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CLD-139
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

C.A. No. 24-1557
KEEBA HARRIS, Appellant
VS.

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA; PENNSYLVANIA ATTORNEY
GENERAL’S OFFICE

(M.D. Pa. Civ. No. 1-23-cv-02150)

Present: KRAUSE, FREEMAN, and SCIRICA, Circuit Judges

Submitted are:
(1)  Appellant’s Application for a Certificate of Appealability;

(2)  Appellant’s Petition to Join Petitions and Retention of Jurisdiction;
and

(3) Tonia Scott’s Petition to Join Petitions and Retention of Jurisdiction
in the above-captioned case.

Respectfully,

Clerk

ORDER

The application for a certificate of appealability is denied. Appellant has not made
a “substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right.” 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2).
Reasonable jurists could not debate the accuracy of the District Court’s conclusion
regarding Appellant’s failure to exhaust her state court remedies. See Miller-El v.
Cockrell, 537 U.S. 322, 336 (2003) (internal quotation marks omitted) (quoting Slack v.
McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000)). Likewise, we deny Appellant’s motion to
consolidate her appeal with that of Tonia Scott, an appellant pursuing her case in a
separate proceeding, No. 24-1465.
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By the Court,

s/Anthony J. Scirica
Circuit Judge

Dated: June 24, 2024
PDB/cc: Keeba Harris
All Counsel of Record

Patricia S. Dodszuweit, Clerk
Certified Order Issued in Lieu of Mandate
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

No. 24-1557
KEEBA HARRIS,
Appellant

V.

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA;
PENNSYLVANIA ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE

(D.C. Civ. No. 1-23-cv-02150)

SUR PETITION FOR REHEARING

Present: CHAGARES, Chief Judge, JORDAN, HARDIMAN, SHWARTZ, KRAUSE,
RESTREPO, BIBAS, PORTER, MATEY, PHIPPS, FREEMAN, MONTGOMERY-
REEVES, CHUNG, and SCIRICA*, Circuit Judges

The petition for rehearing filed by Appellant in the above-entitled case having
been submitted to the judges who participated in the decision of this Court and to all the

other available circuit judges of the circuit in regular active service, and no judge who

concurred in the decision having asked for rehearing, and a majority of the judges of the

*As to panel rehearing only.
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circuit in regular service not having voted for rehearing, the petition for rehearing by the

panel and the Court en banc, is denied.

BY THE COURT,

s/Anthony J. Scirica
Circuit Judge

Dated: September 19, 2024
PDB/cc: Keeba Harris
All Counsel of Record
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA

KEEBA HARRIS, : CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:23-CV-2150
Petitioner (Judge Conner)
V. .
COMMONWEALTH OF

PENNSYLVANIA, et al.,
Respondents
ORDER
AND NOW, this 29th day of February, 2024, upon consideration of the
petition (Doc. 1) for writ of habeas corpus, and for the reasons set forth in the
accompanying memorandum, it is hereby ORDERED that:

1. The petition (Doc. 1) for writ of habeas corpus is DISMISSED without
prejudice for failure to exhaust state court remedies.

2. A certificate of appealability will not issue because jurists of reason
would not debate the correctness of this procedural ruling. Slack v.
McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000).

3. The Clerk of Court is directed to CLOSE this case.

/S/ CHRISTOPHER C. CONNER_____
Christopher C. Conner

United States District Judge
Middle District of Pennsylvania




Decree of the Saw Creek and Pine Ridge Indian Communities

A DECREE TO ESTABILISH REQUIREMENTS FOR THE SAW CREEX AND PINE
RIDGE INDIAN COMMUNITIES JURISDICTION.

DECREE NO. 061

titled by Principal Chief Tonta’ Scort hall be under the pisdiction of the Saw
. Creek and Pine Ridge Indian Communities including tiibal conss, tribal law
senfoscement and tiibal agencics,

fpot

H. WHEREAS, "What can be resiated here based on sartier findings is fhat
Aboriginal Title is a "gniet and ascontrofied” POSSSSSIOn 7 generis”, See

Cherokee Nation v. Gepreia, 30 U.S. 15 (1831).

HLWHEREAS, Abosiginal tile creates a legally enfironable propesty right against
amyans it Congress. See Beechier v. Wetherby, 85118, 317 15 528 {18775,

IV. WHEREAS, in fhe Constitution of the Saw Creck and Pins Ridge Indian
Commmmitics, Arficle VI, Esecntive,

Seriion 1. The executive power shnll be vested In & Prineipal Chief, who
skall be styled “The Principal Chief of the Saw Creck and Pise Ridge
Indian Communities ". The Principal Chief shall be the original land
patend ovmer of 2 direct bloodline matriarchal descendant efthe original -
land patent owner (heredity). :

V. WEHEREAS, The Saw Cresk and Pins Ridps Indian Communitics §s 2 Native
Americanf Indian tribe, with several county recorded Indian/ Aboriginal Title,
land patents Iocated in muitiple states, *Tt owes Fom fhe ackmowledgment 2
federal common law that Indian frihes are "distinet, independent political
commiEniics, remining thel original satura] rights . Santa Clora Puchlay.
Mattines, supta, 436 $.8. 24 35, "The powers of Intlian ries are, in general,
“inherent powers of'a lmBed soversignty which lias never been extinguished” F.
Colien, Handbook of Federal Indian Law 122 {1945y (Emphasis in original).
United States v. Wheeler, 435 U.S. 313, 322 (1978). & is the long history, which
predates the founding of this countzy, oftribes "as self governing sovereign
political commumities” which establishes thelr claim of sovercigaty. ¥4, 2¢ 323
See alse Cherolkee Nation v. Bebbits, 117 £.33 1483 (B.C. Cir, 1297) ("Tribal
sovergign immunily does zot derive from an act of Congressi_ bt rather is one of

i A
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the icherent powers of o Bmited sovessigaty whick hes rover bocn extingsished

VL WHEREAS, all Aboriginal / indian Title lands recorded by Principal Chief

Tonia' Scoft {past, proser ond fivtwrs) Sl NEVER be m TRUSTED s
government and/or coreration andfor company 2ndior sigenization andfor
ndividuni(s). A% Aborighal / Indian Title bnds soscrded by Principal Chief
Tour' Scott (past, present and fature) shall be governed aaémﬁﬁame&byégeeé
bloadine {tribhal members,

VI,  TOIHEAS, NO FRINCIPAL CTHEF SHALL BE ATIGIRE HEAD,

TE MUST OOME0RM TO THE DUTIES AS TRRECTED B THE BAW
CREEK AND PRNE EEDGE DT AN COMMVUNITIES” CONSTITUTION AND
DECREES.

