of 
this agreement, is to be determined, in my opinion, 
not by the common law but by the law and usages of 
the Tribes." (20 Opinions Att'y-Gen'l, 711.) 

In the often referred to case of Jones vs. Mehan 
(175 IT. S., page 1), it was held by the Court that the 
laws of descent applicable to an Indian Tribe were 
those of the Tribe and that such rule to be applied 
"was controlled by the laws, usages, and customs of 
the Tribe, and not by the laws of the State of Minne­
sota, nor by any action of the Secretary of the In­
terior." 

The status and legal position of the Five Civilized Tribes 
in the Indian Territory are fully referred to in the case of 
Stephens vs. the Cherokee Nation, 174, U. S. 

And it was in said case held that portions of the Curtis 
Act granting authority to the Dawes Commission to make 
rolls of the Nation was constitutional. 

The authority to admit to citizenship was within the jur­
isdiction of the Choctaw Council, and wras not taken from it 
by any legislation until the passage of the Curtis Act of 
June 28, 1898. This power was directly recognized by Con­
gress in the Act of June 10, 1896, and if any doubt had here­
tofore existed as to this power of the Tribe, this Act forever 
set it at rest, for the Dawes Commission was instructed by 
the terms of that Act to give due force and effect to the 
"rolls, usages, and customs of each of said Nations and 
Tribes," and to "add thereto (meaning the rolls) the names 
of citizens whose rights may be conferred under this Act" 
(meaning citizens similar to claimants). I t had for 
many years been not only the usage and custom of the Choc­
taw Nation, but the Council was directed by its General and 
Specific Legislation to enroll all Choctaw Indians by blood, 
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coming from their old homes in Mississippi, who would actu­
ally remove to the Indian Territory and take up their domi­
cile with the Nation in that country. To such an extent was 
this true that the Choctaw Nation had memorialized the Con­
gress of the United States, asking assistance for the removal 
of their brethren. And the Choctaw law, its "usages, and its 
customs," specifically provided for the enrollment of these 
people and of their descendants, where good faith was shown 
and residence proven. 

The Act of June 10, 1896, both directly and inferentially 
recognized that right in the Nation, and provided three class­
es of persons who might apply to the National authorities 
for enrollment: 

First. Those who had been denied. 
Second. "Or not acted upon." 
Third. "Or any citizen who may within three months from 

and after the passage of such Act DESIRE such citizenship." 
To whom did Congress refer? Clearly, to parties not on 

the rolls, dividing them into three classes. First, those de­
nied; second, those with petitions before the Council, not 
acted upon; and third, those who within three months 
might "desire" such citizenship. 

By fair construction, this was an invitation to those who 
were outside the Nation to come in within the three months, 
as well as a notice to those already within the Territory to 
take steps to protect their recognized rights. 

These applicants were given the privilege of applying both 
to the Dawes Commission and to the authorities of the 
Choctaw Nation; they took advantage of both privileges and 
did so in due time. 

LIMITATION OF TIME. 

The only limitation of time in the Act of June 10, 1896, 
relative to applications for citizenship, and action thereon. 
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is Upon the action of the Dawes Commission, and the filing 
of applications with it. The Act says: 

"Provided, however, That such applications shall 
be made to such Commissioners within three months 
after the passage of this Act, The said Commission 
shall decide all such applications within ninety days 
after the same shall be made," 

Thompson made application to the Commission under this 
Act in the month of July, 1-896, within the time prescribed. 
The Commission, however, did not pass upon this applica­
tion until long after the time prescribed by law, and has 
never, to this day, notified him of their action. I t will not 
be contended that because they failed to comply with this 
directory statute they lost jurisdiction. 

On August 1, Thompson made application to the tribal 
authorities, under the second provision of this Act, He wa^ 
within two of the classes mentioned, namely, his former ap­
plication, filed in 1879, had not been acted upon, and he de­
sired citizenship within three months. This statement of 
time can not be considered to be a limitation within which 
the application was to have been filed, but if it had been sub­
jected to such violent construction he must still have been 
conceded within the limit. But the law proceeds, "and such 
Court and Committee shall determine such application with-
in thirty days from the date thereof."' There was at this 
time no "Court or Committee" of the Choctaw Nation creat­
ed under the Act of June 10, 1896. There was no Tribunal 
before which this application could be placed, other than the 
Council. But on September 10, 1896, the Choctaw Council 
by Act created a special Commission to enroll all recognized 
citizens of the Choctaw Nation- The wording of the Act was 
m follows: 

"Be it enacted by the General Council of the Choc­
taw Nation assembled, that a committee of three 
citizens by blood of the Choctaw Nation in each 
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country, and three in the Chickasaw Nation, shall 
be appointed by the principal chief immediately after 
the passage of this Act, 

"The Commission as appointed under this Act, 
shall proceed at once to enroll all recognized citizens 
of the Choctaw Nation by blood, intermarriage and 
adoption who are recognized as citizens of the Choc­
taw Nation under the treaties, constitution, and 
laws of said Nation, and said Commission shall 
make a separate roll of all intermarried citizens and 
of all freedmen appearing for enrollment. Each 
member of said Commission shall be able to read and 
write, and shall, before he enters upon the duties of 
the office, take oath of office prescribed in the Consti­
tution of the Choctaw Nation in the same manner as 
Judges of Election." 

This Act, creating the Commission, does not follow the 
language of the Act of Congress of June 10, 1896, but it is 
evidently the intention to create the "Committee" referred 
to in that Act. This application of Thompson's must be con­
sidered as dating from the time when it first came into the 
hands of this Committee or Commission. I t was referred to 
them upon the 8th day of October, 1896, and upon the same 
day the applicants were formally admitted to citizenship. 

But it appears to us that this question of limitation is not 
important. If the directory statute relating to the Dawes 
Commission could be disregarded, and that Commission re­
tain its power under the law, then the directory statute re­
lating to the Choctaw Commission could have been disre­
garded and that body retain its power. I t did not receive 
Thompson's application until October 8; it acted immediate­
ly. I t was not created until September 10, yet within thirty 
days following this date it enrolled Thompson upon his ap­
plication. 

I t could not be held that the National authorities were 
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limited in time by the words of the Act, any more than the 
Dawes Commission was limited in making its decision upon 
the.application, or in making its final rolls of citizenship, 
for submission to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Both 
limitations were placed in the Act because Congress sought 
to remedy the delay caused by the failure of both the Dawes 
Commission and the authorities of the Choctaw Nation ta 
act promptly. These limitations were placed there for the 
purpose of protecting the rights of citizens—not for the 
purpose of working a forfeiture. 

The judgment rendered by the Commission required the 
personal appearance of the parties for enrollment. They 
complied with this requirement as soon as notice reached 
them, and as soon as the Committee met so that they could 
appear. 

What was lacking in this enrollment to make it complete ? 

AUTHORITY UNDER CHOCTAW ACT. 

In the decision of this case below it is stated, "I t will be 
observed that this Act does not empower the Commission to 
pass upon applications for admission to citizenship." We 
may well stop here and ask what it does empower them to 
do ? The rolls were in the hands of the Secretary; the power 
"to enroll" meant, if it meant anything, the adding of names 
of other parties to the rolls. Neither the Council nor the 
Commission, interpreted the duties to be that of making cop­
ies of existing rolls. A stenographer could have done this 
without legislative enactment, and if that had been the in­
tention no "Commission" would have been necessary. 

