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-=-: IN THE CHOCTAW AND CHICKASAW CITIZENSHIP COURT t!--
0=0

David Davis, et al,
_Plaintiffs,
vs . : PETITION: t--

Choctaw ¥Nation,
Defendant .
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Now come the petitloners, Dav14 Davis, Mary Lurch William Davis,
Joseph Davis, Luoy Davls, lary Dav1s Noah Davis and Edith Davis, Adeline
v / \/'
Ford. }ﬁlllam Ford, Bence Ford, Eva Ford, sldney Erneat Ford, Joseph Ford,

"
Samuel Ford, Henry Ford Fred Ford and Luther Ford, and respectfully show

to the court:

That on the.... day of September, 1896, and within the time presoribed
by the Act of Congress approved June 10, 1896, conferring jurisgdiction in
citizenship ceses upon the Cemﬁission te the Five Civilized Yribes, peti-
tioners herein filed tieir application with the said Commission to the Five
Civilized Tribes for citixanship and membershipkin the Choctaw tribe of
Indians, That, in due course of time, said Commission heard said applica-
tion, and rejected the same, and denied the claim of the petitioners herein
to citizenship in the Choctaw ﬁation.

That thereafter, and within the time presoribed by lwi; petitioners
herein appealed from the decision of the Cormission to the Fi%e Civilized
Eribes to thé United States Court for the Southern District of the Indian
Territory, at Ardmore; said petition being styled, in said court, David
Davis, et al,vs, Choctaw Nation, ¥o.74. '

That thereafter, in said United States Court for the Southern District
of the Indian Territory, at Ardwore, a Tull, complete and final t;ial wo.s
had of the claim of petitioners herein to citizenship in the Bhect&w Hation;
and by the judgment and decree of aaid court, entered on the l?th day of
January, 1898, petitioners herein were adjudged to be oitiuonl»of the Choe-
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taw Nation; and that petitioners herein, from and after said date, ﬁiye



been entitled to have their names enrclled on the officiel and final citi-
zenship roll of the Choctaw Nation by said Commission to the Five Civilized
Tribes,

Petitioners further show thé%, by ite Judgrment rendered on the lzthl
day of December,196¢2, in a cause styled "The Chgctaw and Chickasaw Nations
or iribes of Indians, plaintiffs, ve, J.1.Riddle, et al, defendants", this
Court adjudeed and.decreed all the judmmenmtis and decisions of the United
States Courts in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, admitting persons to oit-
izenship and enrollment as citizens of said Nations upon appeal Ifrom the
Cormission to the Five Civilized Tribes, to be null and void, both as to
the defendaits named in said cause and all other persons claimings citizenship
in the Choctaw or Chickasaw Nations by virtue of judoments rendered in the
United States Courts for the Southern and Central Districts of the Indian
Territory, under the Aet of June 10, 1896,

Your petitioners state that they were not parties to said cause of
"The Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations or Tribes of +tdians vs, J.T.Riddle,et
al®, and are not bound by the judpment rendered therein; and that this court
had no power or jurisdiction, under the pleadings and evidence in said cause,
to set asideor vacate the judgment of the United States Court for the South-
ern District of tihe Indian Territokyr, adnitting them to citizenship in th
Choctaw Nation; and that said judgment of said United States Court for the
SBouthern Distriel of tue Indian Territory is still inufull force and effect.

But, petitioners state, that, inasmuch as tnis Court has entered its
ju&gment and decree seltiting aside all the judsments of said United Staves
Courts for the Southern and Central Distrists of the Indian Terrifory,
wherein persong not specially made parties thereto, but who were similarly
situated to the defendants specially named in said mmewe suit of The Choctaw
and Chickasaw Nations of Tribes of Indians, plaintiffs, wve, J.T.Riddle, et
al, defendants, and the said Unit8d States Commission to the Five Cilvilized
Tribes are denying and will continue to deny the risht of petitioners herein
to be enrolled as members of said trives of Indians, unless the fileg and
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proceedings in caid cause No.74, styled David Davis, et al, vs. Choctaw Na-
tion, in said United States Court for the Southern District of the Indian
Territory at Ardmore, be gertified and sent te this Court for further pro-
ceedings herein, and unless this Court should by its decree finally
determine and adjudge said petitioners to be citizens and mermbers of =aid
Choctaw Nation said Cormission will refuse to enroll them as such
citizens:-

