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THEREUPON, the follow ng proceedi ngs were had:

MR. HANNAH.  Good nmorning. It is Saturday,
March 6, 1999. W are assenbled here in the seat of governnent of
t he Cherokee people. The Chair will call on the interpreter for the
convention, Ed Junper, to seek the blessing of the Good Creator for
our work here today.

MR. JUMPER:. (Il nvocation in Cherokee and English
di al ect)

MR. HANNAH. Fifty-two del egates are registered
this nmorning, and we are prepared for the day's business. Wat
woul d be the pl easure of the convention?

MR. HEMBREE: Finish it.

MR. HANNAH. In anticipation that we nmight, in
fact, finish our business today, those of you that will be seeking
flight schedul es, see Ed Junper and he will work with you in
coordi nating your travel schedul es.

So as we go to recess today or you have an opportunity at
lunch or at dinner or at ten tonight after we finish, or at eleven
or twelve, get with Ed and nmake sure that your plans for your flight
schedul e are there.

And if you have other travel concerns, you can see,
obviously, Dr. Gourd who has been so gracious to assist via the
Conmi ssion in handling the housekeepi ng of this convention

Billie Masters.

M5. MASTERS: The forns that we were going to
get for mleage, will they be distributed at sonme tinme today?

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. CGourd, fornms for nmleage?

MR GOURD: |'Il namke one up right quick.

MR. HANNAH:  Excellent. Thank you, sir.

Ckay. Step on up here, young nan. M. Henbree, you are
recogni zed

MR HEMBREE: Point of clarification, M.
Chairman. |'ve had a | ot of people ask ne, and maybe I'Il| just ask
you.

MR. HANNAH.  Wel |, that would be a good place to
start.

MR. HEMBREE: Since we have finished approving
each article, is it going to be the order of the day to take up al
sections that have been tabled first, before we nove to approve each
article fromthe beginning?

MR. HANNAH: The Chair believes that it would
make great sense for us to finish our work by taking up those
sections that had been tabl ed and nove through those individua
sections or articles so that we may, in fact, have a docunent in its
entirety that we can then review for adoption.

MR. HEMBREE: And on information, how nmany
tabl ed sections are there at this point?

MR. HANNAH: The Chair believes that there is
one.
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HEMBREE: Then | would nmove to bring that
section fromthe table.
HANNAH:  Very wel | .
LI TTLEJOHN:  Poi nt of information.
HANNAH. M. Littlejohn, you are recogni zed.
. LITTLEJOHN:. M. Chairnan, it was ny
under standi ng that |ast evening, when we retired, we had an item on
the table to discuss the rescinding or reconsideration of holding
everything for four nonths.

MR. HANNAH:  But what actually happened there,
M. Littlejohn, is that we never really got it tabled; we just had
sone di scussion and there was a notion to recess, and so now we have
reconvened.
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If we would like to take up that topic as a del egation
we nay certainly do so, or we nmay nove through the business of day
and then return to that topic. The Chair has -- will nake no
recommendation to the group. It is sinmply the will of the del egates
as to what we would do first.

MS. MASTERS: Point of clarification

MR, HANNAH:  Yes, mm'am

MS. MASTERS: | believe it's still on the floor

MR. HANNAH:  The Chair thanks the kind |ady from
California for maki ng that announcenent. And once again, the
pl easure of the delegates will rule. What say you, folks?

MR. McCREARY: Ken McCreary from Black Gum
Since we're having a little bit of indecision onit, let's table
that for right now, and we'll take it up this afternoon or as soon
as we finish this part here.

MR HANNAH:. There is a notion to table the
di scussion that we had | ast evening. Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. And hearing no
opposition, all those in favor, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

MR. HEMBREE: Renew my motion to bring fromthe
table Section 4, Article X

MR HANNAH: Is that correct, M. Keen?

MR KEEN, JR: Yes, sir.

MR. HANNAH. Al right. There is a notion to
bring fromthe table Section 4 of Article X. Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And hearing no opposition, al
those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH:  And the section is off of the
table. M. Keen, the younger, you are recognized.

MR. JOHN KEEN. John Keen, delegate. | want to



do sonet hing here, but before | do it, I want to apol ogize to M.
Silversnith and everybody el se who helped me with this. | don't --
it's what | wanted and what | believe is right, but | don't believe
it will work.

So in the interest of everybody, not just this body, but
in the interest of giving a good recall section to our people, |
woul d make a notion to strike this |anguage and substitute with the
Conmi ssi on' s | anguage.

MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to strike and to
substitute the Conm ssion's |anguage; is that correct, sir?

MR JOHN KEEN:. Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. The floor is
open for debate.

MR. DOMNI NG Just a request. Could we see the
original |anguage? W have been through this off and on so nuch, |
would really like to see the good | anguage.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair will adnoni sh, the good
del egate shoul d renmenber every word of these things at all tines.

MR. DOMNING \Well, | got confused yesterday
when you |l eft the room

MR. HANNAH:  Unfortunately, that happens when
the Chair |eaves the room too.

VWHEELER:  Poi nt of information.

HANNAH:  Poi nt of information, M. Weeler.
WHEELER: As this started out as Del egate
Keen's motion, could he not sinply withdraw it?
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MR. HANNAH.  \What say you, M. Keen?

MR JOHN KEEN. M. Chairnman, as | styled it the
Silversnith amendnent, | would have to ask his perm ssion to do
t hat .

MR. HANNAH:  You nmay do so.

MR JOHN KEEN: Then | woul d wi t hdraw.

MR. HANNAH:  Very well. The kind authors have
wi t hdrawn their proposal; therefore, the Conm ssion's |anguage will
be reinstated, and we will continue with debate on the section. And
the Chair will entertain del egates.

Kind | ady from Texas is naki ng her way.

M5. SCOTT: | was working with M. Keen's
version last night and | -- again, | cane -- after sleeping onit, |
realized that what we've done is create a way to never have a
recall. And | don't think that was our intent either.

So what | had kind of come up with was, let nme read it to
you and then let you figure out where it goes.

"A petition nust be signed by Cherokee citizens
registered to vote for the office in question. |In the case of a
nati onal election, signatures nmust total a nunber equaling or
exceedi ng ten percent of the total number of votes cast for the
office in the previous general election.



In the case of district elections, signatures nmust tota
a nunber equaling or exceeding twenty-five percent of the tota
nunmber of votes cast for that office."”

So that would be what | would nove, that we would
substitute ten percent for national elections and twenty-five
percent for district elections.

MR. HANNAH:  You've heard the amendrment. |Is
there a second?

MS. MASTERS: Second.

MR. HANNAH.  There is a second. The young | ady
wi || approach the scribe to enter the |language. The floor will be
open for debate upon its appearance on the screen

We have a proposal, folks, and there has been a second.
And the |anguage, if introduced, and we'll all be watching here:
"Cherokee citizens registered to vote for the office in question
In the case of national offices, signatures nmust total a nunber
equal i ng or exceeding ten percent of the total nunmber of votes cast
for that office in the previous general election. In the case of
district offices, signatures nust total a nunber equaling or
exceedi ng twenty-five percent of the total number of votes cast."

And in striking the | anguage, "actually having for the
office in question, the previous election, it nust total a nunber
equaling thirty-three percent of the total number of votes cast for
the office in question."

M. Keen, you are recognized.

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman.

Ral ph Keen, Jr., delegate. | rise in support of this
anendnent. | think it obviously addresses the situation of the
di fferent pool of voters we're dealing with in national election
versus district elections. That was sonething that was not
contenpl ated by the Commi ssion when we set out earlier

| do feel that the percentages need to be increased.
think ten percent on the national level is too low, | think
twenty-five percent on the district level is too | ow

And I et nme put out some numbers, and | got these nunbers
primarily fromM. Center and speaking with other Council nenbers.
In District 8 inthis |last election they had a total of seven
hundred votes cast. Now, twenty-five percent of that -- I'mnot a
mat henati ci an, but someone could help ne with that -- a hundred and
seventy-five. Thank you.

That's not very many signatures to force a recal
election. Let nme renind you -- and this is where the danger of this
entire section is -- we want the people to have the ability to
recall an elected official who is not performng his job. But we
al so keep in nmind that what happens if a Council seat is vacated

and, without taking tine to find it, I'Il just paraphrase what we've
al ready adopted. |In the case of a vacancy on the seat of the
Council, the person receiving the next highest anpbunt of votes takes

that office if they're able and willing to serve.
Now, contrast that to this recall provision. Do you see



a very high potential for abuse by the person who lost in the
election to turn around and attenpt to bring and nount an effort to
recall the person who won, the victor in the election?

That's what we need to try to bal ance out and keep in
mnd here. W need to keep it possible to have a recall vote, so we
need to raise these nunbers up where it is obtainable, but not to
the point that it can be abused for political purposes.

So that's nmy statenent at this tine. Thank you

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Keen. M. Mbore,
you are recogni zed

MR. MOORE: Steve Moore, delegate. | riseto
make a friendly amendment. | wish to strike the words "votes cast"
and replace with "registered voters." M logic is that if a person

seeking office is running unopposed, there are no votes cast; and
any percentage of zero would be zero.

MR. HANNAH:  You woul d be correct, sir. Even
the Chair will agree with that.

MR MOORE: So a referendumwith zero signatures

woul d be able to recall. And that would raise -- the percentages,
that would rai se the nunber of signatures required because you woul d
be drawing -- conparing against a |larger nunmber. It's a friendly

amendnent, sir.

MR HANNAH It's a friendly anendnent, and the
kind | ady from Texas.

M5. SCOIT: Yes.

MR. HANNAH: It's acceptable, so the |anguage,
strike "votes cast."

MS. SCOTT: W need to work a little bit with
the I anguage. It should be total nunber, | believe, of qualified
voters, rather than registered voters.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay.

Ms. SCOTT: Scribe, please change that to
"qualified voters" instead of "registered voters."

MR. HANNAH:  No, do not start us down that road.

M5. SCOIT: Okay.

MR HANNAH:  You will renenber the definitions;
they are very clear. To qualify, if you are a citizen of the
Nation, you are qualified to register and you have not registered.
So if you register, you are a citizen, and you have registered to
vot e.

MS. SCOIT: | think it should read -- | think we
can end that district, right where the cursor is. "Nunber of
regi stered voters in that district, for that office." Does that

make it clearer? They have to be registered in that district.

MR SMTH: The point is, registered voters, you
have registered voters for an office, and that's not the sentence
that works. Strike "for that office."

MS. SCOIT: Strike "for that office," and
think we've got it.

MR. HANNAH. Al right. Friendly anmendnents



have been added wi t hout objection by the second. Floor is open for
debate. M. Millon, you are recogni zed.
MR MJULLON: Before we are out of reach of

friendly anmendnents, | wonder if the word "general election" is
appropriate because the general election does occur every four
years. That's when you'll elect -- | nmean, that will be the -- |

woul d assune woul d be the Chiefs race. And do you want to do it
that way, or do you want to do it the previous election?

MS. SCOIT: | think for the national elections,
it needs to be "general election,” and in the district race it
shoul d be just "election."

MR. MULLON. Ckay.

M5. SCOIT: So that's ny intent.

MR MJULLON: W have to -- then that needs to be
translated up there sonehow. | agree with you; | think you have to
be di stingui shing between the two, but it's not doing that yet.

M5. SCOTT: Any help you can offer

MR MJULLON:  Well, | would just say "election."

M5. SCOTT: An election will get it.

MR. MJULLON: Just previous election. And that
woul d al ways, in the sane way --

MS. SCOTIT: Scribe, | think where we have "ten
percent of the total nunber of registered voters in the district"
doesn't belong in that section. It belongs under "twenty-five
percent of the total nunber of registered voters in that district."

Because the district counts, the twenty-five percent counts when
we're voting on district.

MR. HANNAH. M. Baker, what say you, sir?

MR BILL BAKER We're sitting here toying with
this thing, and we're conparing apples with oranges and really
changi ng the neanings and all, and just let nme go back to what Ral ph
was saying a mnute ago.

In a Council race, for exanple, where seven hundred
peopl e vote, it's conceivable that sonmebody could be elected with
three hundred and fifty-one votes. And then by this wording, a
hundred and seventy-five people could recall him

MR JACK BAKER It's the total nunber of
regi stered voters.

MR. BILL BAKER Okay. All right. So tota
nunber of registered voters. |'Il have to do sone nore math. |
apol ogi ze.

MR. HANNAH. Dr. Masters, you are recogni zed

M5. MASTERS: | would ask the delegation to
renmenmber the work that we did on this section yesterday where we
agreed on "votes cast," as opposed to "registered voters," and the
wi de di screpancy between those two figures.

And when we arrived at the nunber of votes cast, we felt
that it was giving the people a greater opportunity to enact this
right. Wen we dealt with the nunber of registered voters, we felt
that it was prohibitive for the people to act.



So | would really ask people to think carefully in
repl aci ng the |l anguage of "votes cast.” | think it's very inportant
for the people to retain "votes cast" as opposed to "registered
voters."

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, ma'am M. Millon, do
you need tine there, sir?

MR MJILLON. I'mjust -- | feel like, if | just
may make a conment, M. Chairnan

MR. HANNAH.  And you nay, sSir.

MR MJULLON: That in order to nmake a decision
about what is the appropriate percentage here, we really need to
have sone nunbers up here. Now, | agree that this is an
i mprovenent. | would agree with M. Baker that it would be a
nm stake to be able to recall sonebody with a hundred and
seventy-five signatures and that percentage is not high enough. But
this, | don't know what the answer to this is.

We need to have sonme kind of numbers. What are the tota
nunber of registered voters? And then naybe sone of the Counci
peopl e that are here can tal k about what are the nunbers of
regi stered voters in their district.

MR. BILL BAKER: | can speak to that, M. Chair.

MR. HEMBREE: On point of clarification, M.
Chai r man

MR HANNAH: M. Henbree.

MR. HEMBREE: The figures that | have was, in
the 1995 election, the registered voters were thirty thousand oh
four.

MR. HANNAH.  This would be correct. And you al
m ght recall yesterday that this handout was provi ded show ng the
regi stration departnent nenber popul ation by county -- and the
el ecti on anal ysis on page two --

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH: Ckay. Folks, settle down here for
just a noment. M. Millon, what say you, sir?

MR, MJULLON:  Well, 1've just been inforned that
I think naybe |I'm several |inks behind everybody el se here, but
obviously there are approximately thirty thousand regi stered voters.

Under this scenario we would be tal king about three thousand
signatures on a petition would be sufficient to trigger a recall of
the Chief and Deputy Chief.

The snallest, | understand from M. Baker, that the
smal | est district has approximately six thousand voters in it, or
regi stered voters. And under this scenario, that would require
fifteen hundred signatures.

I think that for the district level that fifteen hundred
is probably a pretty good nunber. |It's not easy to get fifteen
hundred signatures, and it shouldn't be in a recall. And | wanted
to talk about that for just a second.

But for the national offices, which | would favor that
they go ahead and spell out what offices we're tal king about,



because aren't Councilnmen really kind of |ike national offices?
We're tal ki ng about Principal Chief and Deputy Chief.

But three thousand signatures for that, | think, is not
enough. Wth thirty thousand registered voters out there, the
potential for a recall being triggered is really high at three
t housand si gnat ures.

The point that | would want to make is that | have worked
for tribal governnents while there is a recall election and petition
drives going on, and it is extrenmely disruptive. |If it's a serious
drive for petition of signatures, it does disrupt governnent.

The adnministration, if it's an attack on the
adm nistration, is pretty nuch paralyzed by it, and they end up sort
of focusing on that and quit focusing on the business of serving
their tribal menbers, in order to protect their office.

So | think it's real inportant that we think out the
correct bal ance here because you can paral yze your governnent with
petition drives if you have a low figure. There is plenty of, you
know, angry Cherokee citizens out there who are willing to take a
stab at it if the nunber is not sufficiently high

MR. HANNAH. M. Stopp, you are recogni zed.

MR. STOPP: Motion to split the question

MR. HANNAH.  And where do you propose to divide
this, sir?

MR STOPP: | would like to divide it between
recall referendum and A, right under "Cherokee citizens regi stered”.

And then in the case of districts, split it between "el ections" and
"in." | think we're getting confused to the two. W're junping
back and forth. These are totally different nunbers. W need to
| ook at one and then | ook at the other.

MR. HANNAH:  So your notion is to divide and,
for sinplicity, keep us all in the sane page here, we woul d debate,
first of all, the ten percent nunber and, secondly, the twenty-five
percent nunber; is that correct, sir?

MR. STOPP: That's right.

MR. HANNAH: There's a nmotion on the floor to
divide. |Is there a second?

DELEGATES: Second

MR. HANNAH:  Second. And hearing no opposition
all of those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no." The
question is divided. And we will debate on the first serial, which
woul d be the ten percent piece.

"A petition nust be signed by Cherokee citizens
registered to vote for the office in question. |In the case of
nati onal offices, signatures nust total a nunber equaling or
exceedi ng ten percent of the total nunber of registered voters in
t he previous general election.”

M. Smith, do you rise on this question, sir?

MR SMTH: Yes, sir. | think the ten percent



nunber is satisfactory. Three thousand people should be able to
have the right, and twelve thousand nenbers to vote to bring a
petition to recall.

| also recognize the chilling effect of frivol ous
petitions. One other mechanismwe can use is require a bond or a
fee by the petitioners, which would chill frivolous petitions.

Therefore, a section could be added within this section to the
effect, a bond nmay be required upon filing a fee as prescribed by
| aw, then the Council could determ ne the ampbunt and operation of
t hat bond.

And the purpose of the bond, it would go to defraying the
cost of doing the evaluation on recall petition. Not the actua
recall election, but the evaluation on recall petition

MR HANNAH: M. Baker

MR. BILL BAKER. As |I'mreading this, using the
| ast el ection, of twelve thousand people actually voting, and thirty
t housand regi stered voters, so three thousand people could effect a
recall election.

Now, if there was six thousand and one want it, then half
of the runner-up's supporters could call a recall election. And
guess the question is, do you want three thousand people to be able
to come in and call an election that is going to cost the Tribe a
hundred and ei ghty or sone odd thousand dollars? And that's only
hal f of what potentially could be the runner-up's supporters.

And then do we get in a situation where you just don't
like the results of an election, you just pitch until you w n?
just think it's a nuch too | ow nunber

MR. HANNAH. Ms. Masters, you are recogni zed.

M5. MASTERS: Friendly anmendnment suggestion to
Del egate Scott. | think -- | appreciate her bringing this to us. |
think it's nuch nore appropriate than what we had.

In the first sentence of your top section, you have
"office in question" and you have "case of district offices." |
woul d ask that you strike "in question" and just wite in "Principa
Chi ef and Deputy Principal Chief," so it would be really very clear
right there.

MS. SCOIT: Yes, | agree.

MR. HANNAH:  Very well. Wthout opposition by
t he second, the |anguage will be changed, and we are still on debate
on the first serial

M. Henbree, you are recogni zed.

MR HEMBREE: M. Chairman, would | be an in
order to offer an anendnent to the first serial?
MR. HANNAH.  Yes, sir, you would, sir.

MR. HEMBREE: | would offer to anend ten percent
and striking out and adding fifteen percent.
MR. HANNAH.  Very well. There is a notion on

the floor to strike ten percent and to substitute fifteen percent.
Is there a second?
DELEGATE: | second



MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate. Who would rise in opposition?

MR. GOURD: Call the question.

MR. HANNAH: The question is being called for.
Is there a second?

MR HEMBREE: Second.

MR. HANNAH.  There is a second. Hearing no
opposition, we are voting on to strike ten percent and to include
fifteen percent. Does everyone understand?

Al'l of those in favor, please signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye.

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No.

MR. HANNAH. Mdtion carries. Fifteen percent is
in place, and we are still in debate on the first serial.

MR MCREARY: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, M. MCreary.

MR. McCREARY: Ken McCreary fromBlack Gum Did
the kind | ady accept the "registered voters" as a friendly
amendment ?

MR HANNAH:  Yes, she did.

MR MCREARY: Then we still have "votes cast"
up there.

M5. SCOIT: Call the question.

MR SMTH | would like to be recognized.

MR. HANNAH.  |I'msorry, sir. M. Snith.

MR

. SMTH.  Wth that clarification, you're not
tal ki ng about three thousand voters anynore. Fifteen percent of the
regi stered voters, we have thirty-two thousand regi stered voters
now, and that woul d be around --

MR. HANNAH:  Forty-five hundred.

MR SMTH. That's nore than the Principal Chief
got in the last election. There's no logic to that. It takes nore
to recall himthan to put himin.

MR. HANNAH. M. MCreary, you are recognized.

MR MCREARY: | would like to take and nove
that we accept the first serial.

MR. HANNAH.  There's a nmotion to accept the
first serial.

