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THE COURT: L Men, lét's_%ay.i
was 1t eyer reservation property? ‘ : i

MR. o'anvan 7 o right. Strike
that quéstfou.‘ ( . | a

¢t (by\ﬁr. 6'Brﬂan) o Mas it ever

reservation property? - ‘ S ‘f ' .

NR. RldGOiD-.‘ B " Your Honor, excusé :

the interruption, but plaintiffs will stipu\ate that thts
has never bcen a part of an’ Indian reservation, as that-
tern is used 1n the statutes. | ', o S
| THE count; o \E}nb. Wi11 you

also stipulate. there are no reservations in 0k} ahoma?

HR. RINGOLD: . Yes, sir. But

our position s that this lndi@n‘coqntry under ihe stqtnte.? ‘

THE COURT: I understand,
\ | ‘Q . . ‘ . b ' . N .
tthere js no reservation. He 1is talking about. -

N

‘rcsorvntion. You will stipulate there are no .reservations .

" n ‘the Stltea?f Oklaho-a7 . . L '
MR. RxaeaLo- o . Mot fhé; 1 know 6f;f
Tﬂf COURT: o ;‘ vell, not}thqﬁ you .
know of, . - i s | . | T o <(
Qg , )A (by Mr. 0'Bryan) . ‘I ns t;}ing} to get

to the point that it was never ‘a reservatioh, was 1t?

Q A The eatire area vas o&iginally a part of

{

thc Cherokee tribal domaim, which I would 'hink would be
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