This Commission of the Choctaw Nation was authorized 
"to enroll" all recognized citizens of that Nation by blood, 
intermarriage, or adoption, who are recognized as citizens 
of the Choctaw Nation under the treaties, constitution, and 
laws of said Nation. 
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It is evident that the intention of the Choctaw Council 
was to delegate to this Commission the power to enroll, 
held by it under the ancient "laws, usages, and customs" of 
the Nation as well as to create the "Court or Committee" 
provided for under the Act of Congress, June 10, 1896. Im­
mediately upon the passage of the Act it referred to this 
Commission, the applications of Thompson and his family. 
One of them had been in their hands since 1879; the others 
were filed with the Council on August 1. Had the Council 
not intended the Commission to act upon these applications 
it would not have referred them to it. Their reference shows 
the intention of the Act to have been the creating of the 
"Court or Committee" named in the Act of Congress of 
June 10, 1890. The only reasonable construction of this Act 
which would render it effective and which was clearly the in­
tent of the legislators was to place upon the rolls the names 
of those parties who by blood, intermarriage, or adoption 
were generally recognized as citizens of the Nation, entitled 
1 o be upon the roll, but who for any reason had not been en­
rolled. 

By blood was meant those who were of Choctaw Indian 
blood residing in that Nation. 

By adoption, those who had been adopted and whose chil­
dren had not been enrolled by reason of subsequent birth. 

By intermarriage, those who had married in accordance 
with Choctaw laws. 

This Commission in the exercise of its authority as con­
ferred had final jurisdiction; it comprised a "Court or Com­
mittee," exactly in accordance wirh the Act of Congress. 
The Choctaw National Council conferred upon them the 
authority which it had to examine witnesses, take testimony, 
and admit citizens. When they ordered the enrollment of 
Margaret McCoy Thompson and her descendants, that action 
was final. 

They were not adopted citizens, but were citizens by blood. 
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But in event they had possessed no Choctaw blood whatever., 
under the decision of the Courts and the practice of the De­
partment of the Interior, their adoption by the National 
Council would have been recognized and sanctioned. 

On February 18, 1904, the Assistant Attorney-General 
for the Department of the Interior, rendered an opinion ap­
proved by the Honorable Secretary of the Interior with refer­
ence to the legal status of persons who had been adopted by 
the Choctaw National Council, and referring to the Act of 
July 1, 1902, holds with relation to the authority of the-Na-
tional Council as follows: 

"The Act of July 1,1902, does not give the citizen­
ship Court jurisdiction to overrule the judgments of 
the tribal courts, nor is that power given to the Com­
mission or to the Department except when facts are 
shown impeaching the integrity of the Court ren­
dering the judgment, so that the judgment was 
fraudulent. 

"The General Council of the Choctaw Nation had, 
subject to the control of Congress, plenary power to 
admit persons to citizenship in the Nation (referring 
to the time prior to the passage of the Act therein­
before referred to)." 

In the proceedings before the Dawes Commission, what 
force and consideration has been given to either the laws, 
"usages, or customs" of these people? What attempt to en­
force in spirit the treaties with the Choctaw Nation, made 
prior to the date of the passage of the Act of June 10, 189G? 

What reference is made to Choctaw conditions in Missis­
sippi from 1834 to 1844? Were the instructions of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs with relation to the migra­
tion of these people considered? Were the circumstances 
set forth under which they were induced to move West ? 
These were the causes which brought about the deplorable 
conditions in the Choctaw Nation which Congress desired to 
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remedy. These causes had placed in that country a large 
number of persons, Choctaws by blood, Choctaws by common 
recognition among their kindred, Choctaws by occupation 
and residence in the Nation who were not upon the tribal 
roll and the duty devolved upon the Government to protect 
and permit them to protect their recognized rights, 

NO APPEAL TAKEN. 

The Act of June 10, 1896, also provided "that if 
the Tribe or any persons be aggrieved with the de­
cisions of the Tribal Authorities, or of the Commis­
sion provided for in this Act, it or he may appeal 
from such decisions to the United States District 
Court." 

In this portion of the Act it was again recognized that the 
Tribal authorities had the right to enroll. The facts show 
that they had so enrolled. I t is further shown as a matter of 
fact, that neither the Choctaw Nation nor any persons in its 
behalf sought to appeal from this decision enrolling these 
petitioners. They had notice of their own acts. The enroll­
ment was public and was made of record. No protest was 
ever filed by the Choctaw authorities against this enrollment. 
On the contrary certificates of enrollment were issued to 
each of these applicants under the seal of the Choctaw Na­
tion, which were calculated to, and did, prevent any further 
action on the part of these parties with relation to the ap­
plications filed before the Dawes Commission, until long 
after the legal time for filing an appeal from any rejection 
had passed. They lost no rights, for with the characteristic 
good faith of the man who knows he is right, they immedi­
ately upon hearing of the adverse action, again offered them­
selves for examination by the officers of the Government, 
whose duty it was, and is, to protect their interests. 

There has never been any attempt at evasion, concalment, 
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or mis-representation by these applicants, and there has 
nver been a charge made of illegal practice therein. 

Who questioned this enrollment? Did the Nation or any 

party in interest? 
Has it ever been alleged that there was any fraud in con­

nection with the enrollment of these parties? Where is the 
sole and plenary authority of the Dawes Commission to su­
pervise this action and to declare illegal, unconstitutional, or 
void, any enactment of the Choctaw Council in the absence 
of fraud? Under subsequent acts they may have the right to 
strike from the rolls those names placed thereon by reason of 
fraud or wrong, the right to investigate individual cases, but 
there has never been any allegation or statement either on 
the witness' stand or in a-decision that there was any fraud 
or wrong in these applications, and the decision of the Dawes 
Commission nullifies the Act of Congress of June 10, 1890, 
overrides the action of the Choctaw Council and is an asser­
tion of authority, the right to which exists only in the Court 
and which was never delegated by the Congress of the United 
States to any but a Judicial body. 

If that part of the Statutes which provides for the authori­
ty of the Commission created by the Choctaw Council is void, 
then that other portion authorizing the Dawes Commission 
to proceed is also void. We realize that such a claim in 
words has not been made, but it has by act. They have con­
strued this Act to mean that the Commission of the Choctaw 
Nation contemplated by Congress, must have been created 
and must have received the applications within three months 
from the passage of the Act. This, however, is not the letter 
nor is it the spirit of the Act. The Choctaw Nation had the 
power to create a Commission at any time prior to the pas­
sage of this Act, or at any time subsequent thereto, without 
Congressional action, and it was by this Act given in addi­
tion a special power to act in connection and conjunction 
with the Dawes Commission in assisting in and expediting 

the general enrollments which it was proposed by Congress 
to secure as a preliminary measure to other legislation soon 
to follow. This is a reasonable interpretation and one which 
i.s just and proper, in view of the well-known desire to pre­
serve the rights of all admitted Choctaw citizens. 

It may be fair to remark that the Revisory Board found 
that one of their members, subsequent to the action in the 
Thompson case, went to Taris, Tex., and enrolled a number 
of people who were not entitled to enrollment, but this ac­
tion was questioned by the parties themselves. They pro­
tested that those names of non-residents were wrongfully 
placed on that roll. But that is another and different propo­
sition entirely, and does not apply to this case and is no 
part of it. 

This mistake or wrong does not, however, invalidate in any 
manner the action of the Commission where no fraud or 
even irregularity is alleged by any member thereof, and 
where the rolls and the testimony of a member of the Com­
mission prove conclusively the regularity and authenticity of 
the enrollment. 

I t is but fair to state that the Dawes Commission probably 

construed the statute strictly, in order to cut out a number 

of fraudulent claims for citizenship; but this policy should 

not have operated against bona fide citizens of the Tribe, 

and it is not now the duty of the reviewing officers to con­

tinue such constructions, after the fraudulent claims have 

been eliminated. Regularly admitted members of the Tribe 

against whom no charges of fraud have ever been made, 

should be recognized. Under the law sanctioned by the 

''usages and customs" of the Tribe, and approved by Act of 

Congress, these claimants were, in fact, citizens of the Choc­

taw Nation at the time of the passage of this Act, and they 

were so adjudged by the National authorities. 
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VESTED EIGHTS. 