VIR, WHEBEAS, membership Tlo the &ibe & by direct Bloodine totis

Abosizinal  Endian Fitle bholdes, Princion] Chiet Toal' Soott andlor kinshiplothe

Aboriginat / Indian Tl holdes, Priatipa! Chief Tenls’ Scoif; 2s well asthe
requirements in the Constitution of fhe Saw Creck and Pine Ridge Indian
Comnranities, Arficlp IV. Chitzenship, Seelion 1. All citizens of the Sgw Tresk
et Pine Ridpe Indom Conpmmitios awsst be originst opsolless o7 descominuin of
origing] ervoilees Hated onthe Saw Cresk and Pl Ridee Indian Commmnitiss
Relis. Enrpliment cooultements sre in conjuncion wth 2 mininmss o 5% {4)
blced guantum of direct American Indian descent.

WHEREAS %%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ@@%@@f&k&ﬁi%@&ﬁgﬁm
Commnisics shall be ths Sow Crack and Pins Ridgs Indien Commmnifies
Court. Az stated in the COYRT RULES OF THE SAW CREEK

RIDGE INDIAN COMMUNITIES TRIBAT, COURT EANDBGOK, Sectien
V., Fnrisdiction (1), The Triba! Cours shall have original jurisdiction exeding o
28l eases, mmtiers or coptoversies arising nader zod 28 meay be {nited by e
Imvws, srditances, reguleiions, castoris sud jadicinl desisions ofthe Saw Creik

238 Plne Ridee Indlan Conmmnisics. In glfisnce with, Fidioms y o0, 35808,

217, 220 (1939), Tribes possess the inherent authority “to make thefr own laws

and to be reled by them.” Asd “within the boundazics o !ném “ﬁ*és, gibescan
regulate fike any other government”, Atkingon Frading Fest v, Suiviey

530S
(45 {28923,

%, WHEREAS, there shali NEVER be 2 confract in waiving owr tribal inherent

soversign immunity Sor litigstion and/ or arbitration within 2nd whh States andfor
eonntics aud! or nmuicipstiies aadior any Srm of fosel governrmenis, gs@@amme
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to civil znd/or criminal jurisdiction; in reference to tribal members and/ or tribal
officials.

X1 WHEREAS, in McClanahaa v Arizona State Tax Commission, 411 U.S. 164
. {1973}, The tvend bas been away from the idea of inherent Indian soverdignty asa

bar o siats juvisdiction and towards reliance on foderal pre-enmpiion. .. the modam
eases S topd 0 aveid reliznce on plalonic noticn of Indian soversigrty and (o
Topk insicad %o 3he appiicable ireatics znd stabuies which defins the fimiiz of sigle
powrer...” *From the very first days of our goveramest, the federal goveromeat
had been permitting the Indians largely to govern themselves, free from state
interference *, 1., at 686-687, 6

¢ i N WHEREAS, and the Supreme Court hes stated thai a5 a oot of federal
polivy aad comity, saatiers witlin the fribes jurisdiction “presomptively” Be in
tribat court. Fowa Mut, Fes, Co. v. LaPlante, 480 US 2, 18 {1887); Asarcsull,
oven where federal court jurisdiction exists over a case involving {rival coust
jurisdiction, “a federal coust should stay &s hand yrtil after the fribal com has
%l 3 full opportusity to defermine its own jurisdiction” Binate v, A~
Contractors, 520 T.8. 438 {1997}, '

p €118 WERREAS, in Teague v. Bad River Bard, (2006} holding that dbad
conrts deserve fuil faith and credit since they are the court of an indepsndent
sovereign. As confirmed in the CIVEL REGHIS ACT OF 1968 {Prblic Law
98284, 82 5iat, 73f and e 25 .8.C. File 25 - INDEANS CHAPTER 15 -
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS GF RIDIANS 81322, {C}; Foree and effeci of
tribal ordinauces or casfonts, Any tribat ordinanee or caston estofore or
hereafter adooted by aa Indion tsibe, band, or community i the exercise of any
smthority which ¥ may possess shall, i not mcensistent with 2uy spplicable civil
iaw ofthe Siais, be given Bl forcs and offem ia the dotormination of civil causes
of action pursuant to fhis section, (Pab. L, 50-284, ffle IV, 5482, Apr, 11, 1968,
82 Siat. 79 ;

X1Y. WHEREAS, in 1997, in Jdaho v. Coeur d'Alene Tribe, No. 94-1474,
the Supreme Const held that "indiza tribes _.shoald be zecorded the same status
as foreipn sovereions, acainst whors Sistes enlo Bloventh Amendment

- - =

Y,

XV. WHEREAS, Tribes have been exercising political and cultural
soversipnly since long before the esiablishment of the United States, and their
soveseigaty is based nol on 2ny fedesal suthority, but on prineiples of
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saternationst law. See sapra, COHEN'S HANDBOOK OF FEBERAL
INDIAN LAW, “What Is Federal Indian Law,” af 1

XYL Wﬂ%ﬁ&z&iﬁé%ﬁﬁm@a&ammﬁﬁs
Traked Nations. A linied Hatlons resolution (LI rexolution} i & Samal text
adopted by a United Nations (UM body. The United Nations Declaration on fhe
Righis of Indigenons People, signed by United States President Barak Obama is
2 legaily binding United Nations General Assembiy Resolution, General
Assembly Mﬁ%@s@mw@%éﬁ%—ﬁaﬁ@ somrees of
interrtions] lgw:

a. Indigencus peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS,
serritories ond RESOURCES which they have troditionolly owned,
ocenpied or otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Arficie Z6 {5}

5 &@m@%%ﬁ%%%mﬂ@m
@ eomivel the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES thai they
possess by reeson of traditions] gemership or other traditional
seeupation or use. AS WELL A8 THOSE WHICH THEY BAVE
OTHERWISE ACOUIRED. —Avticle 25 {2

X¥H. WEEREAS, In The Paguete Habana, 175 U.8. 677 (1%86) Federal
courts may look to customary international Taw because i is an intograted part
of American faw. '

VIR, - WHERTAS, in Coopern. daron, 358US. 1 {1958) The states arc bound
by the decisions of the Suprems Comt and canmof choose fo ignore then.

X5%.  WHEREAS, in Ableman v. Bogth, 62 T.8. 566 (1859) Staie cou's /
cannot issue rulings that contradict the desisions of foderal courls. '

%X WHEREAS, Siate cowris, Ftke federal cowds, have a “consiiiutions’
obligation” to safeguard personal liberties and io uphold federal law. Stone ¥
Powell 438 TS £65, 96 8. € 3937, 42 L. Ed. 24 67, e —

%X5  WHEREAS, de abligation of sz cowts o give full effect fofederal les
is the same as that of federal courts. New York v. Enc. 155 U588, I58. €1, 38,
301, Fd 89 '
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X1,  WHEREAS, is Fenasoivanis y, Nelssu, 356 B.8457 {1956}, 7as
aTinlied States Supreme Couxt oase thet sstablished & precedent for
the precmpiion of United Stztes Federat law over State taws.

