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Valentine Scrip: The Saga of
Land Locations in Southern Dakota Territory
Originating From a Mexican Land Grant

ROBERT LEE

The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, concluded with Mexico
on 2 February 1848 following the brief war between the two
countries, greatly expanded the territorial domain of the
victorious United States. It formally ceded the California and
New Mexico territories, which would later form the states of
California, Nevada, Utah, and New Mexico and large parts of
Arizona and Colorado. One of the key provisions of this treaty
was to prove extremely troublesome for it provided that all the
Mexican land grants in the ceded territory would be "respected
as valid" by the United States government.
The Mexican government had awarded over six hundred
land grants in the California province alone as an inducement to
colonization prior to the war. Many land grants had also been
given during the earlier Spanish rule of the region. The Mexican
government had authorized grants of up to eleven square
leagues, about seventy-six square miles, but even larger grants
were not uncommon. However, wholesale fraud was evident in
many of these transactions. For example. General Manuel
Micheltoma, the Mexican governor of California in 1842-45,
issued a grant of California land in 1852, predating the
documents to 1843. The falsification took place seven years
after a pohtical revolt had forced Micheltoma to return to
Mexico and four years after the province had been ceded to the
United States. Not surprisingly, Micheltoma was included
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among the high Mexican officials who were described as
"professional forgers and perjurers" in the issuance of the
fabricated land grant documents. '
As an implementation of the treaty, in 1851 Congress
established a Board of Land Commissioners to judge the validity
of the land grants. Its jurisdiction extended to all grants and not
just the disputed claims. The Americans who had acquired title
to Mexican land grants were affected along with the Mexican
nationals who had colonized the ceded territory. The land
involved in the rejected claims became a part of the public
domain and available for settlement. Both the claimants and the
government had the right to appeal the board's ruling to the
federal district courts and to the United States Supreme Court.
Mexico agreed to produce "any books, records or documents in
its possession necessary for the Board to make a just decision of
any claim."^
Many confiicting claims were presented to the board, which
heard over eight hundred cases involving the old grants between
January 1852 and March 1856. The claimants had two years to
present their claims and almost aU of the board's decisions were
appealed; consequently, the litigation often dragged on for
years. In fact, it took the landholders an average of seventeen
years to prove their legal ownership. The procedure was
particularly burdensome to the Mexican landowners in
California. A sympathetic congressman described their plight on
the fioor of the House of Representatives saying that "persons
who had been in possession of their lands for generations, who
had their children born there, who had pastured there their
flocks and herds on their old ranches, suddenly found
themselves by this legislation of Congress required to come
forward and prove that they had any right whatever to their
lands. It must be admitted that it was a great hardship to
require these persons, many of them unacquainted with our
1. Walton Bean, California: An Interpretive History (New York: McGraw-Hill
Book Co., 1968), pp.,154, 159-60.

2. Ibid., p. 156; Nathan Covington Brooks, A Complete History of the Mexican
War: Its Causes, Conduct, and Consequences, Comprising an Account of the Various
Military and Naval Operations from Its Commencement to the Treaty of Peace (1849;
reprint ed., Chicago, 111.: Rio Grande Press, 1965), p. 551.
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laws and customs, to come forward under many disadvantages,
the prey of lawyers, and at great expense, to show that they had
any right to this land that they possessed."^
One of the most interesting cases to come before the Board
of Land Commissioners involved a grant of three square leagues
(about nine square miles) of land north of San Francisco to
Juan Miranda. General Micheltoma awarded the land to
Miranda on 8 October 1844, although Miranda had settled on
the land, the Rancho Arroyo de San Antonio, in 1838. He had
built a house, cultivated land, raised livestock, and lived there
viiith his large family until his death. He died about a year after
acquiring it and his family continued living on the grant until it
was sold. The sale of this grant of land led to filings on public
domain lands in the United States in seventeen states-including
South Dakota.''
Miranda's heirs appeared in probate court in San Rafael,
Marin County, on 19 August 1850 to ask disposition of the
estate, two years after California had been ceded to the United
States. The court appointed B.R. Buckelew and James Black as
special administrators. One month later a pubhc auction was
held in San Rafael and Miranda's rancho was sold for $9,550,
"which was the highest bid therefor." The successful bidder was
Thomas B. Valentine of San Francisco. The sale was confirmed
3. Bean, California: An Interpretive History, p. 157; U.S., Congress, House,
Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, 45, pt.2:1186-87.
4. J.P. Munro-Fraser, History of Sonoma County (San Francisco, Calif.: Alley,
Bowen and Co., 1880), pp. 154, 256-58; U.S., Depaitment of the Interior, Report of
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior. 1874
(Washington, D.C.: Government Printing Office, 1874), pp. 21-22; U.S., Congress,
Congressional Globe, Appendix, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, 45, pt.4;824-25; Jacob
N. Bowman, "Index of the Spanish-Mexican Private Land Grant Records and Cases of
California" (1958), pp. 16-18, Manuscript Collection, Bancroft Library, University of
California, Berkeley; W.W. Robinson, "The Strange Case of Thomas Valentine,"
Westways Magazine 38, no. 3 (March 1946):32-33; Bean, California: An Interpretive
History, p. 70; Edwin R. Flatequal, Chief, Archives Branch, National Archives and
Records Service, Washington National Records Center, General Services Administration, to Robert Lee, Sturgis, S. Dak., 7 Apr. 1970; Board of Commissioners to
Ascertain and Settle the Private Land Claims in California, Case no. 812, deposition
by Theodoro Miranda before Land Commissioner Harry I. Thornton, San Francisco,
Calif., 5 Mar. 1853, Bancroft Library, University of California, Berkeley; William M.
Roberts, Reference Librarian, Bancroft Library, University of California, Berkeley, to
Robert Lee, 30 Mar. 1970, 28 Mar. 1972.
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by the court on 20 September 1850 and Valentine received the
deed to the property on 24 January 1851.'
It is not known exactly when or why Valentine, a former
resident of New York, came to California. The new-found El
Dorado attracted thousands of intrepid American argonauts
following the gold strike at Sutter's Mill on 24 January 1848.
California's population at that time, aside from the native
Indians, was less than flfteen thousand. Four years later,
however, when the new state took its first census, the
population had swelled to over two hundred and thirty
thousand. But, by the time the gold rush ended, few men had
hit anything resembling a bonanza, although many remained
and made their fortunes in ways other than mining. A fortunate
few became wealthy speculating in land. Among them was
Thomas B. Valentine.**
One report listed Valentine as a member of the Cahfomia
Company that left New York for California on 8 February
1849. John Woodhouse Audubon, a naturalist and artist like his
famous father, was one of the leaders.^ However, Valentine's
obituary in the 28 October 1896 issue of the Sa« Francisco Call
reported that he first came to the land of gold in 1851.' In any
event, he was around twenty when he joined the much-heralded
5. Judge James A. Shorb, order by probate court. Marin County, Calif., 19 Aug.
1850. 24 Jan. 1851, Bancroft Library, University of California, Berkeley.
6. Bean, California: An Interpretive History, p. 197; Ferol Egan, The El Dorado
Trail (New York; McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1970), p. 281.
7. John W. Audubon, Audubon's Western Journal, 1849-1850 (Cleveland, Ohio;
Arthur H. Clark Co., 1905), pp. 195, 2 4 2 ^ 3 . The New York Evening Express (New
York City), 9 Feb. 1849, reported that there were seventy-five young men from New
York and Philadelphia in the original California Company. The list of original
members included three Valentines—Charles, Matthias B., and Thomas B.—although
the article did not indicate whether or not they were related. The newspaper stated
that the company wouid "take the land route via Corpus Christi, Monterey, etc., to
the gold regions of Catifomia." After reaching Brownsvule, Texas, the company
traveled northwesterly across Mexico by wagon train. "Death [from cholera],
desertion and disability" took a large toU and only about forty men reached San
Francisco together.
8. San Franeisco Call, 28 Oct. 1896, p. 14. The obituary report that Valentine
came to California in 1851 is an apparent error since he purchased the Miranda grant
at a public auction at San Rafael on 20 September 1850.
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rush to the gold fields. After he arrived in California, "he
branched forth in the real estate Une, the venture being
attended with uniform success." His purchase of the Miranda
grant, while the most celebrated of his real estate dealings, was
not the sole source of his eventual wealth, although he held vast
landed interests in Califomia at the time of his death. In the San
Francisco Directory of 1852, he was listed as a printer. The
directories from 1852 through 1860 identified him as a member
of the firm of Monson, Valentine and Company. He was
president of the company when it was incorporated, about a
year prior to his death in 1896. '
Valentine filed his claim on the Miranda grant with the
Board of Land Commissioners on 17 February 1852. However,
two other claims covered the same grant. One of the other
claims was filed on 7 February 1853 by Charles White of San
Jose who contended that he had purchased the Rancho Arroyo
de San Antonio from Antonio Ortega, Miranda's son-in-law.
Ortega had married Francisca Miranda, and consequently, he
claimed to be the real occupant of the rancho. Ortega's grant
was purportedly awarded to him by General Alvarada, then
Mexican govemor of Califomia, on 10 August 1840-four years
earlier than Micheltoma's grant of the same land to Miranda.
The third claim was filed a short time later on 3 March 1853 by
James A. Short, address not given, who claimed two square
leagues of the three granted by Micheltoma to Miranda in 1844.
Valentine withdrew his claim on 6 Febmary 1855 and Short
followed suit two days later. ">
There are two probable explanations for why Valentine
mysteriously withdrew his claim, but none at all for Short. One
explains that Valentine withdrew after entering into a pact with
9. San Francisco Caii, 28 Oct. 1896, p. 14; Roberts to Lee, 30 Mar. 1970.
Valentine's brother, S.D. Valentine (not Usted as an original member of the California
Company), became a partner in the printing company of Monson, Valentine and
Company. Thomas sold his interest to D.B. Francis in 1863, but his brother remained
with the firm and it became known as the Francis and Valentine Company. Thomas
later rejoined the firm. He died of stomach cancer in his apartments at the Baldwin
Hotel in San Francisco on 27 October 1896.
10. Bowman, "Spanish-Mexican Private Land Grant Records and Cases of
California," pp. 16-18.
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White to split the proceeds of the sale of the tract when the
Ortega grant was confirmed. " Another contends that the
hearings before the board appeared to be against Valentine's
claim and he preferred to intervene against the Ortega claim in
district court. The United States Supreme Court, however, ruled
that Valentine had no right to intervene "since the claim he had
was not under the same original grantor as that of Ortega's
grantees." By the time this ruling was handed down, it was too
late for Valentine to resubmit his claim before the board. He
was, in fact, "out of court." '^
Meanwhile, on 26 June 1855 the board confirmed the
validity of the Ortega claim and the district court upheld the
decision on 17 August 1857. But, upon appeal the United
States Supreme Court remanded the case back to the lower
court where it was rejected on 20 August 1862. This time the
claimants appealed to the Supreme Court and on 18 April 1864
the claim was rejected "because the genuineness of the grant
was not proven." '^ Thus, the old rancho became public domain
land. The government surveyed the tract and sold part of it to
settlers under the preemption laws. Petaluma, California, had
been established on a portion of the old rancho. This sector was
then ceded to the city by an act of Congress on 1 March
1867.'"
Following the final rejection of the Ortega claim, Valentine
realized that he had made a mistake in withdrawing his claim.
Using his poUtical influence, he besieged Congress for many
years for special legislation that would permit him to prove his
11. Munro-Fraser, History of Sonoma County,pp.