The Choctaw and Chickasaw Nation are estopped from 
denying the legality of this enrollment; they can not be 
heard to plead in the year 1904 that the legal action of their 
directly authorized authority in 1896 or 1897 was illegal. 

These people were in the Territory in response to the oft-
repeated and widely-circulated invitation of the Choctaw 
Nation, to Choctaws, to come and live with them and share 
in the Tribal benefits. They had been publicly recognized as 
citizens. They had been duly enrolled by the tribal authori­
ties. No appeal from this enrollment had been taken. They 
had applied to the Dawes Commission, and, through the at­
torneys for the Nation, had been notified that they had been, 
by said Commission, admitted as citizens of said Nation, and 
no appeal taken from this action. Relying upon their well-
known rights and their formal enrollment, above stated, they 
bought, and made extensive improvements upon, the lands 
occupied by them. They have ever since, at great expense 
and trouble, and without opposition from the Nation or the 
United States Government, held possession of these lands, 
through all the vicissitudes of Congressional, Departmental, 
and Court action, at all times publicly proclaiming their 
rights as Choctaw citizens, and their possession of lands in 
said Nation. 

If being a blood member of an Indian Tribe, born upon 
its reservation, placed upon its rolls by its tribal authorities, 
publicly and openly recognized by its citizens, occupying for 
years—with permanent and valuable improvements, with­
out interference by Government or tribal authorities—tribal 
lands, does not invest an Indian with all tribal rights, then 
an Indian can have no vested rights. 

If long-continued public recognition by the tribal authori­
ties, election to tribal office, acceptance of the benefits of 
services as such officer, recognition of permits to non-citizens 
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issued by him, enrollment by the tribal Council, permission 
to hold continuous possession of tribal lands and place 
thereon valuable and permanent improvements, does not 
estop a Tribe from denying membership, then Indian Tribes 
are not governed by the law of estopel. 

If Congressional and Departmental recognition of the 
laws and customs of an Indian Tribe under which a citizen 
has been enrolled, receipt by the proper officer of the Govern­
ment of his application, asking that they "add" his name to 
the final rolls of said Tribe, as provided by said law, failure 
on the part of said officer to act upon such application until 
months after the expiration of the time limited by law, no­
tice to said citizen by the attorneys for the Indian Tribe, who 
are recognized by these Government authorities, by the In­
terior Department and the Courts, as representatives and 
agents of the Tribe, stating that he has been finally enrolled, 
failure of said authorities to notify him of any adverse ac­
tion until long after his right to appeal has expired, does 
not bind the Government to protect his vested rights, then 
the Government is not moved by the same principles of 
equity and justice which it requires its citizens to observe. 

The Dawes Commission having failed to notify these pe­
titioners of the pretended action of that Board taken on 
December 3, 1896, rejecting their applications and the at­
torneys who appeared for said Nation before said Commis­
sion, and were recognized by it as the agents for said Nation 
before said Commission, having notified these applicants 
that they had been duly enrolled and no appeal taken by the 
Nation, and these parties having by reason of these things 
failed to take an appeal from the rejection of the Dawes 
Commission, we insist that under the law they are entitled 
here and now to invoke the supervisory authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior to the end that a palpable wrong 
may be corrected and manifest justice be done. 

The Secretary of the Interior at all times has had and 
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now has the supervisory authority over Indian affairs* It is 
his duty to see that any parties properly entitled are enrolled 
upon the Choctaw and Chickasaw rolls, just as much as it is 
his duty to see that any person not entitled is stricken there-
from. This authority does not require a special Act of Con­
gress to render it operative, but if it did. such author­
ity is found in the numerous Acts providing that his ap­
proval of the rolls shall be required before they shall become 
final. The applicants in this case appeal to that authority 
for protection of vested rights in land and absolute right of 
citizenship accrueing to them under the Act of Congress 
hereinbefore cited, and under the Laws of the Choctaw Na­
tion hereinbefore set forth. 

We do not care to cumber the record with the questions at 
issue as to the validity of their rights as Mississippi Choc-
taws. We believe it to be a fact that if an applicant applied 
to Colonel Ward, and by reason of Ward's negligence or mis­
take was not alloted land, that he did not by such act lose his 
right to be enrolled, but these applicants have a superior 
right to any acquired under this treaty, and upon this 
right the case should be adjudicated. 

And for these reasons the matter is respectfully sub­
mitted. 

CHESTER HOWE, 

Attorney for Applicant*. 
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V 

J . W. H. 
LBS yjr. 

BKPA/STMBHT OF THB INTEHtOR, 

I . T.I). 3622-1904. 

Washington, Apr i l 5 , , 1905 . 

Commission to the Five C i v i l i s e d T r i b e s , 

Musko^e e , I n d i a n T e r r i t o r y . 

Gentlemen: 

Apr i l 1 3 , 1904, you t r a n s m i t t e d t h e record in the 

c o n s o l i d a t e d Choctaw case of Will iam C. Thompson e t a l . Con­

ce rn ing the a p p l i c a n t s included t h e r e i n under t i t l e K« C. R. 

341 , t e e depar tmenta l l e t t e r of &aroh 24, 1905. 

Herein w i l l be cons idered , both as t o the r i g h t to be 

i d e n t i f i e d as M i s s i s s i p p i Choctaws m& to be en ro l l ed as Choc-

taws by blood or i n t e r m a r r i a g e , the a p p l i c a t i o n s of the foil 

lng persons inc luded in said conso l ida ted c a s e , v i a : 

Mary I . O'quinn e t a l * , (?#.C.fi.7124) 
Rufus 0 . Thompson e t a l . . (M.C.H.531) 

t t i e Halloway e t a l . , (M.C.R.468). 

Under t i t l e !t.r.,R.7124 wi l l be cons idered the claim 

of nr&, O'quinn fo r h e r s e l f and c h i l d r e n as Choctaws by b lood , 

and the claim of her husband, Thomas J . O'quinn as a c i t i z e n by 

I n t e r m a r r i a g e . 

I t appears t h a t Mrs. O'Quinn claims to be a one-

s i x t e e n t h blood Choctaw, and t h a t she was born about 1854 in 

Texas , where she continued to r e s i d e u n t i l about the year 189^. 

when she removed to the Choctaw-Chiokasaw count ry . She was 

mar r ied March 22, 1871 , to the sa id Thomas J . O'Quinn, p r i o r to 
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her removal to the Territory, It thus appears that her resi­

dence in the state of Texas continued for ahout 37 years 

during which time she married and "brought up her family there. 

So far as the record reveals he-* property interests, if any, 

related exclusively to the state of Texas, and during her resi­

dence there she was in no way identified, in person or property, 

with the Choctaw Nation, nor did she make any effort to retain 

her Choctaw ri^ita, if any, therein, or to establish or main­

tain citizenship in said nation, during such period. 

It further appears that Mrs. 0' Quinn is the daughter 

of John T. Thompson, deceased, an alleged one-fourth hlood 

Choctaw, by Mary Jane Ksrr, a white woman. It is further 

claimed that John T. Thompson was the son of Archihald Thomson, 

and that the latter was the son of Henry Thompson, a whlt« man. 

hy a full hlood Choctaw woman named Margaret McCoy. It is here 

noted that the Archibald Thompson referred to was the uncle 

of the said William C. Thompson, and that Henry and Margaret 

Thompson were his grandparents. The testimony and affidavits 

submittedrelative to these ancestors tend, in a degree, to 

show that certain of them attempted to comply with article 14 e* 

the treaty of September 27, 1830. This testimony, however, 

is insufficient to warrant the conclusion that such an attempt 

was made, particularly in view of the fact that the records of 

the Irdian Office fail to furnish any Information corroborative 

of such attempted compliance. The identification of the ap$li-
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cants by reason of the i r descent from said ancestors was 

therefore properly denied. 