TXIY., WOEREAS, in Worcesior v, Seergin, 31 U.8. 513 {1833}, e Suepenie

Coust calfed Indisn natiogs "the undispuied possessors of the soil, Fom timse

kmﬁaﬁaﬁﬁai".ﬁ%@&dﬁ&ﬁ&a“&%ﬁmw&%wﬁa&%?&b@ﬁeﬂg@
e fihe soil, witl F o well as fust clain #3 vetoin possession of &

85 IT RESOLVED THAT, the S Creek and Pino Ridee Jndian Communitics soquiremests

1. Prineipal Chicfand Tndian’ Aboriginal Title Ovwner Tonia® Scoli of the Saw Creek and Pe
Ridge Indian Communnities, do hereby cosfify that Decree £ 661 is frue and exast a5 approved by
the Tribal Conntil o 2 speciel meeting ealled on Fobmay 15, 2818

..
Ll L

Ooeer Tonia® Seott ofshe Saw Crek and B

Rigge fndian Communiies
ATTEST:

¥
(25 st | ._Su#\‘
Court Clerk of the Sats Creek and Pine Ridge
Indian Communities
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Decree of the Saw Cregk and Ping Rldge Indian Communities

. ADECREE TO CONVEY PRINCIPAL CHIEF TONIA” SCOTT’S ABORIGINAL/
INDIAN TITLE- LAND PATENTS AND CONTRACTUAL PROPERTIES INTO THE
SAW CREEK AND PINE RIDGE INDIAN COMMUNITIES® JURISDICTION.

. DECREE NO. 611

. 1. WHEEREAS; ailAbcﬁgiml[ indian Title fand Patents (past, Hresent. and futige)
fitled by Principal Chief Tosia® Scott shall be noder-the _]’tJIlSd.leiOﬁ of the Saw
Creek and Pine Ridge Indian Comimunities facluding. g tribal couzt, tribal law
enforeement and trihal agencies. . .

Il. WHEREAS, “What can herasmdherebasadcm emhenﬁndmgs mﬁm
Aboriginal Title 1 is a "guiet. and nncpidrofied” possession sui generis”, See
Cherokee Ngion ». G'eorggx, 30U, 15 (1831}, :

~

Hi. WHEREAS, in the: Consﬁmﬁzm of the Saw- Gr:eek apd Pine Rﬁiggk&im
Communities, Arizcic VII Exemtxve,

Section 1. The execuﬁVe pUwer: shall-be vested in 2 Principal Chief, who
shall be styled "Ths Pringif Chxefofﬁmgawemekandme%dge
Tiidian Commitinitias ¥. The Pranicipal Chief'shall be the original land

© patent owner: of . ditect bloodiine matriarchal descendant of ‘the original
land patent ovmier (eredity),

IV. WHEREAS, The Saw. Creek aad Pine:Ridge Indiag Commumﬁes IS a, Natlve
%merman!indmnmobe,wmacounglrecm&edtﬂﬁiaﬁl%o, el and -
patent located in the state of Pennsylvania, “It owes from tbeaeimowledgment at
federal comnon law that Indian tribes are "disfinet, mde{ienéent political
communities, retaining their origiudl nattiral #1abts ... % Chita Prébido v
Martinez, supra, 436 U8, at 55. "The powers of. Itxdiénmbes are, ifr general,

'inherent powers of 2 littiited sovereignty which has neve beeti extingaished " F.

Cehen, Handbook of Fedéral Indian:FLaw 122 (1245)" (Enrphﬁls i é‘ggmai)

United States v. Whegler, 435 U.S. 313, 922 (19778): 1t & i the fofig history, wWhich

predates the fmmdmg of this sotintty, HF ribies "as.96Hf- ~goversing sovereigy

pohtlcal commumtm whlch estabifs‘ira;s ibar ciaim Qf swemgn,fy Id., afm

the inherent pewers of'a hmzted sovere:gnt} whmh.has never beemextmgmshed )
V.. WHEREAS, the court ofjmsdxcmrr fog jche-:Saw Ciesk and PmaRxadgefndm
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Communities shall be the Saw Creek aud Pine Ridge Tndiadn Communities Tribal
Court. As stated inthe COURT RULES OF THE SAW CREEK AND PINE
RIDGE INDIAN C@WUNETIE& TRIBAL COURT HANDBOUK, Section
V., Surisdiction (1}, The Tnbal Court-shall have ongmaI jurisdiction ezxtendmg to
all cases, matters ot controversifes afising underand 8s may’ be lithited by the
laws, ordinances, regulations, customs and judicial decisions of the Saw Creek:
and Pine Ridge Indian Communities. In alliance with, Billiems v. Lee, 358118,
217, 220 (1959), Tribes possess the inhrerent aathority “to meke thefr vwn laws
and to be ruled by them.” And “within the boundanes of lndlan 1ands m’bes can
regulate lﬂceanveﬁxef gQVMent-_-“ s e P Eieys.

645 (2601). o

V1. WHEREAS. Monétary proceeds from thie Abor@nal/ Indian Title Land Patents
(past, present and future) titled by Prmcxpal Chief Tonia® Scotrshall be aflocated.
towazds-the Saw Creek and Pme RL&GE Indiag. Corﬁm.umttes tribal go’vermnenf"s
fiscal budget.

V. WHEREAS, “The Imﬁan title, such:as i was before the toaty -
consisted of the usz\gfruct aminght of oceupancy and “EﬁjOYEanII and," so-tong
as it continued, was supetior # and excluded thase. claumrig the reserved lands by
patents made subsequent to the: ;rai:rﬁcaa.on G;E‘thetreai} fnev could rot dister® the
occupants under the Indian title; Tkatau atiion fm’ @ecfment céuld be
mabitiined on an Indian ngbﬁ fo accfgmuqy azm' usé, is izot aper: to qyestion.”

Citing Johinson y. | Mclntos (1823), supra. Id.. at 232,

VIE. WHEREAS, the. Supnemc Coutt Haselitd on thre right €0 exclude others

as the basts for recognition of tonstitutional property ml’erssts*m Jand, Bee.