154, 256-58.

12. U.S., Congress, House, Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess 1872, 45,
pt.2:1186.
13. Bowman, "Spanish-Mexican Private Land Grant Records and Cases of
California," pp. 16-18.
14. U.S., Congress, House, Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872,45.
pt.2:1186-87; Munio-Fraser, History of Sonoma County, pp. 154, 256-58; Mrs. D.N.
Craig, Secretary of the Petaluma, Caiif., Historical Society, to Robert Lee, 7 Mar.
1970. Petaluma was settled in the early 1850s and was a port for a wide area for
many years because of its location along the Petaluma River, which is an arm of San
Pablo Bay. The traffic on the river gradually declined with the construction of
railroads in the area.
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claim in court. Private bills offering him this opportunity passed
the House of Representatives in two different Congresses, but
both times the Senate adjourned without taking action on the
bills. The Senate passed a bill allowing him to take his case to
court, but it failed in the House in 1871 "merely for want of
time."''
In 1872 Congressman Sherman O. Houghton of Cahfornia
introduced House Resolution 1024 for "The Relief of Thomas
B. Valentine.""^ House Resolution 1024 required the Ninth
Circuit Court of California to "hear and decide upon the
merits" of Valentine's claim and authorized the court to admit,
as evidence, any testimony pertaining to the claim that had
been presented to the Board of Land Commissioners prior to
Valentine's voluntary withdrawal of his claim. In addition, it
also provided that an appeal "may be taken" to the United
States Supreme Court by eithei' Valentine or the government
and stipulated that if the Court upheld Valentine's claim, he
would be allowed to secure patents for acreage equal to that
taken from him by the government. This "equal quantity,"
however, was restricted to "unoccupied and unappropriated
lands of the United States, not mineral, and in tracts not less
than the subdivisions provided for in the United States land
laws." Finally, the bill authorized the commissioner of the
General Land Office to issue scrip for whatever tracts Valentine
selected, within the limitations of the bul and "in heu" of the
lands taken from him. The privileges extended to Valentine
under the provisions of the bill also applied to his legal
representatives, and thus were transferable. "
Congressman Washington Townsend of Pennsylvania
reported the bill to the House with one amendment, which was
accepted, for the Committee on Pubhc Lands. The amendment
15. Munro-Fraser, History of Sonoma County, pp. 154, 256-58; U.S., Congress,
House, Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, 45, pt.2:1186.
16. Biographieal Directory of the American Congress, 1774-1961, s.v. "Houghton,
Sherman O."
17. U.S., Congress, House, Journal, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, pp. 395,
1185-87; U.S., Congress, Congressional Globe, Appendix, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess.,
1872,45,pt.4:824-25.
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provided that any appeal from the circuit court's decision
would have to be taken within six months. In the House floor
debate. Congressman Townsend stated that "all we ask is that
Valentine be allowed to go in court and prove his title if he can.
If he can prove his title, then he is not to have the lands which
were given by the Mexican grant to Miranda, because of the
nation having taken possession of those lands and sold
them—and there is a City erected upon those lands—but he is to
be allowed, if he maintains his title, to have Scrip equivalent to
the amount of land which he would have had under the Miranda
title. Nobody's rights are infringed. Nobody is damaged. It is
only a claim between him and the United States, and the bill
merely permits him to come into the court and have an
opportunity to be heard. This we think is a fair and honest
bill." 1"
Congressman John Coghlan of California, aware of the bül's
importance to his constituents, offered a second amendment
that stated that no decree in favor of Valentine could be
executed against any person. This prohibition was contained in
the original bul, but the Californian obviously sought to cement
this point with his amendment. In addition, the amendment
prohibited the issuance of any scrip or patents to Valentine
until he delivered a deed for the Miranda grant to the United
States. Congressman Coghlan believed that the amendment
would "sufficiently guard the interests of our constituents
settled upon the land claimed by this grant. . . . If the
amendment be adopted, no member of^ the California delegation
will oppose the bill." "
The amendment was adopted, and Congressman Coghlan
emphasized that "upon the land claimed by this grant there has
grown up a good-sized City, and there is probably the amount
of $2,000,000 worth of property upon these lands. It is a dark
cloud hanging over the heads of those who have acquired the
titles to these lands from the government to have this grant,
18. U.S., Congress, House, Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, 45,
pt.2;1185-86.
19. Ibid., p. 1186.
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whether good or bad, hanging over their heads, and at least one
House of every Congress that meets passing a bill to allow the
Miranda grant to go into the courts for adjudication. . . . The
hill, as amended by me, gives Valentine the right to go into
court and try the case, and if his claim proves to be just, under
the grant from Miranda, a decree wiH be given in his favor, but
shall amount to no more than waste paper until he shall have
conveyed to the government, in trust for the settlers upon these
lands, all his right, title, and interest to the lands. . . . This bill,
as amended by me, will raise the cloud from the title of
probably 2,000 persons who reside in and around the City of
Petaluma."^»
Congressman Aaron A. Sargent was another member of the
Califomia delegation who spoke out for the bill's passage. In the
debate he indicated that he believed Valentine's claim to be
just. He further explained that "there is a book called Tomas de
Razón, a record of the titles granted by the Mexican
govemment in Upper and Lower Califomia. This book is kept
with all the solemnity which pertains to any records of
property. That book is a test or touch-stone by which bad
claims can be sifted out from good claims. If those records
contain the names of parties claiming the land, and also a
description of the grant, that is taken by our courts as
conclusive evidence in their favor. After the time for this
intervention had passed, these books were brought from
Mexico, and it was found, I am informed, that this Miranda
grant was there named with all the solemnity that could attach
to any grant.
"We, in Cahfomia, feel a great interest in this matter, not so
much on account of this claimant as upon account of the
citizens of Petaluma. The govemment of the United States, on
the rejection by the Supreme Court of the right of intervention
and the rejection of the Ortega grant, proceeded to sell to
parties in possession under its pre-emption and townsite laws
this property upon which is now situated the City of Petaluma.
But any man, I think, who examines the facts and ascertains the
20. Ibid.
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origin of this title, must concede that the government had no
right to sell that land; that the title was really in Miranda, and
that some time or other justice must be done to the claimant.
"Now, if Miranda's successor is willing to accept other land
instead of the specific property in question, the taking of which
would dispossess 5,000 people of $2,000,000 worth of
property, if he is wñling to accept unoccupied land elsewhere, it
seems to me it is undoubtedly the wisest pohcy for the
government to accede to the proposition . . . in order to remove
the cloud from the title which it has granted to these people
whose money it has had for years in its treasury." ^'
Despite the strong support from the California delegation,
the bill did not have easy sledding. Some congressmen
questioned the wisdom of extending the statute of limitations
on such claims, especially for one who had disbarred himself by
voluntarily withdrawing his claim from the Board of I^nd
Commissioners. Others confessed that they had difficulty
grasping the legal ramifications. A third amendment was
approved, which removed these objections; it substituted the
word "shall" for "may" in the section authorizing an
appeal—"so there shall be appeal, as a matter of course, to the
Supreme Court." It was proposed that the complicated legal
measure be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, but
Congressman Townsend moved the previous question, and the
bñl passed. ^^
Senator Eugene Casserly of California, a lawyer who had
published newspapers in San Francisco and had served as the
state printer prior to his election to the Senate, introduced
Senate Resolution 416 as a companion measure to Congressman
Hough ton's bill.^^ But, since House Resolution 1024 had
already passed the House, the Committee on Private Land
Claims reported it out and onto the Senate floor rather than
Senator Casserly's measure. Senator Thomas F. Bayard of
Delaware asked for the immediate consideration of 1024,
21. Ibid.
22. Ibid.
23. Biographical Directory of the American Congress, 1774-1961, s.v. "Casserly,
Eugene."
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pointing out that "a bill more favorable in terms to the
petitioner, has already passed the Senate and has twice been
considered by the Committee on Private Claims"; he was
apparently referring to the earlier büls without the House
amendments. A single objection was voiced by Senator James
Harlan of Iowa who complained that he had not had an
opportunity to examine the bul. After examining the bill.
Senator Harlan withdrew his objection and the measure passed
the Senate and became law on 5 April 1872.^"
Valentine filed his claim in the circuit court at San
Francisco (Case 1053) on 5 June 1872, just two months after
passage of the special legislation. The principal evidence
supporting the claim was submitted by J.R. Hardenbergh, the
United States surveyor general of Cahfornia, who certified the
authenticity of the deeds granted to Valentine. Hardenbergh
had charge of "a portion of the Archives of the former Spanish
and Mexiean Territory, or Department of Upper California, as
also the papers of the late Board of Commissioners to ascertain
and settle the private land claims in California," and he certified
that Valentine had been issued three deeds to the old rancho.
One was from Theodoro and Francisca Miranda, another from
Juan (probably a son of the original grantee), Sonfa, Luisa, and
Magdaline Miranda, and the third from the administrators of the
Miranda estate. ^^