MR. LAY: (Object.

MR. HANNAH.  And there is an objection. M.

Lay, sir, how do you rise on the objection?

MR. LAY: M. Chairman, Del egate Lay. What M.
Smith just pointed out, in fact, did happen. W have swi tched these
nunbers now and, people, we're going to call you on that when you do
that kind of stuff.

| suggest to the Chairman that, due to the nunber
switching, this vote should be declared invalid, and let's start
over, and let's don't call for this question as quickly as was done,
pl ease.



MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Lay.

Fol ks, let's just settle down here for just a nonent.
Now, the nmechanismof this roomis to accept debate, and when
noti ons are made and they are seconded, you are responsible for
payi ng attention. The Chair is not going to take the responsibility
of goi ng through and asking every delegate in the room do you know
what is going on. The Chair expects you to pay attention to the
activities that are taking place in these chanbers.

And we are not going to entertain the fact that, oh, gee,
| didn't understand that, after the vote has been taken and it
didn't go the way that perhaps one of us would Iike.

Now, if you do not believe that sufficient debate has
been had on an issue, the kind Chairnan will recognize, just as he
did M. Lay, and we'll cone back and take a | ook at these issues
because the Chair will see to it that every person understands
exactly where we are. But let's not do it on a retroactive basis,
okay?

Now, we are at debate on the first serial

M. Lay, is it your intent, sir, to, in fact, challenge

that previous vote or, | assune we would, in fact, accept notions --
so we can either go through the mechanics of attenpting to retro
that vote or we're still open for debate. And it would be in order

if soneone would like to make a notion for yet another nunber to
appear here.

MR GOURD: Point of clarification

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, Dr. Gourd.

MR. GOURD: M. Chairnan, what you just
descri bed was exactly the intent of the |last vote. The |ady had
accepted the friendly amendnent, and we were getting it up exactly
for debate, which is where we are now. The intent of the notions
and seconds was to get it open for discussion and nothing nore. So
it's a procedural, and your point to pay attention is right.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair is confused if Dr. Gourd
was agreeing with the Chair or not. The actuality, the Chair will
remind you that | believe it was M. Henbree -- where are you, M.
Henbr ee?

MS. SCOIT: Point to him

MR HANNAH: One nonent, na'am The Chair has
the floor. M. Henbree, | recall that you nade a notion to strike
ten, put in fifteen; it was seconded, and we were open, and there
was no debate. The question was called and we noved and we vot ed.

MR. HEMBREE: Correct.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. Take your seat, sir.
And so at this tine, |adies and gentlenen, unless, M.
Lay, you would like to challenge that vote and we'll go back through

procedural |y and unwi nd what has happened here, we will be at debate
on the first serial, and the Chair would accept notions or debate or
what ever.
And, Billie Masters, you are recognized
MS. MASTERS: Point of clarification. Wen the



vote was taken, | believe that we inadvertently noved sonething off
the screen. Behind "registered voters" was "votes cast"” and it was
struck through. W have not voted on that.

MR. HANNAH. That was a friendly anendnent and
it was accepted. And the Chair will once again adnonish folks to
pay attention to what is going on here, okay. | know there's been a
| ot of noving around this norning and a lot of talking, and the
Chair believes that to be very healthy because he recogni zes that
we, in fact, need to think through things with other del egates.

Do not, |adies and gentlenen, here on day nine, do not
require the Chair to put you all in your seats. GCkay? He will do
so if need be to gain the attention of the del egation

Now, kind lady from Texas; is that correct?

MS. SCOIT: Yes, sir. Can we have five mnutes?

MR HANNAH:  We will recess for five minutes,
and you all will conme back, and you will be in nuch better order
than you were before. Thank you.

(recess taken)
MR. HANNAH. M. Lay, you are recognized.

MR. LAY: Delegate Lay. | would like to make a
friendly amendnent. | believe it's to the lady, for a nunber change
from"fifteen" to "ten percent."

MR. HANNAH:  Ckay, just a nonment. |'mgoing to

object here for just a second. Now, we had a vote on this, and the
Chair is not going to let us, after we've voted on sonething, then
go to a friendly amendnent, because in essence it's not your call to
do so. Therefore, M. Lay, your correct procedure would be to
chal | enge the previous vote, which you do.

MR, LAY: Yes.

MR HANNAH:  And the Chair wants to ensure that
everybody is, in fact, very clear on what's going on, and we'l|
sinmply take this vote over again. Does anyone have any objection to
t hat ?

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH. This is a good thing. W'IlIl be in
our seats then, and we will take a voice vote. And if the Chair is
unabl e to determ ne the voice vote, then obviously we will do a show

of hands, or we'll all hold up our |left shoe or sonething. W'l
try sonething new here for a while.
Now, the notion that was before us was placed, | believe,

by M. Henbree, and it was to change the first nunber in the first
serial fromten percent to fifteen percent.
So, obviously, by voting "yes" we would strike "ten" and

insert "fifteen." It was appropriately seconded and we had debat e,
and we will nove to the vote if there is no objection. And hearing
none, all of those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR HANNAH:  And the teller will conduct a



count, and everyone will be in their seats. W're going to do al
sorts of things here. | tell you what, now, people, the Chair
appreci ates the del egates caucusing. He will rem nd you to not
caucus at the mcrophones. Al right? Just pull back to the side
there a little bit.

Ms. Coon, the official, the head Sergeant at Arns, told
me that she would, in fact -- what was it, Ms. Coon, that you were
going to do? Knock them out?

I think Ms. Coon approached the Chair and said, if they
don't stop meki ng noise at the mcrophones, |I'mgoing to knock them
out. So let's not put Ms. Coon, who's obviously an east Peavine and
a former -- by maiden name of Hummingbird, let's not put her in a
position of having to approach you on that.

Nurmber two, | know that these chanbers are cranped
sonetimes and there are those of you who wi sh to make your way to
the m crophone. And the Chair's intent is not to stym e any debate;
that has been the Chair's intent from day one.

And so, if you absolutely, positively need to be heard
here, the Chair needs his attention drawn to you. And if you're
trying to nmake your way through the rows or sonething of that
nature, if it doesn't get totally out of hand but sinply gain the
Chair's attention, we'll speak to that.

We're doing real well here, folks. The Chair is very
proud of the delegates. And so, with that, we are going to stop
this paper activity for a monent, Ms. Red Eagle. Thank you very

much. And you'll step back here in just a little bit.
And we'll remenber that what we're voting on is whether
to strike "ten" and insert "fifteen." |s everyone with ne? Al of

those in favor will stand. The teller will count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Thirty-four in favor.

MR. HANNAH.  Thirty-four. Please be seated; and
those in opposition, please stand. Teller will count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-four. Twenty-four opposed.

MR. HANNAH:  Thirty-four yes; twenty-four no;
notion carries; the |language is inserted, and we are open for debate
on the first serial. Wat would be the pleasure of the del egates?

MR. HEMBREE: Let's nove previous question on
the first serial

MR. HANNAH:  Very well. The question has been
called on the first serial. |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And hearing no opposition

MR SMTH. Point of clarification

MR. HANNAH: Carification, M. Snith.

MR SMTH. One time the word "national office"
was stricken and replaced with "Principal Chief and Deputy Chief."
But it appears again here in the second sentence. There's a problem
wi t h consi st ency.



MR. HANNAH. One nonent here. W're going to
get this clear and nmove on. Wiere is ny Texas Scott |ady?
MS. SCOTIT: Yes, that was what we decided on
earlier.
MR. HANNAH:  Your intent was for --

MS. SCOTT: "National offices," which was the
Princi pal Chief and Deputy Chief.

MR. HANNAH:  Your intent is for that |anguage;
is that correct, that is on the screen currently?

M5. SCOTT: | think what we can do now is open
-- | think those are redundant, but | think it can be worded --

MR HANNAH: W are here now, |adies and
gentlemen. W are here now.

M5. SCOIT: All right. So, "in the case of
t hese offices."

MR. HANNAH. Al right. W' ve had sone final
tinkering here at the nargin with the offer. Does anyone chal |l enge?

MR MJULLON: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, M. Millon.

MR. MJULLON: | think that that's not a good
change there to say, "these offices.” | think we should be precise
and just say, "in the cases of the Principal Chief and Deputy
Chief."
SCOTT: | bowto M. Millon.
HANNAH:  Thank you, ma'am
MOORE: Point of clarification.
HANNAH: M. Mbore.
. MOORE: W do have two nore national
of fices, Attorney General and Marshal.
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MR. HANNAH  Appoi nt ed.

MR. MOORE: | slept again.

M5. CRAWFORD: Point of clarification.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of clarification, fine |ady
from Nowat a.

M5. CRAWFORD: The first sentence where it says

"registered for the office of Principal Chief," don't we just nean
regi stered voters, and in the second sentence is where the Principal
Chi ef and Deputy Chief would cone in?

M5. SCOIT: Does she want to nake a friendly
amendnent ?

M5. CRAWFORD:  Yes.

MR. HANNAH:  And you're just going to accept
t hat ?

M5. SCOIT: Yes.

MR. HANNAH. Wt hout opposition fromthe second.
This is good work, people. W' re not voting on sonething until we
are prepared to vote on it. \Wiere is our author on this, folks?
We're starting to drag here now.

M5. SCOTT: "A petition nust be signed by
Cherokee citizens registered to vote. |In the case of Principal



Chi ef or Deputy Chief, signatures nust total a nunber equaling or
exceeding fifteen percent of the total nunber of registered voters
in the previous general election.” | think that's fine.

MR. HANNAH:  Anyt hi ng el se?

MR LITTLEJOHN: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, M.
Littlejohn.

MR, LITTLEJOHN: Does it really nmatter about the
previous general election? Don't we want a registered voter -- if |
regi ster right now, should | not be able to sign a petition to
renove someone?

M5. SCOIT: You can

MR. LITTLEJOHN: Fromthe nunbers, got you.

MR. HANNAH.  Are you clear, M. Littlejohn?

MR. LITTLEJOHN: Thank you, sir.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. Here is what we're about to
do. We're about to vote on the first serial. |f approved, it would
read:

"Cherokee citizens registered to vote. In the case of
Princi pal Chief or Deputy Chief, signatures nmust total a nunber
equal i ng or exceeding fifteen percent of the total nunber of
regi stered voters in the previous general election."

Al'l of those in favor, please signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion passes, and the

| anguage st ands.
And we now nove for debate on the second serial. The
Chair would entertain del egates who woul d wi sh to speak on this.
M. Millon, you are recogni zed.
MR MJULLON: M. Chairman, | would like to nove
to amend the | anguage in the second series to read, right after the

word "total" -- no, actually, right after that, nust total five
hundred -- no, excuse nme, after the -- after the word "total," the
greater of -- nust total the greater of -- go back, right there,
insert "the greater of five hundred or thirty-three and a third
percent." | would do the one slash three deal there.

MR SILVERSM TH: M. Chai rman.

MR. HANNAH. How do you rise, M. Silversmth?

MR. SILVERSM TH:  May | raise a point of
guestion?

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. SILVERSM TH: Had a hard tinme putting that
i nto words about whatever that is that is going up there. | can't
see because | have a handicap in ny glasses; they're not the right
prescription.

MR HANNAH: | understand. Yes, sir.

MR SILVERSM TH.  |'m having a hard tine reading
it, but yet there's people out there who have a nentality with a



vocabul ary that is not even equal to mne, and | can't understand
what he's sayi ng.

My point being, is he relating this so the peopl e out
there who don't understand | egal term nology and/or twi sted words in
a sentence? But he can't -- my question is, is he doing it so that
he can read it and the rest of us have got to guess what he neant?
I'"'mhaving a hard tinme seeing that, to know what he's saying.

MR. HANNAH. M. Silversnith, if you're having a
hard tine seeing the screen, feel free to cone down and sit closer

The Chair will see to it that it is, in fact, read so that we have
a clear statenent. And the Chair will indulge the kind nan in being
able to finish his amendnment, and then we'll |ook at it and nmake
sure that it's understandabl e by everybody, not only in this room
but, as we have been about throughout the entire convention, making
sure that is as understandabl e as possible to everyone, whether they
are in this roomor outside of this room

MR SILVERSM TH. Sitting on the front row
doesn't help with ne.

MR. HANNAH:  Doesn't help you, sir?

MR SILVERSM TH. |I'mnot trying to speak with
aninmosity; I'mtrying to establish understandi ng. Because she just
adjusted that. But | notice on the floor here there's no ranp here
for a nan who has a wheelchair. That's what |'m saying, sonetines
or another we're overl ooking the obvious.

So when |'msaying that | couldn't read that, and | thank
the Chair.

MR. HANNAH:  And the Chair thanks the kind man
of Salina-Kenwood. And you, sir, nmay continue with your notion.

MR MJLLON: And | want to add, if | could, that
it is not ny intent to be confusing anybody. [It's just what usually
happens.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Millon, | appreciate
t hat .

MR. MJULLON: Going on, thirty-three and a third
percent of, | guess you would strike out the words "a nunber
equal i ng or exceeding twenty-five percent," strike through that.

And | think that is my proposed anendnent, if we can step back and
see here.

MS. BERRY: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information.

M5. BERRY: Thirty-three point one third?

MR. MJLLON: No, it should be an anpersand
t here.

M5. HANNAH.  Kind |ady is thanked.

MR. MULLON: | would put, |ike, an anpersand or
sonething there. That's ny notion. "In the case of district

of fices, signatures nost total the greater of five hundred or
thirty-three and one third percent of the total nunber of registered
voters in that district in the previous election."

MR. HANNAH |Is that your notion, sir?



MR MJULLON: Yes, M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. Let's nmake sure that we see
it. The notion before us is, "In the case of district offices,
signatures must total the greater of five hundred or thirty-three
and one third percent of the total nunber of registered voters in
that district in the previous election."

Is that correct, sir? |Is there a second?

MR HEMBREE: Second.

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate. Gentlenen.

MR SM TH: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Snith.

MR. SM TH: Can anybody, including M. Center
tell us in the smallest district what the actual numbers are,
because this has got to be the worst case scenario for the harshness
of this proposal

MR HANNAH:. If M. Center can

MR CENTER It would be fifteen hundred.

MR. HANNAH: Fifteen hundred in the small est
district. And that nunber represents the nunber of registered
voters in the district in the previous election; is that correct,
sir, in the smallest district?

M. Hoskins, what say you there?

MR HOSKIN, JR: | rise in favor of this
amendnent .

MR SM TH: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:.  Point of information, M. Snith.

MR SM TH: How nany registered voters in the
smal | est district and how nmany voters actually voted in that
district in the last election?

MR HOSKIN, JR: M. Chairnman, to answer the
qguestion, fifteen hundred voters in the smallest district. Actua
votes cast was around seven hundred and fifty.

MR HANNAH: Let's all make sure we understand
what we're tal king about here. In the snmallest district in the
Cher okee Nation, registered voters equal fifteen hundred. And in
the last election, votes cast in that district were seven hundred
and fifty; is that correct, sir?

MR. HOSKIN, JR : That's my thinking.

MR, JACK BAKER. M. Chair.

MR. HANNAH:  And the kind nan from Chewey is
recogni zed

MR HOSKIN, JR: M. Chairman. | responded to
M. Smith's question.

MR. HANNAH.  And you had the floor. M. Baker
you will wait and talk as you are recogni zed. Please continue.

MR. HOSKIN, JR.: Thank you, M. Chairnan.
"1l be brief. | rise in favor of this nove because | believe we

need to set before the Council raises a floor. That's what this
sets; it sets a floor of five hundred signatures, bel ow which a



petition won't force a recall election.

And | think we need to make sure that we understand that
sone of these districts, if you don't have this floor, they could
trigger a recall election with very few votes. And | think we need
to be m ndful of these nunbers. Thank you, M. Chairnan.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Hoskin. Once again,
Jack Baker from Chewey.

MR. JACK BAKER: According to our end up
yesterday, in the WIIl Rogers district there were only four hundred
and seven votes, not seven fifty in the last election

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, Jack, and the Chair will
allow M. Center.

MR. CENTER: Point of clarification. That thing
| handed out yesterday, if you'll notice, please read the first
page. Registration departnent, nenbers by population. Folks, this
is not votes. Go to your second page, the other two pages. That
gives you the figures. Menbership in the county.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, M. Hoskin

MR. HOSKIN, JR : The district | was referring
to was the Craig Nowata district, not the WII| Rogers district.
There are around fifteen hundred regi stered voters. Votes cast in
the last election were around seven hundred.

MR HANNAH:  In which district, M. Hoskin?

MR HOSKIN, JR: That would be District 9.

MR ROBINSON: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, Good

doct or.

MR. ROBINSON: This last page, this is just
peopl e that voted at the precinct. It does not include absentee
voters. It's just the ones that actually go up there and vote. A
| ot of absentee voters live in the district. | usually vote in the

absent ee because |I'm never sure where |I'mgoing to be at.

MR. HANNAH.  Now the Chair is going to nake sure
that we're clear. M. Center, would it be correct that the good
doctor inforns that the nunbers that were just given for that one
particular district, which M. Hoskin was District 9, that there
were fifteen hundred registered voters in that district; is that
correct?

MR CENTER  That is correct.

MR. HANNAH.  And during the last election, seven
hundred i ndividuals wal ked into a precinct and vot ed.

MR CENTER  That is correct. Seven hundred and
fifty people voted.

MR. HANNAH.  Seven hundred and fifty people
voted, total, whether they would have done so physically or by
absent ee.

MR CENTER Wthin or without, whatever, in the
district.

MR HANNAH: So, total votes cast.

MR CENTER  Total votes cast, seven hundred and



fifty. Fifteen hundred voters in that district.
MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. W have that clear now.
Ki nd | ady from Tahl equah
M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairnan. D ane

Hamons. Wth all due respect to ny coll eague, M. Millon, | have
torise in opposition to this language. | think the floor is just
too hi gh.

If you have seven hundred and fifty people that vote for
an office, we shouldn't require five hundred of themto try to

recall the candidate. | like the previous |anguage better

MR. HANNAH. Ms. Scott.

M5. SCOTIT: | stand in support of the |anguage
submitted. | think twenty-five percent is a fair and equal nunber.

VWhat we're trying to do is bring back some recountability and
responsibility and power to the people, and this is how we do it.
And so if we set ceilings so high that, even though it
| ooks like we've given them sonething, but in reality we have just
created another barrier. Now, what we are about today, is creating
ways peopl e can have a voice in their government, and | believe
twenty-five percent is a fair voice
MR. HANNAH. M. Weeler, you are recogni zed.
MR. VWHEELER: George \Weel er, delegate. W're
focusing on the base; | think we need to focus on the top. One of
the problens that we need to renenber is, we've now created two
at-large districts that are going to be large and are going to get
| ar ger.
Thirty-three and a third percent of those two at-1large
del egates then will nake it inmpossible to recall those del egates if

we are not careful. | have no problemw th the base. W need to
| ook at the other side of the issue as well. Wat we're liable to
do is to set up two delegates to Council that are -- the threshold

is so high that we cannot recall them

MR. HANNAH. M. Poteete.

MR. POTEETE: | would like to call my good
friend, Diane Hamons, said the floor is too high at five hundred,
but we're talking about a third of whatever the floor is, a nunber
of people. And | subnmit to you that thirty-three and a third is not
too high, because what you don't want to create is a situation a |ot
of the smaller tribes have, and that's where a few fam lies can get
agitated, and they can have you back in the press and keep the
governnment in turnoil.

This figure is not too high. |If people are as wong as
the situations that we've seen here, that nunmber is not too high
and you can get that many signatures. That's not an onerous numnber.

| urge you to support this.

MR HANNAH: | believe the Good doctor is
recogni zed

MR. ROBI NSON: Ri ck Robi nson down at Tahl equah

I'"'mstanding in favor of this five hundred or thirty-three and a
third percent. One thing that we nmust renenber, this is based on



total nunmber of registered voters, not the ones that actually voted.

Once again, | wish everyone would vote. | really do. In
the case of the smallest district, actually the base of five
hundred, and one third -- thirty-three and a third percent is
actual ly the same nunber as five hundred peopl e.

| feel like if Council persons are doing that much of a
wrong, there needs to be enough people think that he or she is doing
wrong. And so | support this. Thank you

MR. HANNAH:  Starr-Scott.

M5. STARR-SCOTT: | rise in opposition to the
thirty-three and a third, and in favor of the twenty-five percent.
| think it's critically inportant that we not set this bar so high
that our people can't attain it.

And | put a lot of faith in the Cherokee people. You've
thrown out a lot of scenarios, if this one gets so nuch and this one
gets another, then they all get together and pool their votes.

Let's hope that's not going to happen. That's not the way we are.

