


Department of tha Tnteriler
Commispion to the Five Civilized mribes
Muakoges, I. T., April 4, 1902.

In ths matter of the application for identification as
Missisaippi Choctaws, of !
Andrew J. Dougherty, et al., W.C.R. 15689
Villiam E. Dougherty, et al., M.C.R. 15861
John Dougherty, M.C.R. 1562
Oeorge ¥W. Dougherty, ot al., MN.C.R. 1563
Busan Flme,et al., ¥.C.R. 1580

J. 0. Pool, Attorney of Record representing all of the

above ammed applicants has asked that said applications bte dis-
misgsed and that no further action cor consideration be had in sme
by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes.

L e e -

Bald requeat is refused for the reason that it is not
apparent from the motign hergtofore muades by the attorney for the

several applicints hereim, that saild applicants desire their
applications dismissed because they are not powssssed of Choctaw
blood and entitled to identification ns Mississippl Choctaws,
descendants of Chootaw Indians who resided in the cld Chootaw Nation
in Misslsaippl and Alabamse and complied or attempted to comply with
the providions of articls fourtsen of the treaty ¢f "Dancing Rabbit
Creek®, and for the further reason that no cause whatscever is shown
wvhy -llﬂ applications should be Adismissed, and the status of the
Applicants before the Commission will remain unaltered.

Commipsionsr in Charge
Muskogee , Indimm Territory, April 4, 1902.




Department of ths Interior
Commission to the Five Civilized "Tribes
Muskoges, I. T., April 5§, 1903.

In the matter of the application of Andrew J.
ot al., M.C,R. 1589

- e e

W. B. C. Greer, represanting himself toc be the agent
of the applicants in the above naméd cause, has asked that the
testimony of Morris Mihuff, taken before the Commission to the Tive
Civilized Tribes at Meridian, Mississippi, January 18, 1902, in the
above named cause, be stricken from the record, for the reason that
sald witneas tlltif!ld relative to the ancestor of the applicants
in this cause and stated that said ancestor wis named RBilly
Dougherty and was the grand-father of the prlnnizll applicant herein
and was possessaed of negro blood, while the applicants herein claim

that the allesged grand-father of the principal applicant was
poasssned of Chooctaw =nd white Tlovd: gmia reJUEET 1Y reroreaCToer

the reason that i€ is not shown by competent testimory that Billy
Dougherty referred to inm the testimony of Morris Mihuff, is not the
grand-father of the principal applicant herein, said statement simply
being made by the sald W, H. C. Greer in the form of a motion and
being unsupperted by evidence.

Commiesioner in Charge




DEPARTMENT OF THE INTRRIOR.
COMMISSION TO THE FIVE OIVILIZED TRIRRES.
ATOKA, INDIAN TERRRITORY, MARCH 28, 1901.

In the matter of the application for identifioation as
Mississippil Chootaws of Andrew J,. Daughéty and his minor children.
.;nlrrw J. Daughety, having bemn first duly sworn, testifies as fol-

owa

Examination by the Commission,

Q What is your nameT A Andrew J. Daughety.

Q What ia your age? A Fifty one.

Q@ Vhat i your post off ice address? A Eherman, Texms.

Q How long have you lived at Sherman? A Twelve years.

Q@ Where ware you born? A In Kentuoky.

Q@ Where in FKentuocky? A Butler County.

Q@ WYhen did you remove from Kentue A Twelve yeurs age.

§ Where did you go te from Kentuoky? A To Texas,

Q@ And have lived there sinoe? A Tes sir.

Q@ What is your father's name¥ A Andrew J. Daughaty.

Q Is he living? A No sir,

Q@ What is your mother's name? A Ballie F. Daughety.

g Is ahe living? A Ne sir,

Through which one of these parents do you elailm Choota~ blood?

A My Tathsr,

Q How much do you glaim? A One quarter,

Q@ Did you ever make appliontion for ocitisenship or snrellment as &
Chootaw Indian to the Chootaw tribal authorities? A No sir,

Q@ Is your name on any of the tribal rells of the Chootaw Nation?

A No sir,

R Were you ever admitted to olitisenshipy in the Choetaw Nation by
Judgment of the United States Oourt in Indian Territory en appeal
from either the decision of the Dawes Commission or the Chootaw
tribal authoritiss? A No air,

Q Were you ever admitted to citizmenship in the Chootaw Nation wupen
applioation to the Dawes Commission under the mot of Congress of
June 10, 18967 A No sir,

@ Did you aver ssek to be anrolled Y%y the Dawes Commission undear that
“tf l. lﬂ l-l-l"-

i{_- ih.ll: the first applioation you have ever made of any kind?

os sir,

q 2:--;:-.': te be %m‘t:::.“-#pl Chootaw? A 'f-l sir.
Under the whole uiar!' A Yea pir, o

Q ‘l:ﬂ:“l: the n-lw of your anggator who lived in Mississippi in 18307

J'-lﬂl blood Chootaw Indian? A That is what they told me.
Family history, is 1t? A Yes sir.
you any dooumentary evidencs of that fagt? A No air, I haven't

he, within six months after the ratifigation of that treaty
1l the United States Indian Agent them living in Mississippi
that he intended to = in Misoissippli and take land there and
bocome & oltisen of that state? A I don't know,
Migsiseippi te the Indian Territery in the years
1833 to 18377 A I don't know, '
2‘: hul & benefioiary under artisle fourteen of the treaty of 18307
I ’lll t knev that.
Did he cemply with any of the previsions of that artisle artisle?




Andrew J. Dsughety 2

ATl omn't till.I:\l.

Q Did ks ever im or receive any land from the United Huh- ov=
ermment, under article fourteen of that treaty? A I don't know,

Q Aras you -l.rr!.tl'l A Yea @ir,

§ What ia your wife's name? A Barah E.

Q Do you make any elaim for her? A No wsir,

Q Have you dhildren? A Yes wmir.

Q@ Want to make application for your children? A Yes air,
n:t ia the name of the oldast, unmarrisd and undar tesnty ons?
Aliee ©,

@ How 0147 A Beventeen.

Q@ The noxt? A James 4.

Q How old? A Fifteen.

@ Next? A Teaxanna.

Q@ Girl? A Yea psir.

g How 214Y A Twelve.

Q@ Next? A Imlu,

@ How ald i» Tulu® A Eleven,

Q Next?® A Rthel.

€ How eld is Ethel? A Eight.

Q Is that all? A Yes sir.

Q@ Is Sarah E. the mother of these children? A Yes air.

Q Are you their father? A Yes sir,

Q Are you and she living together as husband and wife?T A Yes sir,

Q Are these children living with you at your home? A Yes sir,

§ Have you mny dooumentary svidenoe you want to introduge? A Yes sir,

Q Aprliocation, is it? A Yes sir.

Application of Andrew J. Dmughety presented by spplicant,

received, l"‘l].l:fl marked S=xhibit "A" and made a part of

the I'I'III'I"I.

q m you your marriage liocense and certifioate? A I haven't tham
me .

Q Have you any other dogoumenta? A No sir.

Q@ Would you like time? A Yes sir, I would like time,

Twenty days' tins 1is allosed applisant in which to fils
documantary evidenge in support of his applisation; alse
marriage lioense and certifioate or certifiesd copy of
naae,

is omase.

The decision of the Commission in regard to this applica-
tion for idantifloation ap lhlﬁl i Chootaws whieh you
make for yoursalf and children mailed to you at
your present post offices addresa,

- Anna Bell, hewing ). first duly swern, on her oath states
that as stenogragher te the 1on to the Pive Civilised Tribes,
she reported full all pr had in the above entitled

osus on March 28, 1901, and that ve and fore is & full,
true and correct {rlun'-ipt ef har nn:'::ﬂ.phu nm!'ﬂ‘..u cause

on said date,.
(At treen J{j}f L

Bubneribed and sworn to befors me this // day of April, 1901,

Notary Publie,




Depar tment of the Interlor
Commiseion to the Pive Civilized Tribes,
Meridian Mipsiesijppl,January 18,1903,

Andrew .J,Inugherty, et al.,
Versus . R-1A89,

The Choetaw Nation,

Worris Mihuff, having been first duly sworn, upon his
onth testified as follows:

Exasmination by the Commission.

Q 7hat is your name? A Morris Mihuff,
g How o0ld are you? A Going on to eighty years old,
Q

vhat:s your post office address? A Enterprisc, Mlsslssippl,

How long have you lived down cbout Enterprisef A Iver simse
was about ten years old,.
& Where did you live before that? A Up in Tennessee; bred and
in Tennessee} Mlihuff raised ne,
Q@ You were a sluve, were you not? A Yes, sir,
Q What is your cooupmticn? A Firming.
@ You appear here at this time for the purpose of glving your tes-
timony in the case of Andrew J, Daugherty, et al., varsus the Choo-
taw Naticn? A Yes, sir.
§ Are you sogQuainted with the applicanti, Andrew J.Daugherty? A Oh!
1 s acquainted with Andrew; he is downo st the lower ond of the
County.
Q@ 1 am talking of the appliocant, Andrew J,Daugherty, who liveas in
Texas? A Well, I was aoquainted with him heae, and he weni from
here to Texae;, he went off - 1 don't know whare he want to; he wna
in my town for some time,
Q@ Ddid this man, Andrew J. Daughoerty, shom you knew, have a sen by
the aame nane? 1 Yes, alr he did.
Q@ DPi you know his son? A 1 Just know hile pame was Andrew - with
the old man,

h:htithi o ever saw this man, Andrew Jaugherty 7

i dsapy N en't kEnow . '
Wae he older or younger than you? Jt He wae & heap older than 1 was
Andrew was? A Andrew waan't, but the eld man was - 1 remember the
old man, his futher.
What was the 0ld wan's name? A They ocalled him Billy,
QR Was Andrew about the samn age you were? A 1 reckon he was near
about me when 1 first got soguainted with him. 1 seen the ¢ld man
talk some; he could talk pretty geod Indimn language.
Q@ The old man left this country shem you were a pretty small
boy? A Yes, eir,
Q He lived in Enterprise, Clark County? A Yes, #sir,
& Did he haw any ctuw bBlood? A o8, #irj he had halfj he had
- hla.xut Chectaw bloed in him, bDessuss he oould talk wellj 1 heard
him wWith them.




ANdrew

Jugharty, ot al. 2.

& Can you understand the C" otaw language? A No,eir.

||:|__
KEnoy
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':lu L .:.-I.
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pid
numie .
Q Did

they ware talking 1it.
mucii Choct®d blood did tide ¢ld man Do ghartsy have? A Vel

did he loak? A lle locked lil:e LEe Oth

s agagciate with the shite folks or the lndians

won!' g know w thar 1 .E__,. Wl talkir : nogct W, 4r nd t? A 1

n'L axactly say how much; bul he hnd a great deal of 1t in him

How cculd you tell? A From experience = ] “locked at him,
1

"8 = sorter red,
vé L Chootaw nameyY A No, slr; 1 guase he hud no OO

ll.
II.

the wnite folks.

Q Did

- & ¥ l
& fhe was a «hlte woman? A 0, ®ar,
know what I asked you, do you? 1 asked you wh :,]_-:' tliis

R Iou

You gvir pec his |.1ur_.r A iC

B -

WEBA &an I.l J..-'.

|
u
£

woman was a white woman, or Indian® A Ghe must have bLeern an Indian;

1 mnl:

& Than

Acoquainted with her.
y YoOu don't know anything apout it? A No, sir; 1 don,t know

arything about her; Just know him,
R Do you remember when the Indians were moved away from thig country

by the
Q Did

Government & long time sEgoY A Yes, sir.

Le leava before or after these Iﬂ&.‘lnrm went cut there? A 1

8w hinm aftar thay want out.

g Well,

now, they made two dilfareni moves; do you remember Yoth

of them? A [No, 1 donrt remember about the twoj I only know one whan
they Tiret moved them.

You

are suwre he didn't go cut with them? A No, sir.

