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VETO MESSAGE RELATING TO INHERITED ESTATES IN
THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES IN OKLAHOMA.

MESSAGE

FROM THE

PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,

RETURNING

WITHOUT APPROVAL SENATE BILL 4948, ENTITLED “AN ACT RE-
LATING TO INHERITED ESTATES IN THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES
IN OKLAHOMA,” TOGETHER WITH THE REPORT OF THE SECRE-
TARY OF THE INTERIOR IN RELATION THERETO.

Aveusr 6, 1912.—Read, ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed.

To the Senate:

I return herewith, without my approval, Senate bill 4948, entitled
““An act relating to inherited estates in the Five Civilized Tribes in
Oklahoma.”

The reasons for my action are stated in the accompanying letter
from the Secretary of the Interior, dated August 5, 1912.

Wu. H. Tarr.
Tee Waite Housk, August 5, 1912.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, August 5, 1912.
My Drar MR. PrespENT: By reference from the White House I
am in receipt of Senate bill 4948, as passed by both Houses of Con-
gress, and entitled ‘“An act relating to inherited estates in the Five
Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma.” % am requested to inform you

whether any objection is known to its approval. The bill reads as
follows:

. Beit enacted by the Senate and Houce of Representatives of the United States of America
i Congress ascembled, That conveyances of inherited allotments by full-blood Indian
heirs members of the Tive Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma made subsequent to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, in cases of allottees dying prior to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, shall have the same effect as if the allot-
tee had died subsequent to May twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, and
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shall not require the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That no con-
veyance of any interest by a full-blood heir of inherited allotted land heretofore or
hereafter made shall be valid unless approved by the county court, sitting in probate,
of the county where the deceased allottee was a resident at the time of his death.

The history of this legislation is that prior to April 26, 1906, allotted
lands belonging to full-blood Indian heirs, members of the Five Civil-
1zed Tribes 1n Oklahoma, were not subject to alienation unless there
had been actual removal of restrictions by the Secretary of the Interior
prior to the conveyance. On the date mentioned Congress passed an
act providing that such conveyances would be valid 1if subsequently
approved by the Secretary. Disregarding these provisions in the law
many conveyances were made for inadequate consideration and in
fraud of the rights of the Indians, and extensive litigation has since
resulted in connection therewith. The Supreme Court of the United
States disposed of the contested questions of law in favor of the
Indians, and of the contention of this department in the Marchie
Tiger case about a year ago. Meanwhile, however, the effective
supervision of this department over many of these transactions was
prevented, when on May 27, 1908, Congress passed an act which pro-
vided in section 9 thereof as follows (35 Stats., 312):

That the death of any allottee of the Five Civilized Tribes shall operate to removeall
restrictions upon the alienation of said allottee’s land: Provided, That no conveyance
ofanyinterest of any full-blood Indian heirs in such land shall be valid unless approved
by the court having jurisdiction of the settlement of the estate of said deceased allot-
tee: Provided further, That if any member of the Five Civilized Tribes of one-half
or more Indian blood shall die leaving issue surviving, born gince March fourth, nine-
teen hundred and six, the homestead of such deceased allottee shall remain inalien-
able, unless restrictions against alienation are removed therefrom by the Secretary
of the Interior in the manner provided in section one hereof, for the use and support
of such issue, during their life or lives, until April twenty-sixth, nineteen hundred
and thirty-one; but if no such issue survive, then such allottee, if an adult, may
dispose of his homestead by will free from all restrictions; if this be not done, or in the
event the issue hereinbefore provided for die before April twenty-sixth, nineteen
hundred and thirty-one, the land shall then descend to the heirs according to the
laws of descent and distribution of the State of Oklahoma, free from all restrictions:
Provided further, That the provisions of section twenty-three of the act of April twenty-
sixth, nineteen hundred and six, as amended by this act, are hereby made applicable
to all wills executed under this section.