And if you get elected and you're not doing your job, and
you thunb your nose at the |aw and you're not accountable, and you
say, to hell with John Q Public out there, I'min this office and
I'"mgoing to do what I'mgoing to do, then | want those people to
have a right to recall.

MR. HANNAH. M. Smith, you are recogni zed.

MR SMTH: | speak in opposition to the
proposal. |If you look at the nunbers in the worst case scenari o,
this officer was elected -- could be elected with three hundred and

fifty votes. So you're having fifty percent nore to recall himthan
to put himin. That shows how high this bar is.

And | agree, Ms. Scott, it's an inpedinment to the right,
not the creation of one.

MR. CLARKE: Call the question

MR POTEETE: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair will continue to
entertain debate, M. Carke. And as kind author of 18, thank you
very much, sir. Dr. Hook, you're recognized

MR. HOOK: | would also stand in opposition to
this language. M understandi ng of our original anendnent as
prepared by the Conmission, this would al nbost doubl e that because
they were calling for a nunmber based on the actual nunber of votes.

So this would dramatically increase that. And so | would also cal
t he questi on.

MR. HANNAH.  The question has been called. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: Hearing no opposition, we nove to
consi der the | anguage.

MR. DOMNI NG  Opposed

MR. HANNAH.  Opposed, and therefore, you al
want to go through a vote or do we just want to continue debate
her e?



MR. POTEETE: | want to nove that we drop the
greater than, the five hundred part.

MR HANNAH:  WAit a noment, M. Poteete. Wit
one nonent.

MR SMTH. M. Chair, could | offer, whoever
proposed the call, in lieu, that we limt debate on this to a
certain nunber of persons and certain amount of tine.

MR. HANNAH:  Carl, thank you for standi ng down.

And the Chair will declare that we will hear -- unless soneone
woul d wish to nove -- that the Chair will declare it will hear two
speakers for, two against, three minute linmtation. |s there any

opposi tion?

Then it so shall be. And how stand you, M. Poteete?

MR. POTEETE: | woul d urge the author, whoever
it is of this, to drop the greater of five hundred part and | eave it
at just thirty-three percent. W nmight have a possibility of
passi ng, sparing us the enbarrassnent that a | ower nunber woul d
surely give us over a long period of tine.

MR. HANNAH:  Anyone rise in support? Anyone
rise in opposition?

How ri se you on the issue, M. Millon?

MR. MJULLON: Can | speak ny mnd about the
amendment ?

MR. HANNAH.  The Chair has al ways al |l owed every
del egate to speak their mind, as if the Chair would, in fact, have
the ability to prevent them fromdoing so. Wy presunptuous on his
part. Speak away, sir.

MR. MJULLON: The | anguage that | noved here is
certainly not to defeat the right of the people to recall anybody.
It is designed to nake it a job to recall sonebody. It should be --
shoul d not be easy to recall.

The reason for that is that you just had an election, or
you have an officer who has been elected into office; the will of
t he peopl e have been spoken. Oten follow ng election, there wll
be great bitterness on the other side of the |loser; the other
candi date who lost, will be very bitter

And if you nake the threshold | ow enough, that person
will be able to nuster his horses who are still organi zed and very
angry that they lost, and get themto sign onto a petition

The recall election is a different election than an
el ection for a candidate. You don't have two candi dates running on
a recall election. You have only one question, and that is to pul
sonebody fromoffice. That is not the election that you just went
t hr ough.

The people who just lost the election -- and the person
who | ost the el ection and his supporters can upset the el ection by
-- with arecall election a lot easier than it is to get elected
because the people who are angry that they |lost the el ection, and
who are a political opponents of the person who won the el ection
are very likely to go to the polls and vote.



Wereas, the people who are satisfied with the results of
the election are less likely to go to the polls and vote agai nst the
recal | .

So | think we've got to be very careful and understand
the dynamics of a recall election and what that is all about. It is
not just another general election. |It's going to be an election
that will be designed to get the angry people who have lost to their
political opposition, who want to see sonebody driven fromoffice
and have them pulled out. Wereas, in fact, the mgjority of people
who had voted in the election would -- you may pull sonebody out of
office with a far smaller vote than the people who got into office.

So that is the purpose of this. The five hundred, it was
suggested, it was a nunber that we discussed. |'m not that
concerned about the nunber five hundred. But | do feel |ike we have
to remenber that a recall election is not just another genera
el ecti on where you get a second shot at it.

A recall election could nean, you can get sonebody
recal | ed where only maybe ten percent of the people who were
i nvolved in the regular election go to the polls. And those are
likely to be the people who want to see himout of office.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. M. Downing, do
you rise in opposition?

MR DOMING | rise in opposition to this
anendnent, and | would like to say that | agree with everything M.
Mullon said this last tine. And it seens to ne that what we are
doi ng, we have two issues before us. One issue is what the
percentage of voters should be. And it is ny belief that
thirty-three and a third percent is too high, and that twenty-five
percent is about right. And that is a legitinmte di sagreenment for
all of us to entertain.

The other is the idea of establishing a mninmal |evel, as
the five hundred does here. And philosophically, | agree with that,
that that would be a very good idea. Again, the five hundred is too
hi gh for sone counties. And in nost of the counties, however, the
twenty-five or thirty-three and a third percent would be higher than
the twenty -- than the five hundred.

So as it stands, | would oppose it.

MR. HANNAH. The Chair will entertain a speaker
rising in support. Hearing none, the debate is closed.

And before us, ladies and gentlenen, is the |anguage. |If
you vote in favor, obviously this language will be inserted into the
serial for consideration of this section. And it would read:

"In the case of district offices, signatures must tota
the greater of five hundred or thirty-three and one third percent of
the total nunmber of registered voters in that district in the
previous el ection."

Al'l of those in favor, please signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye
MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."
THE DELEGATES: No



MR. HANNAH.  And the teller will prepare for a
standing count. Delegates will be in their seats.

MR CLARKE: Roll call

MR. HEMBREE: No, no, standing.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair hears the roll call, wll
see hands of five individuals. One, two, three -- does not carry.
WIIl nove for the standing vote.

Al of those in favor will stand, and the teller wll

count .

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-siX.

MR. HANNAH. Be seated. Those opposed, please
st and.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Thirty-one.

MR. HANNAH.  Twenty-six for; thirty-one against;
noti on does not carry; |anguage is not added, and the fl oor is open
for debate

M. Keen, you are recognized.

MR KEEN, JR: Before the scribe deletes that
| anguage, | would Iike to propose an anmendment with this identica
| anguage, but reducing the percentage to twenty-five percent.

MR HANNAH: There's a notion to strike
thirty-three and a third percent, and to include twenty-five. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate

DELEGATE: Call for a second

MR. HANNAH. Question has been called for a

second.

M5. SCOTT: (pposed.

MR. HANNAH.  One nonent.

MS. SCOIT: | think we need to understand that
we're still voting for a mininumof five hundred. Am|
understandi ng that correctly? W still have the floor at five

hundred, so dropping the percentage didn't really nake a big
difference in that floor; is that correct?
MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, clarification

MR KEEN, JR. : That woul d be correct.
Absol ute m ni mum nunber would still be five hundred. The greater of
those two figures, whichever is greater

M5. SCOTT: So we're really not -- we just

changed half of it, but not the other half. You changed half of the
equati on, but we haven't changed the nmeaning of this nmotion; is that
correct?

MR KEEN, JR.: That is correct, and the reason
| reduced the percentage was in consideration of the at-1large
districts that have a nuch |arger pool of registered voters. So it
woul d hel p to balance this thing out sone nore.



MR. HANNAH.  \Were are we, people? | thought I
heard sonmeone call for the question

MR RIDER Calling for the second.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  And with no opposition, we wll
nove to consider the | anguage, striking thirty-three and a third
percent, and inserting twenty-five; is that correct, M. Keen?

MR. KEEN, JR : Actually, M. Chairman, | just
renewed the previous notion, the previous |anguage. | adopted the
previ ous | anguage; | changed the percentage.

MR HANNAH: So, therefore, the motion is -- or
consi deration that we have is: "In the case of district offices,
signatures nmust total the greater of five hundred or twenty-five
percent"; is that correct, sir?

MR KEEN, JR: Yes, sir.

MR. HANNAH:  Those in favor, please signify by
sayi ng "aye".

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR HANNAH:  And the teller will conduct a
standing vote. And the delegates will be in their seats. And al
of those in favor -- does everyone understand what we're voting on?

Al'l of those in favor, please stand. The count will be taken

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Thirty-four.

MR. HANNAH.  Thirty-four. Please be seated.
Those opposed, pl ease stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-one.

MR. HANNAH.  Thirty-four for; twenty-one
against. Modttion carries; |language stands. Dr. Gourd

MR. GOURD: Just a quick note. The list of
nanes and addresses of del egates and alternate del egates have been
handed only to del egates who are here. The intent, as far as |I'm
concerned, is that is the possession of these del egates only.

I've been asked to give other copies outside; |'ve been
called by the nedia. | have refused. W have submitted the nanes,
but no addresses. Now, if that |ist of names and addresses gets out
by any other delegate, | will not be held personally responsible for

them receiving any sort of comrunication or mail
I've provided that at the request of the del egates, and

fully expect that, in ny interest, | do not want nmy nane and address
given out to other people for any other purpose. Thank you

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, Dr. Gourd. Yes, Dr.
Hook.

MR HOOK: In relation to Dr. Gourd's conments,
| notice nmy name is misspelled on there. | would Iike for people to
verify addresses and nanes, as well as informus of those who are.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you are recognized.



MR. MJULLON: | wanted to point out that the
wrong address does appear below my nane. | don't know whet her we
want to nake those corrections. Could we stand and | et everybody
mark through it or what?

MR GOURD: Get a note to nme and I'Il redo it.

MR. MULLON. Thank you, M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH.  \What say you, M. Henbree?

MR. HEMBREE: | woul d nove previous question on
t he section.

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been called, and
it's been seconded. We're going to get all of this together here.

M5. HAMMONS: Point of clarification. Second
serial or the entire section?

MR. HANNAH: The notion was for the entire
section. | didn't clarify to everyone that the kind gentlenan from
Greasy, his notion was to undivide, to bring all of these serials
back together and to consider the section; is that correct, sir?

MR. HEMBREE: That is ny intent, M. Chairnan.

MR SM TH: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Snith.

MR SMTH:. There is inconsistency between
paragraph one and two. In the first paragraph it says fifteen
percent in the previous general election.

MR. HANNAH:  Fifteen percent of the total nunber
of registered voters in the previous general election.

MR SMTH: Then you conme down, twenty-five
percent of the total nunber of registered voters in that district in
the previous election. Shouldn't that be consistent, general
el ection in each instance?

Of-termelections is still a general election. And what
you have is a possibility for runoff within a district.

MS. LI NNENKCHL: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information.

MS. LINNENKCHL: Did not M. Center indicate
yesterday that every two years woul d be considered a general
el ection?

MR. HANNAH  \What say you, M. Center?

MR CENTER  That is correct. W don't have --

MR. HANNAH: Good doctor, what say you?

MR. ROBI NSON: Just a suggestion. |'mtrying to
find it. It just says "general election." Maybe to clear it up we
could say the previous nationwi de el ection or sonething to that
ef fect.

MR CENTER  "General" is fine.

MR, ROBI NSON:  Ckay.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay.

MR MJLLON: | nmove to anend it to include the
word "general" right there.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you very much, sir.



MR. HEMBREE: Consent.

MR. HANNAH.  Consent. Thank you. Any
objections? Al right, ladies and gentlenen, we're about to
consider this section, so let's all focus here. |If adopted, the
section woul d read:

"Separate fromthe Council's renoval powers, the people
of the Cherokee Nation reserve unto thensel ves the excl usive power
to recall any elected official through petition and recal
referendum A petition nust be signed by Cherokee citizens
registered to vote

In the case of Principal Chief or Deputy Chief,
signatures must total a nunber equaling or exceeding fifteen percent
of the total nunbers of registered voters in the previous genera
election. In the case of district offices, signatures nmust tota
the greater of five hundred or twenty-five percent of the total
nunber of registered voters in that district in the previous genera
el ection.

The signed petition shall be presented to the Council and
filed with the Secretary of State for verification within thirty
days. Upon verification of the requisite nunber of signatures, the
Secretary of State shall clarify the petition as valid and notify
the Council. Upon notification of a valid certified petition, the
Council shall inmmediately call for and approve a special recal
election for the office in question within sixty days.

The special recall election shall be linmted in scope to
the voting popul ous for the elected office in question. Votes cast
shal | be tabulated and the results certified in the sane manner as
in the general election. A ngjority vote to affirmthe official
shall retain the official in office. A majority vote to recal
shal | inmediately renove the official fromoffice.

In the event of a tie vote, the Council shall call a
special neeting to conduct a tie-breaking vote. Elected offices
vacat ed under this section shall be filled as otherw se provided in
this Constitution."

Al'l of those in favor, please signify --

MR STOPP: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Stopp

MR STOPP: | don't know how to do this. Back
up in the section, | guess | mssed it sonewhere, was the Secretary
of State. This is a question to you, that | would have liked to
have struck that and put the Election Conm ssion versus Secretary of
State because that's an appointed position under the Chief. | don't
know how to do this procedurally; that's what |'masking. | have
mssed it, so | don't know howto do it procedurally.

MR. HEMBREE: On order. You were right about to
take a vote

MR. HANNAH.  Yes, sir. Be seated, M. Stopp
Al'l of those in favor, please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH:  And those opposed said "no."



THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the "ayes" have it, and the
section is approved.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH. M. Cornsilk, good norning, sir.

MR, CORNSILK: | would ask for the record that |
just arrived and that | abstain.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. M. Cornsilk just
arrived and he abst ai ned.

M. Keen.

MR KEEN, JR: Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH:  Where woul d we be at this tinme?

MR STOPP: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information.

MR. STOPP: To reconsider what | was asking the
Chair, how would I do that? What is the procedure in doing that?

DELEGATE: Mbtion for reconsideration.

MR STOPP: Mbdtion to reconsider.

MR. HANNAH:  You woul d nove to reconsider. It
woul d require -- you would have to explain to the Chair exactly what
you would like to reconsider, and it would require a two-thirds vote
of this body.

MR STOPP: | would like to nake a nmotion to
reconsi der the statenent of "Secretary of State," striking that and
putting "Election Commssion" inits place throughout the article or
section.

MR SM TH: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:.  Point of information, M. Snith.

MR SMTH: |If he would explain his proposition,
pl ease, why.

MR. STOPP: Wien | ook at this, we're | ooking
for an i ndependent body out there, because we nmay be | ooking at a
Deputy or Principal Chief. When you ook at the Secretary of State,
that is a cabinet level, which is a counsel and advisor to the
Chi ef.

When you | ook at the El ection Conmission, it is a body
that stands away fromthe politics and the governnent and is
i ndependent. And if they are going to verify the requisition nunber
of signatures, the only people that can verify that is actually the
El ecti on Conmi ssi on.

It keeps it out of the house and noves it back to the
peopl e who would normally verify it. And | neant to do this, and |
apol ogi ze to the del egation, before we got through it, and |I did not
catch it.

MR. HANNAH.  Quite all right, M. Stopp. |Is
t here second?

DELEGATE: Second.

MR HANNAH:. There is a second.

MR. ROBINSON: | was calling for acclanation.

MR HANNAH: Chair will take the vote. W have



a notion on the floor to reconsider the section that was previously
approved. It has been seconded.

MR. KEEN, JR : Point of inquiry.

MR. HANNAH:.  Chair recogni zes M. Keen for point
of information.

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. |
appreciate the fine delegate bringing this point to our attention.
When the Conmission drafted this | anguage, we did not contenplate
creating an El ection Comm ssion through the Constitution.

Therefore, we fell back on the next nost applicable office, which
woul d have been Secretary of State, which is created by the
Constitution.

So now t hat we've nmade that, mandated that body be
created, | think it would be nore appropriate, and | would be in
favor of this amendnent.

MR HANNAH: Mdtion is before us to reconsider.

Those in favor, please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye.

MR. HANNAH:  And those opposed said "no." And
the Chair declares that we are open for consideration on this
section.

What say you, M. Stopp?

MR. STOPP: Friendly anendnent.

MR. HANNAH.  Friendly amendment. Therefore, we
woul d change this from"Secretary of State" to "Election
Conmi ssi on. "

MR. STOPP: And, M. Chairnan, anyplace that its
reads.

MR. HANNAH.  And anypl ace else. Very well. So,
"Upon verification of the requisite nunber of signatures the
El ecti on Conmi ssion shall certify."

And al so, "The signed petition shall be presented to the
Council and filed with the El ection Conmmi ssion."

I's there any opposition? M. Cornsilk, what say you,
sir?

MR CORNSILK: | think that we need to have
sonet hing circul ar going on between the branches of governnment here.
And, of course, any petition is going to be reviewed by the
Tri bunal or the Supreme Court if it gets challenged, so that wll
bring themin.

And you have the Council involved here. | do think we
need the Principal Chief involved in sone way, and | woul d suggest a
friendly amendnent to say that this record will be filed with the
Secretary/ Treasurer, as well as validated by the Election
Commi ssi on.

MR HANNAH: So, filed with the El ection
Conmi ssion and the Secretary of State.

MR. CORNSILK: |'m not suggesting that the
Princi pal Chief have any power to validate.

MR. HANNAH.  Sinmply that it is filed, correct,



sir?

MR. CORNSILK: Sinply that it is filed.

MR. HANNAH. So that takes care of filing. The
other part is the verification. And M. Cornsilk raises that as a
friendly anmendnent. Does this body wish to contest? Dr. Gourd.

MR GOURD: | think M. Cornsilk's intent is to
file it with the Secretary of State and then verify it through the
El ection Conmission. It just seems that they should be reversed.

The Secretary of State should cone first to file it there, and then
verify it by the Election Conm ssion.

MR CORNSILK: That's true.

MR. HANNAH. Here we are, tinkering with this.
Anyone wi sh to object? Filed with the Secretary of State and
verified by the El ection Conmi ssion.

So now it reads: "And filed with the Secretary of State
and verified by the Election Commission within thirty days."

MR SMTH: The problemw th that |anguage,
there's no nandate the Secretary of Interior has to forward it to
the Election Conmmission. He can sit onit. |If you're going to get
that tight with the | anguage, it needs to be broader.

MR MJULLON: M. Chairnman.

MR HANNAH: M. Ml on.

MR MJULLON: | discussed this with M. Cornsilk,
and | think that there does need to be a process in very few words,
include a process so that it doesn't get arrested in the Secretary's
of fice and not sent over to the El ection Conmi ssion.

You mght follow, if | could suggest sonme |anguage, right

after "Secretary of State," "who shall deliver the petition to the
El ection Conmission within" -- it's just a matter of opinion here,
but you could say within ten days, five days, for verification.

"For verification" would go after "within five days." And | want to

be clear, "within thirty days after delivery of sane."

MR. HANNAH: Before we accept this |anguage, |
see a kind del egate, and how do you rise in this issue.

M5. CHAPMAN-PLUMB: | rise in opposition. The
Principal Chief wields a tremendous anount of power under this
Constitution. Wy does he need to be involved in a recall? Let's
et himread about it in the newspaper and then wield his power as
he can after he knows what is going on.

MR. HANNAH:  Anyone el se wi sh to speak, because
now what we have is, we've gone beyond the real mof friendly
anendnents. The Chair would take that the kind | ady woul d take
opposition to this |anguage, and we will have to have a notion,
we'll have a second, we'll have debate, and we'll have a vote. M.
Pot eet e.

MR. POTEETE: | want to speak against it. |
think we had it right the first tine.

MR. HANNAH. Wiy don't we take a seat then and
let's get back to our procedure, okay? So, therefore, M. Millon,
is it your intent that this | anguage be your anendnent? That, "The



Secretary of State, who shall deliver the petition to the Election
Conmmission within five days for verification, within thirty days
after delivery of sane.”

MR. MJULLON: It was just pointed out to ne that
the I anguage -- well, to clarify the point for M. Cornsilk, | think
that he had wanted there to be a place where sonmeone in the
adm nistration is keeping track of the petitions. He has had maybe
sone difficult experience with that in the past.

I think that although he's an appointed official, the
Constitution would mandate that this official do a certain thing,
notw t hst andi ng what the Principal Chief may be telling himnot to
do this, and he would be basically telling his own Secretary to
violate the Constitution, which, as we all know, would be grounds
for renoval probably of both of them

But it was pointed out there nay be sone problenmatic
| anguage in there by having it worded "for verification." Could
this be interpreted to nmandate that the Conmm ssion has got to verify
it rather than not verify it? |If | could have just a noment to
speak with --

MR. HANNAH.  You nmay. M. Keen, do you have
sonething to add to this, sir?

MR KEEN, JR.: No, sir, I'll caucus.