Q@ How long was 1t after that thut he went awmy from here? A I den't
know, bodd, what tive he disappeared, for when he went I was guite

Young ,
there,
& IDid
sir.

you ever hear of the treaty of Daneoing Rabbit Creek? A 7o,

but 1 don't know what timo, but he lived around ouwr town down

Thies treaty, called the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek,

Wiié entergd into here lan Mlgsissippl on the 27th day of
Boptemper , 1830, between the United Btates Covarnment and
the Chootaw tribe of Indians., At the tlme this treaty

Was made, the Chootaws lived here in Missloel,pi and

along the western edge of the State of Alabama, The objeot
of thies treaty was to get these Indilans to move from the
couniry ococupled by them here in Mississijpy i and Alabama
to a new country west of the Missispippi River, a part of
whiion 18 now cocupied by the greater portilin of the Cchoo-
taw tribe of Indlans, At the Lime Lhe treaty was made,
some of these lndinns lu'n. s unwillis l -.- leau. this

gountiry cccupied Ly (hem haore in Cleslpaippl and Alabama
and go out was. to .m. new country, and for the benefit cof
those who wanted to stay here, what Is known wus the léth
article was put in the treaty. Thut l4th article provided
that upon ceortalin ccnditlonas a Choctaw whio preferred to
atay haere in Meslissippl and not move out tec the Terri-
tary might do so, and migh . receive land here in Yiesigoippi
from the Goverment., It ia as follows:

“Ragh Choctaw hesd of a family beling desirous to remaln
and begouo & citizen of the States shull be permitted to
do 8¢ by adgnifying ifdew intention to the apent within six




Andrew J.Daugherty, ot al. ;3.

monthe frim Lhe ratificutlon of this treaty,and hie or #he
shall thereupon be entltled to a reservaticon of one ssgtion
of Blx hundred and forty .erescf land, to be bounded by
geotional linee of survey;, in like manner ahall be entitled
0 ene=half that gquantlt, ) eAch unmarried child whieh

1 iving th hidm over Len yeaArs of Ag

L
£

1 and A& quarger
pection to suah chil i 'y ¢ undor 1 years of o, e, GO
adjoin the 1« tion Lhe parent, 1f they reslde upon
pald lands, intending to bec pltizene of tha Btutes
for five yours after tha ri ‘dcation of this treaty,in
that oaee & grant in fea simple shall 1ssue; sald reservawm
tion shall include the present improvement of the head of
the famlly, or a portlon of it. Persons who claim under
thie article shall net lose Lthe privilege of a Choctaw
oitizen, but 11 thay evor remove are fiot toc be entitled
to eny portion of the Choctaw annulty,"

@ Thott's the 14th articls of the treaty o¢f Tancicg Rabbit Craak,
Do veu know whetha any of gom the ancestors o¢f the appliemnt,
Andrew .J.Daugherty, ever couplied or attempted to comply with the
provisicns of this l14th artiele, of the t&reaty of Dancing Eabblt
Crevk? A No, elr,

Q Or whethor any of them sver recelved any benefifts under this ar-
ticla? A No,mlr,

§ VWore any of hip ancestors - you know what 1 mean by andastors,
donvt you? A ¥ es, sir,

Tid any of his mnocdstars 1ive here in the old Chootaw wation, in
Mesiesipy 1l and Alamme, in 1630, seventy one years ago, that was,
when this treaty was T.-.-..Au'? A X a{.‘n.t Enow about that.

Q Vere any of Lthem ever recognized members of the Choptaw trive of
Indiana? A 'Fo, elr, 1 domt know about that,
Q Did agy of them remcve from Lthe old Choctaw ¥Maticn here in lee-
iseippl and Alabama , to the present Choctaw Natlen, in Indian Terri-
tory, At the time of the removal of the greater portlon of the
Choetaw trite of lndians between the yvears 1033 and 183%Y A 1
don, ¢t think they did, slr., 1 roanember when 1 seod them when they
was moving them} 1 know when they went off} they war: in cur town,
five or six hundred of them, s¢ far as 1 know, way back; 1 was right
thare.,
@ Jut you don't think thut any of the ancestors of this applicant

went out theare? A Yo, sir.
Q@ Well, this old man, éill;r, didntt go? A No, sir; he didn*t
go, because 1 know I saw him after 1 come up, 1 know his' son,
Andrew veary well; he liveer out from town thae., e wus Wp Chere
a good denl, nnd then he went cut In Jasper County.
Q@ %Vhen the Indians waore moved, how old & man wad this man, Andrew
J.Daugherty, the son of Billy Dmugher ty? A 1 don't know; me and
him ware aAbout the same pretiy well,
Q@ Nearly grown were you? A Yes, #ir, Just boys., When 1 first come
here to thie oountry, they were thlek as hops here,
q id this man, Hi"li}' Daugherty, within six months afte thie
treaty was retified, let the agent of the Government, here in Nisa-
issippi for the Chootaws knbi s anted to etay here in Mlssl adpjd
and become c¢itdsensy of the Btates® A Mo, sir; 1 don't kmow., 1 know
1 saw him here after thoy was oll gono,

?

Q@ You are sure of that, are you? # Yea, sir, 1 am sure of that,




tw. ot al,, 4.

ure of that? A He didmt oladm Iy, because 1 think
v under DondRge.
r el part Chootaw? A That's a0,

e niot? A Yesm, sirj that's &nnt he wmas, you

e 05 i
plave waan't h

et any land here from the Govermmant that you know
. that 1 Enow ol
Q L T yor ge ny monay Irc: a Governmment? A Nc
m
q ¥ | : recognised mamboar of Lhig Choeotay
1 o _r-"'|:_ ik 1ust ||-l-d|li-|al_|.l__l 'ﬁ'.'...iJ.i' .
-q_ ”1,1. N LEEW TR ._1 ' - ...L‘l Vot L h.-L '1'""P
1 The mother of Andrew J.? A vag, gl that's 8o,
Do yvuea know whetd she hoid any Chootaw blood, 1in hel
1l don't kKnow,
Q@ And young Andrew J,, whom the applicant claims as hie fether,
me n slave also? A Yo, eir,
who did he beleng to? A 1 just remember L0 the Daughertlies i
Ll 1 xnow,
You don't remember the cthor name of the man he belonged
Mo, 8ir, 1 donit know that, but ho wus & Dnugharty,
G Yhere did he live? A 1 think thev were bred and boern at
lower edpo of Alabarm, and thoy come W here, and 1 used to g
the Yobile and Ohio, and 1 used te Aee tham Ireguenily.
Q Dil the master of these p¢ s have any Choctaw bBlood?
Q@ Fe was A white man? / ‘
Q Mo India* bloocd? A ! pir, he owned thean wus Injuns; the)
purreander th ey oome on up

TOWr. .

In aecordance with the provisicns of article 14

troaty of Duncing Rubvit Creek, the Goverguent :
United States directed an ;,_,m:'E hare in Misolasippd
reglster the numen of such Chootaws As might doslre

romain here and become citizens of the States and

land undsr article 14 the tramty, The records of Lthae
Govermant shov that this acent falleil to reglaster and repa
to the govermment the nates of many Iincians wheo dld 1r
fact lot kim know they wanted to atmy here and take land,
and on this agocount, the Govarament at 1Ts pubiic land
sples hore in Mispdesippi, in many dnstances, =old land
upon whiscl Chogtaws lived and had lmprevements, and

which they supposed thay would receive under article 14 of
he treaty of Dancing Rabhit Creek, This caused a great d
deal of compleint smong the lndlanp, and the matiar Wy
finally brought to the sttention of Congress, anc Congresh
agsed an Aet which was apyroved on the Jdrd day of larch,
837, providing for tie uppoeintment of a commission te
gome down here to Miasiassippi and hear Lhe gapes ol
fhoctows who daimed they had complied in all respects
with the provisions of article 14 of the treaty of Dancing
Habtbit preek, but thet their land had heen sold by the
Govermment., This commipsion was duly appeinted by the
Pregident of the United States and the commissiconers came
down hare tc dMlasleelpyri nnd heard a few of thepe Choctaw
gaget, but in the tine gllowed them my the Act of Congress
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providing f the eontinuance of y Commiesion,
A unahle Tto dl pe ol bus A o0l A tdvely
l- numier ol cases, lt, lierefors, became necosAar)
Congrasg to make furthal" provisicns by which the
cae lndismm :"i._Z.‘-. be l.-= n he :‘1-";_":
war passed, duich WaB & ‘:t gd on the I3rd
of August, 1842, providing for th e E:.l.l-i'.i.'. ment of
rp o e Sy ¢ 4 apd i and -iﬂqn
commiselon to 0O down hore Lo aglieal _.- and n
up the hearing of Uiese casesa, This -:{.-"' snlon wae a
nppolnted LWy the Presldent of the United Etuntes and the
commissionura came dewn here to Miesiselip;l 1n the 40's and

hear.) g great many wmor ¢ of these Chootaw cases,

1 }
[ R

Fol s

@ Did Bllly Daugherty orf any of his ancestors ,J.i.;.t:ur before eilther

of theee copmissions and attempt to establish thelr rights under

L ild BB

article 14 of the treaty of Imncing Rabbit Creck? A No,sir,

& Did hie son, Andrew, appear before aither one of these commissionm

L

A No, sir.

Thio Act of Congress approved gu.ust £3, lé4z, previded
that 1a case 1t ahould be fiﬂﬁ..'.ll‘:, determined that a
Chugtaw had gomplled in All respects with the provielons
of article 14 of the treaty of Dancing Babblt Creek, but
that Lle land had been sold by the Governmant, he should
be ertitled to seleot in lieu thereof, land elpewhere in
Migsissippi, or Alabama, or Louls iunﬂ- or Arianasas, rom
vacant Govermuent land, and should be L,hren a certifioate
to that effect. These cortificates were called aorip,

% N i

Q Did Billy Daugherty, or any of his ancestors, get any of this
gorip from the Governmeént under thle Act of Congreas? A Yo, zir.
R HWot that yuu know of? A Ne, sir,
@ You don't know whethe the aplicant, inwhose behalf you are
testifying, 11, the descendant of the Billy Daugherty, about whom
you are testifylng, do you? A No air.
Did Eillly Datughierty have any '-.'r.;:u blood? A 1 dom
ad any white blood; 1t was momt Injun and Afriocan.,
Widieh did he have the mont of? A Momi Indian,
You are certain about that? A Yes, edr, certain aboat that.
Are yu glated 1o ALY Wy To the I.L '.Il.l'lri.!'l.t Andray J .08 .u;i:-.'rt;,"?
No, sir.
Are you intarested ia any way Iin e rasult of this srplication?
No., Bir.

K. 5, Btreit, having been first duly sworn, upen his oath
states tha! &8 ctencgrapher te the Commispicn to the Five Clvil
ised Triben, he reported in full all procesdings hed inthe &bove
entitled ceuse on the léth day of Jamuiy, 1902, wnd that the ebove




J JDnugherty, et alta

‘oregdinge 1 A fall, ruo and esorrect translsation of
of sald proocedings in onid pause uypon said d

)

o

Subseried and gworn 1o hefore me at Yeridian Wississl
this 20tH day of JTEmnry, 1902,

>
..l--l.

Clerk U.2,Ciroult Cownr't,
Bouthern Nistriot of Wiesisnip]

=

Deputy,




Nepartmant of the Intarler
Commingi on to the Five Civilized Tribes,
Muskogee, I.T. February 28, 1902.

In the matter of the appliost ion Tor identification as Miasim-
sippi Chootaws of Andrew J. Daugherty, et al., M.C.H. 1589,

W. H., C. Creer, Agsnt, appearing for appliocm ta.

Now oomes W. H. C. Greer, an Agent of record, veiore this Com=-
misslon and askes that the testimony of Morris Mihuff, taken before
the Commissien, at Meridian, Mississippi, on January 18, 1902, in
the matter of {hu applicat 4on for identif lcation as Minsissippi
Chootawe of Andrew J. Daugherty, ot al.; N.C.R. 1589, be atriken from
the regcord for the reason, that this witneas, Morris Mihuff, at that
time, tegifled relative to the ancestor of the applicom ts 1in this
case, Hilly Daugherty, but in the examination it developad that the
Billy Daugherty the witnees referred to waa A part Negroe and a
slave and belonged to a mlman by the neme of Daugherty. In view of the
fact that the applicsants in this case are white people and have no
trace of Negro blood and that t here can be no doubt but what the
Billy Daugherty referred to bynthis witness cannot be the grand-
father of the applibant Andrew J. Jsughteriy Agent asks that the
testimony of thia witness Morris Mihuff be sxpunged from the reoord s
of the Commission and further statas that at the time of the hearing
of the testimony of Morris Nihuff, taken at Meridian, Mississippi,
January 18, 1902, he requested that said testimony for the reason
above given be expunged from the record and if it appoars from the
procaecdings in this case that sald motion was not granted he now
makes this motion as an Agent duly qualified befora saild Commiession
and duly authorised to make this motion herein.

By the Commission,
This motion will be taken undar advisement by the Coumiasion.
Examination by the Commission.

Feuban Orr having been first duly sworn testified as follown:

Vhat is your name? A Reuben Orr.

