5 oA citlzen of, to preserve Lhe rlphts of the people of
the Uniteidl States, whleh are people protected Uy the Ceon-
' gtitution of the United States (KEnipght v. United Lanid
fgaocin.Cal. 1891, 12 3.Ct. 258, Hg U.2.15T, 35 L.Fd.9T74,
Mawley v. Diller.Wash.1900, 20 3.0t. 986, 178 U.3.57A,
Ih T . Fd. 1157; Orchard v. Alexander, Wash. 1895, 15 5.Ct.
635, 157 U.5. 372, 39 L.Ed. 937, 13 M.8.C.A. 1U57 ~ote 6
paragragh 5, 43 U.S.C.A. 1U5T7 rote 7 paragraph 3) and pub-
: 1lr lands 15 land that de pade avallable to eitizens of
Hf the Unlted Stotes and inhablitants of a ceded or congquered
1 territory.

CONCLUSION:

Therefore, or thereln, or wherescever Indlars charged with
crimes that come In conflict wilth his Indlan fdentity sither
encompassing the copcept afl Lrihal ar the ward ar oound ap
the law of the Indlan, whether 1t comes from township, tovn,
city, county, state, orithe United 3takbes foderal ‘court or

) fuprems2 c¢ourts, there ¢an be no represcntatlon from th=
lepal services or assoclatlens that beleng teo the American
Bar or other related assoclatlons, sarganliations, or eon=
cepts, and any attorney or Julge llcenserd by same, is out-
slde the representation or prosecutlon of the fAmerican
Indian, Because of this condltion the Imdlan has no pro=
_per defense ar protectlon te a failr trlal or haaring, ao
whenever thls sltuatlon ceesvrs, the Indian cannnt be brought
Lo trlal, and the reasom will 5lmply be stated as, "Impro-
per Defenze". The rules and recgulatlenm~ that ave laid
down by the Secvelary of the Interdior, influenced by ocath(s)
and alleglance(s) of the eltizenship of Lho country thin
Sscretary represents, and the people of this country can
only be from the viewpolnt that will protect the reople
and the Government of the Unilted States sc all attorneys
and Judgea that are in the roleasion cr bualness of law
. end its practices, are person(s) and peoplc that belong

to the concepts and bolinfs for the United Staten ol fmer-
ica and not Indian MNations, trlbes, or reservations, and

- ho 3tate or Goverpment apgency, Attorney or Julge, corpora-
tion (profit or non-profit) or any one owing allegiance to
the Seversignty of Lhe United States of Americs can relate
theae facks to the hmerican Indlan, besaune 15 would pre)-
udielal the Intevests of the dovernment. (43 U.S.C_A.1450)
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CONCLUSION: Therefore, Oli therein, or wheresoever Indlahs charged with crirnes that come in conflict with his identitiy
either ehcompas-sing; concept of imibail. of the whrd or sound cm the law of the Indian, whether it comes from townghip, trwm,



city, conlnty, state, or thc: United collrt or Supreme coxwts, there cfm be no represerliation from the

legal services or that belong to American Bar' or other 01° noncepts, and any or ,judge 11cenSOri by Same, is outside the
representation or prosecution of the American Indian . Because of this condition the Indian has no proper defense or protection to
a. fair trial or hearing, so 'whenever this occurs, the Ind;'La.n cannot bc brought

to trial, and the reasozl will simply be as, "Improper Dei'ene.e". The rules and regulation-ff that are laid down by the Secretary of
the Interior, influenced tgy oath(S) and allogl:1ncf.e(s) of the citizenship oi* the country this Secretary represents, and the
people of this country can only be from the viewpoint that will protect the people and the Government of' the United States all
attorneys and ,judges that arc in the pirofession or business of law and its practices, are person(s) and people that belong to the
concepts and be].ici's for the United States of America and not Indian Nations, tribes, or reservations, and _ ncp Stat@ or
Government agency, Attorney or Judge, corpora

'tion (profit or non-proflt) or' any one owing allegiance to the of the United States of America. can relate the."-ae facts to the
bec.n.uff »> ‘It would prejudiciai the of the Govermment. (143 U.S.C.A 11460)
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