. Coliege Savings Bank v, Florida Prepaid Postsecofids i .Em Emm;&!,, .
52718, 666, @73{1999) (“Tt}he hallmark ofa profécisd pro : L
constitiutional sense] is the right to exclude others,™. It haslcmg been fae law that
Indians holding Fand undey atibriginal title niay maintain ‘an.ejeetvnent astion
#galnst trespasser& Marsh . Brooks, 49 US. 223, 233 {1%@} (therr;zj}t af
ejectment “is not'open: fo- qnesﬁon"}»ﬁee 2lsé; Oneida o v C6

of Oneida; 470 U.S. 226 (1985) (fidusns may. i’uamtam mpzm ‘aetichs fof
violations O.f their }.and nghfs} -

IX. WHEREAS, in the Censﬁmtién aﬁ' thz Saw Cree’k aﬂd Pine Ridgg Inﬁnah
Cenmnunities, Aiticle X Fweal

A. Section 1. The fiscal year shaﬁ c@mmenoe ohthe first éay’ of Octeber in
each year, unless Qtﬁermsepmwded ’by Tavw. :

Page 2.0f3



[y
P
W

B. Section 2. The Saw Creek and Pine Ridge Indian Communities Tribal -
Council shall provide by Jaw for annpual expenditure of Tunds, and the
soutce from which funds.are to be derived, to defray the estimated
' expenses of the Executive, Legislative, and Judicial branches and the:
" departments of government of‘the Saw: Creek #6id Pine Ridoe Indias,
.Communities for each fiscal vear. The hudget shall not.exceed estimated
revenues.

X. WHERLAS, in Wercester v. Geﬁ 31 U.8. 515 (3;832} the Supreme Court
called Indian nations "the undzspa’ced posssssors of thie soil, from fime g
' immemorial™: It glso held-that the, *Ffians wére-adiited to be the rightfl -
occupants of the sofl, with o legal & Well @s jusk cHIm 1§ rélgin possession 611t
and to use it accordmc 1o their own- dzscf etion”.

\
BE Y RESGLVEB THAT d} Ab@ngmalf Iﬁéaan I?fie Lmad Pai"eais (i}ast, présﬁtand ﬁ:ture)

A Rldce lndzan Cammumﬁes mcindmg branc}ie&suchas the tnba} eem't, mbal I&W enforeemezt

and tribal: agencies.

I, Principal Chief and Indian/ Abenamat Tit}e Owne:: Iema. Scett of the'Saxw Qseﬁk m& Pine

Ridge Indian Communities, do hereby: certify that Decree #4011 14s true anil exact as:approved by )
the Tribal Council in a special meetinig called om Fﬁbruary 81,2019,

Owiﬁ: Tonia’ S‘QQI!I{}A Sew- Creek amd Pine
thge Indian Cemmnn iies ..

ATTEST:

Rosemaxy Scott, Re rémg Seeretary and
Gourt Clesk of the Salv Cregk and?me I&dge

fmixan Commrmmes -
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Supreme Q&",utt of Penusplvania

Amy Dreibelbis, Esq.

R L. 601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 4500
Deputy Prothonotary MiddJe District . -~ P.O.Box 62575
Elizabeth E. Zisk Harrisburg, PA 17106

- Chief Clerk . ) o (717) 787-6181

May 4, 2022 I Www.pacourts.us

RE: Commonwealth v. Harris, K., Pet.
32 MM 2022
intermediate Court Docket No: 108 EDM 2021
Trial Court: Pike County Court of Common Pleas’
Trial Court Docket No: CP-52-CR-0000590-2019

Dear Attorney Tonkin

This is to advise that the below listed ﬂs’r'té;n("s)'. was/were received in the above-captioned
matter. o ,

Application to Set Bail and/or Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus

An original (unbound) and one 1 co;;y of either the Answer, or a letter stating that an
Answer will not be filed, is required to be filed within fourteen (14) days after service. An

additional three (3) days may be added if sérvice was effectuated by mail. See Rule
Pa.R.A.P. 121(e).

All filings must contain a certification of compliance with the Public Access Policy.of the
_Unified Judicial System. For more information, - :

www.paco‘urts.uslpublic—recordslpi_.lb!ic-records-policies.

Very truly yours,

Office of the Prothonotary

) fis
cé. Keeba Harris


http://www.pacourts.us

». ®ffice of Bistrict Attorney
DISTRICT ATTORNEY of ﬁp’. @mmfcg af ﬁﬂ%e

RAYMOND J, TONKIN

%

PIKE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
506 BROAD STREET
] MILFORD, PA 18337
TELEPHONE (570) 296-3482
FAX (570) 206-3559
EMAI. daofice@plkepa.cn

May 5, 2022

Trene M. Bizzoso, Esq. Prothonotary
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

Middle District

601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 4500
Po Box 62575

Harrisburg, PA 17106

" RE: Commonwealth v. Harris, K. Pet. 32 MM 2022
Dear Ms. Bizzoso:

. Please be advised that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will not be filing an Answer
to the Appellani/Petitioner’s Application to Set Bail and/or Application for Writ of
Habeas Corpus in the above matter. Enclosed herewith is an original and one (1) copy of
a Jetter stating same which I ask you to file in this matter.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Yours truly,

Raymond J. Tonkin
District Attomey

RJT:ms
Enclosures

~ce: Keeba Scott Harris, Pro Se


mailto:daDfflra@pItepa.oig

)
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Suprene QEnutt nf ﬁennﬁylhama
Amy Dreibelbis, Esq. 601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 4500

Deputy Prothonotary Middle District P.O. Box 62575
Elizabeth E. Zisk , Harrisburg, PA 17106
Chief Clerk ('717) 787-6181

May 16, 2023 L WWW.pacourts.us

RE: Commonwealth v. Harris, K., Pet.
58 MM 2023
Intermediate Court Docket No:
Trial Court: Pike County Court of Common Pleas
Trial Court Docket No: CP-52-CR-0000690-2019

Dear Attorney Tonkin

This is to advise that the below listed ltem(s) was/were received in the above-captioned
matter. _

Application for Extraordinary Relief
Application to Expedite

An original (unbound) and one (1) copy-of either the Answer, or a letter stating that an
Answer will not be filed, is required to be filed within fourteen (14) days after service. An-

additional three (3) days may be added if service was effectuated by mail. See Rule
Pa.RA.P. 121 (e).

All filings must contain a certification of compliance with the Public Access Policy of the
Unified Judicial System. For more information,

WWW. pacourts us/public-records/public-records-policies. -

Very truly yours,

Office of the Prothonotary

cc. Keeba Harris

okt


http://www.pacourts.us
http://www.pacourts.us/public-records/public-records-policies

(Bffice of Bistrict Attorney -

_ DISTRICT ATTORNEY o of ihg (ﬂ:mmfg of ﬁthg

RAYMOND J. TONKIN

PIKE. ZOUNTY ADMIN sTRATION BUILD: MG
506 BROA VSTREET
MILFORD, ~A 18337
TELEFPHONE ¢ .7Q) 296-3482
FAX (57C 296-3559

EMAIL da' .;e@pikepaorg

~May 17,2023
Irene M. Bizzoso, Esqg. Prethonotary
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
Middle District
601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 45 OO
Po Box 62575
Harrisburg, PA 17106
[ L
of o) i
RE: Commonwealth v. Harris, K. Pet. N
58 MM 2023 &
Intermediate Court Docket No. ,%}

Trial Court: Pike County Coustof: Commen Pleas
Trial Court Docket No. CP-52—CRV0m590—2019

i -
Dear Ms. Bizzoso: v .y

‘ Pleasé be advised that the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania will not be filing an Answer
to the Petitioner’s Application for Extraordinary Relief and Application to Expedite.