I t seems that the fa ther of the -principal applicant 

resided in Miss iss ippi , and i t i s s tated by one witness that he 

n^yer l ived in the Indian Ter r i to ry . In fac t , the evidence 

u t t e r l y f a l l s to show that any one of the ancestors of these 

applicants ever removed, within a reasonable time af te r the 

t r e a t y of 1830, to the Choctaw Nation and ident i f ied himself, 

p o l i t i c a l l y or otherwise, v im i t s people* This finding of 

facts being cor rec t , i t follows that Mrs, O1 Q,uinn was born 

outside of the Choctaw Nation, and to non-ci t izens thereof. 

Under the circumstances, in order to acquire the s t a tus of a 

Choctaw c i t i z en i t was incumbent upon her to be admitted or re ­

admitted to Choctaw c i t i zensh ip . That she i as been so admitted 

or readmitted does not appear from, the record, nor i s i t so 

a l leged. Accordingly, although her name i s borne upon the t r i b ­

al r o l l , as well as the names of her husband and chi ldren, alltf 

of whom now reside therein, such enrollment was not a lawful 

one. Their names should therefore be eliminated from the tribfc 

r o l l s of the Choctaw Nation. 

T i t l e 581 includes the appl icat ion of Rufus 0, Thomp­

son, for himself as a Choctaw by blood, and h i s *i#* Hartha 

Louisiana Thompson, as a c i t i z en by Intermarriage The pr in­

cipal applicant included under t h i s t i t l e i s a brother of the 
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said Mary 2 , 0»Quinn. He was born in Texas and resided there 

u n t i l about the ;year 1891, when he removed to the Indian Ter r i ­

tory . His name and that of h i s wife appear upon the 1896 cen­

sus ro l l of the Choctaw Nation, placed thereon by the revisory 

committee in January of 1897. Like his s i s t e r , he was born 

outside of the Choctaw Nation and to non-c i t izens . k& he has 

never been admitted or readmitted to the c i t i zensh ip of said 

nation h i s enrollment should now be refused. The same reasons 

for the re jec t ion of Mrs. O'Quinn's applicat ion for iden t i f i ca ­

tion as ft Mississippi Choctaw govern in the Rufus 0. Thompson 

case, they having common ancestry. With h i s claim must f a l l tte 

claim of h i s wife for enrollment as a c i t i zen by intermarriage. 

T i t l e 458 includes the appl icat ion of Mattie Halloway 

for thelmnollaent of herse l f and her chi ldren, based upon thei 

alleged Choctaw blood. The pr incipal applicant under t h i s 

t i t l e i s the daughter of the said Mary l« O'Quinn. Inasmuch 

as the l a t t e r i s not e n t i t l e d to iden t i f i ca t ion as a Mississippi 

Choctaw or to enrollment as a c i t i zen by blood, i t follows that 

the appl icat ion of Mattle Hdloway must also be denied, unless 

she has been admitted or readmitted to c i t izenship in the 

Choctaw Nation. Of such admission or readmission the record 

contains no evidence. With the claim of Mrs. Holloway must 

f a l l the claimscf h.er minor chi ldren. 

In your decision of March 5, 190*, you held that none 

of these appl icants i s en t i t l ed to iden t i f i ca t ion as a ^ i s s i s a -
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ippi Choctaw or to enrollment as a citizen by "blood or inter­

marriage of the Choctaw Hatlon. 

In a report rendered April 30, 1904, the Indian Of­

fice recommended that your action be approved. 

The Department concurs in this recommendation; ac­

cordingly, your decision adverse to the applicants is hereby 

affirmed. 

Kespect fully, 

Thcc* Ryan. 

Acting Secretary. 



he was vora and raised in J&c&son county, Miss iss ippi , and that 

the rea f te r he removed to the Chickasaw Ration where, apparent­

l y , he resided for a few years* Ris mother of the pr incipal 

appl icant , Ailsey Morris, i s a white woman. The father of the 

said Jeremiah Jones was Woody Jones, S r . t and the l a t t e r was a 

son of Jim Jones. I t i s here noted that the said Woody Jones, 

S r . , was the grandfather of ^iriburn Jones, r e l a t i v e to whom see 

departmental decision of reeent date in the case of ^inburn 

Jones e t al •, (1 • 0,1.310). 

I t does not appear that the name of Wil l i s* f»tarr 

Jones e?r the name of h i s wife or the names of any of the minor 

applicants herein are borne upon the roll® of the Choctaw Na­

t ion , The testimony submitted tends to show, in a measure, 

tha t cer ta in of the alleged ancestors of William Btarr Jones 

attempted to comply with a r t i c l e 14 of Hit t r ea ty of September 

I f l 1830, This testimony of i t s e l f i s Insuff ic ient to warrant 

the conclusion t ha t such an attempt ac tual ly was rmde, and in 

vi#« Of the fact that the records of the Indian Office furnish 

no information corroborative of the alls^asjr attempt, i t la 

considered that the iden t i f i ca t ion of these applicants was 

properly denied. 

As none of the i r names appear upon the t r i b a l r o l l s 

of the Choctaw Ration, and for the further reason that the 

pr inc ipa l applicant was born outside of the Choctaw Nation, 

to persons Who were apparently non-ci t izens thereof, i t Is 



considered that ne i ther he nor h i s children are Jus t ly en t i t l ed 

to enrollment as Choctaws by blood, nor h i s wife to enrollment 

as a c i t i zen by intermarr iage. 

In your decision of March 5, 1904, you ruled adverse­

ly to the applicants here in . 

In a report rendered April 30 t 1904f the Indian. Office 

recommended tha t your action he approved. 

Concurring in said recommendation, your decision i s 

hereby affirmed. 

Respectfully, 

Thee. Byan, 

Acting Secretary. 
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COMMISSIONERS 

f AMS BIXBY, 

THOMAS B. NEEDLES, 

C. R. BRECKINRIDGE. 

WM, O. BEALL, 
Secretary. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

REFER IN REPLY TO THE FOLLOWING: 

1L..C....B .45B., 5.81.. 
583.J..7124. 

ADDRESS ONLY THE 
COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. Muskogee, Indian Territory, April 19, 1905. 

Mansfield, McKurray & Cornish, 

Attorneys for Choctav/ and Chickasaw nations, 

South McAlester, Indian Territory, 

Gentlemen: 

You are hereby advised that on April 5, 1905, the Sec­

retary of the Interior affirmed the decision of this Commission 

of March 5, 1904, refusing to identify Mattie Holloway, Ivy Bolen-

siefen, Jessie Holloway, Willi• Holloway, Hallie Hazle Holloway, 

Rufus 0. Thompson, Martha Louisiarma Thompson, Villi Ml Starr Jones, 

Susan Jones, Jettie May Jones, Ailsey Jones, Florence Jones, Mary 

B« O'Quin, James Salter O'Quin, Dora E. O'quin, Thomas M. 0*quin 

and Ora May 0»Quin as Mississippi Choctaws, and also held that all 

of said persons v/ere not entitled to enrollment as citizens of the 

Choctaw Hation, 

For your information there are inclosed you herewith 

copies of Departmental letters of April 5, 1905. 

Respectfully, 

Stoc. M.M.C.-19-1 Chairman 
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Land , (COPY), 
25846 -1904 . 

mBAxmxm OF THI IITIRIOR, 
OFFICE Ov ISDIAN AFFAIRS, 

WASHINGTON, April 29, 1904. 

The honorable, 

The Secretary of tfre Interior. 

Sir: 

There is enclosed herewith a report from the Commlsaion da tad April 

13, 1904, transmitting the record in the consolidated Mississippi Choc­

taw case of William C. Thompson et al., applicants for identification. 

William 0. Thompson applied for the identification of himself and Sarah 

Thompson, his wife, and W. R, Thompson, his nephew, and Sarah T. Stub-

fclefield, his grand-neice. Tersa Thompson Stubhlefield applied for the 

identification of herself and her five minor children, Dora, Rosa, 

Johnnie, Bertha and Horace Stuhblafield. Minnie L Wright applied for 

the identification of herself and her child Grandville Wright. Mary K. 