NOW, THERIFORE, said petitioners, still insisting upon their rights

as members of said tribe and the validity and finality of said Judguecnt

of mxikt the United States Court for the Southern District of the Indian lTer-

ritory sdmitting them to citizenship, and without waiving any of the rights
adjudped and decreed to belonp to them ani conferred upon them by lawhnder
and by virtue of said judgwent of the United Btates Court for the Southern

District o*" the Indian Terrltory, sald petitioners most respectfully pray

that an %;der be made, in the nature of a writ of error or otherwise, direct-

ing the iserk of the United States Court for the Southern Disiriet of the
Indian Téiritory at Ardmore to certify and deliver to this Court all files,
papers, digbmenta, evidence and proceedings had in §k1d cause No.74, styled
David Da% et al, vs, Choctaw Uation, heretffore pmding in gze Uniteaﬁ
States Co g; at Ardmore; and that d114propar and neaaasany wri;s, oitatE%ns

and othe e be imsued by the Clerk of %1(1.3 Court fg)r c-*erviee‘ upon the;:
oo o

>
Principalj ief of the Choctaw Nation and the Govermdr of thezphlczhsawpya-

tion, in oiiar that said cause may be fully and completely traimi"erreel i%d

lodgad with this court for all proper and laifil \roveedinvs tn>reln

A —— oy ST S

Attorneys for Petitiouers.
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In the Choctaw and Chickassw Citizenshivn Court,
S8itting at Tishomingp, I1,T,, May 9, 1304,

| “ | - S -
David Davis, et al,
: goypes — No. 50,
’im,e C}ﬁoc‘;’if\m and Chickasgaw Nations, |

- e -

#
/

/ {" Pragf;émnt and preasiding the Hone, Svencer B, Adame, Chief
Jadee, V¥alter 1, Weaver and lenry S, Foote, Associnte Jud es
of said Court,
AN ;
7l

L/ --G.-
i

/"‘

/| .
/ /Appearancee,

Ve
# A

Ledbetter & Bledsoe, for Plaintiffs,

/v

densfield, Melurray and Cornish for Defends:.ts,

nﬁO‘-n

Thig day thie case coming on to be heardthe following
-oroceedingg were had to-wit;

Mr, Ledbetter; e e &
Thet case ig in the same condition; we do not thiank

in view of the holdinz of this Court on the law that we can make
out a case,

Judge Adsaug; A
+ In other words you decline to offer any evidence?

Yeu, gir,

Mr, Carnish; _ -
: In ease No, 50, Dovid Davis, et al, ve, the Cuoctaw and

Chicknsaw Nations, I wish to state in behalf of the Choctaw and
Chiicknonw Nations, that I have heard thestatements madeby
¥Mr, Ledbetiter, representing the applicants, that for reasons,
gufficient to himseif. ke hag geen it not to offer any
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evidence, and I wish to state in uehalf of the Choctaw and
Chickagnw Nations that we have made a careful examination

of the papers which have been certified to this Court by the
United States Court and which purport to ve the recordmde
before the Comrigsion to the Five Civilized Iribes and the
United "lates Court and have made a most elaborate investoga-
tion as to the truth and correctness =g to the statements
mwade as to the anceslry of these people, but since the
apnlicants have not introduced any testimony before this Court,
the Nations do nol care to offer any, but had the facts

aet out in the record been alleged or attempled to have been
alleged, the Nations are amply prepared to introduce the
most pocitive and conclugive testimony, showing that these
allegatione are not true, tut are false and rest on no

solid foundation; but since no testimony has been offered

we gubnit the case for the finol decision of the Court,

o e e

o |
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In the Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court, sitting at
Tishomingo, in the Southern Distriet of the Indian Territery,
David Davis, et al., :

Ve ¥Ho. 50.
Choctew and Chickesaw Hations,

DECREL OF COURT,

On tnis day of , 1904, thie csuse
conding on for final aaﬁa»g. the same having heretcfore been
submitted upon the law and the evidence, and the Court being
well puﬁ sufficiently advised in the premises, doth find that
the plaintiffs, David Davis, Mary Burch, ¥Willlem Davis, Joseph
Davis, Lucy Davis, Mary Devis, Nosh Davig, 2dith Davis, ?»aw.»;&.
Ford, William Ford or Wm. Ford, Bence Ford, ¥va Ford, Sidney
Ernest Ford, Joseph Ferd, Ssmuel Ferd, Henry Ford, Fred Ford and
Luther ¥ord, are not entitled to be decmed or declared citizens
of the Choctaw Netion, or to enrollment as such, or to any rights
whatever flowing therefroms :

IT I8 THEREPORE ORDERED, ADJUDGHED AND DECREED thet the
~ petition of the plaintiffs, David Davis, Mary Burch, William
" Davis, Joseph Davis, Luey Davis, Mary Davis, Nesh Davis, Rdith

e DOVIE , William Ford or Wm, Ford, Bence Ford,

guﬁﬁ.ag Ernest Ford, Josep
, ¥ord, ¥red Ford and Luther Ford, be
declared not oitizens of the Choctaw Nation, and not entitled te

]

enrellment as such citizens, and not entitled to any rights
whatever flowing therefroms

Qt"t"f‘t&t.tl“t."tﬁ'il‘ﬁ.i#'i&l

Chief Judge.
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SUMMONS.