It will be noted that this section reads, ‘‘That the death of any
allottee of the Fve Civilized Tribes shall operate to remove all restric-
tions,” etc. The question having arisen as to whether such restric-
tions were removed by the death of an allottee which occurred prior
to the passage of this act, the matter was submitted to the Attorney
General for an opinion. He exhaustively considered section 9 of the
act of May 29, 1908, and held that where allottees had died prior to
the date of that act, conveyances by their full-blood heirs of lands
inherited from such allottees required the approval of the Secretary
of the Interior in order to insure their validity, even though the con-
veyances might be made subsequent to the date of the act. In a
later opinion, rendered June 7, 1911, the Attorney General again con-
sidered at length this matter in the case of an attempted conveyance
made April 11, 1906, and held that the-land was inalienable. The
%uestlon having arisen in the local courts of Oklahoma, State and

ederal, two decisions were rendered which were not in accordance
with the opinion of the Attorney General, but the United States was
not represented in the suits and the different classes of cases requiring
consideration in the several tribes do not seem to have been con-
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sidered. From the opinion rendered in the United States District
Court in Oklahoma, it appears that the decision of the judge went
upon the ground that no reason appeared why Congress should have
intended to distinguish between conveyances where the ancestor died
prior to May 27, 1908, and conveyances where the ancestor died subse-
quent to that date. It is believed that a full consideration of the
far-reaching effect of his construction of the law under the different
conditions, and different statutes and agreements relating to the
various tribes would have disclosed such a reason and might have led
the court to a different conclusion. At all events the Oklahoma
decisions above referred to have not been regarded locally or in this
department as finally determining the law, and on January 30, 1912,
the bill now under consideration was introduced in the Senate.

In its then form the bill simply amended the act of May 27, 1908,
by adding to section 9 thereof the words ‘‘This section shall apply
to the lands of all deceased allottees who died prior to the passage of
this act.” The bill was referred to this department for a report, and
on February 26, 1912, a report was made recommending that the
proposed legislation be not enacted. In that report it was pointed
out that— :

The very purpose of the proposed amendment is to give section 9 of the acta retro-
active operation so as to annul the effect of the Attorney General’s opinion of August
17, 1909, and to validate, without departmental approval, all deeds which were
illegally taken by purchasers of Indian lands inherited prior to May 27, 1908. Many
fraudulent transactions would be legalized by the passage of this bill.

It was also pointed out that there was no reason for opposition to
the existing law, requiring the approval of this department in such
cases

except by those who seek to avoid the payment of an adequate consideration for the
lands received, as the department is now approving deeds executed by full-blood
Indian heirs, conveying lands of deceased allottees of the Five (ivilized Tribes who
died prior to May 27, 1908, whenever it appears that the transaction has been made in
good faith and for an adequate consideration.

There are, however, many cases now pending before the depart-
ment for approval which would be validated without approval by
the Secretary of the Interior if Congress should pass an act in the orig-
inal form of S. 4948, upon which the above departmental report was
made, or if that bill in the form in which it was actually passed by
Congress should now be permitted to become a law. Among these
cases are many where conveyances have been sanctioned by the
local Oklahoma courts, but where the price paid to the Indians has
been so inadequate that this department has insisted upon a reap-
praisal, and the white claimants are now tendering substantial
amounts in addition to those which they have already paid. They
are being disposed of in the department as rapidly as they can be
properly considered.

Notwithstanding the specific statement in the report of the depart-
ment above quoted, that “many fraudulent transactions would be
legalized by ?he passage of this bill,” on April 2, 1912, the bill was
reported out of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs without
making any reference to the report of this department, and on the
same day the bill was called up and passed by the Senate. In the
meanwhile, a bill on the same subject had been introduced in the
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House as H. R. 22083. This bill was not in form an amendment to
section 9 of the act of 1908, but read as follows: '
. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled, That conveyances of inherited allotments by full-blood Indian
heirs, members of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma, made subsequent to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, in cases of allottees dying prior to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, shall have the same effect as if the
allottee had died subsequent to May twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight
and shall not require the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. =

On May 14, 1912, the House bill was reported out from the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs without having been referred to this depart-
ment, and the committee simply stated that the bill was similar to
Senate bill 4948, and quoted the report of the Senate committee
already mentioned. Two days later, however, the chairman of the
House Committee on Indian Affairs requested a report from this
department on the House bill. 1In view of the record then existing
it was clear to the department that the matter required the most
careful consideration and a letter was written to the Attorney General
asking him for an expression of the views of the Department of
Justice. I inclose herewith a copy of its reply. I would say in
addition to the objections vigorously expressed by the Department
of Justice, that great confusion is almost certain to arise from the
adoption of the pending bill. The Secretary of the Interior acting
under the advice of the Attorney General above referred to, has in
many cases not only refused his approval to deeds which would be
validated by the pending bill, but has approved deeds to lands in
cases where previous deeds, which he had not approved, would be
validated by it. There are many other possible complications too
numerous for detailed mention here.