MR. HANNAH.  And what about you, kind sir?

MR DOWMNING It seens to nme that we could
acconpl i sh what | hear going on both sides, that we want to have the
Secretary of State have this to file to maintain records. W want
t he Conmi ssion to nake the deci sions.

If we change the order of the Conmi ssion and the
Secretary and sone | anguage after the Commi ssion, who shall deliver
to the Secretary of State -- I'mnot sure of the |anguage, but the
concept there is, you could change it.

MR. HANNAH  Your concept -- and these kind
gentlenmen in the back will hear this idea, your concept that to
reverse the notification process, going first of the Election
Conmi ssion and then secondly to the Secretary of State.

If you gentlenen will continue to caucus with that
t hought now bei ng added in.

M. CornsilKk.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairnman, if | mght offer to
the body. M reasoning in trying to find some process in which a
petitionis filed, we filed a petition with the Secretary/ Treasurer
as directed by the 1975 Constitution, and it |angui shed on her desk
for nmonths. There was no clear channel through which verification
woul d take place, and eventually she just sinply made a decision on
her own that it was invalid.

So I'mtrying to acconplish sone way that this thing wll
be constitutionally channeled to the El ecti on Comm ssion

MR. HANNAH.  Very well, M. Cornsilk. Thank
you.

M. Stopp, what say you, sir? You have hel ped us to get



to this point.

MR. STOPP: | apol ogi ze.

MR. HANNAH.  No apol ogi zes taken, sir, or
needed, | should say.

MR STOPP: Just a mention of concern when we
|l ook at this, is the one that we hope we would never get into a
situation where we have to recall one of our elected officials.
However, if we do have to get to that point and nake that decision
as a Nation, | think it needs to be as expedi ent as possi bl e.

When you | ook at this right now, you've got ninety-five
days fromthe time that you put the petitionin, to the tine that
you actually call for a vote

I do not know if that is appropriate or unappropriate,
but | do know that's alnost a full fiscal quarter in one year and
that person is in office being challenged of their ability.

I would recommend, not in a notion form but as a coment
here, that we renpve the verification period down to ten working
days, which is two weeks. That puts a trenendous burden on the
El ecti on Commission, | understand, but in such a serious nature that
we can be in and out of this quickly. And that we would call for an
election within thirty days.

That cuts it down tremendously. And please understand as
wel |, those are very short tine periods to notify the genera
popul ati on. However, if you're out gathering nanes on a petition
it may take you a nonth, two nonths or three nonths. And |'m sure,
as we've learned this week, the things that we do at eight o'clock
at night are reported the next norning.

So people in this Nation will know very quickly that
there is an election coming up for their highest |evel

But | think | guess | look at it, ninety-five days in
this business, it changes conpletely. And if we are at that point,
that concern with one of our |eaders in one of our highest offices,
do we want to give themthat much nore tine?

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, M. Stopp. Good nman
from G easy.

MR. HEMBREE: In all due respect to ny friend
Del egate Stopp's comments, there is a difference between expedi ency
and inpossibility. If you're going to be given an El ection
Conmi ssi on, any body of people of that size, a nmandate to verify
possi bly five thousand signatures within ten working days, that will
be an inpossibility.

| mean, it's fine to be expedient, and that's a good
goal, but don't put unrealistic pressures on a body to verify
sonet hi ng because it won't get done. | nmean, you would want it to
be done within a day, but it can't.

And | would say ten days is just as unrealistic as one.
| think thirty days is going to press the limt of these people, but
| think that thirty days is good. | think they should have to work
hard on it. But ten days, | would believe -- | would perceive that
as an inpossibility.



MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, the younger

MR. JOHN KEEN. We're debating on the | anguage
that's in bold right now?

MR. HANNAH.  That's correct, sir, "the Secretary
of State, who shall deliver the petition to the El ecti on Conm ssion
within five days for verification within thirty days after delivery

of sanme," is what we are debating on

MR. JOHN KEEN. Well, | think we had it right
the first time with just presenting it to the -- "signed petition
shal | be presented to the Council and filed with the El ection
Conmmi ssion." That our Election Conmi ssion is our independent entity
that we have set up, and | think all of this is just unnecessary and
we're all talking about tine periods here. [It's just an unnecessary
burden on people. | think we had it right the first tine.

So | speak against this, and | would like to see it go
back to "filed with the Election Commission," and that's it.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. M. Keen, the
i ntermedi ate.

MR. KEEN, JR: | would raise a point of
personal privilege and call for perhaps a five-mnute recess so we
can work out sone | anguage and get this resol ved.

MR. HANNAH.  And the Chair would enjoy a
five-mnute recess, as well. And we are at recess, five mnutes.

(recess taken)

MR. HANNAH: We are called back fromrecess.
And we are still at debate over "the Secretary of State, who shal
deliver the petition to the Election Conm ssion within five days for
verification within thirty days after delivery of sane."

And we're going to take just a few seconds here.

MR MDANEL: M. Chairnman, could | have a
couple of mnutes, sir?

MR. HANNAH.  Yeah, Calvin, while we're waiting
here, what can we do for you?

MR. McDANIEL: Just a general conmmrent.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay.

MR. McDANIEL: | understand it's too late al ong
in this convention to bring up any new notions to be included in
this Constitution; is that right?

MR. HANNAH.  Well, if we're tal king about the
creation of new articles, | think that that m ght be correct, sir.
VWhat are you interested in tal ki ng about, Calvin?

MR. McDANIEL: Well, we've got these | awyers,
there is a clique of lawers here. Aclique. |'d like to see sone
-- if we have another convention in twenty years, | would like to
see sonething --

MR. HANNAH.  To prevent |awers from attendi ng?

I think I mght be able to entertain that.

MR. McDANI EL: Maybe have about two | awyers, two
or three or sonething like that.

MR. HANNAH: | tell you what, Calvin, just by



the fact of what you just spoke -- and let's all just renenber where
we are for a nonment. Calvin has raised an issue, and he neans
not hi ng personally offensive to any of those who are practicing
before the courts of this state or any other -- and, Calvin, you
have entered that |anguage into the official record.

That nmeans that that statement is there, and twenty years
from now when those who | ook through these proceedi ngs, they wll
see your words, and I'msure they'll take into strong consideration
who they select to be a part of the convention

MR. McDANIEL: Well, 1've been sitting back
there, and | take medication, | get drowsy, go to sleep. And every
time | wake up, there's a |l awer at one of these microphones.

MR. BILL BAKER. M. Chair, point of persona
privil ege.

MR HANNAH:  WAait a minute, wait a mnute. Just
a noment. M. Baker.

MR BILL BAKER | need to sit with himbecause
every tinme | go to sleep, one of themis talking.

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, Calvin, the good
del egate of Muskogee. In keeping in fine tradition, M. Millon, you
are recogni zed

MR. MJULLON: | have to say, | would not be able
to top that. That was pretty good. But my skin is thick enough to
take that. Lawyers get that all the tine.

But the Cherokee peopl e have al ways had very good
| awyers, and they have sonetinmes served themwell and sonetines not.

We don't want to comrent on who falls into what category.

MR. HANNAH  \What say you, sir?

MR. DOMNING | have sone | anguage that has been
di scussed between a clique of |awers and one or two non-Ilawers,
and | would like to suggest it to everyone here, |awers and
non-l awers. And it would read, the anendnent woul d begin right
after the word "shall be." Yes, after that. "Filed with the
El ection Commission to determine whether it should be verified,"
peri od.

The way it was worded before, an objection was made, that
you could read it to mandate verification even if it is not
verifiable. So they have to nake a determination

And going on after that, "said deternination shall be
made within thirty days after the filing of same," period.

And then going down to the next line -- or have you
al ready nade that change? You've added "El ecti on Comm ssion," and
you' ve added the very end of it, and "Secretary of State."

The very end of that sentence, after "notify the

Council," down below. Add the words, "and the Secretary of State,"
delete that period after "Council." | would elimnate the
punctuation after the word "Council." And delete the rest.

MR, CORNSI LK: Point of informtion.
MR. HANNAH: Point of information, M. CornsilKk.
MR. CORNSILK: Is our cliquish attorney



suggesting that we are allowing the Election Conm ssion to decide in
t he broadest possible interpretation of this |anguage, a pile of
papers with signatures in front of themis to be verified or not?
O are we directing themto verify each signature?

| just don't want to walk in an office and dunp this box
of signatures on their desk and then them say, "take them back."

MR MJULLON: | think the word "can be verified"
is a better word choice. Whether it can be verified, yeah

MS. MASTERS: Point of clarification

MR, HANNAH:  Yes, mm'am

M5. MASTERS: Right there where it said, "can be
verified," are we talking about is it verifiable there?

MR MJULLON:  Well, let me just say what the
poi nt of the language is, and then nmaybe there's better |anguage out
in the world. |'msure there is.

The point was nade that, as worded before, it |ooked |ike
t he Conmi ssion had no choice but to verify it. |If you put it on the
Conmi ssion's table, even though the signatures are patently void,
they are nandated to verify it. That contention was nade and that
woul d be one readi ng of that |anguage.

And | tried to come up with |anguage that showed that
they are supposed to nmake that choice. They are supposed to nake a
determ nati on rather than being forced to conme to a concl usion

MR HOOK: Point of clarification here.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, Dr. Hook.

MR. HOOK: Coul d you pl ease define for ne
exactly what "verified" entails?

MR HANNAH: M. Center, since there seens to be
no one answering this, | assunme that if a list of voters' nanes were
brought to your office, that by way of verification you would verify
that they are, in fact, citizens and registered to vote in the
Cher okee Nati on.

MR CENTER  That is correct.

MR. HANNAH:  Does that help you, Dr. Hook?

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman.

MR HANNAH: M. Millon

MR. MULLON:. M. Keen, in a monent of lucidity,
came up with sone better words. He suggested that they change the
| anguage to determ ne whether it can be verified, would be to
det ermi ne whether the signatures are valid.

MR HANNAH: W have a notion before us for
stri ke and substitution.

MR. JACK BAKER: Del egate Jack Baker

MR. HANNAH  Just a nonment, gentlenen. The
Chair sees you, and we're going to get to you, | assure you. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. The floor is
open for debate. M. Stopp, you are recognized.

MR, STOPP: Would the author accept a friendly



anendnent of ten days, excluding holidays and weekends?

MR. MJULLON: | guess that | would. [If ten
wor ki ng days is enough tine.

MR. CENTER: Ten working days to verify the
list?

MR. HANNAH: It says, deternination shall be
made within --

MR. MJULLON: If that's not physically possible,
what you're going to do is, you're going to have them rushing
t hr ough nanes.

MR STOPP: It's the same situation with thirty
days. W don't if it is or isn't.

MR. MJULLON: We tal ked about thirty days
al r eady.

MR. CENTER: Ten days, depending on the
signatures that's required fromthe different districts or whether
it's a general petition, the nunber would deternine that the tine
el ement, that with three enployees, with all the other business
that's going on, woul d deternine whether or not we could do it or
not. Thirty days is nore realistic.

MR. MULLON:. M. Chair, point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, gentlenen.
Let's do sonething novel here. Let's focus on an exanple. So
earlier, M. Center, please correct the Chair if this statenent is
incorrect, we |ooked at nunmbers earlier on an election of the
Principal Chief. Therefore, under the previously approved | anguage,
forty-five hundred signatures was the exanple that we used earlier
woul d be needed to be brought before your office.

And so | guess our question that M. Stopp raises for us
to consider is, would the Election Comr ssion be able to verify
forty-five hundred signatures, ten days, fifteen, thirty as it
stands now. Does that help to clarify?

MR STOPP: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH.  Point of information, M. Stopp

MR STOPP:. On that verification, are we talking
about a hundred percent, each name has to be verified, or are we
tal ki ng about pooling or sanpling, or how are we tal king about?
That agai n goes back to the forty-five hundred. How do we deternine
verification?

MR. HANNAH:  \Whet her these signatures are valid.

MR, STOPP: That's what |'m asking the El ection
Conmi ssion, how they will do that.

MR. CENTER: The signatures -- we have, at the
precincts, we have a precinct book. They signit. W're going by
regi stered voters, correct?

MR. STOPP: W could scroll up

MR CENTER  Then we coul d check their nane
agai nst the registration on the conputer. But yet this would take,
if it were between four thousand and five thousand, with the
conpli ment we have over there of enployees, it would take probably



one cal endar nonth or twenty working days.
MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Center. M. Baker
-- M. Stopp, do you yield the floor, sir?

MR STOPP: | don't know where we're at. |Is
this my notion and he's naking a friendly anmendnent ?
MR. HANNAH. | can help you. Wat we are doi ng

here is, we are | ooking at the | anguage that appears; a notion has
been nade; it's been seconded. W are at debate over the |anguage
that is underlined, "filed with the El ection Commi ssion to determni ne
whet her the signatures are valid. Said deternination shall be nade
within thirty days after filing of sane," and then the striking of
the follow ng | anguage. Are you clear, sir? Very well.

M. Baker?

MR. JACK BAKER: And the additional |anguage.

MR HANNAH: That's true. And the addition of
the, "and the Secretary of State." M. Baker of Chewey.

MR. STOPP: Point of order. Did you ask nme if |
was finished, would | yield?

MR. HANNAH.  No, sir. Basically, | wanted to

know if you're finished. W'Il nmake it sinple. Are you finished?
MR. STOPP: No. The only concern that | have on

this language -- and this is gernane to the bottomportion of it as

well -- is to assuring, again going back to assuring that we have an

accurate process of verification and an expedi ent process.

Two itens. One, if we get to this point in the Nation
where there is a recall for both parties, the people who would Iike
to have a recall executed and the people who are being accused, we
can't hold this process out nonths and nonths. |It's not fair to the
person bei ng accused, nor the Nation as a whole.

And | think when you start |ooking down through these
nunbers, you're in thirty, plus sixty, plus sone other verification
tinmes, we need to have an idea of tinme frame here of how long it
really will take if something cones through

My biggest fear is, if this individual is warranted to be
recal led, howlong is that person in office with power at that
point. |If that person is not, how quickly can we -- not expose, but
to alleviate this issue. That's my concern there, is |ooking at the
Nation in its operation and its novenent.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. M. Baker of
Chewey.

MR JACK BAKER | think, in addition to
det erm ni ng whet her signatures are valid, we have to deternmine if
there's a proper nunber of signatures. So | would |like to nake a
friendly notion that we say that they deterni ne whether the required
nunber of signatures are valid. They determine that the signatures
are valid, but nothing is said about determining the nunber of
si gnat ures.

MR MJULLON: The next sentence does, but | think
you can say both of those there within that sentence.

MR SM TH: Point of information.



MR HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Snith.

MR SMTH: "Upon verification of the requisite
nunber of signatures" does that.

MR. MJULLON: It's picked up in the next sentence
t here.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. | believe M. Littlejohn has
been standi ng.

MR LITTLEJCHN: Point of information.
believe that -- | don't believe the El ection Comm ssion is capable
of determ ning whether the signatures are valid. Whether ny
signature has been signed by me or sonmeone else is sonething | would
suggest i s above and beyond the capability of the Election Board to
det er mi ne.

And the only thing they should be certifying is whether
the requi site nunber of signatures are proper

MR HANNAH: M. Baker

MR. DONN BAKER: Donn Baker, del egate, Park
H1l. Point of clarification. The answer to M. Stopp's question
and hopefully M. Littlejohn's, generally speaking, on any election
dispute it's going to end up in court, and the court has those
special wits that we're tal ki ng about.

One side or the other is going to say that they didn't
verify themproperly and they'll contest it. And to answer your
qguestion, howlong is this going to take, | think the court wll
nove quickly, but there isn't any way in the world that we are going
to be able to say that within thirty days or forty-five days that
there's going to be this election because | think it's going to end
up in court, one way or the other, whether they were properly
verified or not.

MR. HANNAH. M. Downi ng.
MR. DOMNING Again, | stand at the m ke not

knowi ng which side | represent. It seens to ne that what we are
saying is that the Election Commission will certify the results of
the petition. |If we do that, it cuts out a |lot of verbiage, and we

need for themto do both, to tell us whether the petition has
sufficient signatures to call an election or whether it does not,
and "certify" will take care of both of those.
MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. M. Cornsilk.
MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, | once again --
Del egate Cornsilk -- | rise to offer sone insight fromny |ong
experience in working in, through, and around t he Cherokee Nation
And having worked with the registration office, | can
tell you that the process for verifying a signature on a petition is
quite lengthy. It requires that you be able to read the signature,
first, and that you know who you are |ooking for in the nenbership
list, and then you nust cross reference to the voter registration
and the tribal nenbership application
Because if |I'man astute petition carrier, I'mgoing to
sign for someone on six different pages, knowi ng that the tine that
it takes to verify the signature is so limted that you're not going



to catch it. And I'mgoing to get the nunber of signatures reduced
by at least half or nore.

And so the process for verifying is each signature. And
each signature nust be identified and be recogni zed as the sane
signature on the nenbership application

And so if we limt it to less than thirty days, we are
making it so extrenely tight, process-wi se for these people, as to
risk calling an election when we don't have the proper nunber of
si gnat ures.

And | would also offer to you that, fromthe other side,
if I aman elected official and I'mfighting for ny job, I want to
know that |I'mout there fighting for sonething that is valid, that
you're not just willy-nilly throwing ne into an el ectoral process,
and | have the tine to go out there and tell the el ectorate,
didn't do what they are accusing ne of, and canpaign, which is a
part of the political process, and justify yourself.

And so | don't think we need to be shrinking this tine.
We need to be increasing it a little bit, even though | realize
we're leaving themin office for a little bit |Ionger than we shoul d.

But the process needs to be fair to the person who's getting ready
to be booted out of office.

MR. HANNAH. M. Stopp

MR. STOPP: | don't disagree with the fairness
of it, but again we're talking pre and verification. So once it's
verified and the Council has approved an el ection, at that point,
the canpaign begins. This is all prior to that.

The question is, is the prior to this, sixty, ninety, a
hundred and twenty days before you get to this point, is the
gquestion | have. But | do think that, in fairness, they do need an
opportunity to go out and talk with the comunity.

MR. HANNAH  \What say you, M. Millon?

MR MJULLON: | guess | would just like to -- |
endorse M. Cornsilk's coments there. W don't want to create
constitutionally a situation that cannot be done, that cannot be
acconplished. And if we're tal king about a recall of the Chief,
there's going to be thousands of signatures that are going to have
to be verified. And if they're running up against the end of thirty
days, they're going to have only one thing to do, and that is to
rush through the list and assunme that a lot of themare valid and
cut short the tinme that they are exam ning the docunents.

But otherwise, if they cane out with a verification on
day thirty-one, sonmeone is going to challenge the validity of the
whol e thing. So as much as we might want to hurry the thing al ong
and get a recall election going, | think that we don't want to
create an inmpossible thing to where the El ectorate Comi ssion or
whoever it is that's reviewing the signatures, is forced to do a bad
j ob.

MR STOPP: Call for the question

MR. HANNAH.  The question is being called. |Is
there a second?



DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  Hearing no opposition, what we are
in consideration of is the inclusion of the | anguage on this section
whi ch woul d read, "filed with the El ection Conmi ssion to deternine
whet her the signatures are valid. Said deternination shall be nade
within thirty days after the filing of sane."

Striking of the |anguage, "presented to the Council and
filed with the Secretary of State who shall deliver the petition to
the Election Conmission within five days of verification, and within
thirty days after delivery of the sane, the El ection Comi ssion for

verification within thirty days." That section would be stricken
And the inclusion of the phrase, "and the Secretary of
State." |Is everyone clear on what we're doi ng?

Al'l those in favor please signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH:  The notion passes; |anguage is
amended.

M. Keen, you are recognized.

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. If
there are no other amendnents to this section, | would nove that
this section be approved in total

MR. HANNAH. Mbdtion to approve the section in
total. |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  There is a second. And how do you
rise, M. Stopp?

MR. STOPP: Point of information. Please go
down to the bottom paragraph, just to clarify sonething for ne.

Pl ease go down a little farther. Right there.

"Upon notification of a valid" -- keep going -- "shal
i mediately call for and approve a special recall election for the
office in question within sixty days."

Am | reading that right, that as soon as they verify it,
within sixty days there will be an election called for; is that
right?

MR. HANNAH.  "Upon notification of a valid
certified petition." So, in other words, and help the Chair to nake
it clear for this good nan, "upon notification of a valid certified
petition," which would be coming fromthat verification of lists
fromthe Election Commission; is that correct, M. Keen?

MR. KEEN, JR : Yes.

MR. HANNAH.  "The Council shall imediately cal
for and approve a special recall election for the office in question
within sixty days." Are you clarified, M. Stopp?