United States of America,

Indian Territory, o

Choctaw and _Chickasaw Citizénship Court.

Jr

The President of the United States of America,

Td the United States Marshal for the Indian Territory, Northern District,

GREETING:

You are hereby Commanded to Summons Green McCurtain, Principal Chief of
the Choctaw Nation, to answer on behalf of said nation, in twenty days after the service of this

summons upon him, as Principal Chief of said Nation a complaint in Equity filed against the

Choctaw and Chickasaw nation in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court, 1n the Indian Ter-

a0 oy Dol Danva

and warn him that upon his failure as said Principal Chief to answer on behalf of said nation, the

ritory, at .7y ?/L/O ................ UNV AN

complaint will be taken for confessed, and you will make return of the summons instanter;

And you are further commanded to notify said Green McCurtain, Principal Chief aforesaid,

that the papers, files and proceedings in the case ot (7%/@1:‘\/& O&) th//a&

File No. ... 7‘# in the District Court for the X}

— ... District of the

Indian Territory, has been transferred to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court, and that

the certificate of the clerk of said court for said /JMAX?Q\,U\/V\_ District, Indian Territory,

has been attached thereto.

WITNESS the Honorable Spencer B. Adams, Chief Judge,
‘ Walter L. We:;.ver and Henry S. Foote, Associate
Judges, and the Seal thereof, at South MCAIeéfer;,

Indian Territory, aforesaid, this ... ﬁl 4

day of March A. D., 1903.




MARSHAL’S RETURN.

United States of America,
Indian Territory,
... DISTRICT.

aty

Persogatly omiGroam RS A BRI, Bl nsisrrtmbeseis s o ot s :

B

I

SUMMONS

received this summons this ... -

&__.__Y____._./

o’clock ... m. and served same by copy, as follows:

IN EQUITY.

Vs,

Chickasaw Nations.

Choctaw and

issued ..
March, 1903. Returnable instanter.

Summons

day of

s BDLY

. ; ;

Marshal’s Fees.

&

Service

o

o

Expenses

R D

1903,

Indian Territory,

TOTAL

<=

vs for Plainti&.\j




SUMMONS.

United States of America,

Indian Territory, LS8

Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court. |

The President of the United States of America,

T.o the United States Marshal for the Indian Tefrltory, Southern District,
GREETING:

You are hereby Commanded to Summons P. S. Moseley, - Governor  of
the Chickasaw Nation, to answer on behalf of said nation, in twenty days after the service of this
%ummons apon him, as Governor of said Nation a complaint in Equity filed against the

]

Choctaw and Chickasa; nation.in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizznship Court, 1n the Indian Ter-

e By

ks
and warn him that upon his failure as said Governor to answer oan bzhalf of said nation, the

complaint will be taken for confessed, and you will make return of the summons instanter;

And you are further commanded to notify said P. S. Moseley Governor aforesaid,

File No. ... 7’7L " in the District Court for the ¥ QAN

that the papers, files and proceedings in the case ot . o&

- District of the

Indian Territory, has been transferred to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court, and that

the certificate of the clerk of said court for said ,JUA/C'O/UU\/V\ _.District, Indian Territory,

has been attached thereto.

WITNESS the Honorable Spencer B. Adams, Chief Judge,
Walter L. Weaver and Henry S. Foote, Associate
Judges, and the Seal thereof, at South McAlester,
Indian Territory, aforesaivd, this g\/  Ailoe

day of March A. D., 1903.
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MARSHAL’S RETURN.