The careful consideration due to the importance of the subject and
the pressure of departmental business caused a little delay in sending
a report to the House committee. In view of occasional criticism of
such delays it should be stated that the Department of the Interior
has made approximately 1,000 reports on pending legislation to the

resent Congress. This does not include the mass of special pension
egislation, for which special representatives of the Pension Office
are detailed at the Capitol. It takes no account of the personal
attendance of the Secretary and other departmental officials upon
many meetings of congressional committees. In particular during
the past year there have been extraordinary demands upon the office
force of the Indian service by investigating committees of the House.

On June 17, 1912, without waiting for a report from the depart-
ment, the House bill was called up, and after some discussion was
passed. Subsequently—on the same date, however—the Senate bill
4948 was called up and all after the enacting clause was stricken out
and the language of the House bill substituted. The order by which
the House bill had been passed was then vacated. In the discussion
of the House bill, the foﬁowing statement was made:

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I want to repeat what I said some time ago in the discus-
sion on the Indian appropriation bill. We have in Oklahoma what we call a State
board of charities and corrections. In that board there has been organized a special
bureau for the specific purpose of looking after this very character of case—minor
children’s allotments and inherited estates. That department is very ably presided
over by a young lady named Miss Katie Barnard, and her assistant in charge of this
specific work is Dr.J. H. Stolper, and the grafter who gets anything past the vigilant
eye of these two guardsmen will have to show something better than they have ever
yet conjured up.
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In view of the reference thus made to the recent establishment in
Oklahoma of the State board of charities and corrections this depart-
ment promptly on June 19 wrote to Miss Barnard, inclosing a marked
copy of the Congressional Record covering the discussion, and
inquired as to the extent of her authority in these matters and
whether she had in fact exercised any supervision over the class of
cases referred to. Her suggestions were also requested with a view
to making a further report to Congress if the conditions seemed to
justify. To this communication a reply from the assistant com-
missioner was received in this department on July 26, 1912, and I
inclose herewith a copy. I shall call particular attention to some
features of this letter later. Before it was received, and on July 13,
1912, the Senate bill was again called up in the Senate, and a motion
made to concur in the substitute amen(lment of the House of Repre-
sentatives, with the following additional amendment, which was
offered from the floor to be inserted at the end of the bill as it had
been passed by the House:

Provided, That no conveyance of any interest by a full-blood heir of inherited
allotted land heretofore or hereafter made shall be valid unless approved by the county
court, sitting in probate, of the county where the deceased allottee was a resident
at the time of his death.

The purpose of the proviso was stated to be to make certain that
the deeds in question must be passed on by the county court. Objec-
tion was made upon the specific ground that this amendment had
never been submitted to the Department of the Interior for a report.
Senator Smoot said:

This is a very, very dangerous way of legislating.
Senator Lodge said:

I do not think it is a wise way to legislate on any bill. The Senate has passed the
bill and the House has amended it and it is now proposed that we, without considera-
tion, without understanding the purport of it, in a complicated matter, shall amend
the amendment and send it back to the House. It seems to me it ought to take the
regular course.

The bill was sent back for conference with the House. No report
from this department was asked for by the conferees, and on July
19, 1912, a conference report recommending that the Senate agree
to the House bill with the amendment which had been proposed in
the Senate, was submitted to the Senate and on the same day was
agreed to without discussion. On the same day the conference
report was presented in the House and led to a cousiderable discus-
sion, in which objections to the bill as it was then worded were
forcefully pointed out. Nevertheless, the conference report was
agreed to.

The bill as thus passed removes all necessity for securing the ap-
proval of the Secretary of the Interior to conveyances of inherited
allotments of full-blood Indian heirs, members of the Five Civilized
Tribes, made subsequent to May 27, 1908, in cases of allottees who
had died prior to that date. This is subject to all of the objections
urged in the report of this department on the original measure, and
to other additional objections.

It will benoted that section 9 of the act of May 27, 1908, provided—

That no conveyance of any interest of any full-blood Indian heir in such land shall

be valid unless approved by the court having jurisdiction of the settlement of the
estate of said deceased allottee.
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The proviso to the present bill iutrusts this approval to—

the county court, sitting in probate, of the county where the deccased allottee was
a resident at the time of his death.

