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Note No. 1. Dawes No. 5358, Will E.Linton vs Cherokee Nation.

The following is a copy of the entry found on the Dawes Com-
mission record in this case:

The applicants, ( Will E. Linton, Pauline B. Linton & Shannon

Ress Linton) are entitled to citizenship unless they are Creek [
citizens, If Creek citizens they are not entitled to citizen- 4
ghip in the Cherokee Nation.."

The following is a copy of the judgment of the United States
court for the Northern Judic ial District of the Indian Territory in
this case as appears from the Judge's bench docket, this bveing the
only record of err ‘nd~ment in this case.

Nov. 10,1899, The appeal is affirmed with tais modifica-
tion: If Pauline B. Linton elects to be enrolled as a citizen
of the Cherokee Nation, she, her husband and children, will be g
enrolled as citizens of the Cherokee Nation. Ii she elects
to be enrolled as a citizen of the Creek Nation, she and her 9
children will be enrolled as citizens of the Creek Nation, and i
her husband will not be enrolled as & citizen either of the
Creek or Cherokee Nation."

Note No. 2. Dawes No. 5378, Walter L. Bell vs Cherokee Nation.
The following is a copy of the entry found on the Dawes Commis-
sion record in this case:
» Admitted as a citizen by judgment of Cemmis sion oncitizen-

ship, and applicant becoming a resident of Cherokee Nation
» prior to act aprroved December 4th, 1894."

The affidavit of the claimant on file with the papers in this

case shows that he removed to the Cher okee Nation on the 27th day of

July, 1894.

Note No. 3. Dawes No. 5572, Eljerry Fleetwood vs Cherokee Nation.
This case was appealed to the United States court for the North-
ern District of the Indian Territory, and by the judgment of that
court of November 10th, 1899, the judgment of the United States
Cormission to the Five Civilized Tribes admitting the applicants in
this case to citizenship, was affirmed as to such of the aprlicants
as were residents of the Cherokee Nat ion, and was reversed as to such

of the applicants as were non-residents of the Cherokee Nation,

27




on the judge's bench docket, the names of the persons admitted to
citizensh.p in the Cherokee Nation by the Jjudgment of said court in
tnis case, are specifically set forth, as are alsc the names of
those rejected by the judgment of the court. These two lists of
nzmes correspond exactly with the list of names of applicants set
forth in the original application for citizenship in the Cherokee
Nation, which was filed with the Commission in September, 1896. The
1ist of applicants as shown by the report of the Syreclial Master to
whom this case was referred by the court, and the list of ap,licants
as set forth in the petition for appeal, both corr:spond to the list
set forth in the original aprlicatien, and, consequently, to the list
of those admitted to citizenhhip, and those denied citizenship,
as set forth en the judge's berch docket.

The 1list of the names of persons acdmitted to citizenship in the
Cherokee Nation, as shown in Dawes Commission docket "B" page443,

however, contains the following names which do not appear in the

oririnal cpplica ion on file with 17 e pupers in this case.
WeC.Brown, J.CeJohnson Fleetwood,
Jerry Ward, Bddie Fleetwood,
Mrs.Eljerry Fleetwood, Jerry Ward,
Mrs. S.D.C.Edwards, Henry Ward,
John Boswell, Prura Johnson.

Lucy Teel Tincup,

In two places, however, in the oririnal application for
citizenship, now on file with the papers in this case, the first
names of persons by the name of Ward, are omitted, their names being

simply set forth as " Ward®, and it is possible that the

———— — ——

name Jerry Ward, where same appears a lecond time on the docket of
the Cormission, and the name Henry Ward, where same appears on the
docket of the Commission in this case, are the same persons designa-
ted 4n the original application as * __Ward," If this

theory be correct, however, jt would seem that there must have been

at same time, some other paper on file in this case from which the
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ormission was enabled to get the first names of these two arplicants

meir names are not disclosed by the papers now on file in this case.

There are certain variations in the names of applicants, which

are specifically set forth below:

Original application, Dawes Commission docket.
P 1z°n‘ Fleetwood’ @0 00 e 0 e 00000000 Qmonci rleetWOOdo
’I'th& 'oBrWn,...-.........-......nl.!'thl. Brown.
assle Brown,......................Carrie Brown,
T001i€e I Brown,eccesecscsssssssessslula J.Brown,
Marthe Brown,eccececseesssssseeesssdarthia Brown,
sarm w‘rd,....l..l....‘l.l‘.-.‘ll.s‘rm Fl‘etwood w‘rd'
jLuvena Fleetwood’ ess00csccc00c0sen .I"enc‘ Fl..twood.
Juley Fleetwood,ecescccccsccsccnce July Fleetwood.
{1ne"& J.BOIWQ].]., escssc0sccsscccace olmer" J.Tee] Boswell.
arry Ann 'l'eel,....................Calvin A, Teel
j1liam LaFayette Teelgeesccccccee -Wm,L.Teel.
John Eugh Tcel,....................J’Oh.n H. Teel.
10 Jerry Fl’etwood, @sscecceccccnnee old.rry Fleetwood.
1La l,‘,’ctte Tael’...l.ll . -cuoun-oc..w‘yett Teelt

In the case of John Fleetwood et al ageinst the Cherokee Nation,

Dawes No. 5563, the Dawes Commission docket shows that

John Fleetwood, Minnie Fleetwood,
Roxie Fleetwood, Mary Fleetwood,

were adnitted to citizenship in the Cherokee Kation as citizens by
blood. These names, with the exception of Mary Fleetwood, are found
in the application in case pumber 5572, Eljerry Fleetwocod et al
gainst the Cherokee Nation, and 1t is possible that they are the
same persons. By the judgment of the United States Court entercd
in case Dawes No, 5572, however,

John Fleetwood,

Rexie Fleetwood,

Minnie Fleetwood,
are denied citizenship in the Cherakee Fation, while in case Dawes
No. 5563, three persons with exactly the same names, are adnitted to

itizenship in the Cherokee Nation by the Dawes Commission, and

no apreal was taken in said last named cese, to the United States

ourt,