The court also considered a deposition from Theodoro
Miranda taken by Harry Thornton, land commissioner, on 5
Mareh 1853. In it Miranda, then thirty-six, testified that he was
a son of the original grantee and that the family had continued
to occupy the rancho after his father's death (in about 1845)
until 1850, "when it was sold to Mr. T.B. Valentine."^*^ Judge
Lorenzo Sawyer decreed on 6 January 1873 that Valentine's
24. U.S., Congress, Senate, Journal, 42nd Cong., 2nd sess., 1872, pp. 206, 1210,
1224, 1964, 1986-87; U.S., Congress, Senate, Congressional Globe, 42nd Cong., 2nd
sess., 1872, 45, pt. 3:1963-64, 1986-87.
25. Bowman, "Spanish-Mexican Private Land Grant Records and Cases of
California," p. 18; Roberts to Lee, 30 Mar. 1970; J. R. Hardenbergh,-"Offlce of the
Surveyor General of the United States, for California," 24 June 1872, Bancroft
Library, University of California, Berkeley.
26. Board of Commissioners to Ascertain and Setüe the Private Land Claims in
California, Case no. 812, 5 Mar. 1853.
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claim was valid. The case was then appealed to the United
States Supreme Court, as required, and it was heard during the
October term of 1873.^'' Valentine and his wife Maria signed a
deed on 17 December 1873 conveying the title of the grant to
the United States. The deed was dehvered to Senator Sargent of
California in Washington to be held in trust pending the
Supreme Court's decision. On 6 January 1874, exactly one year
after the lower court's decree in Valentine's favor, the
long-disputed claim was affirmed.^* The deed was presented to
the commissioner of the General Land Office on that same date
and it was filed on 24 January 1874 with the recorder of deeds
for Sonoma County, California.^' It had taken Valentine
almost twenty-two years to prove his title to the grant that he
had purchased in 1850.
¿Concern about the lengthy litigation was evident in
Petaluma and the news that the case was finally settled was
greeted with great elation. On 8 January an editorial in the
Petaluma Weekly Argus pointed out thai "when there is a
shadow upon the title of our homes there is always an
uneasiness that periodically breaks into downright fear and
oftentimes panic. There seems to be no security. We build
elegant residences and beautify our grounds, but so long as
there is a question to the title of our lands, there is a lurking
fear always that some day in our lifetime, or in the lifetime of
our children, the lands may be wrested from us and we would
have our 'trouble fore our pains.' Again, in event of a desire to
sell our realty, the shadow comes up, and our property is
depreciated thereby. And this has been the case with Petaluma
from the very day of its settlement. . . . Many rumors have been
rife that Mr. Valentine, having got into court and proven his
claim, was not necessarily compelled by the terms of the Act to
take lieu lands, but might, upon the affirmance of his case at
Washington, come upon and dispossess the settlers here. A good
27. U.S., Department of the Interior, Report of the Commissioner of the General
Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior, 1874, pp. 21-22.
28. Petaluma Weekly Argus, 5 Jan., 7 Jan. 1874.
29. W.W. Robinson, "The Strange Case of Thomas Valentine," pp. 32-33.
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deal of talk had been made, and a great deal of fear endured by
our people over these complications. Finally, however, like all
our worldly troubles, this vexed and complicated question has
been finally settled by Mr. Valentine giving a deed to
government through our energetic and faithful Senator, Mr.
Sargent."'»
The Petaluma Weekly Argus also published two dispatches
from Washington about the settlement of the ease. One pointed
out that Valentine was to receive "land Scrip to the same extent
[as the Miranda grant] on unoccupied pubhc lands. This quiets
title in favor of purchases from the government on the grant."
The other dispatch noted that "this action perfects the settlers
title to all lands covered by the grant, including the town of
Petaluma, and puts an end to all litigation and further
uneasiness in the matter.""
After Valentine conveyed the deed to the United States, the
commissioner of the General Land Office issued the required
scrip to him in exchange for the lands illegally taken from him
by the government. The scrip took the form of Special
Certificates of Location and each of them followed the
terminology stated in the act of 5 April 1872 which provided
that "on surrender of this certificate to the register of any land
office of the United States, the said Thomas B. Valentine, or his
legal representative, shall be entitled to enter, in part
satisfaction of said claim, the quantity of
acres of
land upon any of the unoccupied and unappropriated public
lands." The figure "40" was inserted in the blank space on most
of the certificates, although lesser acreage was sometimes
inscribed. It appears, however, that no more than forty acres
were located on any one certificate. '^
30. Petaluma Weekly Argus, 8 Jan. 1874.
31. Ibid.
32. U.S., Department of the Interior, Report of the Commissioner of the General
Land Office to the Secretary of the Interior, 1874, pp. 21-22; Selected Cases from
the South Dakota Valentine Scrip Case Files, NCWN 70-344, Records of the Bureau
of Land Management, Record Group 49, National Archives and Records Service,
Washington National Records Center (hereafter cited as S.Dak. VSC Files, NCWN
70-344). A copy of the microfflm is deposited in the Microfilm Collection of the
South Dakota State Historical Society, Herre.
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The Miranda grant contained 13,316 acres, and with the
grant divided into 40 acre tracts, Valentine was entitled to 332
certificates plus 36 acres. However, the National Archives and
Records Service, which has custody of the old records of the
General Land Office, could find case files on only 263 of the
certificates. Of the 263 certificates, the largest single number, or
76, were redeemed in Califomia. The certificates were also used
to locate on land in 16 other states, including Arizona (46),
South Dakota (34), North Dakota (28), Minnesota (25), New
Mexico (12), Montana (11), Utah (8), Washington (6), Florida
(5), Colorado (4), Nevada (3), Idaho, Illinois, Michigan, and
Wisconsin (2), and Iowa (1).'^
Although Valentine used few of the certificates to locate on
land himself, the San Francisco Call reported that "the issuance
of that Scrip to Valentine rendered his fame world-wide. A
portion of it was sold to speculators, one of them creating a
sensation about a year ago [1895] by locating on property in
Chicago worth millions of dollars. The claim being contested is
still in litigation." ''' Speculators who purchased the scrip from
Valentine often resold the certificates for a considerable profit.
The scrip reportedly brought nearly $1,000 an acre during
Florida's land boom and was used to purchase islands and keys
along the coastline. As late as 1928 it was used to acquire
patent to the tiny White Rock Island off Catauna, which had
escaped the attention of early-day govemment surveyors. '^
Valentine received the scrip certificates from the
commissioner of the General Land Office on 28 March 1874,
33. Bowman, "Spanish-Mexican Private Land Grant Records and Cases of
California," pp. 16-18; Flatequal to Lee, 7 Apr., 24 Sept. 1970; James E. Sperry,
Superintendent, State Historical Society of North Dakota, to Robert Lee, 16 Nov.
1970. Two of the twenty-eight certificates redeemed in North Dakota were used to
locate on land at the site of Medora, the town established in territorial days by the
ill-fated French entrepreneur^ the Marquis de Mores. Certificate E 247 was used by
Louis A. Hoffman on 20 April 1883 to locate forty acres in the northern half of the
town, and E 73 was used by Frank B. Allen on 24 September 1883 to file on forty
acres in the southem half. Louis Hoffman was undoubtedly the Marquis'
father-in-law, the New York capitalist, and Frank Allen was a Bismarck attomey who
did legal work for the Marquis. Nineteen of the certificates were used to locate on
land at the site of Devils Lake, and the others that were redeemed were filed on land
at Minot, Willow City, Port Emma, Rugby, Odessa, and Barton.
34. San Francisco Cali, 28 Oct. 1896, p. 14.
35. W.W. Robinson, "The Strange Case of Thomas Valentine," pp. 32-33.
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slightly more than two months after the commissioner had
received his deed to the Miranda grant. He soon began selling
the scrip and was relatively unconcerned about the identity of
the persons who eventually used his scrip to locate on land,
once he had collected his fee. The certificates contained
Valentine's signature, the selling price, and the date. Valentine's
signature was attested to by two witnesses, one of whom was
frequently D.B. Francis, his partner in the printing firm. The
name of the buyer was generally not hsted at the time of the
sale. Because it was not necessary for the buyer to be listed
until the scrip was presented to land offices in exchange for
locations, the scrip could, and often did, pass through several
hands before actually being redeemed. The redemptions
generally took place years after Valentine had sold the
certificates. This procedure, while technically legal, invited
misappropriation. ^^
Two procedures were followed to trace the circuitous paths
of the scrip certificates redeemed in South Dakota, or more
accurately, in Dakota Territory for South Dakota did not
become .a state until 1889, and all the certificates redeemed in
the territory were used prior to 1889. One procedure, based on
the date that Valentine sold the certificate, estabhshed the date
of each sale and the sale price but did not identify the buyer,
since the assignments carried only the signatures of Valentine,
the witnesses, and the notary pubhc. The second procedure,
based on the date that each certificate was actually presented to
a land office in exchange for a location, estabhshed the identity
of the user, since his name had to be on the assignment. It is
questionable, however, whether the eventual user was the
original buyer of the scrip. In addition, the case files at the
National Archives contained no assignments from Valentine for
certificates E47, E51, E104, E105, E316, E319, and E320,
seven of the thirty-four redeemed in South Dakota, although
there were subsequent assignments of these certificates. (For
the following discussion, see Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4, pages 295-99.)
The first method of investigation estabhshed that four of
the certificates sold by Valentine in 1874 were eventually
redeemed in Dakota. They were E5, E23, E78, and E90, and E5
was the first cerfificate sold that was eventually redeemed in
36. S.Dak.VSC Files,NCWN