MR STOPP: kay. So, yeah

MR. HANNAH.  So, once it's verified, inmediately
the Council will call for the election, and their order will be to
the El ection Conmi ssion to conduct that election within sixty days.



Are you clear?

MR STOPP: Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH:  And we're all clear? And all of
those are clear on exactly what we're saying, right?

MR SILVERSM TH: M. Chai rman.

MR HANNAH: M. Silversnith.

MR SILVERSM TH. |I'mnot going to say I'm
afraid to ask this, because then |I'd be kind of |ooked at |ike
m ght be ignorant or sonething or | can't read as fast as everybody
el se, there's sonething wong with ne.

But | got to tell you, | can't read that thing again. |
can't read that because when you read, you read real fast, and
don't have tinme to process that. M brain, | was dropped on the
floor when | was born. Wien | look at that, | can't read it.

MR. HANNAH:  Chair understands. Chair was
dropped on his head, too, as a small child. And the delegates will
not take such joy in that exchange. The Chair's sister still to
this day is paying for that.

Section 4. Now, M. Silversnith, would you like for us
to read through this again at a pace where you can sort of grasp
t his?

MR SILVERSM TH:  No, | can see it
HANNAH:  And you're all right with it now?
SI LVERSM TH:  Yes, sir.

HANNAH. M. Keen, you are recognized.
KEEN, JR.: M. Chairnman, | nove that this
body approve Section 4 in its totality.

MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to approve
Section 4 in its totality. 1Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And hearing no opposition, al
those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: "Aye."

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion passes, and the
section is approved. And, M. Keen, what say you?

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. | now
nove that this body approve Article X, Renpbval From Ofice, inits
totality.

VR
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MR. HANNAH.  Mdtion to approve Article Xinits
totality. |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Wuld you al
like to hear Article X?

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH. Billie, do you have a question?

M5. MASTERS: Yes. Have we accepted Section 1
yet?

MR HANNAH: | believe we have. Yes, ma'am it



was approved. Any other questions? All of those in favor of
accepting the language in Article X, please signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion passes, and the
article is approved.

M. Keen.

MR KEEN, JR.: M. Chairman, at this tine we
have gone through and approved verbiage relating to every article of
this Constitution. | would turn it over to the pleasure of the
del egates as to how we shoul d proceed.

MR STOPP: Point of --

(appl ause)

MR. HANNAH. M. Stopp

MR. STOPP: Just a point of information, as
request fromthe Chair. Do we now have the opportunity to go back
and look at all the articles this afternoon and nmake anendnents, or
is that -- | guess |'mjust understanding the process here.

MR. HANNAH:  The process would be this, folks.
Let's all see where we are here. W have now noved through the
entire Constitution. W have now approved in seriatimall of the
sections and articles. And, of course, there have been a few
i nclusions along the way, creations, and it's all been approved at
this point.

Now, if there are notions to revisit -- to reconsider
certain sections or articles, then that will be entertained. But
the Chair will tell you that you will need to nove for
reconsideration. You'll need to tell us specifically the section
and the article that you wi sh to have reconsi dered, and the Chair
wi | I hear your rationale for doing so.

And the Chair will also instruct you that we will not, by
way of |ooking at one particular section, one particular article,
and if we were to vote on a two-thirds vote to reconsider and we
make it back to that section, that that is the only section that
we're going to visit at that point in tine.

Once action is taken, we will come back out of that
section. If you would wish to revisit again, then we will once
again put it before the body.

MR SMTH. M. Chair.

MR HANNAH: M. Snith.

MR SMTH: Point of information. Can you tel
me what the anticipated process is after we revisit and reconsi der
those particular sections? W're talking logistics. W have a
resolution in front of the Commission; it would be a four-nonth
public inspection period. W've had sone suggestion we cone back
after a period of tine and perhaps put a final cut or final review
of this before us. | would think that would help us trenendously in
reopeni ng and reconsi deri ng.

MR. HANNAH. If | may, there was considerable



debate | ast evening, sir, with regard to the notion that was passed
by this body earlier in the week. And this norning the group did
not elect to take that up again, but to finish our seriatimprocess.

If we were to nove through a series of reconsiderations
of various sections, or whatnot, ultimately it cones back to the
del egation. |If we are satisfied with the docunent, then it would be
appropriate for us to obviously adopt the docunent. |t depends
entirely upon what the decision of the delegation is.

The Chair could go on for hours with various iterations
of that process. But the Chair will rem nd us, we have technically

-- we have not deci ded what we're going to do.

M. Cornsilk -- excuse me, M. Poteete, you are
recogni zed.

MR POTEETE: Yes. | know we're all exhausted,
and | know that nobody is interested in debating agai n anything that
we have already thoroughly discussed, but | want to ask you to draw
close and listen to what | say. | think that none of us have really
t hought through, or very few of us, what we are about to do.

| call your attention to the section on the Executive,
which requires that the Chief be elected by a majority vote.

And then | call your attention to Article V on
Legislative. There is no such provision in that section, Council
menbers can be el ected, have been elected, are sitting in office
now, without -- on a mnority vote. They did not get a majority of
votes in their districts.

Now, if we choose to |eave things the way they are, and
if we look at this and say, we're going to | eave the conduct of
those el ections, we're going to | eave that to the |egislative body,
to the Council to correct itself, you are |eaving to people who have
been el ected under those rules, the task of changing them

In other words, if you leave it to the Council, ny
guesti on woul d be, what incentive does the Council have to change
this? That's what got themthere to start with.

MS. CHAPMAN- PLUMB: On order.

MR. HANNAH:  On order. One noment, sir.
Chapnan- pl unb.

M5. CHAPMAN- PLUMB: Are we debating a notion?

MR. HANNAH.  You will need to bring your
coments to a close, sir.

MR. POTEETE: So what | will nobve and urge you
to support is that we reopen Section 5 and consider arrangi ng that
Counci| people have to have a majority of votes in their district to
be el ect ed.

MR. CORNSI LK: M. Chairman, point of
i nformation.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information.

MR. CORNSI LK: Del egate Cornsilk. Just from ny
own capabilities to digest what we have done, | don't think that the
seriatimprocess has assisted ne in being able to look at this
Constitution that we are going to propose frompoint Ato point B



And if Troy would entertain a break for us to receive a copy from --

MR. HANNAH.  Copi es were handed out | ast
evening, sir.

MR. CORNSILK: Not from what we have done today.

MR. HANNAH:. | understand. You're talking about
a final, final copy. | just want to clarify that.

MR. CORNSILK: To where we've gotten today, and
then we can take a break for a couple of hours, sit down with it,
munch on it, and then conme back with our proposed amendnents. |
really think that we need to take the tinme to see the relationship
of one article to another, one section to another, and how this
whol e Constitution functions. And | can't do that in this seriatim
process. | apol ogize for that.

MR. HANNAH.  Quite all right, sir. Wat say
you, M. Poteete?

MR. POTEETE: If | could be allowed to bring
this notion when we cone back or as soon as we consi der what David
gets, | think that's a healthy process.

MR. HANNAH.  So you withdraw your notion?

MR POTEETE: | would withdraw it at this tine.
MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you are recognized.
MR MJULLON: | wanted to get it clear in nmy head

anyway of what this reconsideration process, how you are proposing
to elimnate it. Did | understand you correctly that when a person
decides that they want to go into a particular section, in sone
article, and have it reconsidered, that before they go in, they nust
identify exactly what |anguage they want to be or what provision
they want to be reconsidered, and that the reconsideration vote
would -- assuming that it gets the requisite two-thirds, once they
are inside the section, that you will be Iinited to dealing with the
matter that was identified prior to the notion?

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir. That would be the intent
of Chair. And we would identify that by section and by article and
then rationale for returning to reopen that particular section

And everyone woul d have an opportunity to see exactly
what it is we're going to talk about when we go back, and requiring
a two-thirds vote.

MR. MULLON. Thank you, M. Chairman.

MR SMTH. M. Chairnan.

MR. HANNAH. M. Snith.

MR SMTH:. | would nmake a notion that al
changes we have made so far be adopted as anendnents to the current
Constitution, as opposed -- and as -- let the record reflect M.
Keen's chuckle -- as opposed to adopting a new Constitution.

And there's a ot of consideration for that. | know we
started the seriatimprocess with the desire of the Conmi ssion that
we enact or propose a new Constitution, but there's a lot of policy
di fferences in taking the changes that we've cone up with and
proposi ng those anmendnents.

And | say it, and if | can just do ny rationale now, then



"1l sit down.

MR. HANNAH: Pl ease do so, sir.

MR SMTH:. None of us are el ected except sone
of the Councilnen. W are appointed del egates to the convention
We've had a Constitution for twenty years. And the thing that we
have al nost unifornmly agreed on is, the Cherokee people nust have a
voice. W nust be considered. Their thoughts and opini ons and
i deas shoul d be taken into consideration. They nmust have a choi ce.

And | think nost and overwhel mingly, the stuff that we
have agreed on and conme to a consensus with, will be enbraced by the
Cher okee people. But what is forenpst is to allow themto have the
choi ce.

And that is best served by proposing anendnents to the
exi sting Constitution through a red Iine and letting them check, as
suggested in our 1975 Constitution, that each proposition be
consi dered separately.

And | think the work of this Commission will be appl auded
by the Cherokee people if it's presented that way. |If not, we have
m ssed an opportunity for alnost a rebirth out of the discord that
we have had for the |ast year.

Qur people are quite suspicious of what goes on in
Tahl equah. They question what the notive is, why there's such an
urgency. And if we present to them one docunent with all these
changes, the question is, what is the hurry, and why are they so
anxi ous to change an old Constitution

But if they are given the opportunity, amendnent by
anendnent, | think the Cherokee people, by an overwhel ni ng vote,
woul d enbrace and approve those changes.

So there is a philosophical difference here between M.
Keen and nyself. W need to give the Cherokee people the option to
choose and pick every one of the options, that we not strike that.
W& need t he Cherokee people to accept or reject what we believe is
best. W nust yield to what they think is best.

The procedure to do that is amendnment, proposing these
changes as an anendnment to the current Constitution, as opposed to
gi ving them one docunent we have to accept in total or reject in
total.

Because what | fear is, any provisions -- you give them
one docunent that they nmust accept or reject, it will be rejected
because of points -- one or two points that they just don't agree

wi t h.

As opposed to, if we give it to themas anendnents to the
current Constitution, one provision will not defeat the work we have
put together in the last ten days. Thank you.

MR. HANNAH. M. Snmith, before you | eave the
m crophone, sir, M. Smith, the Chair would |ike to understand
exactly your notion.

MR SMTH M nmotion is to accept all changes
recomended in the seriatimprocess as anmendnents to the current
Constitution.



MR STOPP: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  One norment. Would the teller
provi de an anendnent sheet so the Chair may see the exact words of
t he good del egate? Because earlier he said "adopted," then he said

"accepted.” | want to nake sure | understand.
If you would, sir, wite your notion.
MR SMTH | wll.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. |s there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. And the floor
will be open for debate.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | have a point of order

MR HANNAH:  Point of order, M. Keen

MR. JOHN KEEN:. This is essentially the sane
notion M. Smith made last night, in different words. He nmde this
notion essentially at the end of |ast night; we debated it and voted
it down, in his |anguage of this being an extension of the 1839 and
1975 Constitution.

So | believe this is an effort on the sane grounds as
that, and | would ask the Chair to rule this a dilatory notion.

MR HANNAH:  The Chair will need to see the
witten notion. And, M. Keen, once again, the Chair wants to
under stand, your opposition is that you believe that the notion that
was just nmade was, in fact, a rewording of the discussion that was
hel d | ast evening, which the Chair understood, as -- and you j ust
said the 1839 Constitution.

So what the kind nan was arguing last night is that he
woul d want to see the supersession | anguage dropped to the side and,
in actuality, the '39 Constitution and '75 Constitution would be
used as an anendnent to this particular Constitution.

MR. JOHN KEEN. No, | believe what -- it was ny
under standi ng | ast night that these were just -- what we have done
here, this 1999 convention, would just be amendnents and extensions
of the 1839 and 1975, and | believe we debated that and voted that
down last night. So | believe this is just a reworded notion.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. One nonent.

(of f the record di scussion)

Ckay, | adies and gentlenmen. Thank you. We will be in
our seats.

M. Smith, your notion is, you nove to accept changes
proposed by seriatimprocess during this convention, to be proposed
as anendnents to the 1975 Constitution, to be voted on by the
people, article by article; is that correct, sir?

MR SMTH It is.

MR HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR HANNAH: There is a second. And the floor
is open for debate. M. Keen, obviously the Chair's ruling is not a
dilatory notion, and we are open for debate.

Ms. Chapnan- Pl unmb, you are recognized.



M5. CHAPMAN-PLUMB: | just would like for
sonebody fromthe Conmi ssion to speak to what their proposal was.
wonder what the alternative is, what we're set to do if we don't
approve M. Snmith's notion.

MR. HANNAH.  Now, folks -- and the kind del egate
from Tahl equah, thank you. You have al ways brought us to an
i mportant point, oftentines in sort of a different way, but let's
see if we can get there.

W are at debate on this particular nmotion, and the Chair
will not enter into the debate. So therefore, Manager Keen, | guess
the question would be for this young lady, if not this process,
what ?

And once again, M. Smith has asked us to accept the
changes proposed by seriatimprocess during this convention. He's
asked that they be proposed as amendnents to the 1975 Constitution

In other words, anendnent for anendnent, article by article, and to
be voted on by the people.

In other words, he's suggesting to us in this notion
that, instead of a docunent in the whole, that article by article
woul d be presented. So here would be the article that this
convention has witten, and here is the article, obviously, of the
'75 Constitution.

If the people do not accept Article Il presented by this
convention, then the article that is in force would stand. And
that's by way of the Chair's explanation. M. Keen, would you add
to it?

MR. KEEN, JR: | would agree with that
explanation. | certainly rise in opposition to his notion. Just
simply -- maybe this will be helpful. The Comi ssion at sone point
of the -- and | would dare say approxi mately hal fway through the

public hearing process, as we were taking all of these comments and
suggestions in, we began to develop a list. And that |ist
ultimately becane part of our progress report, which |'m sure nany
of you have read. And we began to hear the sane thing, the sane
conment s bei ng repeated.

And we, as a Conmission, at one point in tine, we had to
make a decision, the sane decision that this body is facing right
now. Are there enough changes being called for that we can present
t hese as possi bl e anendnents to the existing 1975 Constitution, or
are there, both in nunber and the scope of those changes, so |arge
that that docunent would not operate with sinple amendment. That
is, would it actually cause nore confusion; is that docunent
conpati bl e enough to accept the nunber of changes that the people
are asking for.

The response that the Comm ssion cane up with was "no."
That there are so many changes bei ng suggested and nany, nmany good
i deas, that the '75 docunent, even though it had some very good
| anguage in it, would cause nore confusion and problens. And this
is the reason

And this is the sane reason why we presented a revi sed



Constitution to this body for consideration. Because whenever you
get into naking these various changes, you start affecting different
parts of the Constitution; one section affects another. And this

Constitution is a working docunent. It has to be. It has to be.
And if we get into so nany changes and we present those

to the people, as we would be required to in our Constitution -- |et

me point out, it says in Section 7, "If two or nore amendnents are

proposed, they shall be submitted in such manner that el ectors may
vote for or against them separately."

Section 8 of article -- whatever it is -- XV, Section 8
says, "No proposal for the anendrment of this Constitution" -- let's
see -- "shall enbrace nore than one general subject, and the voters

shal | vote separately for or against said proposals submtted

provi ded, however, that in the subm ssion of proposals for the
anmendnent of this Constitution by articles, which enbrace a genera
subj ect, such proposed article shall be deened a single proposal or
proposition."

So under our current Constitution, we've only got two or
three options here. W can present all of these different ideas in
the form of separate questions or anendnents; that's option one.

Option two, we can present articles as separate questions
to replace an entire article in the old Constitution.

O the third option is to present a new Constitution to
t he people that would conpletely replace the '75.

Now, | adies and gentl enen, we have been here for nine
days, or we are on our ninth day. The docunent | amholding is no
| onger the recomrendations of the Conm ssion. Those reconmendations
are gone. This is the docunment that this body has created.

Now, you've incorporated a | ot of our recomendations in
one formor another, but this is the document of this convention
Now, we want the record to clearly reflect that.

One thing that can be said about this convention, you
wi || never be accused of rubber stanping anything. But that is a
good thing. Because this convention has gone through the sane
debat e process the Conmission did. And now this convention nust
nmake the sane decision that the Conm ssion did.

Is it practical to try to present -- and dare | say, we
have -- the revised version has seventeen articles, and | don't
think that we could even present every one of those as articles.
Sonme of those may have to be broken down into separate questions.
But we woul d have a m ni nrum of seventeen questions on the ballot,
and | feel like that would be so confusing to the Cherokee voters.

And |I'm not saying that they can't sort through this,
given the tine. But what |'msaying is that they may not understand
that a lot of these articles depend on one another. There's an
interrelation; there's a working relationship anong this docunent.
It is a conprehensive docunent now.

And | feel like if we presented it in separate questions,
that they nmay approve of one article or section, for whatever
reason, they nay disapprove of another. And what m ght we wind up



with? W mght wind up with a docunment that is nonfunctional, that
cannot function.

So for that reason, that's the rationale behind the
Conmi ssion and why we presented a revised docunent, so we could go
through the entire thing, make sure everything was conpatible, and
that everything would function and flow with continuity.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Keen. M. Hoskin,
you are recogni zed

MR. HOSKIN, JR. : Thank you, M. Chairnan.
Charles Hoskin, Jr., Vinita.

| rise in opposition to Del egate Snith's anendnent.

Del egat e Keen points out sonme, anobng other things, sone great
practical considerations. And that is, if we put this on the ball ot
as a series of sections, then there's a possibility of rejection of
sonme sections. And that would cost, probably, because we have done
so much to this Constitution, not only individually, but all of
t hese changes we've nade are interrelated. W need to be m ndfu
that we have conme up with a new docunent.

| also want to go further and say that | believe, it's ny
belief, that the voters, that the people of the Cherokee Nation
consented to this process. They gave their consent when they voted
to call a convention, they gave their content, | believe, through
t he hearing process, through the extensive hearing process.

And there is an air of legitimcy about this convention

Peopl e are proud of what we're doing, that's ny belief. And
think they've put a burden on us to cone up with a new docunent. |
think they've entrusted us to do that. They didn't ask us to put a
bunch of things up for themto pick and choose.

They asked, | believe, this convention to cone up with a
docunent for themto vote up or vote dowmn. And | would urge the
body to reject this amendnment. Thank you, Chair.

MR. HANNAH.  Kind | ady from Tahl equah is
recogni zed

M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairnan. D ane
Hanmons.

| agree whol eheartedly, M. Keen, with what you said.

M. Hoskin, my relative and col |l eague, | oppose his anendnment. But
I don't think, Conm ssion, that you've answered Ms. Chapman-Pl unb's
qguestion, and | would reiterate that.

And | would just, by way of explanation, tell you that ny
concern, and | think fromcaucusing, a |lot of our concern is that we
not say, do you approve the 1999 Constitution, yes or no.

I want the Cherokee citizenry to be able to see what we
have done, to see what it was that we've changed. Now, if you can
tell us -- | also want to know, and | am proud of this docunent; |'m
ready to approve it, but I want to know what the process is.

If we have a four-nonth or whatever period that we
di spense this out, are we going to conme back? O does it go to the
el ection then? | need to know those things before | vote to approve
it. And | think that's the sort of information that nmaybe M.



Chapnan- Pl umb wanted. That's what | want.

MR. HANNAH.  Kind | ady, and, M. Keen, would it
be all right if the Chair were to --

MR KEEN, JR: Please do

MR HANNAH:  Fol ks, what we have here is the
proverbial dilenmma of decision, because what we're in nany ways
tal king about are two separate itens. W' re tal king about how this
docunent will be presented to the people, (A) will it be presented
to them anendrment by anendment or as a revised Constitution. That's
one question that we have before us, and that's what the debate is
about, and that's the heart of M. Smth's notion.

Kind | ady from Tahl equah rai ses the question of, what
happens between now and whatever we decide that decision is going to
be? And this body has not nade that decision yet. And the Chair
could sit here and say, a wide variety of things could happen
fol ks.

We could, in fact, adopt this docunent today. W could
then -- renenber, we know the things that are certain before us, is
that we nust approach the President of the United States or his
designee to review whatever it is that we are about before our
people, in whatever form for their approval

So we know one thing is for certain. Sonme type of
del egation or sone process will need to put what this convention
adopts before the United States governnent.

Now, at that point, if the United States governnent were
to go through and say there is a problemw th a particular section
or a particular article, then this body, by the Chair's
under st andi ng, would need to still be intact. Not to adjourn, but
to remain intact.