Vetfeese applied for the identification of herself and her child Her old 

Graham Moffeese. Arthur If. Thompson applied for the identification of 

himself, and William C. Thompson Jr., applied for the identification 

of himself. Mattie Holloway applied for the identification of herself 

and her minor children, Iva Bolen'aiefen, Jessie Holloway, Willie H. and 

Hallie Hazle Holloway. Rufus 0. Thompson applied for the identification 

of himself, and Mary Jones for the identification of herself. Winhurn 

Jones applied for the identification of himself and his seven minor 

children, Peter K», Eslie, Thomas, Maud C , Jesse H., Sallie, and Paul 

Jones. Bryant M. Jones applied for the identification of himself, his 

wife, Mfcfgit Jones, and their two children, Jessie and Frank Jones. 

William Starr Jones applied for the identification of himself and three 
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c h i l d r e n , J e t t i e May, Ai l sey and F lorence Jones . Mary 1 . O'Quin app l i ed 

fo r the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h e r s e l f and her four ch i ld ren , James Walter, 

Bora E., Thomas MM and Ora May 0»Quin. W$ 0. Thompson, J r . , app l i ed f o r 

the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wife, Maud Thompson; Hufua 0 . Thompson for the 

i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wife, Martha Louis iana Thompson, and William S t a r r 

Jones fo r t he i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wife, Susan Jones, a s i n t e r m a r r i e d 

M i s s i s s i p p i Choc taws* ? M m v | a | ^ ^ | _ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

The a p p l i c a n t s in M.O.'R. 341, William 0. Thompson, e t a l . , 

olaimed descent from. ' r e t or MargttTtt or Margaret* or Marguret t 

Thompson, nee KcfJoy, and Jim or James, or Btti or Saul Jone3, or ?Teshoba. 

The a p p l i c a n t s i n M.G.I. 456, 581 and 7124, to w i t : Ma t t i e Holloway e t 

a l . , Bufus 0 . Thompson e t a l . , and Mary E. OfQ.uin e t a l . , claimed de ­

scent from Narg*j*vt or Varguret or MargaretO or Margurat t Thompson, and 

Annie Strong, ne t Thompson, Marah Thompson, a p a r t y of M.0.R. 341, c la ims 

descent from Thomas Bs tea . Al l of the a p p l i c a n t s in :':. :. . ^17, 582, 

and 516, to w i t : Mary • "cNesse, e t a l . , Arthur It* Thompson, e t a l . , 

and William 0. Thompson, J r . , Ot a l . , claim descent from Margaret or 

Marguret or Margerete or Marguret t Thompson, nee M#0oy, *nd J i a or James, 

or Sam or Saul Jones, and Thomas 33stes. Mary Jones, K.O.R. 563, c laims 

descent from I z i l l a MatlgTIMb The a p p l i c a n t s i n M.O.Jt, ,510, and the p r i n ­

c i p a l a p p l i c a n t and two minor a p p l i c a n t s i n 557, Wihburn Jones, e t a l . , 

and yiry^nt Jones, e t a l . , claim descent from I z i l l a MaagTUMi and Jim or 

James or Sam or Saul Jones, or ¥e - sho-ha . Al l of the a p p l i c a n t s in M.0. 

R. 583, Will iam ^ t a r r Jones, e t a l . , claim r i g h t s an descendants , or mar­

r i ed to descendants or Jim or James or Sam or Saul Jones, or Ne-sho-bai 

Maggie Jones , M.H.R. 657, c la ims descen t from B. 5*. Bur a n t . 

Mention i s also made i n the record of E l i z a b e t h Mangrum and 
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John Thurston Thompson and Archibald Thompson. The record shows tha t i n 

1696, th« fo l lowing named persona applied, to the Commission for admis­

s ion to c i t i z e n s h i p In t>>e Choctaw Nation, in accordance with the p r o ­

v i s i o n s of the a c t of June 10, 1*94, to w i t : William C. Thompson, Sarah 

S. Thompson, Arthur If. Thompson, and William (J. Thompson in c i t i z e n s h i p 

case Mo. 58* William G. KcBeese, Mary M. McWeese, and Harold &. StoHees* 

in c i t i z e n s h i p case Ho. 4 1 . W. S t a r r Jones, pus&n Jonas, J e t t i e May 

Jones , Ada Jones, and Florence Jones in c i t i z e n s h i p case ISo. Sift, Bryant 

X. Jones, as an i n t e r m a r r i e d c i t i z e n , case Bo. 216. Wilburn Jones, P e t e r 

!fM E a l i e , Tom *R.f Maud &•, J e s se Hineo, and B a i l i e Jones, case Ho. 1055. 

The a p p l i c a n t s were denied admission by the Commission and no 

appeal was taken from tha t d e c i s i o n . From the test imony i t appears t h a t 

William C. Thompson, Sarah I , Thompson, Arthur •»'. Thompson, William C. 

Thompson, J r . , Mary M. Thompaon, now JvtcBeese, and Harold Ka9««M, jhi_Au^ 

gust , iftSbtt. made a p p l i c a t i o n to the Choctaw Council fo r c i t i z e n s h i p in 

the Na t ion . The a p p l i c a t i o n was r&ferr^d to the Board of Commissioners 

appointed hy the p r o v i s i o n s of an ac t of the Council of September l a , 

1696, and the persons l a s t nwiad were admit ted to c i t i z e n s h i p by t h i » 

board . 

From the record in the case i t does not appear t h a t the o r i g ­

i n a l a p p l i c a t i o n was f i l e d wi th the Choctaw Council or retfjrrvd by the 

Council to the Commission appointed by the a c t of September Id, 1696. 

Sec t ion 1 of the a c t of September 1&, lo96 f p r o v i d e s : 
M—Be i t enacted by the genera l counci l of the Chootaw l a t i a a 

asuembled, t h a t a commission of three c i t i z e n s by blv/Od of the Choctaw 
Nation in each county, and three for the Chickasaw Nation s h a l l be ap ­
po in ted by t h e P r i n c i p a l Chief, immediately zfier the passage o^ t h i s 
a c t by the Commission so appointed under t h i s a c t 

-,. 
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s h a l l proceed a t ' o n e e to e n r o l l a l l recognised c i t i z e n s " o f the Choctaw 
Nation by blood,' i n t e r m a r r i a g e and adopt ion who a r e recognized a s c i t i ­
zens of the Choctaw Nation under the t r e a t i e s , c o n s t i t u t i o n and laws of i 
said n a t i o n and sa id Commissioners • h u l l make a se. s r o l l of a l l 
i n t e r m a r r i e d c i t i z e n s and of a l l freedmen appear ing for en ro l lmen t . 
Each member of sa id Commission Shal l "be ab le to read and wr i t* and shal l ) 
befora he e n t e r s upon the d u t i e s of h i s o f f i c e ta2K:e the oa th of o f f i c e / 
p r e s c r i b e d in the c o n s t i t u t i o n of the Choctaw Nation and i n the same 
manner as j u d g e ! Of e l e c t i o n s . " I 