What 1ie your age? A I was born in 18268 Apeil 16th.

What 18 your post office address? A GSherman, Texas.

How long have you lived in Sherman, Texas? A Thirteen years.

Did you formerly live in the state of Misnissippi? A T lived
in Mispiasippl until I came over.

Were you a mlave at one time? A Yes, sir.

You have Negro blood have you? A [ don't know whetlmr I have

or not I think I am Negro,

You have tostified in sewral coses that you had Negro blood and

now you don't know; you hnd better atate the smwse thing in all

of your applications had you not? A Alpight sir ,

¥nu gan satate what you are I don't oare what you are? A That
2 right.

Well now, what do you say you are? A = Negro; Judge would you

gay that T am o Negrof
I don't know what you are? A Well they always call me a Negre.
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Q@ VWere you born in HMizalssippl? A Yes, sir.
Q Where in Mipsissippi were you bornY A I can't tell you Judge
whather i1t was in Nexohubbee County or Lawranoce County.
Do you know Andrew J. Daugherty? A Yes, ,sir.
Whare doesa he live? A In Cherran.
What is his business? A VWagon yard I believe.
Is hea a white man or Indian? A [ie im & white man but he is &
mighty dark white man.
Has he any Indian bloal?Y A He says he has.
Do you know anything sbout 1t sxoept what he says? A Ne, sir.
How old is he do you know? A Wall I Jjudge him to be u wman of
about forty vears old. Somewhere alose to that I think,
Do you know whare hs was born? A No, sir; I don't know whare he
ma8 born.
When ha tast 1{ied At Atoka, Indlan Territory,; HMarch 28, 1901,
upon his original applieation fqgr ldentifioation ms a Kissiosippd
Chootaw, he stated, his age wuuzrirty-nnu? A It might be that.

O 0 POOL LODOD

How do you know? A No, sirj Ijdeon't know.

Did you know the name of the fajher of Andrew J. Daugherty? A

I heard him say.

What was his father's name? A Billy I believe,

Are you sure about that? A I think that is what he said,

Are you sure about that? A Jfea, I think that is it.

l Asked you if you are surs about it and you say tnal you thinkj
nre you sure 1t was Bllly? A TVYes, sir.

Well ne testified himeelf that his father's name was Andrew J.
Daugherty when he appeared before the Commission st Atoka, In-
dian Territory, liarch28, 1901l; now how sbout Billy? A I don't
know.

24d you know his mother's namet A No, sirj I did not.

Through which o8 his parents did hs olaim Chooctaw blood? A
Throggh hils daddie and grandfather,

How much Cheoctaw blood do you think Andrew J. Daugherty the
claimant has? A Well I could not tell you much more than whan
I look at him T think he i about---he locks almost like all
Indiane to me.

Tull Indian? A Yes, nearly like a full Indian.

A little whiles agoe you sald he looked like A dark #hits man?

A Hes has ooal bluok hair.

Well he cluims to be about one-quarter Chootuw blood? A Yes,
gir.

Ha don't oclaim as much as you de? A Yes, sirj; he walks like an
Indian.

How does an Indian's walk differ from a white man? A They drag

thair feet,
Soms white men drag their feet? A VWhite men generally step

mighty olear.

What are the coler of Andrew J. Daugherty's eyea? A They are not
blusnor blaok but tiey are a sort of a deep snuff color.

Sort of brown?t A Yen air,

Do you know the name of his ancestor who lived in Misslssippl in
1650f% A No, sir; I don't belis vo T knows the name of his
ancester exoept old man Billy.

You knew old man Billy who? A 0Old man BEilly Daughsrty.

You knew such a man in Mississippl did you? A Yes, sir.

Tell me about this man Billy Daugherty whom you knaw in Missis~
sippi, what was his business? A Ie made baskets, beads and
rings.

Uid he live in a houss or tant? A In a tent.

Did you know his wife? A XNeo, sir.

Enow any of his fanily, any of his childrent A Ne, sir.
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Whereabouts in Mississippl did this old man Billy live? X

Close to Enterprise, right vp apove Meridian.

Did the old man speak Chootaw? A Tes, he talked Indian I eould

not understand nothing what he said.

Well he might have been talking soae other Indianfor all you

know?¥ A Well hs talked like all the othar Indinns out here
talk,

Do you xnow that he was tha ancestor of Andrew J. Jaugherty?
A HNo, sir.

Do veu know whitle r hes was a grandfather, Uncle or gousin or

what relative Lie was? A Jlo, 8ir; 1 ssan tl»m tegother,

Tou saw who togstasry A Them Indlinns,

Did you see Andrew J. Daugherty this olalmant with 3illy Daug-

herty whom yvou knaw in Mississippl? A No, air; 1f T did 1
don't know him by that name.

You know these olalmants do you? A Yes, sir.

Do you know wihether you ever saw him in Missisaippi? A Neo, sir;
I never did see him there,

Did you know old man Billy Daugherty or William Daugherty in

Mississippi in 16307 A e, sir,

You were too young then wers you not? A Yes, sir,

Vien was the lirat t1ime you ever knew Billly Daugherty? A 1

don't know exsoily when I did see lnale Billy.

Forty-Ifive or fifty? A 1 believe about forty five or may bs

furtke r back than that .

Yo you know whetiher he sver compliedor attenpted to comply with

the provismions of artioles fourteen eof the treaty of 1B30% A No,

sir; I don't know.

Did vou ever hear that le within six mnonths after tha ratifi-

gution of the trenty of 1AS0 went te the United States Indian
rant whose name was Colonel Ward and %old him that he wanted
to stay in Miesissirpl, take land there and become mn citizen of
the United Btates? A XNo, Bir.

Do you know anything about the treaty of 1830 A No, sir.

Do you oare to give ary testimony ma to whather or nnt'c Pilly
Daugherty complied with article fourteen of the treaty of 18307

A No, sir; I don't nothing ahout that

If vou answered anvthing in reference to that it would be what

you have been told by someone else? A Yes, sir.

Well did you ever hear this, that in 1837 'this man Billy Daug-

harty whom you knaw in '|i;'-ainﬂ1ppt went to the Commission that

was appointed undsr an act of Congress of March 3rd 1837 or be-

fore tho Commission appointed by an act eof Congress of Aupgust

23, 1842 and claimed benefits under article fourteen of the
treaty of 1830; did you ever hear anything & out that? A No,

sir; if I did I have dona forgottan.

You never heard Andrew J. Daugherty say then what ths name of

hin mncestor wvas who lived in Mississinpi? A Yea, I honrd nim

BAY «

What have you heard him say? A T heard him say they was Choo-
taw Mipsiusippi Indians,

What did you hear him say the name was? A I think Billy/

You stated ha told you that his Tather's name was Billy but he

saye his father's name is Andrew J.; now this Billy, who was he?

A He was Rillv,

Wiat relation to Andrew J9 A 1 don't know.

You ddon't oare to try to sxplain that? A Neo, sir; I den't

gare to try to explain nrurthing only wlat I know,

Then ap a matter of faot this Bdlly daugherty whom you knew in
¥insiesippl might or might not have besn related to thia elaim-

ant Andrew J. &mhnrtﬂ A Ten asir.




Thia witnesns has the appearmanoe and phyasiocal charncteristics
of being depcended from Regro parentage,; which he claims to be.
He mry have other bleed whioch the Commission is unable to say.
e has no knowledge of the Chootaw language and does not know
whether Dilly Daugherty whom he says he knew in Mississippl was
tihes ancestor of this applioant Andrew J. Daugherty and lmowsa
nothing about whather the Bllly Daugharty whom he knew in
Mipginaippi ever complied with the provisions of articlefourteen
ol the treaty of 1l830.

. Hosanwinkel belng duly sworn on hie onthnstates that am
stenograpner to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes
he reported in full mll the progeedings had in the above en=-
titled coume on Februmary £Z28, 1902, and that the above and fore-
going 1s & full, true and correct transcript of his stenographie
notes in sald cause on sald dute of Februmry 1902,

k éﬁﬁu{m% )

Bubpcrlibed and sworn to before ma this 31lst day of March 1902.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
COMMISBEION TO 1HE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES

In the matter of the application of Andrew J.

Daughety, et al., for ildentification as Miss-

issippi Chootaws, consolidating the records of

Andrew J., Daughety, ot al., M.C.R., 1889
SBusan Hime, ot al., M.C.R. 1560
William B, Daughety, et al., M.C.,R, 1861
John H. Daughety, M,.C.H. 1882
George W. Daughety, et al., M.Colls 1063

P L — -
iapera Torwarded to } Baal
the above oconmnolidatad
in saald record.

e e

Original applioation of Andrew J. Daughety before the Dawes
Commiseion for identificostion ae & Missiessippli Chootaw

Written petition of Andrew J, Daughetyaddressed to the
Dawes Commiesiom

Certified copy of the marriage record between Andrew J.
Daughety and Barah E. Beessley

Original application of Busan Hime, before the Dawes Com
mission for identification ar a ¥Migslssippl Chootaw

Written petition of Busan Hime, addressed to the Dawes
Commission

Original application of William E, Daughety, before the Dawes
Commission for identirication as & Missiseippi Chootaw 10




¥ritten petition of William E. Daughety, addresssed to
the Dawes Commiss ion

Original application of John H. Daughety before the Dawes
Commispion for identification ar a Missiesippl Chootaw

Written petition of John H. Daughety addresnsed to the
Dawes Commission

\ Original application of George W. Daughety before the Dawes
i.ﬂn-i'“nn for identifioation as a Mlaplssippl Choctaw

¥ritten petition of George W. Daughety Addresred to the
Daves Commission

Transoript of the proceedings had at theoffice of the
Commission at Meridian, Mississippi, Jenuary 18, 1902,
in the application of Andrew J. Daughaty

Transcoript of the preoceedinss had at Wuskogee , I. T.
February 28, 1902 in the application of Andrew J‘f.
Daughety, et al.,, including the moticn of W.H.C.
Greer to expunge ths tesptimony éaken at Meridian, ¥ies
on January 18, 1902

Motion of J. O. Pool as Attornsy of Record in the con-
solidated application of Andrew J. Daughety, et al.,
azsidng that sald applications be 4lsmissed and that
no further consideration be had of tham

Transoript of the proceedings had at Muskogee, 1.T. on
April 4, 1902 in which the motion of J. 0. Pool
above referréd to was refused.

Transcript of the proceedings had at ¥uskogee, I.T. on
April 5, 1902, in which the motion of ¥. H. C, Greer
above refarred to was refused.

Copy of latter of the Commission to J. 0. Pool, notifying
him of ths over-ruling of his motion

Copy of letter of Commission to W,H.C. Oreer notifying
him of the over-ruling of his motion

Final decision of the Commission refusing the applications
embraced in the consclidated case of Andrew J. Daughety
ot, al., for identifioation as Mississippl Chootaws




TEPARTVENT OF THE INTRKIOR

COMNISRION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIRES

In the matter of the application of Andrew J.
Deughety, et al., for identification as
Hississippl Chootaws, consolidsting the
pplications of

Andrew J. Daughety, et al.,

Fusan Hime, et al.,

Willie= E. Daughety, et al.,

Joehn F. Daughety
Gebrge ¥W. Daughety, et els,

~eeeeesD ECIBION scecmmas
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The record in the abewve consclidated case shows that thers
vere originally five applications made separcetely by the pariiecs
nised, at the Limes and places herein set forth, to wit;

In the matter of tke applieation of Andraw J. Paughety
for the identification of himself snd his Tive =ainor ¢hildren,

Allew Ce, Jumes 0., Texanne, Lulu and Ethel Desughety, oo ¥iesi asippi
Chootaws, taken at Atoka, Indian Territory, ¥arch 28, 1901.

in the matter of the apprli-ration of pun Hime fcor
ldentification of herpelf and her mimor ochild Ceorce Hime, ux
Visolonlppi Chootmwe, taken at Atoka, Todiar Territery, Niroh
1901 .

In the mattar of the application of Willlas R. Daughe ty
for the identificstion of himself and his miner 1lé Randolph L,

Detighety, oo Missleaippi Choctaws, tulen at Atoka, Tndian Territory,




¥Vareh 28, 1901,

In the matter of the spplication of Johm W. Teughety for
tha identification of himself na s Mipreisoippi Cheotaw, taken at
Atoka, Indlan Territery, ¥arch 28, 1901,

In the matter of *he applicaticn of Ceorge ¥. Daughety
for the fdentification of himeelf and hie twe minor ehildren,
Preest B and Agnas L. Daughety, ar Miseissippl Chootaws, talen at
Atoka, Indlan Territery, March 28, 1901.