70-344.
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Dakota. It was sold on 25 April 1874 to C. Underwood of
Monterey, CaUfomia, for $240. On 31 December 1881 A. Leon
Cervantes "to whom the annexed Valentine Scrip E5 was
assigned" sold it "for value received" to William T. Love of
Beadle County in Dakota Territory. The case file on this
certificate does not contain an assignment from Underwood to
Cervantes, thus it is not known when Cervantes bought the
certificate or what he paid for it. Love used the scrip to file on
forty acres in Hand County on 4 March 1882. Valentine sold
E23 on 21 July 1 874 for $200 and it was redeemed for land in
Dakota in 1881. Certificates E78 and E90 were sold by
Valentine for $400 each on 12 August 1874 to Theodore Leroy
of San Francisco. Leroy sold both of the eertificates to William
T. Coleman, also of San Francisco, on 6 January 1880 "for
value received." Coleman sold E90 to Eugene S. EUiott on 1
August 1882, also "for value received," and EUiott used it to
locate on forty acres in Walworth County on 14 April 1883.
Coleman sold E78 to Henry P. Bolles for $700 (a $300 profit)
on 10 August 1882, and Bolles used it to file on forty acres in
CampbeU County on 17 July 1883. Whue these certificates were
among the first that Valentine sold, they were not the first to
be used in Dakota. ^'
The second method of tracing the scrip's usage in Dakota
produced the most rehable information. The first certificates
filed in Dakota were E176 and E208. Valentine had sold E176
on 3 March 1875 and E208 on 24 June 1875, each for $480
and both to Henry McDaid, an attorney in Chicago, IUinois. On
11 December 1877 in Washington, D.C, McDaid sold the two
certificates to Barney G. Caulfield for $640 apiece and realized
a profit of $160 on each.^* Caulfield redeemed both of the
37. Ibid.
38. Biographical Directory of the American Congress, 7774-iSSi, s.v. "Caulfield,
Barney"; Larry A. Viskochil, Reference Librarian, Chicago Historical Society, to
Robert Lee, 19 Feb. 1970, Chicago Tribune, 21 Dec. 188T; Black Hills Daily Times
(Deadwood), 23 Dec. 18S7; Sturgis Weekly Record, 23 Dec. 1887. Cauifleld was an
attorney and a congressman from Elinois and served in the House from 1874 until
1877. He was n o t a member of Congress when he purchased the two scrip certificates
from McDaid, although the transaction took place in Washington. He moved to
Deadwood and continued his law practice there. He was a prominent member of the
community and he reportedly "owned considerable property in Sturgis, acquired
when the city was first platted."
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certificates at the United States Land Office in Deadwood on
25 October 1878 for two tracts of land "in the prospective
townsite of Sturgis City," then in Lawrence County but
subsequently the county seat of Meade County. Each of the
two tracts were described as containing .36 acres in excess of
the forty, and Caulfield paid the land office a total of ninety
cents for the additional acreage.^'
How Caulfield happened to participate in the estabhshment
of Sturgis City was revealed in an article in the Sturgis Weekly
Record, written by the man who actually laid out the town site,
Jeremiah C. Wilcox, a major in the Civü War who had left the
service to become a newspaper pubhsher in Omaha,
Nebraska.'"' Wilcox told how he left Omaha to visit Colonel
Samuel D. Sturgis, commander of the Seventh Cavalry at Bear
Butte, in the fall of 1878. During the course of the visit, he
proposed to Colonel Sturgis that a town site should be laid out
near the new post. "The general [Colonel Sturgis' Civil War
rank] seemed to regard the project favorably, and a few days
later visited me in my cabin at Deadwood where I submitted to
him definite plans and he consented to become a member of the
company, rather, I think, to oblige me than from any prospect
of gain for himself. On leaving he handed me a twenty dollar
gold piece, remarking, T am tolerably short now, but you can
give me credit for so much on the townsite account and draw
on me for more at your pleasure.' About three o'clock on the
morning of August 26, 1878, I staked the ground where Sturgis
City now is. . . . That night I went to Deadwood for an
assistant, as I had to get around and could not be in two places
39. S.Dak.VSC Files,NCWN

70-344.