It is stated that many of the Indians who would be affected by this
legislation have removed permanently from Oklahoma. The result
of this proviso in the penriing bill would be to transfer all questions
relating to the approval of conveyances in such cases by the heirs of
the deceased to courts far removed from the land itself and unfamiliar
with its value and the conditions under which conveyances of this
character are made

But the proviso has a much more serious effect than that. It is
sweeping in its terms and does not provide for a new approval by any
court of deeds of the character herein given. An approval heretofore
made possibly at a time when the court assumed that the matter
would be passed on by this department, would nevertheless validate
the conveyance. Previous approvals of the Oklahoma courts have
been given in many cases where the conditions are those forcefully
described in the letter from the State Board of Charities and Correc-
tions of Oklahoma. The Department of the Interior is now obtain-
ing for the Indians substantial sums in settlement of just such cases.
I am glad to believe that due to the efforts of Miss Barnard’s depart-
ment and to other causes, conditions in this regard in Oklahoma are
now greatly improved, but this will be of no avail where approvals
have already been given by the local courts I invite speciall atten-
tion to the letter of the Oklahoma Department of Charities and Cor-
rections in this connection. It adds to the explanation given on
the floor of the House as to the reason why ‘“there is very little
market for this class of titles.” The letter, as already stated, was
not received until July 26th, which happens to be the very day
upon which the engrossed bill was sent to the White House for your
approval.

t makes clear—

(1) The appalling extent to which Indian heirs in Oklahoma have
been imposed upon in transactions of this character.

(2) Tﬁat the State commissioner of charities and corrections has
not beaen and is not now given the assistance necessary to cover the

round.

(3) That many improper transactions have already been approved
})y the local courts and would be validated if this bill should become a
aw.

(4) That until the State commissioner of charities and corrections
has been given adequate assistance the scope of the act of May 27,
1908, should not be extended. .

The complaint of the lack of cooperation from the tribal attorneys
is now being given consideration by the department.

I recommend that the bill be returned to Congress without your
approval.

Respectfully, yours, Warter L. FISHER,
Secretary.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. (., May 22, 1912.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Sir: I am in receipt of a letter dated the 17th instant from the
First Assistant Secretary of the Interior, in which he requests an
early expression of the views of this department concerning H. R.
22083, entitled ‘“ A bill relating to inherited estates in the Five Civil-
ized Tribes in Oklahoma.”

This bill in substance declares that conveyances made by full-blood
members of the Five Civilized Tribes after May 27, 1908, of allotments
inherited by them before that date shall have the same effect as if the
allottee had died subsequently to that date, and shall not require the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. S )

%he act of May 27, 1908 (35 Stat., 312), provides in its ninth section:

That the death of any allottee of the Five Civilized Tribes shall operate to remove
all restrictions upon the alienation of said allottee’s land: Provided, That no convey-
ance of any interest of any full-blood Indian heir in such land shall be valid unless
approved by the court having jurisdiction of the settlement of the estate of said
deceased allottee. * * *

In an opinion rendered by the Attorney General August 17, 1909
(27 Opin., 530), it was held that this section is not to be construed
retrospectively, and that consequently a conveyance of the allotment
of a deceased full-blood allottee could not lawfully be made by his heirs
if his death occurred prior to May 27, 1908, the date when that section
took effect; but that the approval of the Secretary of the Interior was
indispensable to validate such conveyance in view of section 22 of the
act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat., 137).

This view, it seems, did not meet with the favor of the Supreme
Court of the State of Oklahoma and the United States District Court
for the Eastern District of that State in the cases cited in the report
of the House committee touching the bill in question. While this is
to be regretted, I do not concede that the adverse decisions afford a
sufficient reason why the Attorney General should recede from his
formal opinion, particularly in view of the fact that in neither of the
two cases was the Government represented or directly or indirectly
given control of the litigation. Indeed, the case 1 the United

tates district court was not brought to the attention of the depart
ment until after the period for an appeal therein had expired.