I t w i l l be observed t h a t t h i s a c t did not eiqpower the Coinmis-
A 

s ion to pass upon a p p l l c 3 for admission to c i t i z e n s h i p , the only ) 

power conferred upon the Committee was to " e n r o l l a l l recognized c i t i - \ 

zens of the Choctaw Nation by A i n t e r m a r r i a g e and adoption, who a r e r e ­

cognized as c i t i z e n s of the Choctaw Nation under (Hi t r e a t y , c o n s t i t u t o r 

and laws of the sa id Nat ion.H 

The Commission say In t h e i r d e c i s i o n t h a t - -

"The names of Will iam C. Thompson (as Wm.C.Thompson), Sarah S. 
Thompson (an Sarah Thompson), Sarah T. S tubb le f i e ld ( a s Bar ah Stubble-
f i e l d ) , William R. Thompson (as William Thompson), Terry Thompson Stub-
b l e f i e l d ( a s Terry Thompson), Mary V, tfe9ees* (as Mary McNesse), t Tarrold 
Mc^eese (as T?arol McKeese), Arthur M. Thompson ( a s Arthur M. Thorap con), 
William 0. Thompson (as %i. Thompson, J r . ) t Mat t i e Kolloway (as Martha 
Halloway), Ivy Solenoiefen (as Ivy Halloway), J e s s i e Holloway ( a s l e s ­
see HallowayK Rufus 0. Thompson (as Hufus 0 . Thompson), Martha L o u i s i ­
ana Thompson (as Martha iJaom^son), Wlriburn -Tonus (as Winburn Jones ) , 
P e t e r W. Jones ( a s ^ e t e r Jones ) , B e l i e Jones ( a s ^ B l i e Jon»s», .-mas 
Jones (as Thomas Jones ) , Maude C. Jones (as Maud Jones ) , J e s se H. Jones 
(as J e s s e Jones) , R a l l i e Jones (as S a l l i e Jones ) , Mary X. O'Quin ( a s 
Elza Oquinn), James Walter 0»Quin (as J a s . W. Oquinn), Bora I . O'Quin 
( a s Do si a B, Oquinn), and Or-, O'Quin (as Osia M'. Oquinn) a r e found 
upon the Choctaw Censui r o l l of 18^6, a t numbers 12521, 15121, 11815, 
12531, 12524, 9534, 9535, 12522, 12523. 61?°, 6180, 6181, 1254% 12545, 
T3T2, W 3 j ?3?4, 7373, 737d, #377, 737b, 1002b, 10030, 10031 and 10032 
r e s p e c t i v e l y , 

and t h a t they were placed thereon by a Board of Commissioners appointed 

under an a c t of the Choctaw Council, approved October 30, 1896. Under 

the law a t t h a t time, t h i s board d id not have j u r i s d i c t i o n , as 'the time 

l i m i t wi th in which a p p l i c a t i o n s fo r admission to c i t i z e n s h i p could, have 



"been u € t expired September 10, 16^6. I t ia believed therefore that 

the AM ig above quoted were on the 1,896 census r o l l without authori ty 

or law; that they should "be s t r icken therefrom, and that they are not 

"by reason of tv-;:ir ! I fealttg on said r o l l en t i t l ed to enrollment as 

Choctaw c i t i z e n s . They, however, also claim r ights to enrollment by-

v i r t u e of xv decision of the United s t a t e s court for the Southern 

D i s t r i c t of the Indian Terr i tory in the case of Sa l te r W. Jonea vi 

Choctaw Nation, and A. K. Jones, e t a l . , vs the Choctaw tuition. 

yros the record in th i s case i t does not appear tha t these 

appl icants were p a r t i e s of e i ther to said cases, and they are not en­

t i t l e d to the bene f i t ! and r i g h t s that nay accrue to Hit p a r t i e s thereto, 

even i f the c i t izenship court should hereafter declare the p a r t i e s in 

the Walter % Jones and. A. H. Jones, e t a l . , oases en t i t l ed to enro l l ­

ment, The Commission inv i tes a t ten t ion to the name Jsiaes Jones, which 

appear* on par-es 118 and 138; the name Samuel -Jones, J r . , page Ot»% and 

Samuel Jones, senior, pages 76 and 125, volume 7, American State Papers, 

Public Lands. 

The records of t h i s office, book 9!>, pare «b5, «hu« that leases 

Jones was awarded land under the nineteenth a r t i c l e of the treaty of 

1830. Fe was give^ the * l /4 , the (Bl/a, and the f f / | of !*•*. 5, 3P.1*, R.10 

2 . , and i t If Shown, he •wmi a hal f -breed." The aame record, pa,^e lb5, 

IdtoWt that Samuel Jones was also given the following described land un­

der a r t i c l e 19 of the t rea ty of 16,60, to wit: the SE/4, the SW/4, and 

the FW/4 of f rac t iona l section 19, T.20, R.l, T. Other records show that 

the above locat ion was subsequently modified and that Samuel Jones was 

f i n a l l y awarded the %/% and HE f rac t iona l quarter, and the 3ffB/4, and 
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the KW/4 of See.If, T,?0, P..1,W. 

The records of the office do not oho?/ that S&rraiel .Tones, Jr . , 

was awarded laiMl under the fourteentv art icle or any other ar t ic le of 

the treaty of 1830, and i t does not appear, from careful examination of 

said records, t'-at any person by the nar-e of - trst, or tfargur«t, or 

Margerete of Margurett Thompson, nee McCoy, or Annie Strong ne© Thomp­

son, or Jim or James or Sar or ?aul Jones or ^e-chu-h?^''"ffP'ftw^^ 

Istes or I si 11a Man̂ rum, or Blizaheth **angrum or B, F. "Durant or John 

Thurston Thompson or Archibald Thompson complied or attempted to oonply 

with the provisions of the fourteenth ar t ic le of the treaty of 1630. 

There was a Jemmy Jones* the child of ^uthkintubhee, who was awarded 

scrip in lieu of land, hut from th'~ record i t does not seem that these 

applicants attempt to claim descent from him. I t i s evident, therefore, 

that the decision of the Commission adverse to the identification of lbs 

applicants herein i s correct and that i t should he approved. I t s ap­

proval l i recommended. 

A copy of the record of the office relative to Samuel Jones, 

and a copy of that relating to JimvToneSj 5n<HB!lWlillMS.L 

Vter// respectfully, 

A. C. Tenner, 

OAW-D Acting pernio si oner. 
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in the Nation,but i s properly one of residence within the 

nat ion , and of actual enrollment therein under the Act of 

June 10, 3 896. 

S ix th : - That the testimony shows,and i t i s admitted in 

the decision that these p a r t i e s have been res idents of the 

nat ion,and claimed and occupied lands there in , since 1891, a 

period of more than fourteen years . 

Seventh;- That the decision of April 6, i s , as your 

movant be l ieves , a misconstruction of the decision of March Sk 

1905, and i s a l imi ta t ion upon said decis ion, not warranted 

e i the r by the circumstances of the case or by law as applied 

the re to . 

Eighth:- That the very purpose of the Act of Congress 

providing for the creat ion of a court or commission on the par t 

of the Choctaw Nation, was to permit the Choctaws to enrols 

such persons as had been born outside the nation,and who be­

ing Choctaws by blood, and res iding within the nat ion, were 

recognised by the people of that nation as Choctaws in t ru th 

and in fac t , and that by such enrollment, they became possessed 

of and were e n t i t l e d to ful l r i gh t s of c i t i zensh ip there in . 

Klnth:- That the only power in said Ration which could 

a t that time admit these people to c i t i z ensh ip , was the 

commission to which such power had been delegated by the 

Choctaw Council and the statements contained in said decision 

to the effect that these appl icants not having been re-admitted 

could not now be admitted i s an e r ro r of fact and law. 

Tenth:- That the fac t s as shown by the case a t bar are 

iden t ica l with those shown as to !&• C. Thompson, with the 

sole exception of the fact of b i r t h s within the l i m i t s of the 

Choctaw country. 

Your appl icants further pray mi^ offer and tender any and 

a l l competant proof that may be re quired, showing the i r actual 

residence in the Indian Ter r i to ry , where as Choctaws by blood, 

they were enrolled by the revisory board or committee of said 
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r of tha . . peea, 

a l . , for I d e n t i f i c e t i | a caaeolidatiH 

th< M i of: 

XXiftift n. tfw nt i t a l . , , . . 541 
• •bblef le ld , et *l tV,C,H, 

lie Ti, . , .•'. . 
Mary M. Mellaese, et a l . , ,«.R. tYf 
Arthur M, Th n, 

. i l l la-; C, r« et a l . , . , . 
5Cattia Hell I e l . , , . . 

ftia o . . . , . . . 
Mary Jeaee, . , . 