T™ile these several applications have boén conmclidated
and are to ba considered together as a wheole, yet in view of the
varied procsedinge had in sach, 1t will be necessary to donalder
them, in a measure, separately.

Tuking them in the order abowve named, we find from the
record in the case of Andrew J. Daughety, =% al., that on March 28,
1901, the said Andrew J. Naughety appeared before the Commission at
Atoka, Indian Territory and thare made porscnal sppliention for the
identification of himself and his fiwe zminor childreg, Alice C.,
Tazes G., Texanns, Lulu and Ethel Daughety as Hippleasippl Chootaws
elaiming to be descendants of Choctaw Tndiane who resided in the
gtats of Vigpipeippi in 183530 and terk advantage of the provisions

of article fourcteen of the treaty made betwesn the United Stutes

governm:nt und the Choctaw t-ibe of Indians, concluded Bepteaber 237,

1830, and mown as the treaty of "Dancing Eabbit Croek." The
principal spplicant clajmes depcent from Andrew J, Naupghoty (Sendor)

L I

sn alleged Choctaw, (degree of blogd not glvan), who married

Bally B. Daughety, a shite woman, and whe wre the parents of this
applicant,

The reserd in this case Turther shows that the prine ipal
applicant, Andrew J, Deughety, and his five miner shildren for whem

spplication ip made, have never beem pnrelled by the iribal




authorities of the Chooctaw Nation as citisens of that tribe, nor are
thelr names found upen any of the tribal rolls of the Choctaw Nation
in the possession of the Commismion, nor have they ever been admit-
ted te Choctaw citizenship by a duly comstituted court or committes
of the Choctaw Fatlon, or by the Commission to the Five Civilised
Tribes or by a dearse of the United Btates Court in Indiem Terri tery
under the provisions of the mat of Congress of June 10, 18968( 29
Btats., 321,)

The evidence offered in suppert of this appliontion
oohsists solely of the oral statement of the prineipal applicant and
a certified copy of the marriage record detween Andrew J. Daughety
and Sarah Besaley. By the oral statement of the principal applicant
it is attempted to be shown that he was berm in the state of
Kentucky imn sbout the year 18580, and that he is possessed of one
quarter Chootaw blood. At the time of the making of his original
application he was a resident of the state of Texas and it does not
appear from his testimony that ke sver resided in Indian Territory,
He attempte to trace his alleged Choctaw descosnt to one William

Daughety, who, he alleges, was his Choctaw ancestor who lived in
Missipasdppi in 1830, but he does mot state what relationship the
said William Daughety bore to him, nor cam it be determined from
his testimony whether the said William Daughety was a recognised
Choctaw Indian im Misslaseippl in 1830, or whether he complied or

attempted to comply with the preovisions of article fourteen of the
treaty of 1830, although the principal spplicant alleges that he was
a full bloed Chootaw: The certified copy of the marriage record
filed herewith is simply proof of the marriage of the prineipal
applicant and his wife, and of the legitimasy of the issus of sald
marriage. There is filed herewith the written petition of the
principal spplicant, but it cannot be considered in evidence as it




is slmply m atatement of the facts expected to be proven by him.
Note. According to the writtem petition of the prinecipal
upplicant 1t appears that the William Daughety mentioned by him
in hie oral examination, was hie grandfather,

The next in order of iLhe ahove applications is that of

Busan Hime, et al., and the record therein shows that om Mareh 248,

1701, the sald Susan Hime appeared before the Commimsion at Atoka,

Indian Territory, aand there made personal application for the
identification of herself and her mimor child, George Hime, as
Missiseippi Choctaws, ol siming toc be descendants of Choectaw Indians
who resided in the state of Missiseippi in 1830 and took advantage o
of the provisions of article fourtesan of the treaty made between the
United Etates govermment and the Chootaw tribe of Indians, conclud-
ed Beptember 27, 1830, and known as the treaty of "Dano ing Rabbit
Crock®, The principal applicant claims descent from Andrew J.
Daughety, an alleged Chootaw (degree of bleod mot given) whe
married Sarsh E, Daughety, a white woman, and who are the parents
ef this applicant,

The reeord in this case further shows that the principal
applicant, Busan Nime, and her minor child for whom application 1is
made, huve naver been sarcllsd by the tribal suthorities #f the
Chootaw Natlon as eclitizens of that tridbe, nor are their names found
upen any of the tribal rolls of the Chootaw Nation in the possession
of the Commispion, mor have they ever been admitted to Chootaw
cltizsenship by & duly comstituted court or committee of the Choctaw
Nation, or by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, or by a
deoree of the United fAtates Court in Indiam Territory, under the
provisions of the aot of Comgrese of June 10, 1896,( 2¢ Btate., 321.)

The evidence offered in support of this applioation is
slmply the oral statement of the prineipal applicant, wherein she




attempts to show that gche was born in the state of Eentucky in the
year 1878 mnd is possessed of one sighth Chootaw blood. It cannot
be apoertained from her testimony that she ever resided in Indian
ferritory., BG6he attempts to trace Ler alleged Choctaw depcent
through her father tc cne Willias Daughety, who, she claimes, was her
great grandfather snd was a full blood Choctmw, and n regident of the
old Choctaw Nation in Miesissippl in 1830, but it oannct be ascer=
tained from her testimony shether any of her alleged Chogtaw anoces-
tors were ever recognized members of the Choutaw trive of Indians in

Mississippd and Alabama, or shethsr they complied or attempted to

comply with the provisiens of article fourtsen of the troaty of 1830,

there is flled herewith the wiitiean petition of the
principal applicant but it cannot be considered in evidence as it
is simply & sintement of the Tactes axpscted to bLe proven hy her.

ihe next in order of Lhe above mpplications is that of
William E. Daughety, et al., and the record therein shows that con
March 28, 1901, the said William B, Dmughety mppearad before the
Commission at Atoka, Indlan Territory, snd there mads personal
application for the identification of himself und his minor child
Randolph L. Paughety as Mlssiasippl Chootaws, olalming to be
descendantes of Chootaw Indians who resided in Mimsissippi in 1830,
and took advantage of the provisions ¢of article fourteen of the
treaty made betwesn the United Btutea govermment and the Thootaw
tribe of Indlane concluded Beptember 27, 1830, and known as the
treaty of "Dancing Rabbit Creek®. The principel applicant olaime
descent from Andrew J. Duughety, an nlleged Chootaw (degree of blood
not given) whe married Barah Deughety, s white woman, and who are
the parents of thig spplicant,

The record in this case further shows that the principal

applicent, William E. Daughety and his minor child, for whom




application is made, have never besn enrcolled by the tribal
nuthorities of the Choctaw Nution as citisens of that tride, nor are
thelr nemepr Tound upon any of the tribal rolls of the Choctaw Natioen
in the pospession of the Commission, nor havye thay ever hean admitted
to Choetaw 2itizseaship by a duly constituted rcourt or committee of

the Choctaw Nationa, or by the Coomiseion to the Tive Civilized

Iribems or by a decroe of Lhe United States Court in Indisn Territory

undar the provisions of the mot of Congrese of June 10, 1896( 29

Btats., 321)

The only evidence offersd in this application is tha
unsupported orul statemsnt of the nrincipal applicant, whersin he
attempts t¢ show thaut he was bern in the state of Kentuoky in about
the year 1870, and 1ls possesnad of one eighth Choctar blecod. Trom
his testimony it w uld appesr that he never was o resldent of Indian
Territory. MHe attempte to trace his alleged Chootaw Asscent through
his father to his great grandfather, William Daughety, vho he cleims
wme & Tull hlocd Choctaw and & reside nt of Miepise!ippd in 1850, TH%
cinnct be detoermined from his testimony whether amy of hie alleged
Choctaw ancestora ware svaer recognized by the Chectaw tribal authori-
ties as members of the Choetaw tribe of Indians in thet state, cor
that ther complied or a'tempted to oemply with the provisions of
article fourteen of the treaty of 1830, There (g filed herswith
the written potition of the prinoipal applicent, but it cannot be
oconsidered in evidence ap it is slmply & statemeant of the faote
expected to be proven hy him,

The next in erder of the shove npplications is that of
Jobn H. Deughety and the record therein shows thut on March 235, 1w0l
the sald Jopn li, Duughety appenred hefore the Commdpsion at Atoka,

Indian Territory snd there made personal applicution for the




identification of himeelf s a Missiadppl Choetaw, claiming to ha a
Aescandant ¢f Choctaw Indiene who resided in ths state of Misalssippl
in 1830 sad took advan tage of the provisions of artiecls fourteen of
tha treaty 2ude betweern the United BEtates govermment and the Chocotaw
tribe of Indimme, concluded Beptember 27, 12830, and known as the

treaty of "Dancing Rabbit Creak". e clnima Aescent from Andrew J.

Daughety, an alleged Chootaw Indian, (degree of blocd not glven) whe

married Barah E. Daughety, a white woman and who zre the parsnta
of this applicant.

The reoord im this case Turther ghows that the applicant
John H. Daugheiy, has never been enrollsd hy the tribal authorities
of the Chootaw Natloh uws & oltlizen of that tr-ibe, nor i his nans
found upon any of the tribml rolls of the Choctaw Nation 1in the
possespion of the Commipsion, mor has he ever heen admitted to
Cheootaw cltizenship by u duly constituted cowrt or commitiee of the
Cho¢taw Natlion, or by the Commisslon to the Five Cilivilized Tribes,
or by a decree of the United Btutes Court im Indian Territory, under
the provisions of the set of Congremss of Jume 10, 1898( 29 Ftuts,.331)

The oenly evidence offered in this case 1ia the unsupnorted
cril statement of the applicant, wherein he attempts to gshow that ha
was born 4in the stats of pentuaky im about the yoear 1871, and that
he ig pospensed of pas elghth Cheoctaw hleod. Prom his testimony it
would appear that he has never bhesn a resident of Tndlan Territory.
He attempts tc trags hieg allegad Chootaw dascent throuvgh his fatker,
to one William PDuughety, who, he alleges, war & full bhlood Choaotaw
and =as his ancoator whe lived in Hlaslselprl in 18380, but it dces
not appear from nis testimony what relatlionphip trere wap betweon
the suid William Naugnety and himeelf, neither can it be determine
from his testimony whether any of his alleged Cheotaw ancestors were

ever recgogulised Ly Lhe Choctaw tribal authorities in Mipsissippl and




Alabama as members of the Choctaw tribe of yndians, or that they
aomplied or attenpted to comply with the provisione of artiecle
fourteen ¢f the treaty of 1830, There is filed herewith the written
petition of the applicant, but it cannct be consldered in evidenoce
as it is simply & statement of the facots sxpectsd to be proven by him

she last in order of the abve applications is that of
George W, Daughety, ¢t al.,, and the record therein showa that on
March 28, 1901, the said george ¥, Daughety appeared befors the
Comaispion at Atoka; Indian Territery and there made personal
application for the ldantification of himself and his twe minor
ehildren, Erneat L, and Ageses L Dsughety, ss Mississippi Chootaws,
claiming t0 be descendants of Chootaw Indians who resided in the
gtate of Mispiesippl in 1830 and took advantage of the previsions of
article fourteen of the treaty made between the United Btates govern-
mut and the Choctaw tribe of Indians, concluded fNeptember 27, 1830,
and imown as the treaty of "Dancing Rabbit Cresk®™:. The principal
applicant claims descent from Andrew J. Daughety, an alleged Choctaw
(dagree of blogd not given) who married Sarah ¥, Daughety, a white
womun, and whoe are the parents of this applisant.

The recerd in this cassé further shews that the prineipal
applicant, George ¥. Daughety, and his twe minor childrem for whom
upplication is made, have never been enrolled by the tribal authori-
ties of the Chootaw Nation as citizems of that tribe, ner are their

namss Tound upon any of the tribal rells of the Chootaw Nation im

the possension eof the Commission, mor have they ever been admitted
t¢ Choctaw citiasnship b & duly constituted court or committes of
the Chootaw Nation, or by the Commission te the Fiwe Civilised
Tribes, or by a degree of the United 8tates Cowrt in Indian Terri-
tory, under the provisions of the act of Congrese of June 10, 18948,
(29 State. 321.)