Whether the opinion of August 17, 1909, be or be not correct, it
strikes me that the bill, in so far as it attempts to validate the con-
veyances already made, is subject to the criticism that it is either
altogether unnecessary in that regard or constitutes an attempted
violation of the vested rights of the allottees. If as a matter of llaw,
the heirs have been entitled since May 27, 1908, to alienate without
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and irrespective of the
time when their ancestors died, the courts may be relied upon to sayv
so whenever the question is properly presented for judicial determi-
nation; and no declaration now by Congress as to what the existing
law was intended %o mean is to be deemed necessary or proper to
influence their action. 1If, on the other hand, the conveyances which
the heirs have made without the assent of the Sceretary of the
Interior are void, I seriously question the constitutionality of an
attempt by Congress, through a retroactive declaration, to make
them valid and operative without the consent of the Indian land-
owners.
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The allotments are the property of the heirs until they convey
. them to others. This private property is protected by the National

Constitution as fully as any other property whatsoever, and is not
subject to be taken away by an act of Congress any more readily
than is the property of a white citizen. In the recent case of Choate
et al. v. Trapp, No. 809, October term 1911, the Supreme Court said:

There have been comparatively few cases which discuss the legislative power over
private property held by the Indians. But those few all recognize that he is not
excepted from the protection guaranteed by the Constitution. His private rights are
secured and enforced to the same extent and in the same way as other residents or citi-
zens of the United States. (InreHeff, 197 U. 8., 504; Cherokee Nation v. Hitchcock,
187 U. 8., 307; Smith v. Gooddell, 20 Johns (N. Y.), 188; Lowrie v. Weaver, 4 McLean,
82; Whirlwind v. Vanderahe, 67 Mo. App., 628; Taylor ». Drew, 21 Ark., 487.) His
right of private property is not subject to impairment by legislative action, even while
he is, as a member of a tribe and subject to the guardianship of the United States as
to his political and personal status.

If the conveyances made are to be tested by the act of April 26,
1906, they are invalid—mere nullities—without the approval of the
Secretary of the Interior. That statute, of course, presupposes that
the Secretary, in approving such a conveyance, shall have satisfied
himself, among other things, of its fairness and desirability from the
standpoint of the Indians and its accordance with the rules and regu-
lations laid down to govern such matters. It would be no less than
a repudiation of his plain duty under that statute were the Secretary
to approve all such conveyances en bloe without investigation and
regardless of whether the Indians had or had not been imposed upon
in the transactions. As the present law does not tolerate but would
actually condemn such a course upon his part, it seems obvious that
Congress would not be justified in the same course upon the theory
that it was merely taking over and exercising the Function which
now is lodged with the Secretary. The proposed validation of the
existing conveyances, arbitrarily, and in violation rather than in
accordance with the conditions under which they might now law-
fully: be validated may be difficult to sustain on constitutional

rinciple. The conveyances, as they now stand, being void, the
ands sought to be affected remain the property of the Indians as
fully as though no conveyances had been made. (See 29 Opin.,
131-138.) Congress, it would seem, might as well legislate the title
away directly as by this indirect manner of breathing life and force
into transactions which, in the eye of the law, are nothing. It may,
of course, be argued that they at least suffice to enable the Secretary
of the Interior to pass the titles by his approval, and that Congress
may properly take unto itself and exercise directly this power which
it has vested in him. But, as just indicated, that is not what this
bill is intended to accomplish. It is not based upon such an examina-
tion into the merits of the transactions as the Secretary would be
required to make, or upon any examination at all. I am not here
concerned with the question whether such a measure if passed and
approved could be technically supported by resort to a presumption
that it had been preceded by a proper examination. The inquiry
now respects the essential nature and effect of the legislation as de-
termined by the facts as they are.

I would suggest, therefore, that before this bill is submitted for
passage it might well receive the scrutiny of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.
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In so far as this or any similar measure mehy be designed to operate
prospectively, I have nothing to say beyond this, that such legisla-
tion inevitably adds to the number of ignorant and incompetent
Indians bereft of the protection of the Federal law and subjected to
the mercy of unscrupulous speculators.

Very respectfully,

For the Attorney General:
ErNEsT KNAEBEL,

Assistant Attorney General.

STATE OF OKLAHOMA,
DEPARTMENT OF CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS,
Oklahoma City, July 23, 1912.
Hon. WALTER L. FISHER,
Secretary Department of the Interior, Washington, D. C.

DEAR SIiR: Your letter of June 19 addressed to Miss Kate Barnard,
commissioner of charities and corrections, has been duly received.
Miss Barnard has been out of the State for many months as she is in
very bad health, and I happened to be out of the State when your
letter came and have just returned.