United States of America,
Indian Territory,

e

DISTRICT.
I received this summons this ... .. of .
at e S0 ok x m. and served same by copy, as follows:
Personglly on P.-8>Moselew, ab ... B JOGREZ MM LHS. 26 %y
g i, 7.0 el e N LT T T el m.
By.. el G e S S LT I e L ey
¥ e
SY <
g n
() L £ N
© g . ;
< % Z s . 3 § &2
> = F
2t QO B -8 B -
i s 86 o) " '
L() O > C—S z E o :
: W B D L
i E b B ~ tﬂ
S 4 G £ .
:; — o 2 T
- H R >
15} (@) an o)
() =24 B9 2
<, . >
N = 7

Miles

xpenses

A
4

A. D,

1903,

Indian Territory,

ToraL

Lealexto t 3

Attornevs for Plaintiff.

et d 2




Avplieatiton to Commission
Applicatiton to Commission
Applicatiton to Commission
Afridavit of Willian oby
Testimony of Martin Valker -
Testimony of David Davis 10
Report of Master in Chancery 11
Judgment of U, 5. Court 12
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Application of the following named persons to have their

Bence Ford,
Fred Ford,
Samuel Ford,
David Davis,
Luey Favis,
Bdith Davis,
Robert Owans,
Arthur Owens,
Jefferson Owens,
Maggie Stewart,

8. B, Yord,
Eva Ford,
Sidney E. Ford,
Luther Ford,
William Davis
Mary Davis,
Elizabeth Owens,
William Owens,
Felix Owens,
Reuben Owens,
Hattie Stewart,

names placed upon the Choctaw Citizenship Rolls:
Mary Adaline Ford

William Ford,

Henry Ford,
Joseph Ford,

Joseph Davis,
Noah Davis,
Andrew J. Owens,
Jas. Owens,
Jehn Owens,
Martin Owens,
Effie Owens.



'1““. x. r. mt. " 1.“.

To Hon. Henry L. Dawes, Archibald MeKernon, Frank Armstrong,
Thos. B. Cabiness and Alexander B. Montgomer, Commissioners:=-

Your petitioner, Mary Adeline Ford, respectfully alleges
that she is a citizen of the Choctaw yation by blood; that she is
a granddaughter of Calaway Davis, a onefourth Choctaw Indian who
was killed by the Wild Indians in the Choctaw Nation; that said
Calaway Davis was married, and as a result of said marriage, had
seven children, among the rest being Racheal Davis, the mother of
this applicant, who married Felix Roberts, a white man, and as a
result of such marriage, 7 children were born, among the rest being
this applicant; that thiseaprlicant has always understood and been
informed by her parents and members of the family that she was a
Choctaw Indian by blood and that she believes she is entitled to
he enrolled as a citizen of the Choctaw Nation; that this applie
cant married S. E. Ford in the year 1892 and as a result of such
marriage had 9 children, whose names are as follows: William Ford,
Bence Ford, Evae Ford, Henry Ford, Fred Ford, Sidney BErmest Ford,
Joseph Ford, Samuel Ford and Luther Ford, all of whom are living
and on whose behalf this application is made as well as on behalf
of the other parties herein named, and the said S. E. Ford joins
in this application.

Wherefore, these applicants respectfully ask that they be
placed upon the rolls as citzens of the Choctaw Nation.
Ledbetter & Bledsoe,
Attorneys for Applicants.
I, Mary Adeline Ford, on oath, state that the allegation in the
foregoing application are true as I verily believe.
Mary Adeline Ford.
Subseribed and sworn to before me this 3lst day of August 1896,
T. H. Sturgeon, Notary Publiec.



Vinita, T. T. Sept. 7, 1896,

To Hon. Henry L. Dawes, Archibald McKennon, Frank Armstrong, A. B,
Montgomery and Thos. B. Cabiness, Commissioners:

Your petitioner, David Davis, on behalf of himself and his
children hereinafter mentioned respectfully show that he is a
citizen of the Choctaw Nation by blood; that he is the son of
Calaway pavis, a Choctaw Indina of 1/4 blood; that said Gallaway
Davis had 7 children, among the rest being Racheal Davis and this
aprlicant David Davis; that this applicant married Mary Burch about
the year 1881 and by her had 6 children as follows: Wm. Davis, 14
years old, Joseph Davis 12 years old, Luey Davis 10 years old,
Mary Davis 5 years old, Noah Davis 2 years old and Edith pavis
6 months old; all of whom join in this application; that the said
Callaway Davis died near Hot Springs in the State of Arkansas many

w; that this petitioner has always understood and been ine
formed by his relatives that he was a Choctaw Indian by blood, and
believes '‘hat his name and that of all of his children should be
placed on the roll of Choctaw citizenship.

Wherefore, he prays that his name and the names of his childe
ren be so enrolled.

Ledbetter & Bledsoe.
Attys. for Applicants,

I, David Davis, after being duly sworn, on oath do say that the
allegation in the foregoing application are true as I verily

believe.
his
David X Davis
Witness: Hugh A. pedbetter. mark

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2 day of Sept., 1896,
f. 'l .ﬁ\”““,

Notary
Public.