40. Francis B. Heitman, Historical Register and Dictionary of the United States
Army, 1789-1903 (1903; reprinted ed.. Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1965),
p. 934; Melbourne C. Chandler, Of Garry Owen in Glory: The History of the Seventh
United States Cavalry Regiment (n.p., 1960), p. 77; Jerusha Wilcox Sturgis,
Biography of Sturgis and Wilcox Families" (unpubhshed manuscript, 1910), a copy
in the private collection of Robert Lee, Sturgis. Wilcox was a cousin of Mrs. Jerusha
Wilcox Sturgis whose husband Colonel Samuel D. Sturgis was commander of the
Seventh Cavalry from May of 1868 until his retirement in June of 1886. Units of the
Seventh Cavalry were sent to the Black Hills in the summer of 1878 to aid in
establishing a military post near Bear Butte. White settlers who had swarmed into the
Indian region during the gold boom demanded military protection from the Sioux
who were disgruntled over the loss of their sacred Black Hills.
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Speciai Certificate of Location E208
and the first assignment of E208 from Thomas B. Vaientine to Henry O. McDaid.
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r/ie second assignment of E208 from Henry
0. McDaid to Bernard G. Caulfield and
Caulfield's receipt from the Deadwood Land
Office, 25 October 1878. E 208 was used to
locate land on the Sturgis City town site.
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at once, and I got Arthur Buckbee to join me next morning and
hold the claim (promising him an interest which he got) while I
went to Deadwood to talk up the scheme and organize the town
company." Besides Wilcox, Colonel Sturgis, Buckbee, and
others, Caulfield was also a member of the town company.'"
Caulfield filed on 80.72 acres of the town site of Sturgis
City for his two Valentine Scrip certificates permitted him to
locate on the site without ready cash. Because he was an
attorney, he may have been made a partner in the company in
exchange for his legal services. On 2 November 1878, eight days
after filing the scrip, Caulfield conveyed thirty-five lots in ten
blocks to Wilcox for the consideration of "certain rights and
interests claimed.'"*^ This was undoubtedly Wilcox's reward for
staking out the site and forming the company.
Wilcox secured scrip certificate E228, the third one
redeemed in the territory, and used it to locate forty acres on
the eastern boundary of Sturgis City, in what became known as
the Wilcox Addition. Valentine had sold E228 on 18 August
1875 for $420, but Wilcox did not file it at the land office in
Deadwood until 22 July 1879, nine months after Caulfield had
filed his scrip.''^ It is uncertain whether Wilcox purchased his
certificate directly from Valentine in 1875, although there is no
earlier assignment of it to anyone else, or whether Caulfield
may have purchased this certificate with the other two in 1877
and left the assignment blank. In any event, Caulfield may have
been an agent in Wilcox's procurement of the scrip.
The use of scrip to locate on the site of Sturgis City was
contested by a group of the town's earliest settlers who claimed
that the tract of land was neither unoccupied nor
unappropriated as required at the time of filing.'*'' The 1880
census reported that sixty people were living in Sturgis City and
some of these early settlers claimed that they were there in
4t. Sturgis Weekly Record, 8 May 1889.
42. Register of Deeds, Records of Meade County, Book 26, Document 152127,
p. 405.
43. S.Dak. VSC Files, NCWN 70-344 ; Flatequal to Lee, 7 Apr. 1970.
44. Sturgis Weekly Record, 24 Aug. 1883.

i..
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1878 when the site was located on-with the Valentine Scrip."^
These claims, however, were not substantiated at a hearing
conducted by the land office in Deadwood, and the legality of
the scrip locations was upheld by the commissioner of the
General Land Office. Caulfield received patent to his tracts on 2
February and 17 February 1885, and Wilcox received his patent
on 23 December 1883.'"*
Most of the certificates used in Dakota, however, were
redeemed by two officials of the Chicago and North Westem
Railway Company, Albert Keep, president of the railroad from
19 June 1873 to 2 June 1887 and Charles E. Simmons, the land
commissioner of the company from 1878 to 1897. Between
them, they used nineteen scrip certificates to locate on land
along the railroad's route in Dakota. '^ In 1880 the Dakota
Central Railway Company, which was operated by the Chicago
and North Westem, was extending its tracks from Volga, on the
territory's eastem border, to the Missouri River. Two years
earlier Marvin Hughitt, the company's general manager, had
made a personal tour of the Dakota prairies by buckboard and
had concluded that to extend railroads across the Dakota
prairies was an inducement to settlement, and therefore, good
business. '*" The company's officials may have used scrip to file
on land in other states, but only nineteen of the thirty-four
certificates redeemed in Dakota can be traced directly to Keep
and Simmons.
Valentine sold El 03 on 17 September 1880 for $600 to
Albert Keep. Keep also acquired El04 and El05, but because
there are no assignments on record for them, the date that they
were sold and their sale price is unknown. Keep may have
45. U.S., Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Tenth Census:
Popuiation, 1880, Vol. 2, Seheduie I, Lawrence County, C 595V4, Microfilm
Collection, South Dakota State Historical Society, Pierre.
46. Sturgis Weeiçiy Record, 8 Sept. lB83;S.£l<i*:. VSCFiies, NCWN 70-344.
47. F.V. Koval, Director of Public Relations, Chicago and North Westem Railway
Company, to Dayton Canaday, Director, South Dakota State Historical Society,
Pierre, 24 Sept. 1970; Flatequal to Lee, 5 June 1970.
48. Herbert S. Schell, History of South Daicota (Lincohi: tJniversity of Nebraska
Press, 1961), pp. 161-62.
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bought them on the same date and for the same price asE103
since the certificates were consecutively numbered. He used all
three certificates on 4 January 1881 to locate on tracts in
Beadle County near Huron where the Dakota Central had
established a construction camp the previous May."^ Simmons,
who had sixteen certificates, used all or portions of ten of them
on 26 May 1881 to locate on 365.80 acres in Hughes County.
He used his six remaining certificates, also on 26 May 1881, to
locate on 236.90 acres across the river in Stanley County. Four
of them were exchanged for 40 acre tracts and two were
redeemed for tracts of 38.10 and 38.80 acres. While the sixteen
certificates redeemed in the two counties were good for a total
of 640 acres, they were exchanged for 37.30 fewer acres. ^°
The Chicago and North Western had visions of stretching its
tracks, once it reached the Missouri River, westward across the
Great Sioux Reservation to the Black Hills. Fort Pierre, on the
river's west bank, was the freighting center for supplies to the
booming mining camps in the Black Hills, which the Sioux had
ceded in 1877. Only a few squatters were living east of the river,
opposite Fort Pierre, and they were congregated around a small
settlement called Matto. People speculated on where the
railroad would cross the river and the squatters were naturally
most anxious about it. Although the river was not bridged until
1907, the Chicago and North Western took steps early to avoid
paying exorbitant prices for the land it needed for its river
terminal.^'
A party of men hired by the railroad and traveling in a
covered wagon invaded the country around Matto in the
summer of 1880, ostensibly looking for land for a cattle ranch.
They succeeded in buying out a number of the squatters,
especially after spreading the rumor that the railroad had picked
Fort George, some twenty miles down river, as the river
terminal. Joseph Kirley, a squatter who had located at Matto in
49. S.Dak. VSCFiles, NCWN 70-344.
50. Ibid.
51. Will G. Robinson, "Waiting for a Railroad,"
Collections 24(1949):155.

South

Dakota Historia:

Copyright © 1972 by the South Dakota State Historical Society. All Rights Reserved.