•,rn Jones, •.., . .. . 310 
. ; l \ Jones, t e l . , »C#R* BM 

11 i em $ t. ar r .Toaee, e t e l • , . . . 
rmry B, 0 f $ a i a , et a l . t . . . 71 

— : I 0 I I — • 

it appeara froa tae i I n for 

mtifioatlan i i le to thie C eiaa 

. . • , a for himeeli, • 

minor n, I » Thoapeos, ' vr and-niece, "arah 

abbleflelej by fmrry Th* Is ield for .If â : 

five .minor children, Bar , sa, .Johnnie, r,erta and Horace 
1 

field; nnie L. ;ht for herself end her aiaer child, 

/^ 
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a ra r iT i l l e Wright; tqf tfary , ;;s* f o r h e r s e l f and her minor 

c h i l d , l a r r o i d Graham i**| hy Irtfear t I fo r UP) 

I Ll lsa , | h imself ; 

h e r s e l f and her four siiner c h i l d r e n , tvy Bo le«s i i f«a f «Te*saie 

;.icway, ttllii Hellc i,. \ 

Thompson for hitnaelf; hy IftflTJ I T M l f ) ..-nes 

for himself arid M a seven minor c h i l d r e n , Fe to r 1 . , SiXl< 

Kattd* C\, J e s s e H. , 1*1110 and Paul ?01t*ij by Bryan*. , 7*A*S far 

h imself , h i a ^ i f a , Ifaggl* Jones , and '! 

and Frank Jori.es; by V i l l i * ! S t a i r Jones fo r himself Mid h 

minor c h i l d r e n , J * t t i l , A i l s*? and F lorence Jonas ; •ry 

.a,u for h e r s e l f and her four minor c h i l d r e n , James S a l t e r , ^o r a 

" . , • . ; and by William C. ?, J r . 

for the. i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wi fe , **aude Th, etj by Rufui 

Thorinson for the i d e n t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wi fe , HSartJli Louisiana 

'i:homp;ion; and by "11:. l a r r Jones fo r t he i d e n t i f i e r I jf h i s 

wi fe , Susan Jones , as i n t e r m a r r i e d XI I CfcMtaWft, under the 

f* l l*v l t tg p rov i s ion of the act- of Congress ayart-Wt June 2<i, 101 

(30 Sta t a . , 495) : 

I l e s i o n s h a l l ) -.hority to At temllM 
i d e n t i t y of Choctaw Ind ians c la iming r i g h t s in the Choctaw 
lands under a r t i c l e four teen of the t r e a t y a .-ited 

' .a tes and the Choctaw Nat ion, concluded September twenty-
seventh , e ighteen hundred and t h i r t y , and to t h a t end may a-
m i n i s t e r oa tha , examine w i t n e s s e s , and perform a l l o the r a c t s 
net 1*61**1 ;.he 
I n t e r i o r , w 

I t a l s o appears t h a t . r i n c i p a l a p p l i c a n t and the 

. .;"-, M l | i l l 1 . . . 

arr' . . . , c laim r i g h t s In the l ands \i Ar t ic le 

f o u r t e e n of the I sa the Unit**1 Si and the Choctaw 

Hat ion, concluded iber twenty-seventh , e igh teen hundred ai 

t h i r v . reason of [ descend--, ro t (or ,,.. - ' fc, *r 

Mir t«, or %rgu ro t t ) Tne *s*n, a s s McCoy, who i s a l l s e e d to have 

http://Jori.es
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Commission, that none of ©aid applicant a has ever been admitted to 

Choctaw citizenship by a duly constituted court or committee of t; 

ctaw nation, or ; m Commission to tin Ivllll i "ibes, 

or by a decree of the United States Court in Indian Territory, under 

the provisions of the act of $•*£?#•• approved June 10, IS90 (̂  

Stat®., MX)I nor do their names appear upon any of fibal 

rolls of the Choctaw Nation with the exception of the 14 aw 

Census roll; which enrollment is hereinafter conclusively shown to 

have been without authority of law. 

It appears from an examination of the records of the 

Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, of the applications for • 

citizenship in the Choctaw Nation under the provisions of the act 

of 0«8&r«SS of June 10, .. | ., v>21), IK ions 

were made by Wm. C. Thompson for himself, Sarah 8. Thompson, Arthur 

\r. Thompson and wm. D| Thompson, Jr. (1896 Choctaw citizenship case 

. 19)| by Vt« G. :'o::ees for Miry Kanpjiam 'fCcKees and ""arold •'••. 

'•'cl'lees (1 'hoc taw citiz. Vc. 41); by V, Star Xonti for 

himself, Susan Jones, .Jettie Kay Jones, Ada Jones and Florence Jones 

(1896 Choctaw citizenship case Bo. 215); by Bryant if. Jones for 

himself as an intermarried citizen (1 Mice taw citizenship case 

li, 216); and by Winburn Jones for himself, Peter I4 Jones, ' 

Jones, Tom B. Jones, "Taud C. Jones, Jesse Hines Jones and Sailie 

Jones (1896 Choctaw citizenship case Bo. 1033). 

These applicants were denied citizenship In I octaw 

Nation by this Commission under the provisions of the act of Con­

gress of June 10, 1396, and no appeal was taken from such decision 

in the time prescribed by the provisions of said act. 

om the testimony of the principal applicant it appears 

k the following applicants: Wsw C. Thompson, Br., Sarah S. Themp-. 

son, Arthur , Thompson, William c. Thoiapson, Jr., Mary «, Thoraps-
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(now TcHeeae) and Karrold ^clfeese, on August 1, 1S96J made amplica­

tion to the Choctaw Council for citiaenahip In the Choctaw "Nation 

and t.hat said application was r&fmrr&d to a hoard of Commissioners 

appointed under an act of the Choctaw Council, nQ'^ro-f -or 

18, 1896, and by said Commission, admitted to citizenship in said 

nation. The original application, which is filed herewith and ft*** 

a part of this record, faila to show that the same was erar filed 

with the_Choc^M. Council or ftp them referred to said Corals si on. 

The powers of said Commission are set for?: 

one of the act of t j fttta* Council approve- teraher 18, lkl\ 

entitled *An act authorising trie appointment of Commissioner a, fix-

• their pay, and for other purposes,* and provides 

• Be it enacted oy tfai iral council of the Choctaw 
nation aasambled, that a C blood 
Of the Cb lion in Leka* 
saw lotion shall be appointed by the principal Chief, immedi-
ately after the passage of this act : -..ion so appoint­
ed under this act shall proceed at once to enroll all re«K 

• niaed citizens of the -vtion by blood, int r 
and adoption who are recognized as citizens of the Choctaw Na­
tion under the treatise, constitution and laws of said la 
and said 0 snail aslOttara shall orate roll of all inter­
married oitiaens and of all freedmen appearing for enrollment 
each member of said Commission shall be able to road and wri 
and shall before he enters upon the duties of hia office take 
the oath of office prescribed in the constitution of the Choc­
taw Nation and in the same manner as judges of elections.11 

Under the foregoing act, this Commission, appointed %y the 

Choctaw Council, had no authority t© pass upon original apvdicatU-

for citiaenahip, being only empowered to "enroll ail recognised citi­

zens of the Choetav Nation by blood, lai • and i Lou, t 

are recognised aa oitiaens of the Choctaw Kation under the treatlea, 

constitution and laws of said Nation." • foregoing ..leants \ 

whose names appear in said application had nmer 'been recognized aa 

cltiaens of the Choctaw Bation and could not therefore come within 

the purview of said act. 