Vinita, I. T. s 1896,

To the Hon. Henry L. Dawes, Archibald McKennon, Frank C. Armstrong,
Thos. B. Cabiness and Alexander B, Montgomer, Commissioners:

Your petitioners, Andrew J. Owens and Elizabeth owens, on bee
half of themselves and cuatfouur- Jas. .wens, Robert Owens,
Andrew J. Owens, William Owens, Racheal Owens, Arthur pwens,

Felix owens, John Owens, Jefferson Owens, Rueben Owens, Martin
Owens, and Maggie Owens, and their two grandchildren, Effie
Owens and Hattie Stewart, respectfully allege that all your petie
tieners herein .'mqt the said A. J. Owens are citizens by -
blood of the Choctaw Nation; that the said Elizabeth Owens' maiden
name was Elizabeth pavis and that she was the daughter of Calaway
Davis, a Choctaw Indian of the 1/4 blood; that the said Calaway
Davis was born in the old Choctaw Reservation in the State of Mise
sissippi and lived with the Indians in said peservation up to the
time they came to the Indian . erritory, and that he lived in the
Tndian wperritory and in the multjrkg@g to the itme of u_L
death, about the year 1860; that the said Calaway Davis had 7 childe
“ren ameng the ress being your petitioner herein, Elizabeth navis,
David Davis, Racheal Davis, mother of Adeline Ford, who applications
for citizenship is herewith presented and filed before said commise~
sion; that the said Elizabeth Davis married your petitioner, A. J.
Owens on the 28th day of April 1870, and hy him had the 12 children
above mentioned; that Jas Owens married Annie Mays in November,
1894 and by her had 1 child, the above named Effie Owens, and that
Maggie owens, one of the children of the said Andrew J. Owens and
Elizabeth Owens, married R. L. Stewart in November 1895, and by him
had one child, whose name is Hattie; that your petitiomers have
always understood and been informed that they were of Choetaw
Indian blood and have alway asserted their rights to citizenship in

the Choctaw wation
Wherefore, they pray that their names be placed upon the




citizenship tolls of the Choctaw Nation.

Ledbetter & Bledsoe
Attorneys for App .icants,

I, BElizabeth gwens, after being duly sworn, on oath, do say
that I believe the allegations in the foregoing application are
true.

Elizabeth Owens.

Subseribed and sworn to before me this____day of September, 1896.

T. He Sturgeon,
Notary Publiec.



Before the Commission for the Five CiviliZed Tribes.

In Re Application of Adeline Ford for
Citizenship in the Choctaw Nation, Ind. “er.

This day came before me the undersigned authority, William
Roby, and after being duly sworn by me, deposes and says: My
postoffice address in Wiley, Ind. Ter”. I am about 60 years of
age. I have lived in the Indian Territory all my life. T knew
(Cribs) Davis. I knew her at Doaksville, Ind. ner. I knew -
her to be a full blood Choctaw x-‘i-:. I knew her husband,

- i e AT

R

Calaway Davis. He was killed during the war. The Cribbs family

o

—

were always recognized as Choctaw yndians. w! am an adopted Chicke
asaw Indian, and my rights as such have never been called in quese
tion. I have no interest in the claimof any of the above named

parties.
his

William X Roby
Attest: mark

Hattie French.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 7th day of September,
1896,
Rs ¥. French,
Notary Public,
My Commission expires Nov. 16, 1896,



IN THE UNITED STATES COURT, SOUTHERN DISTRICT,
INDIAN TERRITORY AT ARDMORE,
David Davis, et al,
V8.

Choctaw Nation.

Testimony taken before Hon. John Hinkle, Master in Chancery,
on the 11lth day of Januray, 1898.

Walker Martin being sworn on part of plaintiffs, testified
as follows:

Direct examination by W. A. Ledbetter,
Q¢ Did you ever know a man by the mame of Galaway Davis.
As T did.
Q+ When did you first get acquainted with him?
A. In 1854,
Qs Vhere was he at that time?
A. On what is known as the Colbert perry road two miles and ahalf
south of Blue River. He lived there.
Q¢+ What was his occupation at that time?
A« He was making chairs and spinning wheels. He had a shop right
on the road.
Q¢ How long were you acquainted with him after that time?
A« T was acquainted with him from that time up till the time of
his death.
Q+ Was he a white man or an Indian?
A, He was a white man. He had an Indian wife.
Q+« How many times had he becn married?
A. Twice.
Q¢ Was either or both of his wives Indians?
A. Both of them.
Q. Of what nation were they citzens?
A. Both Choctaws.
Q¢ EKnow whether he had any boys or not?
77 As Yes sir, he did.