Valentine Scrip

285

1879 and who operated the ferry to Fort Pierre, also sold out.
He and several others felt that they had been duped when they
learned that the "cattlemen" who had bought them out were
actually agents of the railroad. Kidey's daughter, Laura Kirley
McAllister, wrote that "by using the ranch site hoax and the
Fort George decoy, the railroad finally won out. And by raising
the original cash offer to $1,500 and a small pieee of ground,
the railroad persuaded Joseph to sign away his home, his
flatboat business, and his rights to the townsite of what was to
become Pierre. . . . To ingratiate the couple [Kirley and his
wife] further, he [the railway company agent] presented
Joseph with a bonus of a shotgun." Laura McAUister also
reported that the railroad acquired clear title to the Pierre town
site through "Sioux Indian Scrip," writing that "as a rule, the
early settlers were unaware of its existence or its purposes."^^
ActuaUy, the land was acquired with Valentine Scrip.
The plat map of the original site of Pierre reveals that
Thomas F. NichoU, a surveyor, "at the instanee of Charles E.
Simmons of Chicago," staked out the town site in blocks, lots,
streets, .and alleys "on and prior to" 20 September 1880 "for
the purpose of laying out a town to be called Pierre." The plat,
covering fourteen blocks, is dated 27 September 1880.^^
Simmons had filed his scrip certificates for Pierre locations and
other tracts in that region at the United States Land Office in
Sioux Falls on 3 June 1880. The desired tracts were within the
jurisdiction of the land office at MitcheU and the certificates
were later refiled there. '" By that time, two railway additions
to the original site of Pierre had been platted—there were
eventually to be five railway additions. ' '
On 4 November 1880 the first train arrived in Pierre, and on
52. Laura Kirley McAllister, Gumbo Trails (Pierre, S. Dak.: State Publishing
Company, 1957), pp. 85-87.
53. Carl Fischer, Fort Pierre, to Robert Lee, 14 July 1970; Register of Deeds,
Hughes County, Plat Book 1, pp. 1-2, Hughes County Courthouse, Pierre, S. Dak.
(hereafter cited as H u ^ e s County Plat Book 1).
54. S.Dak.VSCFiles,NCWii

10-344.

55. Fischer to Lee, 5 Aug. 1970; Hughes County Plat Book 1, pp. 2-3.
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21 December 1880 the Westem Town Lot Company was
incorporated in Chicago by Keep, Simmons, Hughitt, N.M.
Hubbard, and Joseph B. Redfield. The corporation, which
began operations on 1 January 1881 with its principal office in
Clinton, Iowa, was organized to "buy, improve, plat and lay out
into town lots, and sell and deal in land and town lots in the
States of Iowa and Minnesota and the Territory of Dakota." Its
articles of incorporation also stated that the company was
formed "to promote imigration [sic] and the settlement or
occupation of lands in such States and Territories." The
corportion had a capital stock of $100,000 divided into shares
for $100, and the first officers were Keep, president; Hughitt,
vice-president; Redfield, secretary; and M.M. Kirkman,
treasurer. The company's principal office was later moved to
Huron and Thomas J. Nicholl (or Nichol) served as resident
agent there until 22 July 1886. "
Nicholl was undoubtedly the man who had laid out the
town site of Pierre. Two days after the Westem Town Lot
Company was organized, Nicholl acquired E56 and the
assignment from Valentine showed that it was sold to him for
$1,040. Nicholl used E56 to locate on forty acres in Hyde
County on 9 June 1882. On 23 December 1880, the same date
that Nicholl received his certificate, Frederick H. Steigmeyer of
Hughes County bought El23 from Valentine for $1,200.
Steigmeyer used E123 to locate on forty acres in Sully County
on 9 April 1883. On the first assignments, the certificates
purchased by Nicholl and Steigmeyer sold for the highest prices
of all thirty-four redeemed in Dakota. But another certificate
sold for a higher price on the second assignment. ^^
Simmons, who redeemed the largest number of certificates
in Dakota, appears to have acquired the scrip largely for himself
rather than as an agent for the railroad since the first quit claim
deeds filed in Pierre were sold by Simmons and his wife Lucy
early in 1881. They first sold lots nineteen and twenty in block
56. Schell, History of South Daicota, p. 162; Articles of Incorporation, Westem
Town Lot Company, File Box 95, Document 10121, Office of the Secretary of State,
Pierre, S. Dák.; Koval to Lee, 28 Oct. 1971; Flatequal to Lee, S June 1970.
57. S.ZJofcFSC/iifes, NCWN 70-344.
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seven to the American Express Company for $200 and the deed
was dated 14 February 1881. On that same date, they also
conveyed the deeds for eight lots in two blocks of the site to
E.F. Warner of Saint Paul for $800. The third and fifth deeds
filed in the Hughes County courthouse reveal that Simmons and
his wife sold lots fifteen and sixteen in block seven to Henry C.
Laferty and Joseph Kirley, respectively, for $1 each. Laferty,
like Kirley, was among the early squatters on the town site. The
sale to Kirley for the nominal fee was probably a fulfillment of
the promise of "a small piece of ground" to be given to him
when he sold out to the railroad. Some of the other first deeds
for Pierre lots sold in 1881 reveal that the premises were
contracted to be sold the previous fall when the site was being
platted. These deeds were probably conveyed to former
squatters too. Many of these early deeds were conveyed upon
the express condition that "no spidtous Uquor of any kind,
except for medicinal purposes, shall ever be sold upon said
premises." ^^
However, in 1881 Simmons also assigned "all my rights,
title and interest" to all sixteen of his scrip certificates to Keep.
Although he assigned only one certificate. El87, to Keep on 7
May, all of the other assignments were dated 7 November, or
almost six months after he had used all sixteen scrip certificates
to locate on tracts in Hughes and Stanley counties on 26
May. ^' The certificates, although filed in the land office in
exchange for land, were undoubtedly transferrable prior to the
issuance of the patents, which were not granted until late in
1882.
Included in the Simmons-Keep transaction were certificates
E185 and E187, sold by Valentine on 3 April 1875 for $438.
The buyer was hsted as Edwin C. Peters "of' Lawrence County,
D.T.," although it is probable that his name was not written on
the assignments until some time after the sale date. Peters could
have been in Lawrence County as early as April of 1875, but, if
so, he was there illegally. He may have been among the first
58. Ibid; Fischer to Lee, 14 July 1970; Quit Claim Deeds, Book A-15, pp. 1-5,
Hughes County Courthouse, Pierre.
59. S.Dak.VSC Files,VCWi^ 70-3U.
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gold seekers that illegally invaded the Great Sioux Reservation
during the initial stampede to the newly discovered gold fields.
He was living, however, in Sioux City, Iowa, when he assigned
both of his certificates to Simmons on 22 and 23 November
1878 for $440 each, thus realizing a profit of only $2 on each
cerfificate. ''°
The most interesting of the scrip certificates that came into
Simmons' possession, and subsequently into Keep's, is E23. Of
all the certificates redeemed in Dakota, it earries the earliest
assignment date from Valentine and also illustrates the danger
inherent in Valentine's practice of selling the certificates
without listing the buyers on the assignments. Valentine sold
this certificate on 21 July 1874. Ten days later William L.
Webber presented it to the land office at Ionia, Michigan,
without attaching his name to the assignment. The tract of land
Webber desired had not been surveyed (and was not until 1883)
so he left the certificate and the blank assignment in that office
until he could legally locate on the land he wanted. When he
retumed, he discovered that the documents he had left behind
were missing. Meanwhñe, the land office had been moved to
Reed City, Michigan, and a clerk there confessed to carelessness
"in keeping the safe open and sometimes leaving it
unlocked."'>'
Further investigation by the land office revealed that E23
was one of the certificates that Simmons had used to file on the
Pierre town site on 26 May 1881. It had been redeemed for
twenty-one acres "and patent issued thereon," and the
assignment carried Simmons' name and the sale price of $200,
leaving the impression that Valentine had sold it directly to
him. But, Simmons admitted to the land office officials that he
had bought the serip in Apru 1880 from D.H. Talbott of Sioux
City, Iowa. Talbott, in his explanation, reported that he had
purehased the document on 17 May 1879 from G.F.D. Wilson
of Reed City. This was the name of the land office clerk who
had earlier confessed to "carelessness" about the office safe. As
60. Ibid.; Mildred Fielder, ed., Lawrence County: Dakota Territory Centennial,
1861-196] (Lawrence County Centennial Committee, 1961), pp. 14-15.
61. S.Dak. VSC Files, NCWN 10-344.
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several years had elapsed since Webber had left the documents
in the office, perhaps Wilson believed it was safe to market
them. The acting secretary of the interior, in commenting upon
the case, pointed out that "the government does not guarantee
the integrity of its officers. It prescribes rules for them, requires
the oath of faithful discharge of duties, exacts a bond, and
provides penalties for their misconduct or fraud, but there its
responsibility ends." The patent for the twenty-one acres
located on by Simmons, and assigned to Keep, was allowed to
stand. ^^
Although all of his certificates had been assigned to Keep in
1881, Simmons appears to have retained an interest in four
certificates, which had been redeemed for less than forty acres
each. These four certificates were the stolen E23, and E316,
E319, and E320; and they were used to locate on tracts of 21,
38.10, 38.30, and 24.80 acres, respectively, in Hughes and
Stanley counties. After Simmons' death, his wife sold the
unused portions of these certificates on 21 June 1904 to
Hughitt, who had succeeded Keep as president of the Chicago
and North Western. The commissioner of the General Land
Office, however, rejected Hughitt's application for
recertification of the "unexhausted quantity" of the ill-fated
E23. The rejection was upheld by Acting Secretary of the
Interior Thomas Ryan, who wrote on 4 August 1905 that "it is
not pretended that there was any semblance of color for the
clerk in the local land office [at Reed City, Michigan] to
remove the Scrip from the files and reissue it. The Scrip was
satisfied by location of the land and was no longer evidence of
an existing right. Its larceny and reissue could give no new life
to it, or recreate or resurrect an obligation which was paid and
dead." Thus, Hughitt failed to acquire patent to the unused
portion of E23. He may have been permitted to locate on land
using the inexhausted quantity of the other three certificates,
but, if so, they were not redeemed in South Dakota.'*^
Keep had used three certificates, not assigned to him by
Simmons, to locate on tracts in Beadle County in 1881. Two of
62. Ibid.
63. Ibid.
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them had been redeemed for less than forty acres each. In 1904
"for a valuable consideration," Keep assigned the unused
portions of E104 (3.41 acres) and EI05 (4.27 acres) to Hughitt.
The commissioner of the General Land Office recertified the
two certificates "as to the unused portions thereof" early in
1905, but the recertified scrip were not used in South Dakota. '"''
At this point, six of the thirty-four certificates used in
Dakota are still to be accounted for. Certificate E5, the first
sold by Valentine to be eventually redeemed in Dakota, became
the possession of William T. Love of Beadle County, who had
acquired it by assignment from C. Underwood and A. Leon
Cervantes. Certificates E216 and E253 were sold by Valentine
on 25 March 1882 and 4 October 1878, respectively, to George
J. Love, also of Beadle County, who paid $1,000 for each of
them. George Love used E216 and E253 to locate on two
forty-acre tracts in Hand County on 10 July 1882. William Love
had also redeemed his certificate in Hand County on 4 March
1882. George's apphcation for a location under E253 was
accompanied by a map of the tract he desired and the map was
drawn on the letterhead stationery of the superintendent's
office of the Dakota Central Railway and the Chicago and
Dakota Railway companies at Huron, which were divisions of
the Chicago and North Western. "
There is evidence linking the two Loves. On 25 March 1882,
the same date that E216 was sold to George Love, Valentine
sold E215 for $940 and the buyer was listed as Edson O. Parker
of Hyde County. Parker used E215 to locate on forty acres in
Hyde County on 20 September 1883. It is conceivable that
George Love had acquired E215 at the same time as E216, left
the assignment blank, and then conveyed it to Parker in a land
exchange. In any case, Parker requested that the patent for the
Hyde County tract be sent to William F. and George J. Love at
Huron. Earlier, on 9 June 1882, Parker had signed a
64. Ibid.
65. Ibid.; Kovai to Lee, 28 Oct. 1971. No information could be found to
substantiate that Wiiham T. and George J. Love, Bamey G. Cauliieid, Eugene S.
Elhott, Henry P. Bolles, Jeremiah C. Wilcox, Edson O. Parker, Christopher A. Bliss,
Isahel Todd, F.A. Davis, and D.N. Hunt were agents of the Chicago and North
Western Railway Company in the 1880s.

