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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
’•i #1. A.re (Navajo Indians)' Native American Indians U.S. citizens

| within the jurisdictions of 18 U.S-C.S § 1153) (Indian Country)?

As reconized US. citizens,, are Indians afforded the -same! 

j equal protection as all U S- citizens under the U.S- Constitution 

■Amendments; specificly, on Sixth Amendment premises? ,

IF yest

1

I #2„ Who is the Supreme Law of the land in requard to full scope 

of protections under the Sixth Amendment, in requards to appoint-
]

! ment of counsel to indigent defendants? The United States
j
isupreme Court, or; The Navajo Nation Supreme Court.

#3W Would uncounseled convictions (misdemeanors or Felonys)i
I

§ IT'5,3' be inadmissable under Fed. R.(originating from 18 U-S.C-S.

| of Crim . P. Rules 40.1, 402, 403 and/or otherwise considered
i ■

i federal jurisdiction prosecutions? If yes, would uncoynsled

convictions be inadmissable the same within P-S.I. reports? If
5 be inadmissable in criminal history points that increasejyes,

category and/or level in sentencing guide-lines charts? If yes,

(be inadmissable to as upward points to increase sentencing guide 

With clear finding of any of the use of these above des- 

jcribed uncounseled convictions; in any of the proceeding, shall 

it warrant, a new trail and/or new sentencing? And/orounder

levels?

I
(questions #1, #2, #3 ? Under Standards of Strickland Y.
i(Washington, 446 U.S. 668, 80 L. Ed. 2d 674, 104 S. Ct- 2052 (1984) 

?;lUnder Gideon V. Wainwriqht, 372 U.S. 335, 9 L. Ed. 2d 799, 83
I

IS. Ct. 792, 93 ALR2d 733 (1963)?;UUrider Powell V. Alabama, 77 L.
!i

Ed 158, 287 U.S. (1932)?; Under the unconstitional SILVER 

PLATTER DOCTRINE, in Elkins v. United States, 4 L. Ed. 2d 1669, 

364 U.S. 206 (I960)? Does it violate violateiextradition treatys?
!

.......... i

;
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IN THE

- SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[x] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix_h.
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[. ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished.

to

5 or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix___ :_to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the___
appears at Appendix_

court
^ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[x]- For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was March 6, 2019__________

[x] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ---------- ------ -
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on _ (date)to and including _ 

in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).
5

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix--------_ .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
_____ - _____ _ and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. ___A

(date) on __ (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

2



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

ConstitatiohainErovisioos;. . „ - V- 'i ;'5 si ■- .. w -i v.

1. .Forth -Amendment

. The Fourth Amendment to the iUnited States Constitution

provides the right of the people to-be secure in their persons,

houses, papers and effedts, against unreasonable searches and

seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue,

but probable cause, supported bt Oath or affirmation, and

particularly describing the-pUce to be searched, and the

persons or things to be seized.

2. Fifth Amendment

The Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution

provides that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, 

property without due process of law.

or

3. Sixth Amendment

The Sixth Amendment to the United States Constitution

provides that in all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall 

enjoy the right to a public trial by an impartial jury to be

confronted with witnesses against him, and. to have the -

Assistance of Counsel for his defense.

25 U.S.C. § 1302 (Summary of Indian Civil Rights Acr of 1968) 

§ 1302.(6) The right of criminal defendants to have a speedy 

trial, to be informed of the crime they are charged with, to be

4.

abl e- t o ::co7Tfron1r^ltnasses^aTgu±nBt~ ttrem to be allowed topre-

sent their own witnesses, and the right to have assistance of an

attorney at their own expense, unless the Tribe has implemented

the Tribal Law or Order Act (’TLOA1 ) .*
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This question of:does ; Indian Civil Rights Acts of 1968 and

its. subpart §; 3202 (6 ) violate the: U. S . Constitution? This very

writ naturally draws this question into dispute. Nevertheless.

I need the U.S State Supreme Court to:take this oppuftunity to

end decades of unfairness imposed on this petitioner and all

Many disputes have' been over the sovereignty

Today, it can

Native Americans.

jurisdictions of Native Americans in the past..

be better resolved for the • many injustices in the past.- by the

merits•herein this writ.

Without cousel there; can be no reasonable investigation

for the innocent and guilty. Without investigation, there can

be no reasonable determination of facts on which to make .

strategic decisions for viable defenses. No fa’cts to jba‘Se'­

er os s examinations of adverseral witnessppr test the evidence,

to the crux of an adverseral system at trial; Including-, 

pretrial, investigations., bail., presentence, reports, sentencing,!

direct appeals, habeas corpues, post-conviction relief for the

This all in uncounsled convictions:withinwrongfully accused.

18 U.S.C. § 1153 and I.C.R.A. jurisdicions in requads to tribal

courts criminal prosectuions.

Here is where the real problems of occur,-:1 under; Strickland

v. Washington; Powell V. ^Alabama; Gideon v. Wainwrig-ht . But

-w h en. • --t h e—c as e—i n - c l e a r - er ror j -eor-s-s-e« into fed e r a-1 - - ^ov er-

Jurisdict.ions, it becomes a clear manifest error, that, leaves

the innocent and guilty no recourse tc address, or correct ,

This is correction today would reslove Fed... R.: Of Grim. P. .

with no need to adress because of the marts here above • r
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Petitioner and (Navajo's) Native Americans Inidans all 

within the 28 U.S'.C, § 1153 (Indian Country) jurisdictions have 

been subjected to, the unconstitional subparts of the Indian 

Civil Rights Act of 1968 through March 7, ,2015. 

is 25, U..S.C. § 3202 because the subpart § 3202(6) clearly does 

not afford tribal court the authority to appoint, counsel for 

indigent defendats accused of misdemeanors crimes that could 

very well be later charged as felonys in federal jurisdictions.

Clearly giving riselto a manifest error that runs a foul 

and goes uncorrected.

Unconstitional

Clearly giveing rise to a.) violations 

of the Sixth Amendment appointmets of counsel, that result in

unclunseled convictions, b.) violates the abloshied silver 

platter doctrine in Elkins V. Un_ite_d_ States, 

in the 18 U.S.C. § 1153 jurisdcitions are passed over into

(once the error;

another ^(federal) jurisdictions by another • ( F.. B. I. ) law

enforcement agency. Which, clearly violates the extradition 

treatys provisoins in plain error, and Manifest Error.

It has been long known that violations of these kinds 

inadmissable under Fed. R. Crim P. Rules 401, 402, 403. The 

district courts and court of appeals have made unconstitution­

ally sound decisons in their avoidance to correct this i 

injustice displaced of Native americans over decades.

Here, today I and we the people call on the United States 

Suprem; Court to set constitutional presidents that brinqs 

This petitioner and all Native .Americans equal to all U.S 

citizens. We have been without equal due process for redress, 

to correct mistakes, falsehoods, under actual innocence, fraud.

are
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