The only evidence offered in this case is the unsupported
oral statement of the principal spplicsmt, wherein he attempts to
gshow that he was born in the astate of Kentuaky in about the year
1873 and that he is possessed of one eighth Choetaw blood. ¥From his
testimony it appears that he has never been a redident of Indimn
Terdtory. MNe attempts to trace his alle;ed Chootaw descent through
his father to one William Daughety who he alleges was a full bloeod
Choctaw Indian and a resident of the state of Missiseippi in 1830,
but it cannot be determined from his testimony what relationship
existed between the sald Willism Daughety and himself, neither is it
shown whether any of his alleged Choctaw ancestors were ever

recognized b the Chootaw tribal authorities in NMisslssippi and

Alabama as members of the Chootaw tribe of Indiana, or that they
complied or attempted to comply with the provisions of article
fourtesn of the treaty of 1830, There is filed herewith the written
petition of the principal spplicant, but it carinot be considered in
evidence as it is elmply =& statemsnt of facts expected t¢ be proven
by him.

The record in this oase shows that on January 18, 1902,
at Meridian, Mississippi, the spplicant Andrew J. Daughety offered
in evidence the testimony of one Morris Mihuff, a negreo, claiming
to be eighty years of age and a resident of Mississippi, in which
state he claims to have resided since he was ten yoars of age. By
the testimony of this witness it is attempted to be showm that he
was acquainted with one William or Billy Daughety in Mississippi and
that he became acquainted with him during his childhood and at that
time the sald Billy Daughety had a son named Andrew J. Daughety,
whe the witness claims was about the same age as himself. It
further sppears from said testimony that the Andrew J. Daughety




vhom the witness clalms to have been aoquainted with in Mississd ppi
removed from there pometime spubsequent to the general removal of
the Chootaw yndians from ¥Nissiseippli to the Choctaw Nation, Indlan
Territory, but the witneas is unabls to state positively whare the
sald Andrew J, Daughety removed to. It also appears from ocertain
portions of this witness's testimony that the applicant Andrew J.
Deughety was living in Mississippi with his father, prior to their
removal from that state, as is shown from the following questions
and angwerst® Q. Are you acoquainted with the spplicant Andrew J.
Daughety?® A."Oh~- I was acquainted with Andrew, he is down at the
lower end of the countys:® Q."I am talking of the applicant Andrew J.
Daughety who lives in Texas.® A. ® Well I was soquainted with him
here and he went from here to Texas] he went off=- I don't kmow where
he went %0} he was in ny town for some time.* ¥From the testimony
of this witness it alse appears that the Billy Deughety whom he
¢laims to heve known in Mississippli, was part negro and part Chootaw
and that prier te the war wasa slave, and that he was married to a

negro woman, als¢ & slave, and that neither of them wers possessed
of any white blood. It also sppears that Andrew J, Daughety, Tather
of the applicant herein, was & slave and belonged to a white family
named Deughety, whoe resided in the "lower ecdge of Alabmma®, There
is nothing in the destimony of this witness which would tend to show

that mny of the alleged Chootaw ancestors of the applicant Andrew J,.
Daughety were ever recegnised by the Chootaw tribal authorities in
Missisaippi as members of the Chootaw tribe of Indians or that they
complied or attempted to comply with the provisiens ef article
fourtesan of the treaty of 1830,

It further appears from the rocords of this consolidated
gase that on Yebruary 28, 19028, at Muskoegee, Indian Territory one




¥. H. C. Oreer appeared before the Comml spion to the Five Oivilized
Tribea and represented himasell to be the agent of the applioant
Andrew J. Daughety, and filed a motion omn behalf of the paid
applicant praying that the testimony of the witnsss Norris NMihuffY,
taken at Werldian, Nississippil on January 18, 1902, be sxpunged Trom
the records in saild application for the reason that it developed
upon exanination of sald witnese that the Billly Daughaty whom tha
witness referred to in his testimony was part negro and a slave,
and that the appliecant herein clalmsd to be solely of white and
Choetaw bhlooed, and that therefore the Bllly Desughety mentionsd by
the witness could not be the grandfather of the spplicant Andrew J.
Daughety. At that time the Commipsion took said motion under ad-
visement., On the pame day and immediately following the presenta-
tion of the within metien, there was offered in evidenoe im suppert
of the application of Andrew J. Daughety, ths testlmony of HAeubsn

Orr, a negro, residing in the state of Texas, #ho claims tc have

heen born in the year 1888 in the state of Missdasippli and te hawve
resided there until thirtesn ysars prior te the giving of his testi~
momy in this applicction, and by said testimeny it is attempted to
be shown that he is scquainted with the applicant Andrew J. Daughety
having become acguainted with him in the ptate of Texas, and that
from ocomversations had with said spplicant, he pbelieves him te be

a son of one Billy Daughety whom the witsness clajims to have kmown in
the state of Mississippl and who he giates was possessed of Choetaw
blood, but withess 1s unaeble to¢ trage the relationship of the
applicant to the suld Billy Deaughety, inammuch av he states that ke
never kmew any of the children of Billy Duughety, nedther does it
appear from hie tastimony that the saild Filly Daughety was recognized
twr the Cheotaw tribal suthorities in Yiceisrippl as & membar of the




Mhootaw tribe of Indiang in that state or that he complied or

atteampted toc comply with the provislona of artieles Tourtesn of the

treaty of 1830.

T™he reccord further ghows that on Earah, 1¥, 12, J. D
Pool, representing himself to b thes attorney of record for all
the applicenty in this group ¢f coneclidated cases, Tiled a motion
in thelr bshalf asking thet thepe applicetions b dispnissed Wy
the Commisasion to the Five Civilized Tribes and that ne further
conglideration b had of same, and on April 4, 1902, this msctien
huwing heen careT™ully consldered by the Commission, was denied, Tor
the ressomn that it was net apparent from sald setion that the
applicants degired thelir applications dismi nsed Becauss they were
not possessed of Choctaw hlood, and entitled to ldentification m=
deeiseippl Choctaws, descendants of CThootas Indians who resi ded

ina the old Choctar Natiom in Miosdseippl and Alabams and who com-

plied or attezpted Lo ccaply «ith the provisions of article Towr-
teen of the Lreaty of *Dancing Rabbit Creek®, and for the further

reason that no cause whatgcever sas ghown in sald motion why said
applications shouls be dlsmissed, and in cunrludion the Commisslion
stated that the gtatus of Che applicants 'wfore the Comslesion te
the Pive Civilized Tribes would remaln unaltered,

On April B, 1902, thw Commlesion denied the sction mids by
#; F. Cs Oroer on Pelwruary 28, 1902, in which he reguested thuet the
teptinony of NMorris Mihauff taked st veridien, Miseiselippi, January
18, 1908, in the applicaticn of Andres J, Daughaly, e expungsd Trom
the record, for the reasons pet up in hip sotisn, Eald motion =l
refused for the reason that the stateasmest cads Wy ¥V, F, €, Gresr

petting forth his recasons fer desiring @ have the tsstiscny of the




vitness Norris Wihuff stricken frem the record, was unsuppertesd by

preper esvidemes.

¥ote---It appeare Trom the reecords in this case that at ths
time of the making of sash of thes applications herein the sur-
name of the applicants was spelled*Taughety® and that at the
procecsdings had on Jesauary 15, 1708 at weridian, Nississlppl,
pald nume was apelled "Daugherty”®., as war aleso done at the
procecvdings had on Tebruary 28, 1902, at Muskoges, Indimn
Territery. It sppears from the metion Filed by J. 0. Pool
sitorney for thess applicanta, and also in the procesdin.s
had op April 4th md 5th, 1902 at Puskogee, Indlanm Territery,
that said name was sapelled "'huﬂ‘hnrg'. Prom an +Eaminstion
of e petitions filed by T™e sever soplicants harein which
are pigned by them, 1t sprears thet the: name sheuld be
Daughety, and Terefore in the preparation of this decision tle
namd "Doughety” has been used.

In acoordance with the instructions of the Commiassioner
of Indlen ATFadrs of Jume 10, 1901 and July 25, 1901, the several
spplications herein were consclidated under the head of Andrew J.
Daughoty, ot al., as claimante from the saxe commom ancestor, and
in conslderins the teastinmomy offered ila suppert of these several
applications it sppears that the primcipal applicant, Andrew J,

Daughety, is the fathar of all the principal applicants in the other

spplications heorein cossclidsted and that they derive their alleged
Choctaw blood from the sald Andrev J. Daughety, whe himself e laime
te derive his alleged Chectaw Blood from his father, alse Andrew J,
Daughety, vto 1 alleged %o have hwen the son of one William
Deughety, an alleged full bSloed Chectas Indlan, vho wme & resident
of the state of Nigpelgaippd in 1880, As will appear from the
teptimony of the prveral applicanty, they all clsin to bave hesn
bore in the ptate of Ferturky, "™ oldsst of thas Paving bean borm 1B
180, It cannet b dstermined from thelr svidance »tether the
fathor of e principal spplicent sae hwrm in Mlasdssdpr! or shas
he left t™Hhat estety, but 1t doep appesr that the greandfather of the

principsl spplicart was & reshdent «f Wlesiowipp! in 180, Yrosm the




teatimony of'fered by these applicants;, or rathar by the appli-mnt
Andrew J. Daughety, on January 18, 1902, same heing the testimony of
one Norris Filhuff, 1t would appear that the spplicrant Andrew J,
Dauvghety himpelf, was born in Mlasieelppl, but inasmuch se he claims
to have basn born in Esntueky mnd never t¢ ave resided in Moslee-
ippi, 1t ip reascoabls to suppcse that the witness was mistakern and
that erald error arcse Trom the fact that ths father (7 the applicant
s Alsd namad "Andrew J, Daughety®. It i» st leaast cunclu glively
ghown by the testimony of thie witness that he was oquainted with
William Daughety and his son Andrev J. Daughety in Missiesippi

ar early as 1832, and continued toc kaow these perscms for some y=ars
thersafter, and he clalms that thay wers pozssssed of Chootam and
negro bleod. It slso appears from the teatimony ¢f Reuben Orr,
taken on Yebruary 28, 1902 in the spplication of Andrew J. Daughety,
that “& was soqualnted with one Willlam Dsughety in Mississippl in
about the yeam 1848 and 1500, but it cannot be positively deterained
from the testimony of gither of these witnegass, that the William
Daughetyvhon they knew in NMlasleosippl 12 thr 14entiocal William
Daughety who thess spplicants claim, was thelr Choctaw ancestor who
rosided in ¥isslseippl in 100 and oven If this fact were con-

clusively shown thare g not a spoeintilla of svidence tanding to show

that the sald 'I.J.llll. Daughety was recognized by the Chectaw tribal

autherities In Missiseippl a8 & =smber of the Chootaw tribe of
Indiene, or that he oomplied or attempted to comply with the proe-
vispions of article fourteen of the treaty of 1630, sad from an
sxamination ¢of the records iln the possssslon of the Commission of
thosa pe-pong who did comply or attempted to comply with the pro=
visions of articls fourteen, thet any perscon hy the name of ¥Villiam
or Mlly Daughety, ever signified hiv intention tc Colonel Wa, Ward




Indian Agent, Chectaw Agenay, to cemply with the provisions of

artiole fourteen, or precented his olaim ac a benefie lary under
said article to either of the Commiasiones duly authorised by thae
acts of Congresa of March 3, 1837 and August 23, 1843, for the
adjudication of puch claims.

Tre motions heretofore made by the several applicarnts
having been overruled, the status of the applicante is unohanged
and in view of the faot that these spplioants have had sufficient
time anllowad them in which to pressnt thelr testimony, the
Commisnion considers thie case an closed,

The authority vested in the Coomission by the twentyfirast
seotion of the not of Congress of June 28, 1898( 30 Btata. 498) 1i»
ap Tollows:!

"Sald Commigsion shall hawe suthority to detsrmine thae
identity of Choetaw Indians claiming rights in the Chootaw
lands under article fourteen of the treaty between the United
States and the Choctaw Nation econcluded September twentyseventh
eighteen hundrad and thirty, sad te that +nd may sdminipter
oaths, examine witneassen, and perform all other acte necessary
"L'."Il‘l‘;b and make report te the Becretary eof the Interior.®

Tt 4in the epinion of the Cormission that the evidence in
thies case is insufficient to determine the 1dentity of Andrew J,
Daughety, Alice C. Daughety, Jums 0. Daughety, Texanna Daughety,
Lulu Daughety, Ethel Daughety, Susan Nime, Oeorge Fime, Williamn XE.
Daughety, Randolph .. Daughety, John H. Daughesy, Oeorge W. Daughsty
Ernest L. Daughety and Agnes L. Daughety as Cheootaw Indiane
entitled to rights in the Choctaw lmnds under the provision of law




aAbove Qquoted, and that the application for thair identifieation

as such should be refused, and 1t 1p s0 ordered.