In regard to the powers and duties of the State commissioner of
charities and corrections, I beg leave to say that under our law it
is the duty of Miss Barnard to appear as next friend for every minor
orphan in the State when it appears to her that the estate is being
mismanaged or dishonestly handled. Armed with this authority
Miss Barnard has intervened in behalf of approximately 3,000 orphans,
nearly all of them Indian children whose estates were being exploited
or disposed of by incompetent or grafting guardians. We have had
many guardians removed, and we have saved for these children since
this law became operative something like $100,000 in money and

revented the sale or return of something like 115,000 acres of land.
n a large number of cases we have proceeded by what might be
termed arbitration proceedings. In the case of the McCurtain
County lands we challenged every transaction made through the
county court, and by this means several large holders of land, such
as mill corporations, ete., have agreed to abide by the findings of an
arbitration board. We have several arbitrations involving two or
three thousand titles pending. One arbitration has been completed.
In this case the Interior Department named Hon. Dana H. Kelsey,
this department named Dr. J. H. Stolper, and the party who had
rofited by many grafting transactions named Judge Thomas C.

umphrey, ex-Federal judge. The result of this arbitration was that
$32,000 in cash was returned to the Indians and a number of parcels
of land was reconveyed to the original allottees. By terms of the
agreement we practically gave a clearance to all titles that we did not
find enmeshed with graft and wrongdoing.

Because this department is only given the services of one lawyer,
we have had our hands full, and in fact our legal department has
been swamped. Naturally, we have only been able to operate in the
several counties where the worst cases of graft were known to exist.
I am confident that we could clear up the situation thoroughly did
we have enough legal force.

We have been. nvited to come down in several counties by county
judges who do not seem to be able to compel wholesale guardians to



10 VETO MESSAGE RELATING TO INHERITED ESTATES.

report, and while we have not been able to cover the ground as
thoroughly as we wish to, yet the number of petitions for the sale of
Indian children’s properties has been reduced almost to a minimum.
People are afraid to buy these lands, because they fear that we will
intervene and spoil the deal. Therefore our moral power has been
really greater than our actual work has shown. We have taken a
decided stand against guardians’ fees, lawyers’ fees, and court fees
eating up the proceeds of the sale of children’s lands. Of course this
does not make us popular with the legal profession, because up to the
time we began to operate under the new law it was the fashion for
lawyers to appear in most trivial proceedings so that they could get
a shce out of the proceeds of chiﬁiren’s properties sold by order of
probate courts.

Strange to say, that while nearly all of our efforts have been made
in behalf of Indian minor children, we have never received the slight-
est help, and in many cases we have experienced the open antagonism
of the tribal attorneys who have not protected the children them-
selves but who do not seem to want us to protect them. Of course
there may be some politics in this, because this administration is
Democratic, while of course nearly all of the tribal attorneys are of
the opposite faith. However, at the time we asked for this law it
seemed impossible for tribal attorneys or any other attorneys for the
children to get any hearing in any of our county courts. It was
called Federal interference and was resented by all of the courts, but
as soon as we appeared on the scene an entire change was made, and
while we had several uphill figchts at the start most of the county
judges now cooperate with us gladly, and, as I stated above, the
moral effect has been that the majority of petitions for sale of minor
children’s properties are very carefully considered and oftentimes
refused.

You witl find our law in the revised statutes of Oklahoma, a copy
of which will surely be in your law library.

Yours, truly, H. Huson.

8. 4948. Sixty-second Congress of the United States of America; at the second session, begun and held
alt the city of Washington on Monday, the fourth day of December, one thousand nine hundred and
eleven.j

Amn act relating to inherited estates in the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stutes of Anierica
in Congress assembled, That conveyances of inherited allotments by full-blood Indian
heirs members of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma made subsequent to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eicht, in cases of allottees dying prior to May
twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, sliall have the same effect as if the allot-
tee had died subsequent to May twenty-seventh, nineteen hundred and eight, and
shall not require the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That no con-
veyance of any interest by a full-blood heir of inherited allotted land heretofore or
hereafter made shall be valid unless approved by the county court, sitting in probate,
of the county where the deceased allottee was a resident at the time of his death.

('HAMP CLARK,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
J. H. GALLINGER,
President of the Senate pro tempore.

T certify that this act originated in the Senate.
CHAs. G. BENNETT,

Secretary,
By H. M. Rosk,
Assistant Secretary.



