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25th CoNGREss,

2d Session.

[ Rep. No. 146. ]

Ho.

oF REPS.

MILLEY YATES.
[To accompany bill H. R. No. 168.]

DECEMBEU. 2~, 18$7.
Adopted by the committee, and ordered to be reprinted.

MARCH

21, 1836.

Mr·. HAYNEs, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, made the following

REPOR'r:
The Committee on Indian .JJ.ffairs, to which was referred the petition of Jlllen
Yates, and .Milley, his wife, malu the following report:
The petitioners represent that Allen Yates is a white man, who has long
lived and been naturalized in the Choctaw tribe of Indians, and that his
wife, Milley, is a native of that tribe. They further repr·esent, that, afte~
the coucJusion of tlw treaty with the Choctaws, at Daueing Rabbit creek,
on the 27th of September, 1830, it was proposed that supplemental articles
should be added, rn·oviding reservations of laud to certain individuals or
the tribe, among wbom was the petitioner, Allen Yates; that after the
supplemental adicles had been agr·eed upon by the commissioners of the
Uuited States Rnd the chiefs of the Choctaws, by one of which the right to
two sections was reserved to the said Allen Yates, that the Chief Nit-ukcha-chee insisted that t\\·o sections should also be secured to the petitioner,
Milley Yates, in consideration of her having taught the women of the tribe
to spin, W('avr, &c.: that, in compliance with the said supplemental articles, four· sections of land, in legal subdivisions, were located for them by
Colonel fleot·ge W. Mar·tin, the agent appointed to locate reserves under
the tr·eaty, and that, in due time, they exhibited his certificate to the register and receiver at St. Stephen's, in whose district the locations had been
made, and l'equested that the lands described in the certificate might be
mar·ked on the map and reser·ved from sale. But this their r·easonable
request was di~·wegar·ded, and a lar·ge por·tion of the lands thus located were
exposed to sale, and purchased by per·sons having full knowledge of their
claim; this sale having been made on the alleged gr'ound that the petitioner·s wer·e ouly entitled to two sections, instead of the four secured to
them by the supplemental at•ticles of the tr·eaty. They fut·ther state, that~
accorJing to the cu5tom of the Choctaws, the husband and wife are not
consider·ed one person in law, but hold separate and distinct property,
wholly independeut of each other; and they pr·ay Congr·ess to grant them
such t'elief as to equity and justice shall apper·tain.
Your committee, after· a due examination of the odginal and supplemental articles of the treaty, are satisfied, that if doubt existed as to the rights
Thumas Allen, print.
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of the p.etitionei·, 1\-lilley Yates, she is entitled to th~ most liberal interpretation of that instrument. But, without 5uch interpretation, they are
·convinced by the certificate of the Chief N it-uk-cha-chee, bearing date the
1st of December, 1835, and attested by R. W. Jones, United States int~r
preter, and 'Villiam Armstrong, Choctaw agent, which certificate they
ask may be taken as part of this report, that the Choctaw custom of separate rigbts and property between husband and wife is as has been stated
'by the petitioners; aud that, in the final arrangement of the supplemental
articles of the treaty, it was the intention of the contracting parties to
secure two sections of land each to the petitioner·s, of two of wbich they
hal·e been deprived, as alleged in their petition. Although ytlut• committee
have 110 doubt that the petitioner, Milley Yates, has been unjustly dept·ived
of the benefit of locations secm·ed to her by the treaty, and believe the
·lands so located have passed into the possession of persons probably ac'{_luainted with her rights, fot·asmuch as expense and litigation might arise
from an attempt to secure to her the lands located for her by Col. Martin,
ihey would recommend the passage of an act authorizing the location of
two sections of land, in the name and for· the usc of the said Milley Yates,
on auy of the public lands within the country acquired by that treaty, and
not previously located to any Choctaw r·eservee, nor subject to any preemption claim : and for this pur·pose they report a bill.

FoRT

TowsoN,

NA:rioN,
December I, ISS5.

CHOCTAW

I certify that, at the late treaty made between John H. Eaton and John
'Coffee, commissioners on the part of the United States, and the Mengoes
'Chiefs, and of the Choctaw nation, concluded at Dancing Rabbit creek,
·September 28, lSSO, I called on John H. Eston, and stated that, for services rendered in instructing the Choctaw women to wea\'e, spin, &c., I
was desit·ous that the wife of Allen Yates should be separately provided
for; that I was aware that the family was provided for, yet, for the reasons above stated, I wished her separately pro\ ided for; and it was at my
request, at the conclusion of the treaty, that the alteration was made, giving
to Allen Yates and wife each two sections of land.
NIT-UK-CHA-CHEE, his+ mark.
Witness:
R. M. JoNEs, United Sta~es i11terpreter.
-The within statement of the Chief ~it-uk-cha-chee was interpreted to
'him by R. M. Jones, United States interpreter; by him acknowledged to
be his understandiug of the treaty, and what Allen Yates and his wife
were entitled to.
WILLIAM ARMSTRONG,
Cltoctaw .!lgent.