And we woul d need to nake sone deci sion about how we
woul d address those issues that mght be viewed in conflict by the
United States governnent and the docunment that we've generated.

Now, we also know, and | don't think that there is a
person in this roomthat is opposed or woul d speak agai nst the fact
that this docunent needs to be communi cated as quickly as possible
to every citizen of the Cherokee Nation for their consideration

Now, the fornmat that that takes, well, obviously we have
a current Constitution, the 1975 Constitution, and we need to take
every care for themto be able to take the docunent that you have
witten, the docunent that we are under at this current time, and
for themto see exactly what changes it is that we are proposing.

Now, it could be carried out in a variety of ways, and
this body will need to decide who's going to take on that
responsibility. |Is it sonmething that this group would chall enge the
Conmission to carry out? Do we want to see to it that every
del egate returns to their honme areas with copies of this docunent
and you take all the responsibility of holding a series of public
nmeetings and di scussions in your area, in Houston, in Nowata, in
Nor nan, Gkl ahoma, and in greater G easy?

Do we want to mandate to the Conmmission that the



Conmi ssion hold a series of hearings once again for the people to
consider? The Chair would rai se one other question for this

del egation to consider. Chair is not |obbying; the Chair sinply
expl ores possibilities.

If we, in fact, put the decision before the people
outside of the electoral process, in other words, if we were to take
this docunent, we were not to adopt the document, but sinply take it
to the people for their consideration, then that woul d sonehow
create a structure of, well, then we would have to go out and see if
they like it or not, and then cone back together again and perhaps
make t hose changes, which night create greater conflict in
continuity of what we're doing.

You will decide. The Chair sinply gives by which of
exanpl e what the possibilities are. Manager Keen points out that
this docunent is a docunent that belongs to this constitutiona
convention. Wat we do fromthis point forward is a very
interesting little period of tine that we have here.

Ri ght now, as it stands, you have decided that we will
wait four nonths and, if | renenber the | anguage, it used the phrase
-- well, we'll read it -- that, "The Comm ssion shall provide a
period of tinme no less than four nonths for public comment on
Constitution revisions or anendnents conpleted by the convention
bef ore subnission to vote by the people."

So as it stands currently, sonmething will need to happen

If we were to recess today or tonorrow or Mnday or Tuesday,
whenever we recess, and between whatever that period of tinme is, as
it currently stands, we need to decide exactly what is going to
happen. Who is going to take this docunent to Washi ngton, D.C.
what this body is going to do to address any concerns that would be
raised by the United States governnent. How that would, in fact, be
taken into consideration. And if, in fact, this body is willing to
put before the Cherokee people to allow them once again to say, oh
this is okay, before we come back and put it before the Cherokee
peopl e.

The Chair sinply draws exanpl es of what coul d happen
within the next section of tine.

Manager Keen, you are recognized.

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. |
agree with everything our Chairman said. And the question that was
posed to me, and |'m paraphrasing here, but is, what are the
Conmi ssion's plans fromthis convention forward.

| want to turn that question around. The Comm ssion has
no plan; we serve at the pleasure of this convention that we were
created to bring about. So this body needs to tell us how you think
that the best nanner in which to proceed is, and we will do
everything to carry that out.

We took a certain amount of criticismin the manner in
whi ch we held public hearings and different things like that. And,
| adi es and gentlenmen, | personally do not want that responsibility.

You're the del egates of the people. You have given this Conm ssion



your instructions, and we will carry themout. That's ny feeling
My fell ow Comm ssioners nay have a different feeling
MR. HANNAH.  And | will speak not as the Chair,
but as a Conmissioner, | will tell you that if we were to ask Dr.
Gourd to review the financial structure of the Comm ssion, obviously
we were given a set anpunt of noney to conduct a series of public
hearings and to take that process to the Cherokee people.
The Conmi ssion cane to these chanbers before our Triba
Counci| and sought additional funds, with only a specul ati on of how
long this process would take. And as you know, we presented an
agenda that says, well, we'll take, you know, naybe three days.
Well, we are now nine days. And | assure you are that
our expenditures will once again cut deeply into the anount of noney
that we had set aside fromthe Conm ssion's budget to do the things
that we knew we woul d have to do. And that is if, in fact -- and we
had to | ook ahead, that if we were to bring anmendnents, changes, on
down the list, or a new Constitution before the people, that we
woul d have to extend noney from our budget to the Election
Conmi ssion to be able to generate that ballot.
And so now we're into that expenditure. And so | echo
Manager Keen's, Comm ssioner Keen's statement that this process
needs to be turned around. The Conmi ssion has been charged, we
believe, with the responsibility of getting us to this point in
time. And the delegation of this convention needs to take the
responsibility of deciding that if, in fact, this docunent is to be
adopted and taken before the voters of the Cherokee Nation to
deci de, what is going to happen, howis it going to happen, and
who's going to do it
Dr. Hook -- well, first of all, M. Keen, is there
anything el se we should add, or would you take issue with anything
have said, sir?
MR. KEEN, JR: No, sir.
MR. HANNAH:  Dr. Hook, you are recognized
MR. HOOK: Thank you, M. Chairnman. | would
like to ask for point of information and point of clairvoyance.
MR. HANNAH.  The Chair is prepared
MR HOOK: First of all, just for clarification,
was the Commission officially dissolved at the beginning of this
convention or does it still exist intact, officially?
MR HANNAH: It would be the Chair's contention
that this Conmmi ssion was not dissolved. And as a matter of fact,
t he Conmi ssion has been in regular session in parallel with this
convention, should there have been business to conme before it, and
went into recess. It opened and went into recess on the first day.
And our mandate of service, the kind Comm ssion worked
diligently to prepare and work with tribal officials in structuring
their enpowering legislation. And it, in fact, had a sunset |aw
attachnment to it. This is not a comm ssion that will suddenly just
go on forever.
And the Chair recalls, sir, M. Keen, that that was six



nont hs after the changes, anmendnents, or new Constitution would be
pl aced before the voters of the Cherokee Nation

So once this docunment is, in fact, in whatever formthat
you all decide is put before the voters, exactly six nonths after
that, this Commrission will dissolve. The reason for six nonths,
obvi ously, as stated before, and as custodi an of records, we have a
ot of information that we've conpiled here, and we felt that six
nont hs woul d gi ve us adequate tine to be able to wi nd down the
busi ness of the Conm ssion.

MR. HOOK: And a second question, dealing with
t he possi bl e sequence of events. W' ve discussed throughout this
process the creation of a Style Conmittee. Can you give any
cl ai rvoyant opinion on how | ong that process mght take, and would
it be concurrent with that four nonths to present a docunment at the
end of that tine, or would it need to be conpl eted before the
presentation of the docunent?
MR. HANNAH: The Chair woul d be so bold as to

say that thought has been given to the Style Committee because
obvi ously appeared on our agenda, as you all will recall. The
Conmi ssion realized that we would, in fact, need to go back and tidy
up verb and noun agreenent and punctuation and things of that
nature. That is the scope of the Style Conmittee.

The Chair is also pleased to rem nd the del egation that
we have had many | earned del egates here. You are all |earned
del egates. And all the way fromthe kind |ady from Nowata who
brought us into conformancy and corrected one of the cliquish
attorneys, all the way to the kind English najor, all the way to the
stanmpi ng out of conma.

And so the Chair is under the inpression that the Style
Committee would, in fact, need a very short period of tine. And if
we were to seek that Style Conmittee, if we were to, in fact, set a
course of action, it would be the intention of the Chair to convene
them as soon as possible, possibly even this weekend, to nove
t hrough, clean up the style, because renenber we're tal king about
grammar, punctuation, things of that nature.

Now, we have not yet -- and thank you, sir, for
i ntroduci ng your question by asking for the clairvoyance of the
Chair, because we've not yet given full instructions to the Style

Conmittee. And we would very clearly delineate that.
M. Keen, the younger

MR JOHN KEEN: John Keen. Dr. Hook raised an
i ssue that, with your answer, it just confused ne nore.

MR. HANNAH. And the Chair is entirely capable
of confusing the kind delegate at a nmuch higher |evel than he is
now.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | was under the inpression, and
maybe just because -- | don't know why, but | was under the
i mpression that when we convened at eight a.m this Friday past,
however you want to say it, that you evolved into del egates and not
commi ssi oners.



HANNAH. W are, in fact -- and forgive ne

JOHN KEEN:  |I'm not done, M. Chairnan.
CHAPVAN- PLUMB:  Poi nt of order, M.
Chai r nan.
HANNAH: Okay. One nmonent here.

CHAPMAN- PLUMB: | think we're debating M.
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Smith's notion here.

MR. HANNAH. That is very true. That is very
true. Thank you for raising that.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | rise on a point of
i nformation.

MR. HANNAH.  And your point of information is,
sir?

MR. JOHN KEEN. If you are to hold dual roles,
what is your rationale or what is your basis for saying, so you'd
have created -- we are two separate things, a convention and a
commi ssi on.

Are we just saying, trust me, we will be bound by your
decisions in here? | don't understand.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, the Chair will renind you
to be very careful with your |anguage, sir. No one is asking anyone
to trust anyone, because we all have trust at this tine. And the
Chair does not wish to take offense that you would inplicate that
t he Conmi ssion --

MR. JOHN KEEN. Just an anal ogy. But ny point
is, M. Chairman --

MR. HANNAH: Pl ease nmake your point, sir.

MR. JOHN KEEN. W keep hearing the statenent
of, we are bound, or you have said we are bound. But | took it as
t he Conmi ssion would be bound by the decision of the del egates. And
if, in fact, the Conm ssion has not dissolved and your rol es have
evol ved into del egates, how -- | don't understand where the will of
the del egates is there.

KEEN, JR.: May | respond to that?

HANNAH: | wi sh you would, sir. Thank you.
I"mnot sure if | ¢
CHAPMAN- PLUMB:  Poi nt of order, M.
Chai r man.
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. HANNAH. The kind lady will be heard. And
she is correct that we are at debate about this notion that is
before us. W will conme back to order and we will continue in this
ar ea.
You will stand down, M. Keen.
M. Millon, do you rise to speak on the amendnent that's
before this body?
MR. MJULLON: | certainly do.
MR. HANNAH.  CQut of order, M. Keen. M. Keen,
have your seat, sir. Thank you very nuch.
The kind lady will indulge the Chairman for one nonent.



This delegation is in charge of this convention; the Comm ssion is
not. | stand here as Chairman of this Constitutional convention. |
al so serve a role as Conm ssioner, as does Manager Keen, as does Ms.
Coon, as does Dr. Gourd. And | see no conflict with that whatsoever
because our deliberations and our actions here have been, in fact,
as del egates.

And | will give you thirty seconds, sir.

MR. BILL BAKER: Order of the day.

MR. JOHN KEEN. 1'mnot questioning this; 1I'm
not questioning the dual role so nmuch.

MR. HANNAH.  Get to your question, M. Keen

MR JOHN KEEN: How does the will of the
del egates carry over to the Conm ssion after the convention?

MR. HANNAH: The Chair can answer. And thank
you for getting to your question.

By the order of the delegates, sir. By the order of the
del egates. M. Keen, the internedi ate, would that be your
interpretation, sir?

MR KEEN, JR: Yes, it would be. |'mnot sure
-- our statute is not that clear. W do know the people in 1975
called for this convention. This is a convention of the people.
Thi s Conmi ssion that we serve on is a creation of the Council
brought into existence to facilitate this convention

My personal view, even though it's not witten down in
our statute, my personal viewis that the role of this Commission is
to facilitate this convention, to carry out the work of this
convention. And it's that sinple.

So if this convention gives a directive to the

Commi ssion, | feel we should honor that directive.

MR. HANNAH.  And that is also the opinion of the
Chair and of Conmi ssioner Hannah, as well. For the Conmission to go
against this body -- well --

MS. MEREDI TH. M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH.  One nonent, young lady. It is the
opi nion of M. Hannah, as a Conm ssioner, that he would feel bound
to carry out the instructions of this convention because M. Hannah
wWill remnd you, the Chairnman will rem nd you, sir, that we have
sai d throughout the entirety of this, and it is the belief of the
Chair, it was not for rhetoric, it was for truth, that there are
only two entities that this convention answers to: the Almghty and
t he Cherokee people. Not to a conmission, not to this Triba
Council, not to the Executive or to the Judicial. It answers to the
Al mi ghty and the Cherokee people.

That is the opinion of the Chair, and it is the opinion
of Commi ssi oner Hannah

Now, we will return to the debate that is before us,
unl ess someone woul d obj ect.

MS. MEREDI TH. M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH:  Young | ady, this gentleman has been
standing for a while. Wuld you yield, or would you yield to the



kind I ady from Gkl ahoma City?

MR MULLON:  1'Il vyield.

MR. HANNAH  You're a good nan

M5. MEREDI TH:  Well, the kind |lady from Okl ahoma
City's nother always taught ne that a hungry man is an angry man.
So | would nove that we recess and eat and hol d sone of these
conversations in private. | think taking everybody's tine with
guestions that can easily be answered in private is not a good idea.
And | also think that all of us should have a chance to di gest and
t hi nk about where we're going before we start tal king about it
agai n.

MR HANNAH: There is a notion on the floor to
recess for |unch.

M5. MASTERS: Point of personal privilege.

MR, HANNAH:  Yes, mm'am

M5. MASTERS: | supported M. Cornsilk's,
Del egate Cornsilk's request that we have a little bit longer tine
and that we have this docunent in our hand during this break

MR HANNAH: In that case, Chair will review and

entertain that as a motion fromM. Cornsilk. Because I'll rem nd
you people what we're going to do here. W'Il all stay here in this
roomuntil we have printed this out and nade a copy and it is
distributed, if that is, in fact, your will. W wll remain here

until that is done.

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, it is not ny desire
to overburden those persons who are assisting us, and | see a couple
of heads shaking up there, going, that is not possible. | would
sinply joinin a notion to go eat, cone back, and if we need a
couple of hours to sit down and chit-chat over it, we will do that
t hen.

MR. HANNAH:  You are a good man

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, | would recognize you

MR. MJULLON: | would only put in a request that
when we do reconvene, that | have been standing here for an hour and
| would Iike to -- and quietly, for a change, as well.

MR. HANNAH:  And the Chair thanks the kind
attorney.

MR. MULLON. Thank you

MR. HANNAH.  And will, by way of statenment. M.
Mul  on, you are granted fromthe Chair first in queue upon our
reconvene, if that would please the del egation and there's no
obj ecti on.

Now, we are about to go to lunch. Were is Dr. Gourd?
He is already at lunch. So, therefore, you are instructed to make
your way to the restaurant, under usual conditions.

And let's tal k about when we're com ng back, folks. The
hour is now seventeen mnutes after the hour of twelve. Chair would
entertain a suggestion.

THE DELEGATES: One-thirty.



MR. HANNAH. One-thirty has been stated, and we
are in recess until one-thirty.

(lunch recess taken)

MR HANNAH: We are called back fromrecess; we
are back in session, and we are at debate on the Smith proposal
And as promised, M. Millon, you are first in the queue and
recogni zed

And the kind lady from Okl ahoma City was correct. W are
now well fromlunch, and we're prepared to be about our
del i berati ons.

M. Millon, you are recogni zed.

MR. MULLON: Thank you, M. Chairman. | was
going to speak on M. Smth's proposed anendnment or his notion,
anyway, which was to, as | understand it, in a nutshell, to present
the provisions that we have -- or that we will eventually have
approved, to the people in the formof article by article choices of
voting on each article separately. | think that's basically what he
sai d.

And | have to say that initially I was of a mnd that
that was the right thing to do because my own concern about voting
on the docurment as a whol e has been that | think everyone here has
gotten sonething into this proposed Constitution, these anmendnents
or whatever you want to call it, and there's a fair anount of
consensus in this body that it is a pretty good docunent, that we've
cone to things that a | ot of people do agree on, and that we would
like to see these anendnents passed by the Cherokee peopl e.

I'"massuming that that's what we're coning here for
We're not proposing anendnents that we don't want to be passed.

And the concern | have with it being presented as a
docunent, | think it's just sonething to think about, is that if it
is presented as a whole, there nay be many Cherokees out there that
have strong feelings about one provision here and one provision
there, and different people nmight identify things in the proposed
Constitution, isolated things that are so inportant to themthat
they will vote against the entire Constitution

And col |l ectively, those people, although they're not
targeting the sane provisions, mght defeat the proposed
Constitution. There's a greater danger that that would happen if
you were to present it as a single docunent.

But the way that we have gone about adopting or approving
t hese anendnents is that they are interwoven. The docunent is
i ndeed cross-referenced in many places. And if we wanted to have
each article encapsulated as a freestanding article which would not
affect the rest of the Constitution if it were turned down, it would
take a lot of rewiting.

You woul d have to go in and rewite each article with
that in mnd, to be careful how you nake reference to other articles
and avoid reference to other articles as nuch as you possibly can
and contain the entire operation of that article in one article.

So renoval mght have to be contained in each one of the



different articles, dealing with the different branches of
governnment, so if they knocked out the renbval section inits
entirety, you're not left with a Constitution that authorizes the
el ection of officials who can't be renoved.

So we have drafted it in such a way that there is an
i nterweavi ng of an interdependence of the sections and the articles,
that it would be al nbst inpossible, to me, we would have to go back
in and spend a considerable amobunt of tinme of redrafting it to nake
each article freestandi ng.

But the other thing | wanted to conment on was, there was
a point nade that we -- how we vote on this depends on what process
we'll have to go through in the future. And | don't really know al
about that process, but | have spoken to you, M. Chairnman, and
several other del egates outside, about what | think is probably
going to be sone of the steps that will eventually happen, whether
we like it or not.

And | see one that | think we'd like, and that is we are
tal ki ng about disseninating this Constitution, or the proposed
Constitution, out to the Cherokee people. That, in and of itself,
is going to take a certain anpunt of tine. W can't disseninate it
out to them and then say, get your coments back to us, if you have
any, in a week, or even two weeks. | think they need a certain
amount of time, a reasonable anpunt of time, and |'m not sure what
that is, but it's sonething nore than a couple or a few weeks.

O her steps | think that are going to be inevitable,
again, whether we like it or not, are going to be a tripto
Washi ngton D.C., to nmeet with the -- either with the Secretary or
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, and probably the Solicitor
or one of his Assistant Solicitors to review the proposed
Constitution prelimnarily.

We don't want to wait until the very end and have it al
printed up and have our ballots printed up and then go to Washington
D.C., and then have themsay, |I'msorry, we're not going to be able
to approve this because it's got a provision in here that we don't
like. That would be a disaster, and we woul d have wasted an awf ul
| ot of noney.

So | see that there's going to have to be sone kind of a
prelinmnary neeting with officials in the Department of Interior to
nail them down about what they will accept and what they won't
accept, so we don't have that happen

And then, once that happens, we would take the docunment
back and, depending on what it is they've said, if they do require
deletions, | see that this body is going to have to pass on those
changes, because they're probably going to be substantive. Unless
they cone back and say, we want you to renove the word "the" or
sonething like that. That's the kind of changes they don't nmke
t here.

The ki nd of changes they woul d make or insist upon as a
condition to approving it, are going to be significant changes. And
so their changes are going to have to be approved by this body.



Once you' ve got that, and once you have taken into
consi derati on any conment what mni ght have been sent in by the
Cher okee people out there who are interested in this, those changes
could be accepted by the convention or rejected. There would be no
reason -- | can't inmmgine rejecting the Departnent of Interior's
changes, because then we will have known that we will have killed
the Constitution.

So then, once that is done, the Constitution is going to
have to be brought back to the Departnment of Interior and then wait
for approval. And they're going to want sone tine on it. They're
not going to -- they are not going to rubber stamp it.

I know there's a delegate here, that is no | onger here,
that said he once worked in the Solicitor's office, and they don't
go over these Constitutions. But | happen to know differently, that
they are going to go over this Constitution very carefully.
Especially this Constitution. They're going to go over it very
carefully. And they are not going to just, say, okay, this |ooks

cool to ne, |I'mgonna send it back.
It's going to be with themfor a while, and they are
going to look it over very carefully. |It's a |ong docunent.

So | say all of that to bring home a point that | nust
concur with M. Snmith in his discussions about having at |east a
four-month period of tinme, because | think by the time you do all of
that, several nonths will have passed fromthe day that we | eave
here.

Thank you, M. Chairnman.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Millon

MR MCREARY: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH: Good man from Bl ack Gum

MR. McCREARY: Ken McCreary fromBlack Gum |
amin agreeance with some of the things that he said. And quite
opposite of what he was doing, | was at the sane tine drawing up a
tinme -- not atime line, but an informational chart for those of us
that are kind of visual, to give us an idea of what we're | ooking
at .