Enclosed herewith is an ongmal and-one (1)-copy of a letter stating same which I ask you
to file in this matter.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Enclosures
cc: Keeba Harris, Pro Se

Exkibit
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Amy Dreibelbis, Esq. ) 601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 4500

izabeth E. Zisk . ~Haxxis! . PA 17106
Chief Clerk ‘ ’ (717) 787-6181
June 24, 2022 _ www. pacourts s

RE: Commonwealth v. Harris, K., Pet.
32 MM 2022 :
Intermediate Court Docket No: 108 EDM 2021
Trial Court: Pike County Court of Common Pleas
Trial Court Docket No: CP—52—CR—0000690—2019

Dear Attorney Tonkin

This is to advise that the below listed item(s) was/were received in the above-captioned
maitter.

Application to Expedite Application to Set Bail and/or Application for Wwrit of Habeas
Corpus and Release of Tribal Personal Property

An original (unbound) and one (1) copy of either the Answer, or a letter stating that an
Answer will not be filed, is required to be filed within fourteen (14) days after.service. An
additiortal three (3) days may be added if service was effectuated by mail. See Rule
Pa.R.A.P. 121(e). ‘

Al filings must contain a certification of compliance with the Public Access Policy of the

Unified Judicial System. For more information, -
www.pacourts.uslpublic—recordslpublic—records—policies.

Very truly yours,

Office of the Prothonotary
fis
cc: Keeba Harris

B
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®ifice of Bistrict Attorney

DISTRICT ATTORNEY _ u{ ﬂm Q’[ IILII'dg Hf 3?11%2 | | . | G e

RAYMOND J. TONKIN |

PIKE COUNTY ADMINISTRAT!ON BUILDING
506 BROAD STREET
MILFORD, PA 18337 .
TELEPHONE (570) 296-3482.
FAX (§70) 296-3559 -
EMAIL. deoffice @plkepa.org

June 27, 2022

Trene M. Bizzoso, Esq. Prothonotary
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania

Middle District

601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 4500
Po Box 62575

Harrisburg, PA 17106

RE: Commonwealth v. Haris, K. Pet.
32 MM 2022

Intermediate Court Docket No. 108 EDM 2021 . . g

Déar Ms. Bizzoso:

Please be advised that the Commonwealth of Pennsyli’z"cmia will not be filing an Answer
to the Appellant/Petitioner’s Application to Expediter Application to Set Bail and/or
Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus and Release of Tribal Personal Property in the

above matter. Enclosed herewith is an original and one (1) copy of a letter stating same
which I ask you to file in this matter.

If you have gn}'f que;ﬂ;'ons, please do not hesitate to contact this office. -

RIT:ms:
Enclosures

cc: Keeba Scott Harris, Pro Se
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DECLARATION OF CWNERSHIP AFFIDAVIT

-

I, Tonia’ Scott, being first duly subscribed and sworn under oath, state that-1

am the owner of real property commonly known as, 2210 Kingsbridge Lane,

Allentown, Pennsylvania, which said property, is located in Lehigh County,

Pennsylvania, more particularly described as 5 Bedrooms /6 Bathrooms single
family house.
Ma_b Coén;‘dinates

A 4

Latityde.: 40.573187

Longitude; -75.504549

District: 17

Block and Lot: 549529250995- 1

My ownership of this property is evidenced from inheritance and in accordance to

Aboriginal title and original Indian title. Legal precedence illustrates the
following:

1. As an Indigenous American Indian woman, 1, Tonia’ Scott have Aboriginal

title to my ancestral land of North America/ Turtle Island.

2. Aborigiha_l title is a common law doctrine that the land rights of indigenous

peoples to customary tenure persist after the assumption of

. - :
sovereignty under settler colonialism. All jurisdictions are in agreement that
=88 .. _ .

?—; %‘%% aboriginal title is inalienable, except to the national government, and that it
- a

5 ~N
%%% ! may be held either individually or collectively. Aboriginal title is also referred
2 =0 Q‘
g5 to as indigenous title, native title and original Indian title
gEED | _
538¢ _ : B
58 = % a. “Non- Indian bodies have no authority to title land, only to pay
C-S 1 ‘é

24

Compensation”. United States v. Alcea Band of Tillamooks

E Naumev
{hetthis is atr
t record
County,

. =
?E{T.%Z g Page 1 0of4
Ex 23 '

88 B

),
..C

E
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b. Consider, also, these words of Justice Mansfield in Oneida:

“This right of occupancy which the Indians retain until validly
extinguished has been variously termed aboriginal title, unrecognized

title, original Indian title, or simply Indian title."

c. Worcester v. Georgia, 31 U.S. 515 (1832), the Supreme Court
called Indian nations "the undisputed possessors of the soil, from time
immemorial”. It also held that the Indians "were admitted to be the
rigntful occupants of the soil, with a iegal as well as just claim to
retain possession of it, and to use it according to their own- discretion”

d. Upited States v. Cook, 86 U.S. 591 (1874), the court held: “This
right of use’ and occupancy by the Indians is unlimited. They may
exercise it at their discretion”. Id. at 593. |

e. m@_&_éggs__\_:_.__gm, supra, (2) “Indians are the equivalent of life
tenants on their lands” |

. In Johnson v. McIntosh, “The Court guarantee the. otcupants
protection from intrusion.” Id. at 1371-72

g. Edwardsen v. Morton, 369 F. Supp. 1359 CP. D.C. (1973),
United States v, Klamath and Moadoc Tribes, supra, which took a

similarly expansive view of Indian title right of occupancy as it existed

prior to any treaty.

h. In Minnesota v Hitchcock, 185 U.S. 373 (1902),” the court
acknowledged that confessedly the fee of the fand was in the United

States (North America), subject to a right of occupancy by the

Page 20f4
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Indians”. 1d. at 388-89,

i. Cramerv. United States (1923) was the first Supreme Court

decision to acknowledge the doctrine of individual aboriginal title, not

held in common by tribes.

