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abrogated by statute. The decree refusing to enjoin the 
assessment of taxes on the exempt lands of plaintiffs must 
therefore be reversed, and the case remanded for further 
proceedings not inconsistent with this opinion.

Reversed.
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The complaint alleges that the plaintiffs are Choctaws 
owning homesteads and surplus granted under the terms 
of the Atoka Agreement. Their applications to enjoin 
the officers of the State of Oklahoma from assessing their 
lands for taxation for the year 1909 was denied. All of the
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questions involved are disposed of by the decision in 
Choate v. Trapp, ante, p. 665. The judgment, therefore, 
is reversed and the case remanded with directions for 
further proceedings not inconsistent with that opinion.

Reversed.
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The plaintiff holds a patent dated December 12, 1902. 
It was issued to her as a member of the Creek Nation 
when the tribal lands were divided in pursuance of the 
same general policy as that discussed in Choate v. Trapp, 
ante, p. 665. There were, however, a few differences. The 
tax exemption covered only the homestead of forty acres,
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