If I my, I'lIl pass these out. By all neans, this is
just an information to kind of give us an idea of what he was
tal ki ng about, what we can go into in Iines of what we have to do.
And this will give you an idea of what we have to do, add to it your
own t houghts and any other ideas, so we as a group can cone together
for consideration. Just for your information only. Thank you

MR HANNAH:  Fol ks, the Chair will allow these
materials to be passed out at this tinme, but he will rem nd you that
we are at debate with regard to a notion that's on the floor. And
we're going to bring that piece to conclusion before we nove on

So with our papers being passed out, the Chair would
entertain debate with regard to the Smith proposal that's before us
at this tine.

What say you, M. Wheeler? How do you rise on the issue?

MR. WHEELER: | rise against. | would like to



-- I'"'mnot a lawer. It nay give ne sone credence or it may not,
dependi ng upon whether Calvin is awake.

VWhat | would like to address is why we're here. | think
we're getting lost in the process. W're talking about witing a
new Constitution for the Cherokee Nation. That's why |I cane here.
| spoke about this on the first day. Here | amon what nay be the
| ast day, speaking of the sane thing.

If we cane here to anend an old Constitution, that could
have been done any tinme in the last twenty years. It's in the
Constitution currently, any of these anendnents coul d have been
made, could have been brought up, could have been passed by the
peopl e, and the Constitution could have been anended over that
peri od of tine.

Qur brief, as | understood it, was to come here and wite
a new Constitution for the Cherokee Nation. That is what we have
done. |If we have done that, we don't need to get lost in the
process and pieceneal this thing out to the people.

W need to wite the Constitution, put it before the
people, put it before the governnent of the United States, have
whoever sign it, needs to signit, signit or not, and let the
Cher okee peopl e deci de.

If they reject the Constitution as we have witten here
this last nine days, there is no loss. W still operate under the
old Constitution. |If they like sone of the things in the
Constitution, they can take those anendnents or those ideals and
they can anend the old Constitution. It is folly to talk about
continuing with the old Constitution and the difficulties of the
process.

On the first day we heard their speakers talk to us about
the dream We're dreanming a new Constitution for the Cherokee
Nation. Let's not get sidetracked. Let us go forth, put this
Constitution before the people as a whole, and let the people
deci de.

Let's not worry about the stunbling blocks. Let's worry
about what we've done and let's |let the peopl e decide.

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d any del egate rise in favor of
the Smith proposal before us at this tine?

Ms. Stroud.

M5. STROUD: |Is this the appropriate tine to
read the letter that | was given froma non-del egate?

MR. HANNAH:  The Chair does not know what your
letter is.

MS. STROUD: The letter was asked for nme to be
carried to read. |I'mnot going to be able to do it.
HOOK: Wth the Chair's perm ssion
HANNAH:  Dr. Hook
KEEN, JR.: Point of order
HANNAH:  Poi nt of order, M. Keen
KEEN, JR.: Did | hear her say this is from
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a non-del egat e?



MR. HANNAH. | do not know.

MR. KEEN, JR : That would be in violation of
our standing rules.

MR. HANNAH. The Chair rules that this is

unacceptable to be read before the Conmmission. It is a docunment
that is being posed by a non-del egate and, therefore, it is not
acceptable to this body. The floor is still open for debate in

regard to the Smth proposal, and del egates will be heard

MR HOOK: M. Chairman, may | return that to
her ?

MR. HANNAH.  Yes, sir. Thank you, Dr. Hook

MR RIDER Call the question

MR. HANNAH.  The question has been called. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR HANNAH:  And what is before us at this tine
is that if you vote in the affirmative, then you will, in fact,
accept the motion by M. Snith which reads, "accept changes proposed
by the seriatimprocess during this convention to be proposed as
anendnents to the 1975 Constitution to be voted on by the people,
article by article."

Al'l of those in favor, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH:  And those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion does not pass. And
we are open as a del egation, and what would be the pleasure of the
del egati on?

M. Cornsilk, you are recognized.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman, | would nove that
we propose this Constitution to the Cherokee people in toto.

MR. HANNAH: There is a proposal before this
body, to propose this Constitution before the Cherokee people in
toto, and it has received a second, and the floor is open for
debate. And the good | ady, an English nmajor of Cherokee County, is
recogni zed

M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairman. M.
Cornsilk, a friendly anendnent.

MR. CORNSILK: Open to all kinds of friendly
amendnent s.

M5. HAMMONS: NMotion to adopt this Constitution
in toto.

MR. HANNAH:  The Chair woul d advi se the good
| ady from Tahl equah that in your assistance in restating the notion,
that if we, in fact, use the "A" word, the "adopt" word, then we
have, in fact, adopted this docunent as it stands at this tine.

M5. HAMMONS: | understand that.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. The notion is before
us. There is a notion to adopt the docunent that is --

MR CORNSI LK: Point of order.



MR. HANNAH:  Point of order, M. CornsilKk.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairnman, did we have a
noti on before we adjourned for lunch to get a copy here or did |
wi t hdraw t hat ?

MR. HANNAH. | think you withdrew that. | think
you are getting a tag copy of it now

MR. CORNSILK: My head swi ns.

MR. HANNAH:  And the Chair swinms in the same
water with you, M. Cornsilk.

Dr. Hook, you are recogni zed.

MR HOOK: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. HOOK: M understanding, the wording of the
notion that we are about to vote on, is that if it is adopted at
this point in tine, that would mean that the |anguage as it exists
at this point in tinme wuld be adopted, not as we consi der
anendnents subsequently.

MR. HANNAH.  The Chair would stand corrected by
the parlianentarian or Vice Chairman, but it would be the inpression
of the Chair that if we adopt it, it's adopted.

MR HOOK: So if we want --

MR. HANNAH |If we want to revisit sonething, it
woul d not be an appropriate --

MR STOPP: Point of clarification.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of clarification, M. Stopp.

MR STOPP: Did we ever -- (inaudible) -- these
notions, or do we want to quickly -- (inaudible) -- where we can see
it and converse on it?

MR. HANNAH It is, in fact, a snart thing, sir.
And if the young lady will open a Power Point screen, renove the
| ens cap, and the notion should sinmply read to adopt.

Settle down, folks. Settle down. And so the notion,
once again, the notion fromthe kind lady from Tahl equah is to adopt
the convention's docunent in toto to be put before the Cherokee
people; is that correct?

M5. HAMMONS: | think it was M. Cornsilk's
notion, and | didn't use the "A" word.

MR HANNAH:  You didn't use the "A" word,
"adopt." Very well.

M5. HAMMONS: That's the way | understand it.
That's the way M. Cornsilk --

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay, very well. |Is there a
second?

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate.

MULLON: M. Chairman.
HANNAH:  Yes, sir, M. Millon, you are
recogni zed.
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MULLON: Delegate Mullon. | think that



there are several necessary changes that may even be, and | think
that we have accepted it as being non-controversial, that need to be
made in order to present a docunent that works, unless it was worked
on | ast night.

For instance, there is inconsistent |anguage in the
Judiciary article that does not jive with |anguage in the renoval
provisions at the end of the Constitution. And right now, as it
stands, you've got two conflicting provisions in the Constitution
That's just one exanpl e.

I know, having spoken with a nunber of the del egates
around here, there are little Scribner's errors and sone
uncontroversi al cl eanup | anguage and naybe even sone controversi al
| anguage that sonme people would like to be presented at this point.

And, therefore, | would rise against this notion.
MR. HANNAH. M. Phillips of Westville.
MR. PHILLIPS: Yes, M. Chair, thank you
Harold Phillips fromcentral Adair County.
MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. PHILLIPS: | would oppose this notion to
adopt at this time. | feel like that we have an excellent docunent
before us. | want to commend every del egate here, and in particular
our Chairman, Vice-Chair, and all the nenbers of the Conmi ssion

However, | feel like that we could go just a step
further. | feel like that there are maybe one or two itens that we

maybe haven't done justice to, and at least | would Iike to be able
to propose those to see what the del egates' feelings are.

For exanple, | think that nost of us would agree that
prior to the hearing process and prior to the convening of the
del egation, the one -- or at least one of the top issues that was
bei ng di scussed was the issue of nandatory attendance of the
Council, the issue of the privilege to boycott of the Council.

And regardl ess of whether you are in favor or against, |
feel like that we have not done as nuch as the people have expected
us to do on that particular issue. Personally, | would -- and if
this is in order, M. Chair, | would like to present a -- not at
this time, | knowit's not in order at this tine -- but | would |like

to propose what | consider naybe a proposal or an anendnent that
woul d strike a mddle ground or a conprom se between the rights of
the mnority to disrupt a quorum and prevent a neeting, a Counci

nmeeting, and the rights of the najority or the -- yes, the majority
of the Council, to go on with the tribal governnent.

I think both sides there are extreme. Sonewhere in
between, | think there is a nmddle ground that we can strike. And

think that we can cone to a conclusion and we can sol ve that problem
to a certain extent, at |least to the point that when we go back hone
and our people ask us, what did you do concerning the boycott
situation, then | think that we can say we did this. Up to now, |
don't think we can say we have done anything unless it would be the
recal | provision.

So | would be opposed to the adoption of the Constitution



as it stands. | think it needs a little bit of touching up. Thank
you, M. Chair.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir.

MR CORNSILK: Point of clarification

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification.

MR. CORNSILK: | just, after reading that the
fifth time with ny eyes squinted up, realize that it is not what |
was i nt endi ng.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well, sir. That oftentines
happens here.

MR. CORNSILK: M intention was not to adopt the
docunent, but to adopt that we should put the docunent before the
people in toto rather than by anendrment by anendrent.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. W understand, and we
will clarify your notion, sir.

MR. CORNSI LK: He's got sone | anguage that |
think will acconplish that.

MR. HANNAH.  Step forward, Dr. Hook

MR. HOOK: If this achieves your intent, | would
suggest the document adopted by this convention be presented to the
Cher okee people for approval in toto.

The docunent adopted by this convention be presented to
t he Cher okee people for approval in toto.
MR. HANNAH. Is that your notion, M. Cornsilk?
MR. CORNSILK: That is ny notion, sir.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. And wi thout opposition
fromyour second, and the changing of the verbiage, the floor is
still open for debate. And Starr-Scott, you are recogni zed. How do
you stand on the issue?

M5. STARR-SCOTT: | rise in support of this. In
fact, | was quite clear on it until M. Phillips got up and started
inwith his rendition of boycotters. | thought we were voting to
present this to the people in total. And the reason | feel like it

needs to be that way, if we do it section or article by article,
we're going to be inconsistent with the flow of our docunent. So |
think it nust be presented that way.

HANNAH:  Thank you, ma'am

MASTERS: Call the question

HANNAH: The question has been called. |Is
there a second?
PH LLIPS: Point of order, M. Chair.
HANNAH. M. Phillips, you are recognized
PH LLIPS: Am 1 understanding this, if we
adopt this motion that's on the floor, that we will not have any
further anmendnents?
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MR. HANNAH.  The Chair will clarify this for
everyone in the room This notion says, the docunent adopted by
this convention be presented to the Cherokee people for approval in
t ot o.

And by that, meani ng we have not adopted a docunent



bypassing this; but it sinply says that when and if, the Chair would
add, that docunent be adopted, that it will be presented to the
Cher okee people in one way, it will be presented to themin toto,
not one amendment at a tinmne.

M. Millon, you are recogni zed.

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman, | wonder if then a
friendly amendnent could be nade that -- so that the notion reads as
you stated there. It does add clarification that m ght be
beneficial to people who are not in this roomand eventually m ght
be | ooki ng at what we voted on here.

MR. HANNAH. M. Cornsilk would be at your
ready, sir.

MR. CORNSILK: | would be willing to accept
what ever would clarify this and nove us ahead.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Cornsilk. M.

Mul I on, you will proceed.

MR. MULLON: You were the one who canme up with
the words, M. Chairman.

MR HANNAH: | amthe Chair, sir, and | was
sinmply helping to clarify that good del egate. You are the del egate;
you wi || nake the notion.

MR MJULLON:. M notion, the friendly anmendnent
that I'moffering is, when and if --

MR. HANNAH:  You wi Il have sone help here, M.
Mul lon, and the Chair will allowit.

MR. CORNSI LK: M. Chairman, point of
clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. CORNSILK: It is ny understanding that the
wording, as it was, is that M. Hook said, was perspective, that it
was when a docunment -- it was real sinple to ne, and now it sounds
like it's getting ready to be conplicated.

MR HANNAH: That's because Calvin is about to
wake up.

MR MJULLON: If he won't take it as a friendly
anendnent, then forget it.

M5. CHILSON: We all understand it. That's the
only thing that's inportant.

DELEGATE: There should be a "shall" in front of
t hese.

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, Del egate CornsilKk,
for the record, that is ny intent.

MR. HANNAH:  And the record is here with us for
anyone who woul d want to understand the intent of these proceedings.
And, M. Center, you are recognized.

MR. CENTER. A friendly anmendnent. Wy don't we
add two words: "The docunent, when adopted by the convention, shall
be presented." "The docunment, when adopted by this convention,
shal | be presented to the Cherokee people for approval."

Now, who doesn't understand that?



MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, | would reject all
friendly amendnents and call for the question.

MR. HANNAH.  Manager Keen, what say you, sir? |
see you standing there. Do you wish to be recogni zed?

MR. KEEN, JR: Well, just for a slight
announcenent. This last copy that you were just handed out --

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d that be the wong one, sir?

MR. KEEN, JR: It is the right docunment, but
sonehow it is short the last page. So we have the |ast page
printing, and it will be distributed.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. So now we've had our
announcenent; we're nissing the |last page in the handout; we're
going to get the |ast page in the handout.

The question has been called; there's been a fusilade of
friendly amendnents; there is a second, and we're now returning to
the Cornsilk |anguage. And the Cornsilk |anguage -- and, David, it
says, the docunent adopted by this convention shall be presented to
t he Cherokee people for approval in toto; is that correct, sir?

MR CORNSILK: That's what | want.

MR. HANNAH. Al right. And the Chair will | ook
for nods of heads. Does everyone understand what this nmeans? M.
Silversnith.

MR SILVERSM TH. M. Chairman, | would like to
be reni nded whether or not we're going to have a separate page of
definitions for these terns, like "toto" for those people who m ght
not know what that is that we voted on.

MR. HANNAH.  And are you speaking, sir, for the
benefit of the del egates here?

MR. SILVERSM TH: |' m speaki ng for the benefit
of the people out there who aren't in this room do | need to have a
separate page that defines what "toto" neans?

MR. HANNAH.  And, M. Silversnith, you raise --
you renmi nd us of a good and noble point, especially with regard to
the docunent. But this is sinply a notion for this body. This
woul d not appear before the Cherokee people, except in the record of
t hese proceedi ngs.

MR. SILVERSM TH. | apol ogi ze.

MR. HANNAH. That's quite all right, sir.

MR SILVERSMTH It's "toto" instead of
“total." | didn't know what "toto" means.

MR. HANNAH. W all know what we're voting on.
The notion is before us, and all of those in favor signify by saying
"aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair | ooked and noticed the
i ps of non-del egates moving, which is a big, big no-no. The Chair
will not tolerate this. Now, folks, don't force ne to go through
and nake a separation of the gallery. But there will be a standing
vote that will be conducted.

And the Chair will adnonish those that are here, as



friends and citizens of this group, that votes are restricted to the
del egates of this convention only. And we have proceeded
judiciously up to this point, and we will not have a departure
t her eof .

And so, with that -- the teller is not to be found -- the
teller is to be found. Delegates will be in their seats.

M5. LONG Teller slash copier.

MR. HANNAH. Sl ash | ady who provides the fruit
and refreshments slash -- okay. And now in your telling position
all of those in favor, please stand and the teller will conduct the
count .

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Fifty-one approve.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, be seated. Those
opposed, pl ease stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

MS. LONG Three.

MR. HANNAH: Fifty-one in favor; three opposed;
noti on passes. M. Keen

MR JOHN KEEN: And one abstention

MR. HANNAH.  And one abstention. Well, actually
two, sir, inclusive of the Chair.

What woul d be the pleasure of the delegates? Dr. Gourd
what say you, sir?

MR GOURD: |If it's the right tinme, | would |ike
to make a notion to reconsider. First, | would like to reconsider
in the Preanble.

MR HANNAH:  You want us to consider Preanble,
and for what purposes will we reconsider it, sir?

MR GOURD: Between the words "our" and
to insert two words, "original inherent".

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. That is your full intent
then, is to reconsider the Preanble for the purposes of inserting
the phrase, "original inherent"; is that correct?

MR GOURD: Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH: There is a notion to reconsider the
Preanbl e for the purposes of insertion of the two words, "origina
i nherent." |s there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. It will require
a two-thirds vote to carry. And all of those in favor, please
signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. DOAMTY: | thought we were going to hear the
rationale before we voted on it.

MR. HANNAH.  You're correct. And thank you so
much. The Chair once again slipping beyond the surly bounds of his
own reality here for a nonent.

W will return to the rationale for doing so. And thank
you, thank you, kind sir. W wll hold that vote.

"sovereignty,



Your rationale for doing
MR GOURD: Yes,
conduct ed and done in working on ny
then, there are numerous ot her ways
gover nnments, dependent nations, and
have established their relationship
Affairs, via treaty and other sorts
Original inherent soverei

formation of the United States. So
that means that it's our right.
relationship with the federa
as amended,

econonmi ¢ pur pose, or

which still have their sovereignty and their
econom cally or politically,
t herefore, through federa

by the Congress.

O her
gover nnment through federal
either the Indian Reorganization Act as a charter for
t he Okl ahoma Indian Wl fare Act,

t hrough a federal
statute which can be changed at any tine

so.
sir. In the studies |'ve

di ssertation and work since

that the sovereignty of other
Indian tribes are recogni zed or

with the Bureau of Indian

of things.

gnty neans that it predates the
it's original, it's inherent,

tri bes have their

statute,

political or

powers to govern either
charter. And,

My intent with this is to establish our affirmative
statenment that our sovereignty predates the United States governnent

and it's inherent in our body as a people.
MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. So now Dr. Gourd has put a
noti on before us, to reconsider the Preanble. He has told us what

he wants to reconsider
you see on the screen.
so. Are we all clear

Very well, then we will
recogni zing that two-thirds is requ

which is the insertion of the two words that
And he has provided his rationale for doing
on where we are?

nove it to vote

The Chair,
red and with the anmpbunt of

in

i ndividuals that we have in the room and not wi shing to be confused

by voices, will nove for these votes to be on a standing vote.
And so the teller will draw close. And all of those in

favor of reconsidering the Preanbl e under the rational e provided,
pl ease stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Fifty-one.

MR HANNAH: Pl ease be seated. And all of those
opposed, pl ease rise.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG  Four.

MR. HANNAH:  And your nunber count, young | ady,
for in favor?

M5. LONG Fifty-one to four

MR. HANNAH.  Mbdtion passes. And, Dr. Gourd, you
are recogni zed for your reconsideration

MR. GOURD: Thank you, M. Chairman. | would
make a notion to reconsider Article Ill, Citizenship.

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, point of order

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. CORNSILK: | believe we only voted to
reconsider. W haven't voted on his notion.

MR. HANNAH.  That is very true, sir. |'msorry,



Charlie, what we are doing here -- we'll get this process down.
W' ve not been here before, folks. |It's quite all right for us.
The Chair knows where we are. Trust the Chair.

Now t hat we have voted to reopen and we know why we want
it to reopen and what is going to be tal ked about, and you all have
agreed to that to happen, now it would be appropriate for Dr. Gourd
to introduce that as a motion. |f he secures a second on such, then
obviously the floor will be open for debate. After concl uding
debate, we will take a vote on whether to include the | anguage not.

Are we all clear on that? And does anyone object with that
process? Excellent.

So, Dr. CGourd, your notion then would be to include the
two words "original inherent"” in the Preanble before the word
"sovereignty"; is that correct?

MR GOURD: Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. The floor is
open for debate.

M. Cornsilk, how do you stand on this issue?

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, | rise in qualified
support. If M. Gourd could assure nme that by addi ng these two
words that we are not "not preserving" our del egated sovereignty.

W' ve got both inherent and del egated, and | just want to nake sure
that we're not endangeri ng what ever del egated rights we nay have.

MR GOURD: No, we would not be.

MR. CORNSI LK: Could you tell ne how we are not?

Because if we're only preserving our original inherent, then that's
kind of left hanging out there.

MR. GOURD: What would you define as del egated?

MR. CORNSILK: Well, | couldn't even say
anything that we've got right now, but there m ght be sone right
that is given to us, like the delegated authority of the states to

be sovereign. There m ght be sone rights that we were given from
the federal governnent that we never had before.

MR GOURD: Well, ny intent inthis is that by
"original inherent," that neans that's the begi nning point, and
t hose additional rights we can accunulate fromthat point to now and
into the future would just be added to.

