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I received your letter of August 30, 2006 by facsimile on Septemb'ér 6,-‘-"2006, Whereby you

acknowledge my letter of June 9, 2006.

My primary Constitutional responsibility is to “...cause the laws of the Cherckes Nation to be
faithfully executed...” (Article VII, Section 9, Constitution .of the. Cherokee Nation). The
Cherokee ‘pedplé and the Courts Have spoken ~ and I cannot act contrary. to. Nation law. . Our
Judicial’ Appeal$ Tribiinal; now the Chetokee Nation Supreme. Couxt has ruled jn JAT.05-04. that
the “.._people of 'the Chevokée Nation by their inherent. sovereign: power .had the right to
remove the selfitposed regiirement of Article XV, Section Ten (10) of the Cherokee Nation,
Constitution of 1975.” The Court further ruled that the Cherokee Nation Coiistitution of 1999
“...becafne the vrganic law of the Cherokee Nation on July 26,-2003...” The Cherokee people

and the ¢ourt have witlidrawii the self-imposed requirement for approval.; ..l
Reggr&lg‘:lss,.thank you for the-courtesy of extending aii6ther opportusity: for review.

We'dfsaé'reé with your assertion that BIA approval of our Constitution is iédﬁired,'ﬁdi:i}es;ér if
you believe some duty exists you may review the Constitution without our invitation or consent.

Also in your letter of August 30, 2006, you suggest that Allen .v. Cherokee Nation Tribal
Couricil, JAT-04-09, indicates that the 2003 election required a vote from eligible Freedmen. It
“'The decision JAT'05-04, which' followed the Allen decision, stated that the
Constitutional amendment, and later the proposed 1999 new Constitution were properly
submitted to the Cherokee people and adopted.: The Court further ruled that the results of both
electiofis ti€ld on May 24 and July 26 werg “...properly certified by the Cherokee Nation
Electioi Comnmission...” ‘The BIA Eastern Oklahoma Regional Director, Ms. Jeannette Hanna,
reviewed the procedures and processes of the election conducted on- May' 24, 2003 ‘and
recommerided approval of the Constitutional amendment to BIA Headquarters on July 15, 2004.
Even if the Allen case did require a vote by Freedmen, whick it does not, the number of votes -
cast by Freedmen Wwould bave not been sufficient to change the outcome of the _eleéﬁ’on on the
Constitutional amendment. Since the Court’s ruling in Allen, the Nation has registered to vote

~ does’ not.
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approximately 572 persons with ancestors on the Freedmen rolls. The vote on May 24, 2003 was
6,996 to remove Federal approval; 4,218 to keep Federal approval. The outcome would still
have resulted in removing the BIA approval from the Cherokee Nation Constitution, even if all
of these votes were against the amendment.

1 trust this information may be helpful. Please contact Paula Ragsdale m the Cherokee Nation
Washington D.C. office at (202) 393-7007 should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

ac-Saith
Principal Chief