The names of William c. Thompson (as la, C. Thompson), 

Sarah 5. Thompson (as Sarah Thompson), Sarah T. Stu blefield {as 
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Sarah Gtubblefield), William 71. Thompson (as William Thompson), 

Terry Thompson Btubblefield (as Terry Thompson), Krwry . [eNeeae (as 

Hmry *fc'*Ieese), Harrold licHeese (as Harol HoKeeee), Arthur X* Thomp­

son (as Arthur If. Thompson), William 0. Theiapaeit, Jr. (as " . 

son Jr.), totts* Holloway (as Martha Halloway), Ivy "Woleneiftfen ( 

Ivy Jral loway), Jessie Ho 1 loway (as Je s m Lit way), 

son (as Rufua 0. J3unj, -Jartha Louisiana ^ W B (as Martha 

Thompson), Winburn Jones (as Winburn Jones), Peter K. Jones (as 

Peter Jenta), Sella Jones (as Slsie Jones), Thomas Jones ( 

Jones), 'Taude c. Jones (as "-taud Jones), Jesse H. Jones (as Jesse 

Jones), gal11* Jones (as Bailie Jones), Mary X* O'Q.uin ( lam 

Oqulnn), James Salter d*Quin (as Jae. ?.'. Oqulnxi), Dora X. O'Quin (as 

Dtfii X« 0<?uinn), and :ay 0*$ttla (as Osia X, Oquinn), are found 

upon the Choctaw Census roll of at numbers 12521, 15121, 2 

12531, 12524, 9534, 9535, 13522, 10523, 6179, 6180, 6181, 125. 

12543, 7372, 7373, 7374, 7375, 7576, , 1002B, 10030, 10031 

ans 10032 respectively, having "been placed thereon -by a so-called 

Board of QtiisUaaienere appointed under an act of the Ohoctaw Council 

approved October 30, 1896, at a ttoi when said board had no 3 

existence, havin a created sub .it to . iber 10, 1806, the 

time when the jurisdiction of the Choctaw Nation to entertain appli­

cations for citizenship in that tribe had expired, :*ovided in the 

act of June 10, X | |tfttft«, 321). 

Section twenty-one of the act ©f Oongre?- .roved Ju • 

It (30 Stat*,, 41)5), entitled "An act for the protection of the 

people of Indian Territory, and ether purposes," commonly knows at 

thi "Curtis Act,* provides 

• Bald £eaaftle*lea is authorized and directed to sake cor­
rect rolls of citizens by blood of all the other tribes, elimi-
nation from the tribal rolls such names as may have b< en placed 
thereon by fraud or without authority of law, enrolling ouch 
only as may have lawful right thereto and their descendants 
born since such rolls were made with such intermarried whJ 
persons as may be entitled to Choctaw and Chickasaw citizen­
ship under the treaties and laws of said tribe." 



The evidence herein shows conclusively that the aforesaid 

names were placed upon the io9C Choctaw Census roll without authority 

of la* and ahoul ..refore 1 linata*1 and stri- fr< u 

Further morn, this purported enroll/;- no reference to article 

fourteen of the treaty of eighteen hundred arid thirty, nor doea 

show any compliance or attf liance on I rl of the an­

cestors of the applicants herein rm^ed with Its provi&i 

it appears that the applicants herein also baas their 

rights to identification as KlS teetftM upon c- a judg-

meats of ; Statl for the Southern district, Indian 

Territory, in the cases of A, H. Jones, St al«, vs. trie Choc e~ 

tion (Court 2§§« 151), at t ¥. Jon | , I Choc lav/ .Nation 

(Court Be. 14*0, wherein certain of the plaintiffs were e,' .d 

citizens by blood of I and ordered enroll eel as such, 

the applicants herein oaaim? their said claims by reason of being 

blood relative® of the plaintiffs in the above entitled actions; "but 

it does not appear from the transcript of the Ju its in said 

causes that any of the applicants herein were parties to said suits. 

It is found that the name 3 nes appears on pages llo 

and 138, the name Samuel Jonas, Jr. on page oh, uml the n. el 

Jones, ?>r# on pages fi and 125 of XI, American re 

Public Lands, in various lists, its and schedulers relating to 

claims under article nineteen of the treaty of "DettOing Rabbit 

Qreek*" fhe record above referred to In no way relates to article 

fourteen of the treat;,' of eighteen hundred and thirty, or i | a 

compliance or attempted compliance on the part of the persona there­

in named with its provisions. 

It does not appear from the testimony ixnd ev: I offered 

in support of those applications, or from the records in the possess­

ion of the Commissionf relating to par feme who complied or 

to comply with the provisions of said article fourteen of the treaty 

of eighteen hundred and thirty, and to persons who heretofore were 



claimants thereunder that the said Harg&ret (or tr&rguret, or 'large-

rete, or '-'an-urett) Thompson, nee tfoCoy, or Annie r-trorur, • 

The; , or J'in (or James, or Stat, or Saul) Jones (c, -aho-ba), 

or Thonus S« >istes, or Izill*. run, or I, at, o? 

th«. Licanta herein, or ancestors lees remote, signified (in per­

son or by proxy) to Colon*; . Ward, Indian Ag«nt, • uc'', 

an intention to comply with I I -visions of said article fault***, 

or presented a claim to right! thereunder to ill Oojnmit-

siona authorized to adjudicate such claims by the acta of Coitgr*** 

approved *rarch 3, lo3? (fi Rtats., 1*0) and August 23, 1048 (5 Stats. 

515). 

It is therefore the opinion of this Commission that trie 

evidence herein is insufficient to determine the identity of William 

(?• Thompson, Sarah S. Th i, William U. Thompson, i T. 

Stubfelefield, Terry ri:hum- Ituhblfffitld, B03 ->oa 

Htubblefield, Johnnie ytuhblefisle', £*rt* Stuhblefield, 

r.tubblefield, tflaaie L. fright ( Granville bright, M , 

Harrold Graham .:eae, Arthur '•*, Thompson, Gillian C. Thompson, Jr., 

Mfcttit , Ivy B*l*Ml*ff*n, Jessie Hall** . , - , we,y, 

Gallic Bmm\* yollov/ay, -Rufua 0, Thompson, 'ary_Jones, WlnT&urn Jones, 

Pot or r'> Jones, ?,alie Jones, Thomas Jones, yaude C, Jones, J 

Joi- till* Jones, Paul Jones, tnt !•!, Jones, Jlmggie Jon; 

ones, Fran.x- Jones, Villi** Starr Jones, Jettl ' Jonc 

All-- ones, Florence Jones, £* 0*$uin, * Ln, 

T;ora B, OfOuin, TfcMftt ft, O'O-iin and Ora 0*Cuin, as Choctaw 

Indians entitled to right! in the Choctaw lands under the provisions 

of said article fourteen of the treaty of tighttt* hundred and 

thirty, and that the applications for their identification as such 

should be refused, and it is so ordered. 

It it the further opinion of this Commission that under 

the provision of law above quoted, no -person ia entitled to identifi-



c a t i o n as a ' f i o a i s s i o p i Chectaw ftp ••' , and t h a t tit©- ft$plie*» 

t i o n s made by W11XJ , '/hompson, J'r. for t i n l dan t i f l **1 -f 

La Tfcsxfipftonj >. 1 

t i o n of h i s wi fe , ?I&rth& Louis ianna Thompson} and W William S t a r r 

a« i f< . t i f i c a t i o n of h i s wi fe , sui - i I n t e r * 

marries. n i s e i , "Laws, should, t h e r e f o r e , he r*t\ tm& i t 

i s so ordor 

COMNISSIOE TO TTK FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

(SIGNED) 

. 

«B/C 
1 /" "7^ 

W-' W-1 4w*' £• Sir' W* . ... !—,..,,. ., , , • « 

IB1GNI 

'•I1 <1«HH»»U» .MIiuMimil—•i — llWI. H i - Hj«i»i —I —»mil» • Kill. > .1 . u • », il«L 

Muakogcje, Indian T e r r i t o r y , 

MAR 5 1904 

W.E.i' 7>ev-
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