COMMISEION TO TFE FIVE CIVILIZED TRATHES

"

Commingioners

Muskogee, Indian Territory
MAY 143 1902
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Lana.
99, T45-1902, IRPARTIENT OF TIIE INTERI OR,

Office of Indimn Affalra,

Yashington, May 31,

The Honoruhle

Thae Scorctary of the Interior.

Thare ie @icloned, harewlth, sn unsigned report, dnted |

19, 1902, avido t1y from the Commisgaion to the Pive Civili=zed

Iribes, tranmitting the roeoord in the conmolidoted Mipuiselrpi

Choct:w cnse of Andrew J. Daughety, et al.

The applloanta in this consolldated gnee aprly for identi-
Lficotion np Wisaiesippl Chootaws clalming rights in the Chootaw
dands under the jrovisions of Artiecle 14 of the treaty of Sep-
terber 27, 1830,

The parties to this gase are

sndrew J. Doughety, et al,
Susan Hime, et al,
Williom E. Daughety, &t aul,
John H. Daughety,

George W. Daughety, et al.
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Andraw J. Daughety, the record ahows, 1a the lalher of
the other principal applicante to Lhis consgolidated cese md
they attempt to $race their desgoent from an alleged Choctaw
nemed Andrew J. Daughety, the father of the prineipal applicant,

Andrew J. Daughety.

The original ancestor, Andrew Daughety, it is alleged, was not

tie son of Willlam Taughety . Daughety 1s spelled in the record
Daugher Ly and Deugherty.

May 13, 1902, the comission found that the appliconts were
not entitled to idenlLifliocation,

The offioe dces not consider the evidence sufficicent to
warrant the identification of suld parties and & careful search
of ita records relating te the parties who camplied with the pro-
visions of said treaty has bLeen made andno record has been found
showing th.t the wlleged common ancestor complied or attempied
to comply with the provisilons of saild treaty. This be ng true,
the decision of the gumiseion shouwld be alffirmed,

Yery respectfally,
Your obedient servant,
A.CeTonner,

Aoting Commisslioner.
(2.A.V.)

i
a 8
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D.C.10366 (corY)
J.W.H,

R
DEPARTUEEFEET 013 THE 1 FTERI R,
Warzhington.
P LI 3424-1902, June lr 1902,

- *

Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes,
Muskopgee, Indian Territery.
Jgentlemen:

May 12, 1702, you transmitted the conmolidated case
erhrnoing the applications for identifieation as Mipsiesippi
Choctaws, of Andrew J. Daughety for himself and his flve minor
ohildren, 2lice C., Jmer G., Texanna, Lulu, and Kthel Daughery;
of sugan Hime for hersgelf mmd her minor child, George Hime; of
Willism R, DPaughety for himpelf and hies miner ehild, Randolph
T.. Danghaty; of John Daushety for himself; and of George W,
Daughety for himself and his two minor children, Nrre st L. and
Arneg L. Daughety.

Andrew J. Daughety, Jr. traces descent through his fathpr.
Andrew J. Danghety, 8r., to his grandfather, William (Billy)
Daurhety, an alleged full blood Chootnw Indian. The other
prinoipal applicante are the childrem of the paid Andrew J.
Daughety, Jr. Daughety is spelled in the record "Daugherty"
and "Dougherty."

May 13, 1902, you refused the applications and the aot-
ing Conmisesioner of Indian Affairs forwnrded your decision om
May 31, 1902, recommending that the same be approved.

The whole record fails to show that any eme of the l.ppl"_ji
oantes was ever dwly admitted to citimenship im the Chootaw Na-

tion, or that the allegel ancestors, above named, ever complied




—2&
or attompted to comply with the provieions of artiocle fourteen

4 T,

of the treaty of Beptember 27, 18J0, or with the acts of Hardch

3, 1837 (6 Stat., 180), and August 23, 1842 (6 Btat., 513).

The Department, upon review of the whole ocase, approves
yoeur action, and your decision 1g affirmed.
A sopy of the Acting Commissioner's report 1s inclosed.
Respectiully,
7+L.Campbhell

Acting Seaoretary.
1l 4noelopure, -4 -y




aal__ - .,
/55g

FOR IDENTIFICATIO! .
"ﬂ. MISSISSIFPI CHOCTAW.,

' e S L oy
m:ffrﬁ_-__/ﬁ;fprr/}/

LFer/S

Eowrolelids.




Adrew J. Daughety, Et ale.
-

The T hootaw Nation.

Comes now J« 0. Pool attorney for Plaintiffs or applicants

Andrew Taugherty Bt ale, Williams Daugherty Et als, John

Daugherty Et ales, Gacrge V. Daugherty Et als, Marth . Davis

Ft als, Mary E. Stanley Et als, Susan Hime Ft al ; and Prays the

¢ or Commisslion to the Five Civilized Tribes To Diamiss

5]

ol
all the aboes Tlitled cases; ond that no further nction be taken
nor Coneideration had in Said Causes.

J« Oy Pool

Attorney for Plaintiffs.
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sheraan, Texas,

fhe Commiasion is in receipt of certifled copy of marriage

ligenso and cortillicate hotween Andrew J. Dauzkety mnd Sarah R.

beesdey, offored for filing in support of & koplication of Andrew
' ’ 48 i

dizheny Tor the identifieation of himself and his minor ehildren
as Xisninglyj i Chootaws, 7he swit has hoen filod and made o rart

o

of the reocord in thia aase,

Aot ing Chailroan,




Muskogee, Indlan Territory, Deocember 7, 1201.

A. 7. haughety,
Sherman, Texas,

Dear Sir:

Reoceipt is hereby asknowledged of your letter of the fifth
instant, in which you mek if any evidenco hae been filed in support
of your appliocation for identificaticn ap & ¥ississippi Chootaw,

In reply to your letter you are adviesed that it saprears
from our records that at the time you applied for the identification
of yourself and your minor echaildren as Miseissippi Choctaws, Maroh
28, 1901, at Atoka, Indian Territory, your written appliocation was
filed in this oase; that on May 23, 1901, a oertified copy of the
marriaze liocense and certificate of Andrew J, Daughety and Sarah E.
Beenley was filed with the record in your oase. No other evidenoe
has been submitted in support of your claim te identification as a

Migeissippi Chootaw.
If you wish to eoffer any evidenoe in support of your appli-

eation, ‘the Commission will hear the testimony of such witnesses as

may present themselves at its office at Muskogee, Indian Territoryj
if your witnesses live in Nispissippi, they may be heard at the of=
fice of the Commipsion at Meridian, Mississippi, bdetween January 16




A.J.D., 2

and February 15, 1902, If you oannot seoure tho personal atten=

dange of your witnesses, their depositions will be considered, 1if taks
en in acoordance with the rules and regulations of the Commission of
Noyember 4, 1901 governing the taking of depositions in support of
applioations for identifioation as Migsissippl Chootaws. A ocopy of

said rules is inelosed herewith for your information.

Youra truly,

Commiseioner in Charge.




Misn. ﬂhﬂﬂ-l‘hﬁ"
1660, 1561, 1562,
1663,

Muskogee, Indian Territory, Maroch 19,1908,

J«. 0. Ponl,
Attorney at Law,

Wooona, Texas,

Regeipt ia hereby agknowledged of motion te dimmiass the

applioations of Andrew J, Daugherty, ot al,, William Daugherty, »t Al
George ¥. Daucherty, ot al,, Martha D, Davis, ot Al., Mary E. Staaley
et al,, Busan Jiime, et al, Tor identification as Wissiseippi Choataw

signed by rou as attorney for the applioants,

You are adviped that it does not sppear from our records
that aprlieations for identifioation as Miselasnsip; !l Cheotaws have
been made by Wartha D, Pavis and Mary B, Stanley, Please advise the
Cammission with reference to these parties, The motiomn to dismiss
has been filed witl. the other oases mentioned above, and will regeive

goneideration.

Yours truly,

Commipsioner in Charge,




Niss. Choo.L509,
15660, 158),1562
1563,

Muskegee, Indian Territory, Warek 19,1002,

J. 0, Pou],
Attorney at Law,

¥ooona, Texmas,

Regaipt 1s herehy soknowledged of motion to digmisng the

applioations of Andrew J., Daugherty, ot al,, William Daugherty, ot sl
Guorge ¥. Daugherty, ot al,, Wartha b, Pavyis, ot al., Mary K. Stonley

et al,, fusan Mime, ot al, for Lidentification as NMissiselippi Choo tawy,
signed by you as sttorpey for the applicants.

You are advised that it does net appear from our records
that aprlieations for identifioation as Wissiseippi Chootaws have
been made by Martha 1, Davis and Mary B, Stanley, Please sdvise the
Comminsion with reference to these parties. The motion to dismise
has heen filed with the other gases mentioned above, and will repeive

goonsiderstion,

Yours truly,

Commigsioner in Charge.




Miss. Chee.lin®,
1660, 1061, 0065,
1663,

Nuakeree, Indimn Territery, Varch 19,1903,

J. O, Poa},

Attornay at Law,

Fecona, Texas,

Regealpt is herehy askhnowledpged of motion 1o dismiss tThe

aprlications of Andrew 7, Taugherty, ot al., Willism Daugherts, ot &

George ¥, Daugherty, ot al., Martha D, Davia, % al., Mary E, Staaley
ot al., Susan Wime, ot al, for ldentificetion & ¥Wisoiselpri Cheetam,
sigred by you as sttorney for the aprliesnts.

You are advisged that it dees not aprear frem owur records
that ajrlications for ldentifipatien as Niseslssipypli Chootaws have
been made W Nartha N, Tavis and Nary X, Stanlay, Pleass adviss the
Otue issieon wit: reforemce o thage partiss., The motion v dismiss
has heen filed with the cther cases msntionsd sbove, and will regeiwve

eonsideration,

Commisaioner in Charge.




Mise. Choo,l809,
1660, 1561,156%2,
1668,

Yuskegee, Indian Territery, Warch 19,1902,

7. 0, Pool,

Attorney at Law,

¥ocona, Texas,

Regeipt is herebhy soknowledged of motion te dismiss the
sprilostions of Andrew J. Daugherty, ot al., William Daughertiy, et Al

George W, Daugrerty, ¢t al., Martha D, Davis, ot al., ¥Mury E, Stanley
et &l., Susan Hime, ot al. for ildentifioation as Wispiseippl Chootuwy
pigned by you as sttormey for the spplisants.

You are pdvised that It does not appear from our records
that applioations for idertifioation as Mississippi Chootaws have
been made by ¥artha D. Mavis and NHary B, Stanley, Pleage advigpe the
Commiseion with referense to these partiss. The metion to dismiss

hae been Tiled with the other cases mentioned shove, and will reesciwve

eonmiderstion,

Commigsioner in Charge.




Mise. Choeo.l569,
1560, 1561,1662,
1663,

Muskogee, Indian Territory, March 19,1903,

J. 0. Poel,
Attorney at Law,

Nogona, Texas,

Regeipt is heredby aoknowledged of motion to dismiss the

applioations of Andrew J, Daugherty, et al., Willimm Daugherty, et al

Goeorge W. Daugherty, et al., Martha D. Davis, et al., Mary E, Styhley
et al,., Busan Hime, et al, for identification as Wissiselppi Chootaws

signed by you ms attorney for the spplicants.

You are advised that 1t does not appear from our records
that applications for identifieoation ap Mississippli Choctaws have
been made by Martha D, Tavis and Mary E. Stanley. Please adviae the
Commission with reference to these parties. The motion to dismiss
has been riled with the other gmses mentioned obove, and will reeecive

gonsideration.

Yours truly,

Commismioner in Charge.




M.C.R. 1509

Muskogee, Indian Territory,April 5, 1902

J. 0s Pool,
Attorney at Taw,
Nooona, Texasn.

Near Bir:=-

It appears from the records of the Commission that om
March 19, 1902, & motioh was filed by you as attorney im the
follewing & plicatioms: Andrew J. Dougherty, et al., William E.
Dougherty, et al., John Dougherty, George W. Dougherty, et al,,

and Busan Hime, et al., praying that said applications be dismissed
and no further actiom be taken imn them.

After a ulrifil considaration of said motion the reguest

therein made has been refused and & copy of the astion of the
Commismion refusing said application is herewith enclosed you.