Copyright © 1972 by the South Dakota State Historical Society. All Rights Reserved.

Valentine Scrip

293

Relinquishment of Homestead and Timber entry to the tract
and asked that the "application to put Valentine Scrip thereon
be allowed. The relinquishment being made for that purpose
only." The relinquishment was witnessed by William T". Love
and was accompanied by a statement from Parker that stated
that the tract was "unoccupied and unappropriated by any
person or persons claiming the same under the pre-emption or
homestead or other iaws of the United States." Parker further
certified that the tract was "now held by me as a squatter." The
location was approved for patent on 20 January 1 8 8 5 . ' '
Fortunately, there were no complicating ties linking the
three remaining certificates with certificates used by others to
locate on land in the territory. The three are E51, E220, and
E255. The case file shows no first assignment for E51, but,
Christopher A. Bliss of Brown County used it to locate on forty
acres in Edmunds County on 14 March 1883. Valentine sold
E220 on 31 August 1881 for $600 and Reuben Richardson of
Kankakee County, Illinois, was listed as the buyer. On 17 July
1882 in Chicago, Richardson sold the certificate for the same
price he paid for it to Isahel Todd of Huron and Todd redeemed
it for forty acres in Potter County on 13 September 1883.
Valentine sold E255 on 10 October 1878 for $640 to AUen
Macomber of Mantealin County, Michigan. On 15 July 1882 in
Detroit, Macomber sold the certificate to Fredrick A. Davis and
Daniel N. Hunt of Redfield. The assignment was made for
SI,320, the highest sum paid for a second assignment. Davis and
Hunt redeemed this certificate for forty acres in Faulk County
on 7 December 1882. The previous day, Charles Varnam (or
Nauman, the name is illegible on the document) had signed a
relinquishment on part of the tract located on by Davis and
Hunt; he certified that he was the only one living there and that
he had a house ten by twelve feet on the site. He further
testified that the rehnquishment was granted so that Valentine
Scrip could be used to locate on the tract. Patent for the tract
was issued on 26 June 1891. '''
Valentine was rather handsomeiy rewarded for the $9,550
66. S.Datc. VSC Fites, NCWN 70-344.
67. Ibid.
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he had spent in acquiring the title to the Miranda grant,
although the expense of the lengthy htigation required to prove
his title unquestionably cut deeply into his profits. The sale
price on twenty-seven of the original assignments of the
certificates redeemed in Dakota show that Valentine received a
total of $13,716 for them, thus recovering $4,166 more than
the price of the grant on the certificates used in Dakota alone.
Valentine had sold these certificates for prices ranging from a
low of $100 to a high of $1,200. Twenty certificates were sold
a second time, but a sale price was listed on only six of them.
These six certificates were originally purchased for a total of
$3,076, for prices ranging from $438 to $640. They were
assigned a second time for prices ranging from $440 to $1,320
and brought a total of $4,080, representing a $1,004 profit to
the original purchasers. In addition, six certificates were
assigned a third time, but a sale price was listed on only one of
them. Certificate E78, originally sold by Valentine for $400,
was sold a second time "for value received." But, on the third
assignment, it sold for $700. Thus, what Valentine reahzed
from the sale of his scrip in all of the states was likely more
than enough to properly reward him for the long and costly
effort he had expended in proving his title.**
The remarkable feature of the Valentine Scrip is not their
monetary value but rather their appearance in many widely
scattered sections of the country-where they were marketed
with apparent ease. Their use in the procurement of public
domain tracts has no special significance, although their
existence exposes a little-known facet of land settlement. The
town sites of Pierre and Sturgis, for example, would
undoubtedly have been purchased by the conventional means of
cash payments if the founders of the towns had not come into
possession of Valentine Scrip.
68. Ibid. The figures are reached by totalling the prices on the certificates.
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VALENTINE SCRIP CERTIFICATES
USED TO LOCATE ON LAND IN DAKOTA TERRITORY
First Assignment
Certificate

Date

Price

E5

25 Apr. 1874

$240

E23

21 July 1874

$200

E38
E56
E78

15 Sept. 1874
23 Dec. 1880
12 Aug. 1874

$100
$1,040
$400

E90
E97
E98
E103
E123

12
29
29
17
23

$400
$400
$400
$600
$1,200

E176

3 Mar. 1875

$480

E185

3 Apr. 1875

$438

E187
E208
E215

3 Apr. 1875
24 June 1875
25 Mar. 1882

$438
$480
$940

E216

25 Mar. 1882

$1,000

E220

31 Aug. 1881

$600

E228

18 Aug. 1875

$420

E237
E238
E239
E253
E255

9 Apr. 1880
9 Apr. 1880
21 Aug. 1879
4 Oct. 1878
10 Oct. 1878

$400
$400
$200
$1,000
$640

E269
E317
E318
E321

9 Apr.
9 Apr.
9 Apr.
9 Apr.

$400
$400
$100
$400

Aug.
Apr.
Apr.
Sept.
Dec.