3. The United States of America is a charter member of the United Nations. A

United Nations resolution (UN resolution) is a formal text adopted by a

" United-Nations (UN) body. The United Nations Declaration on the Rights

of Indigenous People, signed by United States President Barak Obama is a

legally binding United Nations General Assembly Resolution, General
Assembly Résolutions have the same wéight as full-fledged sources of
internationat law: -

a. "In this Declarafio'r‘; Indigenous Peoples are those who
Embody historical continuity with societies which existed ptior to
the conguest and settlement of their territories by Europears...”

b. Indigenous peopies HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS, territories
and RESOURCES -which they have traditionally owned, occupied or
otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Article 26 (1) - - o -

¢. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO OWN, USE, Udevelop and
control the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES that they possess
by reason of traditional ownership or other traditional occupation or
use. AS WELL AS THOSE WHICH THEY HAVE OTHERWISE
ACQUIRED. -Article 26 (2)

Page 3 of 4
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Dated this __ Q7 day of OeT’ L 20./6
—
/M

I d

Owner’s Signature

NOTARY ACKNOWLEGEMENT

EXECUTED this day_ 07 of __ OCTD Q48 2016,

STATE OF A) M/@MQ
COUNTY OF __ /M /‘/(W('\

On this day, personally appeared before me, /73 A\W’g S @57777 , o me
known to be the person(s) described in and who executed the within instrument,
and acknowledged that he/she signed the same as his/her voluntary act and deed,
for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

Witngss my hand and official seal hereto affixed on this day of 067 O)
2075,

- Notary's Public SignatuW
W/ HENRY CALDERON

. Notary Public, State of New York
My commission expires ()9’ 76 207% ) No. 01CA6043709
Qualified in New York County

Commission Expires_09-/0-20/¢

Page 4 of 4
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Inst Hume

DECLARATION OF OWNERSHIP AFFIDAVIT

I, Tonia’ Scott, being first duly subscribed and sworn under oath, state that I am
the owner of real properties commonly known as stated below which said
h €

particularly described as of land and natural resources.

properties, are located in Allentown, Lehig

v, Pennsylvania, more

Address: Biock and Lot:

2209 Lehigh Street Parcel ID 549599278244 1
7572 Schantz Road Parcel 1D 546508949351 1
2855 Lehigh Street Parcel ID 549575542229 1
726-748 N 15 Street Parcel ID 549742932950 1

My ownership of this property is evidenced from inheritance and in accordance to

Aboriginal title and Original Indian title. Legal precedence illustrates the

following:

1. As an Indigenous American Indian woman, I, Tonia’ Scott have Aboriginal

title to my ancestral land of North America/ Turtle Island.

2. Aboriginal title is a common law doctrine that the land rights of indigenous
peoples to customary tenure persist after the assumption of
sovereignty under settler colonialism. All jurisdictions are in agreement that
aboriginal title is inalienable, except to the national governiment, and that it
may be held eithef individually or collectively. Aboriginal title is also referred

to as indigenous title, native title and original Indian title

a. “Non- Indian bodies have no authority to title land, only to pay

Compensation”, United States v. Alcea Band of Tillamooks |

Page 1 of 4
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. Consider, also, these words of Justice Mansfield in Oneida:

"This right of occupancy which the Indians retain until validly
extinguished has been variously termed aboriginal title, unrecognized
title, original Indian title, or simply Indian title."

. Worcester v. Georgia, 31 U.S. 515 (1832}, the Supreme Court
called Indian nations “"the undisputed possessors of the soil, from time .
immemorial". It also held that the Indians "were admitted to be the
rightful occupants of the soil, with a legal as well as just claim to
retain possessioh of it, and to use it according to their own- discretidn"
. United States v. Cook, 86 U.S. 591 (1874), the court held: "This
right of use' and occupancy by the Indians is unlimited. They may
exercise it at their discretion”. Id. at 593.

. United States v. Cook, supra, (2) “Indians are the equivalent of life
tenants on their lands”

In Johnson V. McIntosh, “The Court guarantee the. occupants

protection from intrusion.” Id. at 1371-72

. Edwardsen v. Morton, 369 F. Supp. 1359 CD. D.C. 197,

United States v. Klamath and Moadoc Tribes, supra, which took a

similarly expansive view of Indian title right of occupancy as it existed -

prior to any treaty.

. In Minnesota v Hitchcock, 185 U.S. 373 (1902)," the court

acknowledged that confessedly the fee of the land was in the United

States (North America), subject to a right of occupancy by the

Page2of4



Indians”. Id. at 388-89.
i, Cramer v. United States (1923) was the first Supreme Court
decision to acknowledge the doctrine of individual aboriginal title, not

held in common by tribes.

3. The United States of America is a charter merﬁber of the United Nations. A
United Nations resolution (UN resolution) is a formal text adopted by a
United Nations (UN) body. The United Nations Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peeple, signed by United States President Barak Obama is a
fegally binding United Nations General Assembly Resolution, General
Assembly Resolutions have the same weight as full-fledged soufces of
international law: |

a. “In this Declaration Indigenous Peoples are those who
Embody historical continuity with societies which existed prior to
the conqdest and settlement of their territories by Européeans... “

b. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS, territories

| and RESOURCES which they have traditionally owned, occupied or
otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Article 26 (1)

c. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO OWN, USE, develop and
control the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES that they possess
by reason of traditional ownership or other tradifional occupation or
use. AS WELL AS THOSE WHICH THEY HAVE OTHERWISE

ACQUIRED. -Article 26 (2)
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Dated this 8 day of 2 (6722 Sff ' ZOL_Z

Owner's Signature

NOTARY ACKNOWLEGEMENT

EXECUTED this day % of A/-? , 2017.

STATE OF _ W |
COUNTY OF ___ IW

On this day, personally appeared before me, /Q,U( :ﬁ “M , 1o.me known

to be the person(s) described in and who executed the within instrument, and
acknowledged that ‘he/she signed the same as his/her voluntary act and deed, for the uses
and purposes therein mentioned.

Witniess my hand and official seal hereto affixed on this day of g A"'ﬁ , 20 la’

Notary's Public Signature:

My commission expires

Page 4 of 4
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DEC

LARATION OF OWNERSHIP AFFIDAVIT -

i #ums

I, Tonia’ Scott, being first duly subscribed and sworn under oath, state that I am

the owner of real property commonly known as, 6000 Lori Court, Center Valley,

Pennsylvania, which said property, is located in Lehigh County, Penn§‘ yvivania

more particularly described as 1.14 acres of land and natural resources; in -

conjunction with a 5 beds/ 5 baths single family house .

Map Coordinates:

|atitude: 40.516018

Longitude: -75.436674

Parcel ID:

641319529513-1

641319529513-1

My ownership of this prbperty is evidenced from inheritance and in accordance to

Aboriginal Title and Original Indian Title. Legal precedence iilustrates the

following:

i. Asan Indigenous American Indian woman, I, Tonia’ Scott have Aboriginal

title to my ancestral land of North America/ Turtle Island.