Yours truly,

Commissionar in Charge
Emc. G, H. 109

Reglatered




M.C.H. 1061

Muskogee, Indian Territory,April 5, 1902

J. 0, Pool,
Attorney at Law,
Hocona, Texas.
Dear Biri-
It appenrs from the recorde of the Cormiseion that on
Mareh 19, 1902, & motien =8 fliled by you as attorney in the

following a plicatiens: Andrew J. Dougherty, ¢t al., Willism B,

Dougharty; ot al., John Dougherty, George V. Dougherty, nat al.,

and Susan Kime, ot al,, praying that seid applioations he dlanisead
and no Turther actiom be taken in them,

After & careful congideration of sald motien the raquast
thervin made hoeg been refused and a copy of the sotion of the
Commiseion refuving sald application is herewlth snclosed you.

Yours truly,

Commiggicner in Charge

Bae. G. H. 107

Reglatered




M.C.R. 1062

Muskogee, Indian Territory,April 5, 19082

Je« 0: Pool,
Attorney at law,
Fecona, Texas.
Toar firte
It appearp from the records ¢f tha Commission that on
March 19, 1902, & motion was filed by you as attorney im the
follewing s plicetions: Andrew J. Dougherty, et al,.,, Willium E,

Dougharty, ¢t al., John Dougherty, George W. Dougherty, ot al,,
wnd fuean Aime, ot al., praying that said applications be dismigsed

and no further aotiomn be tukem in them,
After o careful consideration of sald motion the request

therein mude has beem refused and & copy of the motiom of the

Commiession refuping cald applicution is herewith enclosed yous
Youre truly,

Commigaloner in Charge

Eno. G. Wa 107

Regintesrad




M.C.Rs 1565

¥uskegee, Indian Territery,April 5, 1902

J«. 0. Pool,
Attorney at lLaw,
Nocona, Texas.
Dear Sirle
It appeara from the recorde of tre Cormission that on
Mureh 19, 1902, o motion wap filed By you as attorney in the
fellowing miplications: Andrew J, Deugherty, et al., Villium P,

Dougherty, et al., John Dougherty, George ¥, Dougherty, et mls,

und Busan Hime, ot al,, praying that said applicutions be dissdssed
and ne further actiom be taken in them,

After a careful consideration of sald motion the request
therein made has bven refused and = copy of the sotion ef the
Comicslon refuving sedd spplicotion 1s herewith sheloesed you.

Yours truly,

Commiepioner in Charpge
Ene, 0, ¥, 107

Regzintered




M. 8. Re 15958

Muskeges, Indian Territory, May 18, 1802,

Andrew J. Daughety,

Shﬂl'l“iﬂﬂ' hlu L]

Dear Sir:

You are hareby advised that on the 15th day of May,
19032, the Camseion 49 the Five Civilized Tribes rendered a
decision in the aumnuu_nm case Oof Andarew J. Daughety, ot al.,

embraoing the following applications for identifioation as Miss-
iesippi Chootaws:

Andrew J. Daughely, ot al., MN. C. R,
Susan Hime, et al., He @0 Ry
¥illiam E, Daughety, o% al., M. 0« R.
John H« Daughaty M. @+ R

George ¥W. Danghety, et al., M. O+ Ra
Said deocision after a review of the evidenoe submitded SN~

cludes as follows:

*The authority vested in the Qourmission by the twen-
tyfiret seotion of the aot of Qongress of June 28, 1888,
(50 Btats. 496) 1s as follows:

'Said Comnission shall have amthority to determine the .
identity of Ohootaw Indiane olatming righte in the Chootaw

lands under artiole fourteen of the treaty betwean the
Tnited Btates and the Chootaw ¥ation concluded Seytember

twentyseventh eighteen hundred and thirty, and 4o that
end may adminieter oaths, examnine witnesses, and verform
all other aote necessary thereto, and make report %o the
seoretary of tie Interior.'

It is the opinion of the Jommission that the evidenoce
in this case i insuffiocient %0 determine the identity of




Andrew J Daughety, Alioce 0. Daughety, James 0. Dm!u‘lr.
Texanna Daughety, Lulu Daughety, Ethel 1'ttm:r1114!:"“'1,_I

Hime, Georige Himu. William H. nmr‘mt? Randolyp?
Dmghn-w John K. Daughety, Ceorge W, nuu#hutr Eﬂmat T
nmghaty and Agnes L. ntug‘mt]r as Ohootaw Indi 1ru! enti-
tled %0 rights in the Ohootaw lands under the proviesion
of law above M“SI and that the aprlisation for thelrx
identification » d be refused, and it is so ordeared."

You are further advised that the Oomnission ham on
this date forwarded the record in this oase t0 the Secretary of
the Interior for review, and you will be informed in due time of
such aotion as may be taken by him.

Yours tyuly,




¥s 0: Rs 1568,

Muskoges, Indian Territory, May 190, 1008,

We Eo Go Greear, Agent,
Ps 04 Box 157,
Sherman, Texaos.
Dear Sir:

You are hereby advised that on the 13th day of Nay, 1003,
the Commission %0 She Pive Oivilised Tribea, rendsred a deoclsion
in the oonsolidated nase of Andrew J. Daughety, et al., embrao-
ing the following applications for identification as Mssiesipri

Chootawa!

Andrevw J. Daughety, o% al., Ms 0+ Re 10889
Susan lﬂﬂ. ot ll.i. Ms 0+ Re 18080

Villiam B et al M. 0. Re 18681
Jomn He D;:mu' ** 4. 0. R, 1563
Goorge W. Daughety, et al., M. 0. R, 15:3

Said decision after a review of the evidence submitted

gonoludes as follows:

*The authority vested in the Oommission by the
twantyfirst seotion of the act of Oongress of June 28,
1808, (30 Stata, 496) 18 as follows:

"Said Oormiseion ehall have authority to determine
the 1dentisy of Olwotaw Indiamne claiming rightes in the
Chootar lands under artiocls fourteen of the treaty between
the United States and the Chootaw Nation concluded Sep-
tember twentyeseventh, eighteen mndred and thirty, and 4o
that end mey administer oaths, examine witnesses, and
perform all other aote necessary thereto and ake repord




WEQC o=

0 the Beoretary of the Interior.!

I% i» the opinion of the Oormisodion that the evidenoe
in this eane is insufficisnt to dstermine the identity eof
Antrew Js Bm;:mtrﬂ Aldice 0. i‘-mm:mty: Janes 0. Daughoty,

Toexanna Damghe$y, Lhulu Daughety, Ethel Naughety, Susan
Hime, Oeorpe Hime, Willianm R, Daughety, Randolph L. Daughe-
oty, John H, l'!lmlgr!mtr. delrere Ve Dmghety, Trnest L.
Paughety and Agnes L. Daughety as Ohootaw Indians entitled
to rignte in She Ohootaw lands \mder the provision of

law above ghoted, and that the ayrliocation for theiy
idsntifioation as sush sahould be refused, and 1% is 80

ordnred,”
Yon are further advised that the Oomrmission has oen

thin date forwardsd the reocord in this case %o tlie Ssoretmyy of
the Interior for revisw and you will be informed in dus tive of

sueh ackion an may be taken by him,
Yours fruly,

Repisntered,




Me 0« Re 18584

uskegee, Indian Territory, Way 18, 1903,

Je 04 Pool,
Attorney at Law,
lingonna, Toxas .
Dear B8ir}

You are hereby advised that on the 13th day of lay, 1903,
the Oormisaion %0 the Pive Oivilised Tyibes rendered a deoipion
in the oconsolidsted oase of Andrew J. Daughety, et al., embrace
ing the following ayrplieations for identifioation as \dssissippd

Choantawe}

Andrew J. Daughety, o8 als, Vs O« Rs 15850
Susan HAime, ot a&l., s O« Ry 1560
WVilliam M. Yy o8 2le, M, 0o Ae 1561

John He Damg Me 0, Ny 18858
Ooorge V. Daughoty, ot ale, M. Cs e L1563

Said deoision after a review of She evidence mnxmitted
conoludens an followeg

"The muthority vested in the Oomminraion by the
trentyfirst pection of the aot of Oongrens of June 28,
1898, (30 State., 465) is as followe!

'Said Oommdssion shall have the mithority teo
datermine the identity of Ohootaw Indiams claiming richis
in the Ohostaw lands under artiole Touwrdeen of the treaty
between the United States and the Ohootaw Nation oon-
eluded September twentyseventh eighteen hundred and
thirty, and %0 that end may administer caths, examine




vitnessos, and perform all othsr aota neoesnary thereto,
and make report 40 the Ssaretary of tha Interior.!

It ip0 the opinion of the Oommission that the evi-
denoe in this oase is insuffieient to determine the iden=
tity of Andrev J. Damghety, Alioce 0. Daughety, Janes G,
Danghety, Texanna Daughety, Sulu Daughety, Hthel Daughety,
susan Hime, Oeorpe Hime, William F. Danghety, Randolph
Le Dangheaty, John H, Daughety, Qeorge W. Naughety, Ernest
L+ Daughety and Agnes L., Mﬂﬂr ags Chootaw Indiana en-
titled to rights In the Chootaw lands under the pPro-
vigion of law sbove quoted, and that the sprlication for
thely identification as =ueh ghould be refused, and 1%
is s0 ordared.®

You are further advised that the Commission has on

this date forvarded the record in this case to the Ceoretary of
the Intericor for review and you will be informad in due time of
such action as may be Saken by hime

Yours truly,

Reristered,




Ms O« Re 1550,

Wusxogee, Indian Territory, May 19, 1802,

venors. Mansfield, Molurray & Oornish,
Attorieys for the Qhootaw and Ohiokasaw Nations,
South MoAlester, Indian Territory.

Gentlemen:

Tou are hereby advised that on ths 15th day of Kay,
1803, the Commisoion 0 the Pive Oivilized Pribes rendsrsd a

decision in the ooneolidated case of Andrew J. Daughety, ot al.,
embracing the following appliocations for identifioation as Misg=

iseirri Chootawe:

Andrew J. Ilmgh.nir. et al., Me 0+ R, 1559
Susan Fime, ot al., Me O« Re 1560
Willdam E. Daughety, ot al., M. 0. R, 1B61
John ¥. Daughaty Ms 0 Ry 1882
George Wy Daughely, et al., ¥. 0. R, 1563,

Said decision mfter a reviev of the evidence suomitted

eono’udes as follows:

"The authorisy vested in the Oommission by the twen-
tyTirot section of the act of Oongress of June 28, 1898, (30 State.
405) 1ie as follows:

'Said Qowplesion shall have authority to determine
the identity of Ohootaw Indians claiming righte in the
Ohootaw lands under article fourteen of the trsaty be-
tween the United States and the Chootaw Wation soneluded
September trentyseventh, eightesn mmndred and thirty, ad
to that end may amr.uun;rar catha, examine witneeses, and
perform all other acts necessary thereto, and make re-
Port t0 the Seoretary of the Interior.




Feanye ¥ Mali & 0=

It 18 the opinion of the Oommiesion that the evicdence in
thia oane 1s insufficient to determine the identity of Andrer J,
Daughety, Alice 0. Daughety, James 0, Danghedy, Texanna mﬂ'-.;1"‘1|!!lt~}.uf1
Lulu Daughety, Bthal Fmghu{y, Susan Hime, George Hine, Willism Se
n%ufl'i%}'}; fandolph Ls Damghety, Jolm He Daughety, Georze We. Daugh-
otyy Eribet hs DEughety and Aghes L. Damghety es Ghootaw Indifans
entitled %0 rishte in She Ohootaw lwids under the provision of
lav above quoted, and that the appliocation for thelr 1dentifi-
cation as suoh should he refused, and it 18 80 ordered.*

Tou are frether adviesed that the Jommission has on this
date forwarded the reedrd in this case t0 the Searetory of the
Interior for review md you will be Anformed in e time of such

aotion as may be taken by him.

Yours truly,




He O« Ro 15058,

iiskoges, Indian Territory, May 19, 1908,

ihe Honorabla,

Thei Beoretary of the Interior.

i
i

giry:

; Thelre is transrdtted herewith the record in the oconsol-
f

1ate oahs of indrew Jy Daughety, ot al., applicants to the Oom-
mispdon ;u:- {identirioption as Wississippi Chootaws, inoluding the
dli!nir/ﬁ of the Comdssion of May 138k, 1903,
/| The above ooneolidated oase emlraces the following
Or'f zinal appliocations for identifioation as Misaiseippi Ohoo-
{/ave heard by the Oemmissions
basin slises o ahp o e oeR: 1560

villiam B. neoty. ot al., WNeOeR, 1561
. ' M.0.R, 1868

John He Damghety
George W. Damghety, ot al., N.0.Re 1563
_ The Oommission has the honor t0 report that the princie
L
#-Jﬂ applicants in the several separate aprlications, theli: ate
t;:-r:uvl of record and the attorneys for the Ohootaw and Chicke
fg‘u- Nation have been duly advised by letter of the aoction of

A

i |




The Honorable Searstary of tha Interior-=2

the Oomminsion, oopies. of said letters being attached 0 %the Tree-

ords

Reapectfully,

Aoting Ohairman.