1874
1880
1880
1880
1880

1880
1880
1880
1880

Buyer
C. Underwood
Monterey, Cahf.
C.E. Simmons
Chicago, 111.
C.E. Simmons
T. Nicholl
T. Leroy
San Francisco, Calif.
T. Leroy
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
A. Keep
F.H. Steigmeyer
Hughes County
H. McDaid
Chicago, 111.
E.C. Peters
Lawrence County
E.C. Peters
H. McDaid
E.O. Parker
Hyde County
G. J. Love
Beadle County
R. Richardson
Kankakee County, 111.
J . C . WÜCOX

Omaha, Nebr.
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
G.J. Love
A. Macomber
•Mantealin County, Mich
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons

NOTE: These certificates are accompanied by assignments from Thomas B. Valentine to the
above named buyers.
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VALENTINE SCRIP CERTIFICATES
USED TO LOCATE ON LAND IN DAKOTA TERRITORY
Second Assignments
Certificate

From

E5
E23
E38
E78

C. Underwood
C E . Simmons
C E . Simmons
T. Leroy

E90
E97
E98
E176
E185
E187
E208
E220
E237
E238
E239
E255

T. Leroy
CE. Simmons
C E . Simmons
H. McDaid
E.C. Peters
E.C. Peters
H. McDaid
R. Richardson
C.E. Simmons
CE. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
A. Macomber

E269
E317
E318
E321

C.E.
CE.
CE.
C.E.

Simmons
Simmons
Simmons
Simmons

A. L. Cervantes
A. Keep
A. Keep
W. T. Coleman
San Francisco
W.T. Coleman
A. Keep
A. Keep
B.G. Caulfield
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
B.G. Caulfield
I. Todd of Huron
A. Keep
A. Keep
A. Keep
F.A Davis and
D.N. Hunt
Redfield
A. Keep
A. Keep
A. Keep
A. Keep

Unknown
7 Nov., 1881
8 Nov. 1881
6 Jan., 1880

Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Value rec'd

6 Jan. 1880
8 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881
11 Dec. 1877
22 Nov. 1878
23 Nov. 1878
11 Dec. 1877
17 July 1882
7 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881

Value rec'd
Value rec'd
Value rec'd
$640
$440
$440
$640
$600
Value rec'd
Unknown
Unknown

15 July, 1882
7 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881
7 Nov. 1881

$1,320
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown
Unknown

TABLE 3
VALENTINE SCRIP CERTIFICATES
USED TO LOCATE ON LAND IN DAKOTA TERRITORY
Third Assignments
Certificate
From
E5
A.L. Cervantes
E78
W.T. Coleman
E90
E185
El 87
E316

W.T. Coleman
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons
C.E. Simmons

To
W. T. Love
H.P. Bolles
Brown County
E.S. ElUott
Milwaukee, Wis.
A. Keep
A. Keep
A. Keep

Date
31 Dec. 1881

Price
Unknown

10 Aug., 1882

$700

1 Aug.
7 Nov.
7 May
7Nov,

Value rec'd.
Value rec'd.
Value rec'd.
Unknown

1882
1881
1881
1881
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VALENTINE SCRIP CERTIFICATES OF LOCATION
USED TO LOCATE ON LAND IN DAKOTA TERRITORY
Certiñca
E5

Locator
Wiiham T. Love

E23

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Eugene S. Effiott

19 Apr. 1883

Location Date
4 Mar. 1882

Christopher Bliss

Thomas F. Nicholl

Henry P. BoUes

17 July 1883

Eugene S. ElUott

14 Apr. 1883

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E98

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E103

Albert Keep

4 Jan. 1881

Land Description
SW^SWy», Sec.l2,
T112N,R70W
(40 acres) Hand
County
Lot 2, NW%,
Sec. 32, T U N ,
R79W(21 acres)
Hughes County
NE%NE>/4, Sec. 5,
T11ON,R79W
(40 acres)
Hughes County
/a. Sec. 19,
T123N, R70W
(36.44 acres)
Edmunds County
y4, Sec. 5,
T122N, R68W
(40 acres) Edmunds
County, entry
cancelled
NW%SWy4, Sec. 12
T112N, R72W
(40 acres) Hyde
County
SEy4NEy4, Sec. 26,
T128N, R79W
(40 acres) Campbell
County
NEi4NE%, Sec. 14,
T121N, R75W
(40 acres) Walworth
County
SWANWV,, Sec. 4,
TUON, R79W
(40 acres) Stanley
County
NE'/iSE'A, Sec. 32,
T H I N , R79W
(40 acres) Hughes
County
SE^NE'A, Sec. 1,
TllON, R62W
(40 acres) Beadle
County
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E104

E187

E215

E220

E237

Albert Keep

Lot 5, Sec. 6,
TllON, R61W
(36.59 acres)
Beadle County

Albert Keep

Lot 6, Sec. 6,
TllON, R61W
(35.73 acres) Beadle
County

Frederick H. Steigmeyer

9 Apr. 1883

Bamey G. Caulfield

25 Oct. 1878

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

NW'ANWM, Sec. 4,
TllON, R79W
(40 acres) Stanley
County

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

SEKSEVa, Sec. 4,
T H I N , R79W
(40 acres) Hughes
County

Barney G. Caulfield

25 Oct. 1878

Edson O. Parker

20 Sept. 1883

NWKNEV4, Sec. 9,
T5N, R5E, BHM
(40 acres)
Lawrence County
NEy.SEy4, Sec. 11,
T112N, R72W
(40 acres) Hyde
County

George J. Love

10 July 1882

Isahel Todd

13 Sept. 1883

Jeremiah C. Wücox

22 July 1879

%, Sec. 10,
T5N, R5E, BHM
(40 acres)
Lawrence County

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

y4, Sec. 32,
T H I N , R79W
(40 acres) Hughes
County

SW/4NE%, Sec. 25,
T114N, R79W
(40 acres) Sully
County
NEViNEH. Sec. 9,
T5N,R5E, BHM
(4U acres)
Lawrence County

Á, Sec. 12,
T112N, R70W
(40 acres) Hand
County
y4, Sec. 23,
T118N, R76W
(40 acres) Potter
County
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TABLE 4 - continued

E238

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E239

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

George J. Love

10 July 1882

E255

Fredrick A. Davis
Daniel A. Hunt
Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E316

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E317

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

Charles E. Simmons

26 May 1881

E319

E321

NE'/4NW>/4, Sec. 4,
T110N.R79W
(40 acres) Stanley
County
SE%NVi"/4, Sec. 4,
TU0N.R79W
(40 acres) Stanley
County
NW%NWK, Sec. 24,
T112N, R70W
(40 acres) Hand
County
M, Sec. 15,
T118N, R68W
(40 acres) Faulk
County
Lot l,SWy4, Sec. 4,
T110N,R79W
(40 acres) Stanley
County
Lot 2, NEK, Sec. 5,
T110N,R79W
(38.10 acres)
Stanley County
SWASWA, Sec. 33,
TUN, R79W
(40 acres) Hughes
County
Lot 3, SWA, Sec. 32,
T H I N , R79W
(40 acres) Hughes
County
Lot 1,NE%, Sec. 5,
TllON,R79W
(38.80 acres)
Stanley County
Lot 4, SWy4, Sec. 32,
T l l l N , R79W
(24.80 acres)
Hughes County
y4. Sec. 32,
T l l l N , R79W
(.40 acres) Hughes
County
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