Q. K ow how many?

A+ He had one boy by his first wife.

Q¢ Kow whether he had any other boys by his first wife or not?

A. No sir, T don't know. ’

Q¢ Do you know how many children he had by his secodd wife?

A« T do nots Twoor three, I don't remember.

Q¢+ Do you know the name of either of his wives, their Indian name?
A. His first wife T was not acquainted with her, but my information
is that she was a Cribs.

Q+ Please state how you kuow her name was Cribes?

A+ Galaway Davis and his son Blucher both joined our company in
the Confederate army. The Chickasaw Rattallion and the Choctaw
regiment we were camped on Bushy Creek in the Choctaw Nation.
Callawy Davis come to me and wated te get a transfer to Alfred
Cribs Company. He was paptian of the company, and stated his
reason for it that Col. Walker who was Col. of the first Choctaw
Regiment and that Alfred Cribs a captain in the first Choctaw
pegiment, and he thought as Alfred Cribs was his brother-in<law, and
also, Col. Walker, he thought they would fare better there than he
would in the Chickasaw battallion. Johnson Nail was captain of the
company and he wouldn't grant the transfer.

Qe If you know the time and place under which Gallaway Davis died,
please state it?

As. In 1864 the Chickasaw battallion was on camp at Boggy Depot.
Gen. Cooper was there with his troop. He got word that the
Federals wereconing. He ordered me to draw three days ratiomns,

10 rounds of ammunition and go until I found out whether the Fed-
erals wereocoming or not, and I went with 20 men. We met the
Federals this side of the mouth of Little River, we had a fight
with their advance guard. I lost four men out of the 20. One of
the four was Gallaway Davis, We tcllb;k.ﬁt"u?tﬂ,mt up
there mtm Gallaway Davis dead, with both of his ears and nose



)
|
/

eut off. T think I was the last man seen him before he was

killed, and one of the first men who found him after he was killed.

The four ment hat we had killed their bodied were all mutilated.

Qs State whether or not m know a family of Choctaw T-dians by

blood by the name of Cribs?

As T did and was well acquainted with them. Joe Cribs was the

oldest one, Alfred Cribs was the next one; Ed Cribs next and Nat

Cribs was the youngest one of the four boys.

Q« State whether or not Blucher pavis or his father Galaway Davis

could speak the Choctaw language?

A« T don't know whether the old man could or not, but I know that

Blucher could.

Q¢ Do you know where Blucher Davis is now?

A. He was in Bosque County Tex the last time I knew of him.

Q¢ Do you k ow when he left the Chickasaw Nation and what

caused him to leave?

A. Yes sir, he left about the close of the war, When Col., Battle's

regiment left this country, Blucher Davis went with him,
Walker Martin,

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 1llth day of January 1898.
John Hinkle,
Master in Chancery.



David Davis, et al

VSe

Choctaw Nation.

Testimony taken bdm‘ln. John Hinkle, Master in Chancery

the 12th day of January, 1898,
Please state your name, age and residence.
Name, David Davis, age 44, residence, Berwyn, I. T.
Vhat was your father's name?
Callaway Davis.
WVhat was pur grandfather's name on your father's side?
His name was Callaway Davis.
Was your grandfather a white man or an Indian?
He was a white man.
What was your grandmother?
She was a full blood Choctaw Tndian.
Do you know what her name was?
Her name was Cribbs.
Vhat was your mother?
She was a white woman.
How many children did your father and mother have?
There were ten.
How are you rela ed to Rachael Davis?
Racheal Davies is my sister.
How is she related to Mrs. S. E. Ford?
Racheal pavis wae Mrs. Ford's mother. 2

David X Davis
mark

Witness

T. H. Sturgeon.

Subseribed and sworn to before

this 12th day of January, 1898,
John Hinkle,

Master in Chancery.



IN THE UNITED STATES COURT, SOUTHERN DISTRICT,
INDIAN TERRITORY AT ARDMORE,

David Davis, et al
v
Choctaw Nation.