Through the Jommiscioner

of Indian uru" ™

1 snologuro.




Migse,CThootaw RLILS

; Indian Territery, June 11,1%02,

« COBL,
Attorney at Taw,

ghorman, Texan,

Your letter-of May 30, addressed te the Seeretary of the
Interior, has been referred to thia Comuingion for ponsideration and
aprropriate action, Therein you state that the evidence in this con=
soliduted case has deon held insuff icient and the appliontion therew

fore refused, and gyou ask if you pannot progecd to prooure additionsld

evidcnee, whigk you oan get, and shioh you believe will be material

the onse,

You are advised that on Muy 135, 1902, the commisplon, afe
ter pn examination of the evidenoe submitted in support of these Kpe
pligntions for identifigation as Mimsiseippi Cheotaws, refused the
game Tor tre reason that there was noe evidenge of any compliange
havirn- been made on the part of the anoestors of the applicants with
the rrovisions of 4he Tourteonth mrtisle of the treaty of 1630 betwem
the United Btates and the Chootaw wation,




There is nothing in the evidenoe submitted that in any way
pots forth that sny of the ancoestors of the spplipanta were at many
time rogognised or enrelled Ly the Chooctay tribe as oltizen: " that
Nat'ino nr Goes it appear that any attempt has bean made to ahow any
oomnlianoe on the part of their anoentors with the provisicors of the

fourtronth article of the treaty of 1830.
The legislation vesting this Commission with authoritiy %o
determine the applications of persons olalming rishts in the ~hoetaw

lands under the provislons of the fourteenth article of the treaty

18%0, is an followag

"Baid Coomission akall have authority to determine *:e
ddentity of Ohootaw Indians claiming rights in the chootaw lands
under artiocle fourteen of the treaty between the United States and
the Cheootaw Nation congluded September twentye=seventihn, eighteen hune
dred and thirty, and to that end may administer oaths, exmamine wit-
nespes and perjerm all other agte neoessary thereto, and make report
t6 ‘he Seoreta®y of the Interior,®

Under this legislation the Commissilon requires of such ape

plican's that they reasonably demonstrate that they are descendanta

of Thoataw anpestors who regided in Mipsiseippli in 1830 and whose
olaims Aap benef iolariep under the fourteenth &rticle of the treaty

of 1730 were favorably adjudionted,

n

The record in this oase 18 now before the Seorstary of the

Interior, and the applieoants will be duly advieesd of such agtion me

may he taken by him. ohe letter inclosed by you is herewith returned
Yours truly,

Commisaioner in Charrwe,




s sl O P Y sonae

Maridian, Missiasippi, Jamary 27th,1902

Cormission to the Five Civilized Tribes
Muskogea, Indian Territory.
Gentlemen:-
The next day after our arrival at Meridlan ona William H.

C. Greer of Sherman, Texas, who is an applicant before the Commission
ror identification as a Mississippi Choctaw, called upon me and stat-
ed that he had been here in Mississippi for several weelks, andeav-
oring to Tfind evidence on the question of a compliance by some of
his ancestors with the 14th article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit
Creek. He Turther stated that before leaving home saveral of his
acquaintances near Sherman, who are also applicants before the
Commiss ion, requested him to look out for similar evidence in their
cases and that he would probably want to submit some éavidence in

thase different cases. I stated to him that he could not appear

in these cases, in behalf of the applicants, unless he had been
admitted to practice before the Commission hut that 1f the witnesses

presanted themselves and stated in which cases they desired to

give in their testimony, they would be examined by us. Within the

next day or two, at the instance of Mr. Greer, witnesses In two or
three different cases appeared before us an/ were axaminesd. On
the 18th of this month Mr. Oreer brought to the court room one
Morris Mihuff, a negro, claiming to bhe eighty years old, who lives

at Enterprise, Clark County, Mississippi, and who gave his testi-




Com'n Muskogee

mony in support of the apnlication of Andrew J. Daurherty at al vs.
The Choctaw Nation, M.C.R. 1658, The testimony of the witness was
to the effect that he at one time, in Mississippi, knew a man by the
name of Billy Daugherty who had a son by the name of Andrew J.
Daugherty. As to whether Andrew J. Daugherty, the applicant, is a

son of the Andrew J. Daugherty referred to in the testimony of the

witness, he was unable to say. The examination however, developed

that Billy Daupgherty, referred to by the witness, was part negro
and a slave and belonged to a man by the name of Daugherty. The
applicants in this case, so Mr. Greer informs me, are white persons
and have no trace of negro blood and i1f that be true there can be
no doubt that the Billy Daugherty referred to by the witness was
not the grandfather of the applicant Andrew J. Daugherty. MNr. Greer
stated that in talking the matter over with this Mihuff he did not
of fer any suggestions to the effect that said Billy Daugherty was
a negro and that inasmuch as the names of Billy Daugherty and his
son Andrew J. Daugherty were the same as those of the father and
grandfather of ths applicant Andrew J. Daugherty and they lived in
the same locality as the Tather and pgrandfather of the applic ante
did, he assumed that they must be the same parsons. Mr. Greesr
asked that I expunpge this testimony from the records of the
Commission but I informed him that I did not feel that this could
be done without the consent and instructions of the Commissdion.

I promised, however, that I would make this a special matter and

address a communication to the Commission explaining the circum-




Com'n Muskopgee------3

stances, hence this Yatter, I have no recommendations whatever
to make with reference to this matter.

Yours truly,

(Signed) Guy L. V. Emerson




fuskogee, Tndian Territory, Jamary 31, 1902,

OGuy L. V. m,rﬂﬂﬂl
Clerk in Qharge,
Meridian, ¥isslisaippi,

Dear Sirt

Receipt is heredby acknowledged of your letter of the 37th
instant, transmitting the original and three oarbon copies of the
testimony of Morris yihuff, a ﬂtnlll’ introduced at Weridian, Miso-

issippi, January 18 , 1902, in support of the application of Andrew
J. Daugherty, et al,, applicants for identifioation before this
Commission as Missiesippi Chootaws.

In your letter of the 27th instant you oall attention to
the faot that one William Hs C« Greer of Bherman, Texas, who intro-
duced this witness in behalf of the applioation of Andrew J. Daugh-
erty now desires to have the same sxpunged from the record in this
case for the reason that the witness testified that Andrew J.
Daugherty and Billy Daugherty were negroes and slaves and belonged
to a man in the atate of Mississippi by the name of Daugherty,
while the applioant, Andrew J. Daugherty is & white man and has no
trage of negro blood,

We cannot comply with the request of 1'r. Gresr for the
expunging of this testimony from the recerd in this osse but have




filed therewith a copy of your letter containing such request.

Yours truly,

Aoting Chairman,

Me g Rs 1009




':.rI}t‘*l“ ".-1".1’1"”"""'. 'l_-' "I'. on t'hn lﬁ!'.-h ﬁj._:...r f‘f .Tu.'nﬂ lﬂﬂit

the Sanretnr the Yptarior affirmed the dAsniefon of thise Tormis=

i . el i 1

plon rafual ne nondiecationn For dAdentificotion as Missindy )

Chostrwn of % grnonn includsd in the eonsplifdnted came of

Andvew T, Danpheriy, ot al, , of Mnich desdmien you were ndvised by

apintered mnil on the 19th 42y of ¥Wa 1902,

"!'-"'-HII'" r ":-_'u] ¥ »

Oriscioner in Charre,




¥uik ogee, Indian Territory Jime

You arn herahy ndvised that on the 19th day of June 1908,

the Saaratn®™r af the Trntericor affirmed the deaZgion of this ronmise
gion rafumnie the srnliect? for {dentificotion ae Miapipsiypl
Chnataws of tha sevareld peroong ineluded in the conccolidoted oapge of

Andrew J, Daughert ., et al,, of vhioch deeision you were alvised by

ror'stored mnll on the 194N day of Mav 1902,

Yours treldy,

Commissioner in Charpa,




'?Erh EJ‘ Ll ¥ o il

a & L

19th dny of June 3 0d

4

ons ineludéd in the emanlian

il doais icn i wara .'.f!:rl_r:pﬂ :j.}r

Cosmmissioner in Charge.




Messrs, Mansfield, MoMurrey & Cornish,

Attorneys Tor the Chootaw and Chiokmsaw Nations,

South MoAlester, Indian Territory,

Gentleman?

herety advised that on the 1.
the feoretarvy of the Imterior affirmsd the doeol
giom refusing the appllioatjons for ldmmitifiocatld

Choctawn of the seyvoeral pergoane ingludad in the

rew T, Damipgherty, ot al,, of vwhich deoindon

advined by mall on the 1%th day of Kay 1908.

Yours truly,

th day of June 1902,

alom of this Connin-
on o Miasnianlypl
gonsolidn teli cnpo of

you wore @uly

Comiasionor in Charpe.




Vugskngee, Indian Territory, OCotober 1€, 1

i

iklahonn City, Oklmhoma,

Reoeint 18 Yerohy acknowledged
11, asking w#hat Alsposition, if
of A. 7. Prurhety, ot al, for identification ng
Tou stats that ou are the father of Tealenad NDavig, A @
A, 7. Danghety, and ask what you should do to establinh
vour gomn.

rorly to your lettear vou are sdviped thet 1t does net

aprroar from our recorda that an» aprlisation has heen made. o this
Comzigsion for the identiflication of Lealand Davio as' & Hisslseipri
Chootaw, It dAoen appear, however, thatAndrow J. Daughety, et al.,
Busan Mime, et al., Williaa E. Daughety, ot al,, John H. Daughety,

and foorpe W, Daughety, ot al.,, have made applioation to tUils Com=

mismion Tor identifloation ns ¥isgsisalydl Chooteaws and that thelir

arrlicatione have basn consclidated with the gaae of Andrew . Daugh-

nt al., for the reascn that all clainm descent from the rame
gomrion ancestor. On May 13, 1902, the fNommission rendered its dee

gledon, refusing the ssveral aprlications included in tre eonsolidad




ed oasec of Andrew J. Daughety, ot al., and on ay 19, 1902, the ape-

- i ¥ [l .I',‘I o ' Ls w " ¥ el | ]
dipants in nia oape were notified of tre deoipion of the Commipge=

£

L4

eion and the record in the casr wana forwarded to the Bocoretarv of
the Interlor. On June 19, 1902, the decision of the Commiscion

une several applioatio: in the oonnolidated omser of Andrew

Rety, Al., wag affirned by the Seoretary of the Interior,

and nm June 27, 1908, the applicants were sdvised of ke aption of

the Seoretary af the Interior in affirming the desision of thé

Eﬂ'l‘ﬂ_’“.'l."*"'it‘?‘!;

Respeotfully,




11926-1909,

Muskogee, Oklahoma, May 21, 1909,

Btuart & Bell,
Atorneys at Law,
Gainesville, Texas,

Gent lemen:

Reoeipt is hereby acknowledged of your letter of May
10, relative to the glaim of Leland B, Davis, grandson of
A:. J. Daughety, in whioch you state that you note in the letter
from this offioce of May 56, 1909, that the olaim of A, J. Daugh~
ety was refused, tut that you understand that Mr, Daughety ap-

pedled his case to the Bupreme Court and that it was finally

Allowed, and the question now is whether his grandchildren
would be entitled to a olaim in ocase his claim was allowed.

In reply you are advised that this office has no further
information relative to the olaim of Andrew J. Daughaty, et al,
for identification as Mississipid Choctaws than that given in
the letter of the fifth instant, viz: that the application for
the identification of himself and his chi Mren as Missiseiprd
Choctaws was refused by the Commission to the Five Civilized
Tribep May 19, 1902, and that this action was approved by the
Baoretary of the Interior June 19, 1902, If the claim was ap-
pealed to the Bapreme Court of the United Btates this offioce

was not advised of that faot,




B& B2

You are further advised that it does not appear from the

records of this office that applioation was made for identifi-

oat ion as Mississippl Chooctaws by or on hehalfof Effie Davis,
and her son, Teland B, Davis, and the time within which the
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes could receive applioca-
tions for identification as Mispispippl Cheoctaws expired Maroh

26, 1903,

Respeoctfully,

- Copmis el oner,
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