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BEFORE TKE INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 

TfIE SEMINOLE NATION, 1 
) 

Plaintiff ,  1 
1 

v, ) Docket No, 247 
1 

THE UNITEX) STATES OF AMERICA, 1 
1 

Defendant, 1 

ORDER DETERMINING VALUATION DATE AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

THE COMMISSION has considered the issues raieed by plaintiff's motion 
of February 14, 1975, requesting the Commission to determine the dates as 
of which the station reservations involved herein should be valued, and 
the measure of damages to be awarded herein, defendant's response t o  
said motion, filed April 22, 1975, and plaintiff's reply, filed May 12, 
1975, Oral argument on plaintiff's motion was held before the Commieelon 
on January 9, 1976. 

The issues raised by said motion are: (1) the meaning of the term 
"municipality" as used in section 14 of the Act of April 26, 1906, 34 
Stat, 137, 142, for the purpose of identifying those station reservations 
title to which, pursuant to said act, vested -in municipalities rather 
than adjoining allottees; (2) the date as of which each such etation 
reservation is to be valued; add (3) the measure of damages. 

UPON CONSIDERATION of each of aaid issues, the Commission hae 
concluded as follows: 

1, The term f'm.micipality'f as used in section 14 of the Act 
of April 26, 1906, supra, means, for purposes of identifying the station 
reservations to be valued herein, a town or city incorporated or 
attempted to be incorporated before November 16, 1907, in the Indian 
Territory under the organic law of Arkansas which was validated a8 
an existing town or city upon statehood by Article XVIfX, 82, and 
Schedule f10, of the Constitution of the State of Oklahoma, and a tom 
or c i ty  incorporated or attempted in good faith to be incorporated 
between November 16, 1907, and June 30, 1909, under Art fc le  XVIII, 
of the Conetitution.of the State of Oklahoma and the laws enacted 
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pursuant thereto, which during said period of time exercised authority 
a@ 8 municipal corporation. See ~ o w n  of Maysville, Oklahoma v. Hagnolia 
Petroleum Co., 272 P.2d 806 (10 Cir. 1959). 

2. The fair market value of each station reservation which on 
June 30, 1909, was rituated within a municipality as defined above, 
@hall be determined aa of June 30, 1909, which was the date on which 
title to each eaid station reservation vested in a ~nicipality. See 
Counal@sion Exhibit No. 1, infra. 

3. The determination of the quantum of damages, if any, beyond 
fair market value of the station reservations as of June 30, 1909, 
necessary to provide ". . . an appropriate and equitable measure of 
redress clause 5" (see ~s&ole Nation V. ~riited States, 203 Ct . C1. 
637, 654 n. 11 (1974)) shall be made by the Commission as part of the 
next phare of procebdings under this docket. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this case proceed to a determination 
of the fair market value as of June 30, 1909, of the fee title to each 
station reservation which had been owned by plaintiff and which on said 
date was situated within a municipality as defined supra. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the attached communication, dated 
February 27, 1909, consisting of two pages and addressed to the Secretary 
of the Interior from the Acting Comissioner of Indian Affairs which 
cormnunication was filed on February 14, 1975, ae plaintiff's proposed 
Exhibit No. 32 in Commission Docket 277, Creek'Nation v. United States, 
involving identical iasues of law, be, and the same hereby is, admitted 
into evidence in this docket ae Commission Exhibit No. 1. 

Dated at Washington, D. C., this 28th day of January 1976. 

Brantley Blue, Commissioner 



DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

26002-19C9 OFFlCC Of INDIAN AfCAIHS,  
B I3 ',' WAS~~INCTON.  ' r ( ; i 'A . 

Fts' 27 13'3 
' 3xtonelon o f  tiao in 

~ h l c h  t o  acquire t i t l e  
t o  rni lrood landa. 

The Sooretary o f  the Interior. 

Sir: 

I baro tho honor t o  tran~mit horealtk tole era^ dntcd 

Pobruary 26, 1909, froa 7.  9. Bone. o f  st. 1du~6, ::is~caz:. 
Gcnoral Soliaitor of the S t .  Louie and Son Francisco 3 t i i l roo t  

Com$nap. roforrcd t o  thie  Offloe for ap~~opr latcr  aotion by L'octiro. 

Britton & Gray, 1 0 o o l  nttornoye of tho oonpany. Tho t e l c ~ r a m  

m o d e  a0 followo: 

Cnn.Xm not p r o m i l  upon Sccrctnr7 Interior t o  
ostccd tico fcr n r p l l c ~ t l  onu t o  pnr-11ano uzdcr Sco : i o n  
~o'ourtoon o a t  April  3. 19T6, fzoa :.'arch l o t  t o  Curio 3Ith .  
;;u Z o r a  of d t c d  yet; ndoptcd.  I=?:?rtrlnt t h o t  c o  h t ; 7  
chnrc?c:er oi' deed boforo dcc ld in , -  upou n d v i 6 n h : i l l t y  . o f  
an kin^ opplicoticno t o  p-arctnso. 

fho rcoorde of tho O f i i o o  choir tha t  tho Doportrent on 

OcioLer 29,  1958, in oonnootion with t h o  ipplicntion of tho ::id- . 

Zcnd Tul loy  llnilrnod C o q o n y  t o  aoqnlro t i t l o  t o  the lonGs ooon- 

pi@& by I t  for rn l lnay  pnrponoo undcr tho Frovinioua o r  S o o t i o n  

by i t  for r o i h o y  purpocoo. 



37 1 n 4  C1. Comm. 203 

In oomootion with tho apy.licction horezith; there cp- 

pear8 t o  Do n q l o  authorit7 in Scatlea 14 of t t o  Aut o i  April 

26, 1906, for tho Dcpnrteent t o  extend tho tine in ?hi& rail- 

m y  aorptmies nay r s h  ap~licntlo~s t o  proomo the b o n o i i t o  

of tho act  in qacotlon. o l d  tho Office kncm of no rcmon why 

tho eppliccrtion f o r  ez! oxtens ion  of t i s o  o h o l ~ l d  ~ o t  brr ~ ~ e n t c d .  

In per~groph O of tho  !?cg :~ lo t lo~s ,  p r o c d p t c b  m 5 e y  SootZcm 

I4 of the Act of d p r ' l  26, 19CG, it i o  prcaorihod that t h y  

m y  bo m l v c d  or nxndod O B  tho oirouxstacccu o ~ r r o n c 3 i r g  

caoh Osee rzoj nrrrrcnt. 

Tho Offioo.thor~foro, r c o o ~ c n d o  that the t k e  1 9 i t ) l l ~ ~  

!?hioh ro$ l~ : t  y o o q a n i o s  En3 m k o  ny .~ l i co t io :m t o  p r o c u x  t h o  

h o c c f l b  of s c o f i o z ~  16 of tho act yofarrod t o ,  be c s t c s d c S  t o  

3 u ~ c  30, 1903, ond :?mt the Offico 

Vory rar*pcct%ll7,  