On this day came on to be heard before me, John Hinkle,
master in chancery of this court, the application of ;;vu pavis, et
al for enrollment as citizens of the Choctaw Nation, and after
hearing said application and the evidence offerred in support there-

of, T am of the opinion that the testimony abundantly shows that
one, Callaway Davis, a white man, married Amanda Cribbs a full
blooded Choctaw Indin, and that they had a number of childrey

among the rest being o.u-g Davis, #r.; that said Callaway pnavis
was & half breed Choctaw . Lndian -uthn David Davis is the son

of said mxx ;:::}“M” :ﬁ: Callaway Davis also had a daughter
by the name of Rachael pavis, and another daughter by the name of
Elizabeth navis, who were also rndians by blood.

David pavismarried wary Burch about the year 1881, and by her
has siz children, and she and the sim children, whose names are as
follows, are in my opinion, entitled to enrollment as Choctaw Indiam
William Davis, Joseph Davis, Lucy Davis, wary Davis, Noah pavis
and pdith pavis.

I further find that said Rachael Davis had a number of child-
ren, among the being adeline Ford; that said Rachael Davis is dead,
but that said Adeline Ford and her nine children whose names are
as follows, are entitled to enrollment as Choctaw Indians: Wm. Ford,
Bence Ford, Bva Ford, Sidney Ford, Joseph Ford, Samuel Ford,

Henry Ford, Fred Ford, and Luther Ford. 7T further find that said
Adeline Ford married S. E. Ford about the year 1882, but that said
marriage was not solemnized according to the laws of the Choctaw
Nation, and the said 8. E. Ford is not entitled to enrollment as

a Choctaw citizen.
John Hinkle,

Master in Chancery.



David pavis et al,
Ve. m‘. Southern Dl‘l’iﬂ. lov. 1’. 1898,
Choctaw ymtion. B

On this 17¢th day if Jamuary, 1898, come on
to be heard in open Court the report of the Jaster in Chancery in
the @bove styled cause, and after duly considering said report and
the evidence in support thereof, the Court is of the opinion
that said report ought to be confirted.

It is therefore adjudged and decreed by tle Court that the
said report be and the same is hereédy confirmed, and it is hereby
ad udged and decided that the fol owing applicants for citizenship
in the Choetaw yation are citizens of the Choctaw yation and emtitled
to be emrolled as citizens of the Choctaw yation and to have their
names upon the rols of Clhoctaw citizens ip.

David Davis, Mary Burch, William Davis, Joseph Davis, Iucy
Davis, Mary Davis, Noah Davis, and Edith Davig, Adeline TFord, W, Ford,
Bence Ford, Bva Ford, Sidey Ernest Ford, Joseph Ford, Samel Ford,
Tenry Ford, Fred Ford, and Tuther Ford.

It is further adjudged and d creed by the Court that all of
the above named applicats do have and recover of and from the
Choctsw yation all costs = in this proceeding.

: Hosea Townsend,
Judge .



gouth MeAleet er, Inddn Territory, June 20, 1903,

David Davis, et al,
vs, T, No, 40, southern Distriet Yo, 74.
Choctaw Nation, o

LETTER OF INSTRUCTIONS.

The office files of the papers in this
case are herewith deliw red, and you are directed to
meke an investigation thereof, along the lines
indicated, confo " ming in the md n to the ingtructe
ions contained in this letter, and to return the
same together with your written report and exhibits
attath ed thereto at the earliest practicable date,

O—

This case is the consolidation of three
seperate aprlications made to theDawrs Commisd on
under the Act of Congress of June 10, 1896, viz: Mayy
Adeline Ford, et al, David Davis, et al, and Andrew
Jo. Owens, et al. The applicants were all denied by
the Dawes Commission and the three causes eppealed
to the United States Court for the Southern Digtrict
of the Indian Territory. Judgment was rendered
November 15; 1898, reversing the decision of the
Commission in the Mary Adeline Ford and David Davis
cases, and admitting as citizens of the Choctaw
Nat ions the parties applicant in these two cases.

e —




The Court does not seem to have disposed
of the Andrew J, Owens case, amd it is questionable
if the appeal was ever prefected to the federal court
as to these applicants,

The petition for writ of error to the
Choctaw and Chickasaw Citizenship Court includes all
of the applicants in the Mary Adeline Ford and David
Davis cases, None of the applicants in the A, J.
Owens case are included in the petition, nor are
they apparently parties litigant bYefo re the Citi-
zenship Court,

- —

CLAIM OF APPLICANTS,

The applicants in this case claim their
richt to admission, recognition and enrollment
as citisens by blood of the ChoctawNation by reason
of being the direct lineal descendans of a Calloway
Davis, whom they allege was a one fourth blood Choe-
taw Indian, and subsequently amend this claim by
the allegation that Calloway Davis was the son of
Calloway Davis, a white man, who was married to a
full blood Choctaw Indian by the name of Cribbs.

