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~ior had fixed .nd “approved” an “amount of compengy, | Ghot
tion,” which was exceeded. el

| | | i e 1 = . i
But, on the contrary, the complaint shows, on its fgee | cre{“fd
)

that the only ~ontract for services named 1n the complajy; § g (o

S pretended ? _one.
ate obviously contents 1tself to making it , § D

« in excess’ of alimitation whigy, § ‘e

was a

This stat
crime to receive money
had been fixed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairggy § o

y Secretary of the Interior, through and by means of thy § fee”
? apprm;al » named in said section 2109. o

1t makes the crime 10 be the transgression of a fixg § obeP
limitation established by law, through the action of g ol !
officers ;: and where 1o such transgression of a fixed lip;. § T
tation exists no crime or right of recovery exists under this L ine!

statute.
. 1t may here S

orve to illustrate what 1s meant by whyt § {00

1 has just been tated as to the defects of this complaintty J aly®

i 11r here state what the complaint lacks 1n the regard noy § use!
o being considered. mifa
It should aver substantially as follows: g el

i 0

« That a contract between the defendants (naming them)
and the Creek Nation of Indians was duly made; and
before a judge ot a court of }”'ecord, exgcuted, under and g e
in pursuance of zmd conforming, as to 1ts contents, to the b g
requirements of said statute, contracting for the services of
ihe defendants in and about making sale of said lands: §
that such contract bore the approval of the Secretary of §°
or and the Commaissioner of Indian Affairs, as und
d statute: that the amount of compenss. & [ff
the said defendants, as fixed by said con- § ..
i - : P36 ¢NCe
tract, and which was approved by the sald Secretary and
Commissioner, was $—, and no more, and was, Dy the
-aid contract and approval, limited to that amount; and e
{l,e amount so paid for the said services by the Creek In- ¥
dians, to wit, by the said (here naming them) to the said § s

o

(here naming the defendants who received the excess of
compensation) was in excess of said amount so fixed, lim-
ited and approved as aforesaid by the sum of $—,1or

L

which excess this suit is brought.”