2. Aboriginal title is a common law doctrine that the land rights of indigenous

peoples to customary tenure persist after the assumption of

sovereignty under settler colonialism. All jurisdictions are in agreement that

aboriginal title is inalienable, except to the national government, and that it

-

may be held either individually or collectively. Aboriginal title is also referred

to as indigenous title, native title and original Indian title

a. “Non- Indian bddies have no authority to title land, only to pay

Compensation”. United States v. Alcea Band of Tillamooks

Page 10f 4

Exlibit £




®

Consider, also, these words of Justice Mansfield in Oneida:

"This right of occupancy which the Indians retain until validly

extinguished has been variously termed aboriginal title, unrecognized

| title, original Indian title, or simply Indian title."

Worcester v. Georgia, 31 U.S. 515 (1832), the Supreme Court
called Indian nations "the undisputed possessors of the soil, from time
immemoriai". It also held that the Indians "were admitted to be the
rightful occupants of the soil, with a legal as well as just claim to
retain poésession of it, and to use it according to their own- discretion”
United States v. Cook, 86 U.S. 591 (1874), the court held: “This
right of use' and occupancy by the Indians is unlimited. They méy
exercise it at their discretion”. Id. at 593. |
United States v. C&ok, supra, (2) “Indians are the equivalent of life
tenants on their lands” |

In Johnson v. 'Mg‘ Intosh, "The Court guarantee the. occupants

protection from intrusion.” Id. at 1371-72

Edwardsen v. Morton, 369 F. Supp. 1359 CD. D.C. (1973),
United States v. Klamath and Moadoc Tribes, supra, which took a

similarly expansive view of Indian title right of occupancy as it existed

prior to afly treaty.

In Minnesota v Hitchcock, 185 U.S. 373 (1902),” the court

acknowledged that confessedly the fee of the land was in the United

States (North America), subject to a right of occupancy by the

Page 20f4



Indians”. Id. at 388-89.

i. Cramerv. United States (1923) was the first Supreme Court

decision to acknowledge the doctrine of individual aboriginal title, not .

held in common by tribes.

3. The United States of America is a charter member of the United Nations. A
United Nations resolution (UN resolqtion) is.a formal text adopted by a
United Natiofs (UN) body. The United Nations Declaration on the Rights

of Ingigem';us' Peopie, signed by United States President Barak Obama is a
legally bindi‘ng United Nations General Aésemb!y Resoiution, Genéral
Assembly_Resolutions have the same weight as full‘-ﬂedged sources of .
international law:

a. "In this Declaration Indigénous Peoples are those who
Embody historical continuity with societies which existed prior to
the conquest and settlement of their territories by Europeans...”

b. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS, territories
and RESOURCES which they have traditionally owned, occupied or
otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Article 26 (1)

c. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO OWN, USE, develop and
control the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES that they possess

by reason o( traditional ownership or other traditional occupation or

use. AS WELL AS THOSE WHICH THEY HAVE OTHERWISE

ACQUIRED. -Article 26 (2)
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Dated thlS éi day of / 6 ;@m,&%

Owner’s Signature

NOTARY ACKNOWLEGEMENT

EXECUTED this day g of /%I‘U/; 2017.

STATE OF » X}\’{
COUNTY OF AH

On this day, persona!ly appeared before me, &\U\ ééﬁ/ , to me known A

to be the person(s) described in and who executed the within mstrument and
acknowledged that he/she signed the same as his/her voluntary act and deed, for the uses
and purposes therein mentioned.

thess my hand and official seal hereto affixgdon this day of /‘)‘\J‘( Y .40___{ j

Notary's Public Signature:

SEAK £ J
o i NOfary Pubje E. §t NTGN
My commission expires No. 31, 49056 ! New Yorg
Comrmsswn Exg‘ YOrk Coun ty

Air n4 Ola
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DECLARATION OF OWNERSHIP AFFIDAVIT

i, Tonia’ SAcot‘t, being first duly subscribed and sworn under oath, state thatIam

the owner of real property common

ly known as_Pine Ridge, Bushkitl,

pennsylvania, which said property is located in the unincorporated census-

designated place of Lehman Townshib,

- particularly described as:

Bushiall, pennsyivania, more

Bogk Fass

2514

\—ﬁap Coordinates: | Latitude: 41.150833 [ Longitude: -74.99
41,1402 - 74986
41.13135 ~375.60129
41.1466332431681 ~74.99482575447934
41.15669 -74.99067
L 41.1309° N 74.9916° W

My ownership of this property is evidenced from inheritance and,in accordance to

Aboriginal title and original Indian title.

foilowing:

1. As an Indigenous Ameri

title to my ancestral {an

2. Aboriginal title is a common law doctrine that the land rights of indi

Legal precedence iHustrates the

can Indian woman, I have Aboriginal

d of North America/ Turtle Island.

peoples to customary tenure persist after the assumption of

) sovereignty under settler colonialis

genous

m. All jurisdictions are in agreement that

aboriginal title is inalienable, except to the national government, and that it

may be held either individually or collectively. A

boriginal title is also referred

-t
=G4

pe XA ]

to as indigenous title, nativa title and originat Indian title

5. “Non- Indian bodies have no authority to title land, only to pay'
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Compensation”. United States v. Alcea Band of Tillamoocks

A e e e

. Consider, also, these words of Justice Mansfield in Oneida:

"This right of occupancy which the Indians retain until validly

extinguished has been variously termed aboriginal title, unrecognized

title, original Indian title, or simply Indian title."

Worcester v. Georgia, 31 LS. 515 (1832), the Supreme Court
called Indian nations "the undisputed poséessors of the soil, from time
immernorial®. It also held that the Indians "were admitted to be.the
rightful occupants of the solil, with a legal as well as just claim to

retain possession.of it, and to use it according to their own- discretion”

. United States v. Cook, 86 U.S. 591 {1874), the court held: "This

right of pse‘ and occupancy by the Indians is unli?nite.d. They may

.exercise it at their discretion”. Id. at 593.

United States v. Cook, supra, (2) “Indians are the equivalent of life

tenants on their lands”

In Johnson v. MeIntesh, “The Court guarantee the. occupants

protection from intrusion.” Id. at 1371-72

Edwardsen v. Morton, 369 F. Supp. 1359 CD. D.C. {1873,

United States v. Klamath and Moadoc Tribes, supra, which took a

similarly expansive view of Indian title right of occupancy as it existed

prior to any treaty.