"

Our theory of this case is that it is the
_grossest fraudy +hat there is absolutely no founda~



tion to the ¢laim, and this view is corroborated
by the allegations of the applicants in their several
petitions,

When they first presented their appli-
cations to the Dawes Commiss ion they alleged that
Callowey Davis, the father of David Davis, Rachael
Davis and Flizate th Davis was a one fourth blood
Choctaw Indiam, and apparently died in geveral dife-
ferent plae® s at several different times.

Mary Adeline Ford alleges that he was JFilled
by wild Indians in the Choctaw Nation. David Davis
alleges that he died near Hot Springs, Arkansas many
years ag 0., Klizabeth Owens alleges that he died
in Arkansas about the year 1860, Willlam Roby
testifies that he was killed during the war, amd
Valter Martin alleges that he was killed by federal
soldiers at the mouth of Little River, Choctaw
Nat ion, Indian Territory.

Based as this entire case is upon a fabri- .
cation of untruths, we cannot but conclude that
there never was any such woman as Amanda Cribs,
or a Choctaw Indian by the name of Calloway Davis.
It is possible that the principal applicants in this
casemay be' the children of a Calloway Davis, but
that 1 £ 80 he was not possessed of any Choctaw
blood, or ever a recognized member of the Cho ctaw
Nation in Indian Territory. T

e



An examination has however been made
of the records of persons who were beneficiaries
under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830,
or who were participants in the distribution of the
"Net Proceed" fund, and who were members of the
Choctaw tribe in li;lhlw at the time of the m ti~
fica tion of the treaty of 1830, and we do not find
the names of Galloway Davis, or Amanda Cribs,

The evidence consists of the ex-parte
affidar it of William Roby, and the depositions of
Walker Martin and David Davis, taken before the
Mast er in Chancery at the trid of this cauge e fore
the United States Court for the southern District pf
the Indian Territory,

Walker Martin, who formerly lived at
Durwood, Indian perritory is now desd, David
Davis is himself one of the applicants, and the ony
witness who can be approached is William Roby.
’83""3\ William Roby in his affidar it of September
7, 1896 alleges tia t he is sixty years of age, and




lives at Wiley, Indian Territory; knew

(Cribs), Davis; knew her at Doakesville, Indian
Territory;, she was a full blood Choctaw Indian;
also knew her husband Calloway Davis; he was killed
during the war; the Cribs were always recognized as
Choctaw Indians,
Our theory of this affidavit is thaet it
is entirely fraudulent; that if the affiant ever did
execute the same, it was without any knowledge or
éxplanation to him of the contents thereof, You
are accordingly directed to see this witness and ob-
tain from him a statement or counter affidavit,
Examine him fird as to the applicants in
this case; have him trace their ancestry as far back
as possible, and then specially examine him as
to the Cribs family of Chosttaws that he alleges
to have known.

Walker Martin testified before the
Master in Chancery that he knew Calloway Davis;
first became acquainted with him in 1854; I
knew him from that time up until his death; he
was a white man and had two wives, both of whom
were Indians; had one boy by his first wife and
two or three children by his second wife; was not
acquainted with his first wife, but has beam
informed that her name was Cribs. Testifles
that Galloway Davis was killed at the motth of



Little River in an engagement between the Confederate
and federal soldiers in 1864; witness was acquaint-
ed with the Choctaw family of the name of Cribs.

The majority of the testimony of this wite
ness is entirely hearsay, as his information as to
Calloway Davis's wiffe beig a Choctaw is gathered
entirely from conversations had with Calloway Davis
himself,

Our Mr, Richardson has heretofore been
directed tos emire a counter affidavit from this
witness, but reports that he is now dead, mving
committed suicide neat Durwood, Indian Territory,

The applicant Davis Davis testifie s that
his father and grand father were both mamed
Calloway Davis; that his grand father was a white
man who married a full blood Choctaw Indian by
the name of Cribs.

The most noteworthy fact about the testi~
mony of this witness is the contradictions to the
allegations in the original petition, He himgelf
being an applicant no investigation of his testi-
mony can be made,

It uz:ﬁ.uothntbum’hmm
ek
sesiding in the Choetsw Nation, Indian Territory,



possibly in the immediate vicinity of Durwood,

and it may be that you will be able to secure some
information as to their antecedents from citizens
of the Chocdéwand Chickasaw Nations living in that
locality.

Proceeding on the theory of fraud, you
will make your investigation of this case as facts
may come to vour kmowledge , without first returning
to or reporting to this office for further and more
specific directions.

Yours very truly,