_ In Minnesota v Hitcheock, 185 U.S. 373 (1802),” the court

acknowledged that confessedly the fee of the land was in the United

States (North America), subject to a right of occupancy by the

Page 2 of 4
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Indians”. Id. at 388-84,

i Lramer v. United States {(1923) was the first Supreme Court"

decision to acknowledge the doctrine of individual aboriginal title, not

held in common by tribes.

- The United States of America is a charter member of the United Nations. A

United Nations resolution (UN resolution) is a formal text adopted by a

United Nations (UN) body. The United Nations Declaration on the Rights

of Indigencus People, signed by United States President Barak Obama is a
legally binding United Nations General Assembly Resolution, General

Assembly Resolutions have the same weight as full-fledged-sources of

:

international law:

a. “In this Declaration Indigenous Peoples are those who
.émbody historical continuity with societies which e’xistec{ prior to -
the conquest and settlement of their territories by Europeans...”

b. Indigenous ,beop/es HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS, territories
and RESOURCES which they have traditibnatly oand, occupied or
otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Article 26 (1) .

‘ ¢. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO OWN, USE, develop and
controf the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES tﬁat they possess
by reasoﬁ of trao‘itiona/ c;wnership or other traditional occupation or
use. AS WELL AS THOSE WHICH THEY HAVF OTHERWISE

ACQUIRED. ~Article 26 (2)
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Dated this __ 7 day of 0cy’ ,20/6 ,

Owner’s Signature

201700801003
Filed for Record in
PIKE COUHTY: Fa

SH&RDHM SCHROEDER
NOTARY ACKNOWIEGEMENT TI-01-2017 At 40245 ap.

. BERIDAVIT L
OR Book 2514 Fasze 535 - 53

EXECUTED this day_ 07 o Ocp A 2016.

STATE OF Aj Zn é@ﬁg .

\ ” /'
COUNTY .OF ___//ZW /%(UQ

Wi‘cness my hand and ofﬁciél seal hereto affixed on this day of

_,—-20; The . e o - T S oz 4 o nm«h——»w‘w——mmw'rﬂf-m-" et Tas.

HENRY CA48 DERON

. p Q . Notary Public, State of New York
My commission expires D% 78 20: ) No. 01CAB043708
. . Qualified in New York County

Commission Expires 0970257
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DECLARATION OF CWNERSHIP AFFEDA‘!IT

TR Vo T T Y

1, Tonia’ Scott, being first duly subscribed and sworn under oath, state that I am

‘ )
the owner of real properties commonly known as Saw Creek, Bushkil

TR TS TIRIRT

L i€ 1, (oo
L &IPS Y

pennsylvania 18324 which said properties are located in Pike County, Pennsylvania,

more particularly described as large parcels of land and natural resources.
B
}; Map Coordinates:
F "t atitude: Longitude:
] N41.11871° W75.05156°
Z N41.119475° W75.046271°
£ N41.12093° W75.04462°
B N41.12092° W75.05164°
N41.11871° W75.05156°
5 N41.11259° W75.05073°
E N41.1034364° W75.0426968°
i N41.0890° W75.0388°
jr’ My ownership of these properties are evidenced from inheritance and in accordance
t ¢ “to Aboriginal title and original Indian title. Legal precedence illustrates the
folfowing: . ' ‘ *
1. Asan fndigenous American Indian wornan, I, Tonia’ Scott have Aboriginal
. title to my ancestral-land of North America/ Turtle Island.
l; 2. Aboriginai title is a common law doctrine that the land rights of indigenous
i peoples to customary tenure persist after the assumption of
sovereignty under settler colonialism. All jurisdictions are in agreement that
aboriginal title is inalienable, except to the national government, and that it
may be held either individually or collectively. Aboriginal title is alsareferred
to as indigenous title, native title and original Indian title
B | pageiofé
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“Non- Indian bodies have no authority toltitle land, only to pay

Compensation”. United States v. Alcea Band of Ti/amooks

Consider, a'lso, these words of Justice Mansfield in Oneida:
"This right of occupancy which the Indians retain until validly.
extinguished has been variously termed aboriginal title, unrecognized

title, original Indian title, or simply Indian title,"

Waorcester v. Georgia, 31 u.s. 515 (1832), the Supreme Court
called Indian nations "the undisputed possessors of the soil, from time
immemorial”. It also held that the Indians "were admitted to be the

rightful occupants of the soil, with a legal as well as juét claim to

retain possession of it, and to use it according to their own- discretion”

United States v. Cook, 86 U.S. 581 (1874), the court held: This

~

right of use' and occupancy by the Indians is unlimited. They may
exercise It at %heir discrétion. If the lands in a state of nature are not
in a condition for purposes of agriculture, they_m.ay. be ciéared of their
timber to such an extent as may be reasonab'le under the

circumstances.” Id. at 593.

United States v. Cook; supra, (2) "Indians are the eduivaient of life

tenants on their lands”

SOIIIRDAIEE Fw 2

In Johnson v. Mcintosh, “The Court guarantee the. occupants
protection from intrusion.” Id. at 1371-72
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_ have the same weight as full-fledged sources of international Taw:

!

. The United States of America is a charter member of the United Nations and

one of five permanent members of the UN Security Council. A United Nations

resolution (UN resolution) is a formal text adopted by a United Nations {(UN)

body. The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Pea@ﬁe, signed by United States President Barak Obama is a legally binding

United Nations General Assembly Resolution, General Asserqbly Resolutions

a. “In this Declaration Indigenous Peoplés are those who
Embody historical continuity with societies which existed prior to

the conquest and settlement of their territories by Europeans...”

b. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO THE LANDS, territories

and RESOURCES which they have traditionally owned, occupied or

otherwise USED OR ACQUIRED- Article 26 (1)

c. Indigenous peoples HAVE THE RIGHT TO OWR{, USE; develop and -
control the LANDS, territories and RESOURCES that they possess

by reason of traditional ownership or other traditional occupation or
. use. AS WELL AS THOSF WHICH THEY HAVE OTHERWIS

ACQUIRED. —Article 26 (2)
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Dated this C} f day of ( \367/'

v

Owner's Signature

NOTARY ACKNOWLEGEMENT
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EXECUTED this day. O/ of __ OCTTR&r_ 2016,

Loy |
sTaTE OF _ 7VEW /L/ﬁ:‘%/( i
YAy
county oF ___ AV /}éff W

On this day, personally appeared before me, //671&/ 4 & I , to me

known to be the person(s) described in and who executed the within instrument,
and acknowledged that he/she signed the same as his/her voluntary act and deed,
for the uses and purposes therein mentioned.

)

Witness my hand and official seal hereto affixed on this day of
207 %

7

per ar

No’cary'é Public Signature:

o ? 3,208 AENRY CALDERON
. Notary Public, State of New York

‘ No. 01CAS043709 ‘

Qualified in New York County

Commission Expires 0%/ 0-w¢

My commission expires
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