MR. CORNSILK: So you think that they tell us we
can do, even if we've never done it before, we can qualify it as
i nherent.

MR. GOURD: Yes. And things they don't think we
should do, | think are inherent rights.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, how do you rise on the
i ssue?

MR MJULLON: Well, as a matter of fact, there
are sone del egated features of sovereignty that tribes do enjoy,
including this one. | don't know that this is worded in such a way
that it would serve to be exclusive of those, though. It doesn't --



there are del egated sovereign powers that tribes enjoy sinmply
because those types of powers didn't exist at the tine of the
original sovereignty.

And we have powers under various federal acts that are
sovereign powers -- that are in the nature of soverei gn powers that
didn't exist before the federal acts existed. So | don't know, |
just want you to know that there are, in fact, other kinds of
sovereignty that tribes do enjoy. But | don't think that this
| anguage tends to exclude that.

MR KEEN, JR : Point of information.
MR HANNAH:.  Point of information, M. Keen
MR. KEEN, JR : Was this delegate in favor or

opposed?

MR. HANNAH: | think he started his comments
with -- he was tentatively in favor, as | recall. |s that correct,
M. Millon?

MR MJULLON. | didn't really say. | was hoping

| could get away w t hout sayi ng.

MR. HANNAH.  Wel |, you cannot, unfortunately.
Starr-Scott, you are recogni zed

M5. STARR-SCOTT: | rise in opposition to this
| anguage. It has thoroughly confused ne. | think the word
"sovereignty" is sufficient for what we need. The nore | anguage we
put in, the nore we cloud the issue, and consequently naybe the nore
probl ens we bring ourselves. So |I'mperfectly pleased with what we
adopt ed.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, na'am Does anyone rise
in support of this? M. Rider, you will be recogni zed. How do you
rise?

MR RIDER Bill Rider, delegate from Sem nol e.

Well, the word "inherent" to ne is the whole key to the thing. |If
I"'mright, that neans inherited right, as fromtinme nenorial,
guess. |s that what that neans?

MR. HANNAH: Definition of the word "inherent."

M. Millon, would you assist us with a dictionary definition?

MR MJULLON: "Il try to give you the -- an
i nherent right is what is nentioned here, but |I think it's close
enough, is one which abides in a person and is not given from
sonet hi ng or soneone outside itself.

In the context of inherent sovereignty used with |Indian
tribes, the word suggests that the tribes had features of
sovereignty that arose with the creation of the sovereignty, and it
did not depend on the federal government or any other outside source
to i npart aspect of sovereignty to it

MR RIDER That's all | needed.

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, M. Rider. Thank you
M. Millon. Good lady fromCalifornia is recogni zed. How do you
rise in this issue?

M5. MASTERS: | rise in opposition. There are,
as has been pointed out, nunerous types of sovereignty. | think by



l[imting our definition here to only one type of sovereignty, we are
possi bly openi ng ourselves to being negated in other ways. And |
think that the types of del egated sovereignty that we have far

out wei gh the sovereignty that we had as origi nal people.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, na'am Anyone rise in
favor of this? What is the pleasure of the del egation?

M5. HAMMONS: Call the question.

MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been called for.

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH.  There is a second. Hearing no
opposition, we will nobve, voice vote, and the visitors here will be
adnoni shed, do not participate in any way, shape, formor fashion,
of maki ng any sound or noise during this vote. Only the del egates
will vote.

You vote in favor, the two words "original inherent" wll
be included; you vote no, it will not. Everyone clear? Al of
those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye.

MR. HANNAH:  And those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair is unable to determnine.
The teller will conduct a count. Delegates will be in their seats.

Al'l of those in favor of including the | anguage, please stand.
Tell er, conduct the count. Just a minute. Show ne a del egate
that's not in her seat.

DELEGATE: She's not going to vote.

MR. HANNAH. She's not going to vote.

Al'l those in favor, standing, and the teller will count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-one.

MR. HANNAH:  Twenty-one in favor. Be seated.
Those who woul d say "no," stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Thirty.

MR KEEN, JR.: And two abstentions.

MR. HANNAH.  Twenty-one for; thirty against; one
abstention. Motion does not carry, and the section is closed, and
we return to the --

MR. BILL BAKER: Point of personal privilege.

MR HANNAH: M. Baker.

MR. BAKER: Nancy Twi ni ng, the del egate who was
standi ng back there, is getting ready to leave. And | would ask
that she naybe cone forward and tell us good-by.

MR. HANNAH.  You can't slip away that easy,
young wonman. Speak to us. You are recognized. And you are --
state your nanme and where you are from

M5. TWNING | don't knowif | can.

MR. HANNAH:  You can.

M5. TWNING |'mNancy Twining and |'m from
Sacramento. And | amso sorry to be leaving a little early, but |



really need to go hone and have one day at hone before | start work
tonmorrow. Thank you all so very, very much for this nost wonderfu
experience that |'ve had, and for all the things that |I've |earned
and for all of you wonderful people that I've net. And if you're
ever in Sacranento, ook ne up. 1'll be delighted to have you
Thank you.

MR. HANNAH.  We'll all be at your house next
Sat urday ni ght.

The floor is open. And, Dr. Hook, you are recogni zed
MR. HOOK: M. Chairman, actually |I have two

things that | would like to -- one is a notion and the other is an
attenpt to establish some kind of precedent for this concluding part
of our process. |Is that section now cl osed?

MR. HANNAH: That section is closed, sir. W
only opened themfor the stated reason, and stated rationale, we
take action, and we close themback up. |If you wish to go back in,
you will need to nove to reconsider.

MR HOOK: In order to determi ne the desires of
the Chair and the del egates, | would nove that we reopen the
Preanbl e section. Let nme explain why, and | just want to know which
way we want to go.

Are we going to attenpt to clean up gramatical and ot her
types of errors as we go through now, or leave all of that to the
Style Committee?

MR HANNAH: | believe it would be the intent to
| eave grammati cal and punctuation and spelling to the Style
Conmittee, sir. |If you have an issue that would fall into one of

t hose categories, obviously our Style Conmittee has not been seated
yet, nor have they been given instructions, but in |ooking at the
generic instructions that are oftentinmes given to Style Comittees
in circunstances of this nature, that would be their instructions.
And if you have identified things of that nature and you will nake
it known, we will take the record here and give theminstruction

MR HOOK: Then | would nove to nmake this
following notion, to give sone sort of framework to our actions, our
contenpl ated actions for the near future, and at |east put sonething
on the table that can be debat ed.

First, that we conplete our revisions of this docunent;
second, that we select a Style Conmittee; third, that we remand the
docunent to the Style Committee with instructions to conplete
revisions within one week; that we sel ect delegates to present the
docunent to the Interior Departnent in Washington D.C.

After selecting those delegates, that we identify itens
whi ch we nmay be objectionable, and we authorize the delegates to
anend those, subsequent to objections by the Departnent of Interior

That we concurrently distribute this docunent to the
Cher okee peopl e through conmmunity neetings, tribal publications,
the Internet, and other avenues as avail abl e.

That we reconvene this body in early July to consider
proposed revisions, and that we place the docunment on the July



bal | ot for consideration.

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. Hook, you step forward, and the
young lady will nmake a bullet point of each one of the el enents of
your notion.

Thank you all for being patient. Dr. Hook's notion would
be to conplete our revisions; select a Style Conmittee; to renmand
the docunent to the Style Conmittee with instructions to conplete
revisions within one week; to select delegates to present docunent
to the Department of the Interior in Washington D.C.; to identify
those itens which may be amended by the del egates subsequent to
obj ections by the Department of Interior; concurrently distribute
this docunent to the Cherokee people through comunity neetings,
tribal publications, the Internet, and other avenues as avail abl e.

I's that your notion, sir? There's nore.

Reconvene this body the first week of July to consider
proposed revisions, and to place the docunent on the July ball ot
before the registered voters of the Cherokee Nation

These are proposed notions we have before us. W want to
make sure that we're all here. Let's scroll back up and take a | ook
at this, so that we all know where we are, and we can see if there's
a second and open this for debate.

Nurmber one, Doctor Hook nobves that we conpl ete our
revisions; that we select a Style Conmittee; that we remand the
docunent to the Style Committee with instructions to conplete
revisions within one week; that we sel ect del egates to present
docunent to the Departnent of the Interior in Washington D.C.; that
we identify items which nay be anended by the del egates subsequent
to objections by the Departnent of the Interior; that we
concurrently distribute the docunent to the Cherokee peopl e through
community meetings, tribal publications, the Internet, and other
avenues as avail able; that we reconvene this body the first week of
July to consider objections raised by the Departnent of the
Interior; and that we place the docunent on the July ballot before
the regi stered voters of the Cherokee Nation

Dr. Hook
MR. HOOK: Yes, except for two changes. Just
for clarification, back up a little bit, I'msorry. Get that one
where we tal k about the delegates. Identify those itenms which nay
be anmended by the del egates to Washington. In other words, we wll

give themauthority after we deci de what we want to do, to nake
t hose changes.

And then scroll down. | think it mght be alittle wiser
on the vote if we said the last week in June, to reconvene, |'m
sorry, to reconvene the |last week in June.

MR HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate

MR. CORNSI LK: M. Chairman, point of
i nformation.



MR HANNAH:  Point of information.

MR. CORNSILK: | would inquire of our nenber of
the Election Commission if there is any provision in the law for
pl aci ng any questions above and beyond the first running in a runoff
on that ballot.
HANNAH: Interesting question. M. Center.
CENTER: Wbuld you run that by nme again a
little slower?

3 3%

. CORNSI LK: Can we place anything on a runoff
ball ot, or does it just have to be the people running off?

MR, HANNAH:  Now, now, now. Be careful, M.
Center, how you answer that.

MR. CENTER. | ain't going there. It is what it
says it is. It is a runoff. And whoever is in those runoffs, by
what ever neans our |aws provide for themto be in that runoff, that
i s what appears on the ballot.

Now, if this delegation wi shes that this be on a runoff
ballot, if we receive it intinme, it can be put on, if we're given
time to print the ballot.

MR. HANNAH: So the Chair wants to be clear now

He asked, and | think basically stated, can sonething aside from
i ndi viduals who are in a runoff be placed on a runoff ballot. And
your answer is?

MR CENTER Yes. As far as the election |aws
that are witten at this tine, it would provide for it, as the way |
read it.

MR HANNAH: M. CornsilKk.

MS. MASTERS: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification.

MS. MASTERS: | would ask the Chair to assist nme
in checking with the maker of the nmotion, on "concurrently." Down
just alittle bit, please. As we use "concurrently" there, does
that mean while they're going to Washington D.C., to see if we have
to make any changes, that people m ght not get the actual docunent
there? |Is that what "concurrently" --

MR. HOOK: That's what it neans, but |'mopen to
what ever suggestions you have.

M5. MASTERS: | would just like that to be
di stribute the docunment, you know, follow ng that activity, rather
than concurrently.

MR GOURD: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Dr. Gourd.

MR. GOURD: Thank you, M. Chairman. A couple
of questions | would have. The third dot down where it says "to
identify those itens which nmay be anmended by," it seens to ne that
what we woul d need to do, and this docunent is being placed on a
regul ar basis with the Secretary of Interior, the Assistant
Secretary, and the Executive O fice of the President.

Now, are you proposing in that that the del egates sel ect
those itens which may be amended, or would we only address those



itens identified by the Department of Interior as those which nay
need to be anended or fixed? | just want to nake sure we
understand; otherwise, this group would tell the del egates, you only
have the authority to negotiate certain articles or sections, and
not hi ng el se.

| just want to make sure we understand that the intent of
goi ng to address those issues that they've identified that nay be a
probl em and need further clarification. |If that's your intent, then
we' re headed the right way. But | just wanted to check on the
wor di ng.

MR HOOK: M intent was that there have been
areas identified as potentially unacceptable to the Departnent of
Interior. W need to deci de whether we are going to authorize those
del egates to nake those changes, or whether they're going to be
brought back to the entire body and debated agai n.

My suggestion is, as we go through and identify those
itenms which are potentially deadly to the docunent, and authorize
our del egates to anend that as necessary.

MR. HANNAH.  Are you clear, Dr. Gourd?

MR. GOURD: Yeah, but | would respectfully
submit that | would hesitate to go through here and guess at which
itenms the Bureau may find.

MR HOOK: W can do it just a bl anket
statenment, we authorize the del egates to Washington to anend it as
necessary for approval. |It's up to you

MR MJULLON: M. Chairnman.

MR HOOK: O we can bring it back

MR. GOURD: | think the purpose of the
del egation in Washi ngton woul d be to address those itens the Bureau
has identified that are a potential problem and would go and talk
it over with themto find out where the negotiation points possibly
are, and then this delegation would bring that back to this
convention when it reassenbles in late June for clarification and
di scussion to come up with the strategy to address it.

MR. HOOK: Do you want to just strike that

section? | have no problemwi th that.
MR. HANNAH:  The good Doctor from Houston
strikes that section, and we are still at debate.

MR. GOURD: And one nore point, just one nore,
that a plan of the Comnission that we've already discussed that |
t hi nk mi ght be hel pful

The other thing, we have nmet with the El ection Conm ssion
and we have a working relationship with themto the extent that --
and t he Comm ssion has never been nor desired to be in possession of
alist of eligible registered nenbers or anything else. W' re not
going to go there.

So what we have worked out with themwas to use their
mai |l ing service. So what we have proposed to do, is that when this
convention finishes this product, we can transfer electronically to
themto print it and get it to all of the registered voters as soon



as possi bl e because they're the ones who will actually be conducting
the vote.

The bal ance of all of this other "get the word out" is
essential, but | just wanted this body to know that we have, and
tal ked yesterday with the mailing service on schedules that, if you
get it to me by Monday, they could print it, when they could mai
it, and when would be the earliest date of arrival, given the posta
service, that people would start receiving.

Thank you.

MR KEEN, SR.: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, Sr

MR. KEEN, SR : | believe somewhere in the early
days of this convention, soneone inforned us that the current
thinking of the officials in the Department of Interior in
Washi ngton was that they did not desire to have approval authority
over our Constitution.

Now, if that is correct -- and also they said that those
sanme officials said that they wi shed that that |anguage woul d be
stricken and renoved.

If that is correct and that is the thinking of the
of ficials in Washington, they should not be | ooking at this docunent
with all of that critical of an eye. They should be willing to
accept whatever is reasonable fromthis constitutional convention

So if all that | have said is correct, and | stand to be
corrected, then | think that we can approach this with the idea that
they will not nake a | ot of suggestions for change.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. M. Millon, you are
recogni zed. Then we'll be going to M. Lay and then back over this
way. M. Millon, how do you rise on the issue, sir?

MR MJULLON:. Well, with regard to what Justice

Keen just enunciated, | do know that the Departnent is not --
generally not interested nuch anynore, especially in self-governnent
tribes, to be giving approval. But what we've got ourselves boxed

into is a Constitution that requires themto approve. And, whether
or not they want to do it, we will always have our Constitution open
to question if we do not go ahead and get it approved.

There will always be those out there that said we were
m ssing that step. And once in a while, when we do not get the
approval of the Departnent of Interior, sonmetines Justices will cone
to the conclusion that that's a flaw. And they recently did.

So that being the case, | think that if the Departnment,
al t hough they don't want to approve it, if you're going to insist
that they approve it, then they're going to be careful about it.

And | agree that it may very well be that they will give
it a cursory review, but | just don't think so. And |I'mnot sure
that it's safe to assune that they will. And, in other words, that
we should anticipate the worst happeni ng and not the nost favorable
condi tions.

That doesn't mean, though, with this docunent here,
woul d suggest that we elininate sone |anguage in there that opens



the door to criticismby the Departnent of Interior, so that
references to it dealing with objections fromthe Departnent of
Interior, | think those should be deleted and rephrased in a way
that we're not inviting that kind of thing fromthe Departnent of
Interior.

MR HOOK: How about that bottomline there,
"reconvene this body in June to review the docunent"?

MR MULLON: Well, just to consider any
comments, if any, by the Departnment of Interior

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, point of
i nformation.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Cornsilk.

MR. CORNSILK: It has been the practice of the
Cherokee Nation, in anmending its Constitution, to send those
anendnents to Washi ngton after they have been adopted by the
Cher okee peopl e.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair woul d be corrected, but |
believe that with regards to the 1975 Constitution -- Manager Keen
was it not the research of this group that it, in fact, had been
sent prior?

MR KEEN, JR.: That is correct. The 1975
Constitution was, in fact, approved before it was put to a vote of
the people. The very convol uted procedure, if one even exists,
since that tinme has been to seek approval after a vote of the people
on at |east two separate occasions.

MR. CORNSILK: That's right. Delegate Cornsilk
was referring to anendnents, not to the original Constitution
HANNAH:  The Chair mni sunder stood.

JOHN KEEN:  Poi nt of information.

HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Keen
JOHN KEEN: Is this going to be part of our
docunent ?
HANNAH:  No, sir. This is a notion.

. JOHN KEEN: Then we don't need to ness with
changi ng the |l anguage to fit |egal standards.

MR HANNAH: We're here to make sure that we
under stand exactly, should this body entertain the notion, exactly
what it neans and what it's directing for us to do.

And so with that, M. Lay, you have been waiting for sone
time and you are recogni zed, sir.

MR. LAY: Thank you, M. Chairnman. Delegate
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Lay.

And, Del egate Hook, would you accept a very snall notion
for an anmendnment. This is a good piece of work. |'mglad you
brought this up. If you could scroll down to the top so | could see
the top. |If we could nove the "sel ect del egates" to the nunber two
position, and |'ve got a couple of changes there.

MR. HOOK: Actually, that should be farther to
the left. That "renmand the docunent” is a subpoint; the other
shoul d be over to the left.



MR. LAY: If I could just add sone wordage which
could get us started; sonmebody is probably going to anend that, but

that's fine. |If we could select two of the Conmi ssioners as
del egates and two del egates at-1large out of this body.
These Commi ssioners, | think, have already got a

relationship with this gentleman fromthe El ecti on Conm ssi on and
the BIA and Tribe, and then select two people fromthe del egation
who have the tinme and who want to do it, to go with themto nake
sure all of this other information that you've tal ked about actually
gets done.

Because we're kind of |ike mandating a del egati onal
mandat e for these people to get this job done that you have
descri bed for us.

MR HOOK: M. Chair, can we tal k back and
forth?

MR. HANNAH.  Ch, yes, you nay.

MR. SCOTT: Wiile they're caucusing, M.
Chairman, may | say sonet hi ng?

MR. HANNAH.  Just as soon as these gentlenen are
fini shed.

MR HOOK: | accept it.

MR. HANNAH:  And you accept, and the | anguage
woul d read, "select two conmi ssioners and two del egates at-1large,"
and | believe that -- M. Weeler

MR. VWHEELER: Thank you, M. Chairnman. Del egate
CGeorge \Weel er.

| believe this is a good and right discussion. However,
| rise to table this discussion because -- if | may give nmy reasons
and ny | ogic.

MR. HANNAH.  You mmy, sir.

MR. VWHEELER: W are at the purpose of getting a
Constitution, not discussing what we're going to do after we get the
Constitution. Let's go back to the original docunent, continue.
Once we have a discussion of the Constitution and we have a
docunent, then we can decide how we're going to handle this

docunent. | can foresee at | east two hours of debate on this
proposition, and | would like to see a docunment. | nake that notion
to table.

DELEGATE: Second

MR HANNAH:  And there is a second. And all of
those in favor please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

DELEGATES: (No response)

MR. HANNAH:  And the Hook proposal is laid upon
the table.

MS. MEREDI TH: M. Chairnman, shouldn't we have
had the opportunity to debate the notion to table?

MR. HANNAH. Yes, we -- |I'msorry. The Chair
has sinply, by absolute fact that there were sixteen seconds to it,



gave it way. The vote is rendered invalid. W have a notion on the

floor to table. It has been seconded. The floor is open for
debate. And how rise you on the notion to table?

M5. MEREDITH: | rise to oppose the notion to
table for two reasons, at least. | think it is inportant for us to

decide now what it is we're going to do fromhere on in, because
amvery afraid that if we go back and just discuss anendnents, that
this is such an incredibly dedicated group, that we will be
revisiting things; we will be trying to change things, whether it be
conmas or mmjor sections, fromnow until June.

And | think there are so many people that have to | eave,
that what's going to happen is we are going to break for dinner or
we are going to take a recess for the evening, and we're going to
conme back and there's not going to be a quorum and we're not going
to be able to do anything.

So | think it's inportant to do that now. And | also
think atinme limt and setting a tine now, that we are going to
recess until June --

MR KEEN, JR: Point of order

MR HANNAH:  Point of order, M. Keen

MR. KEEN, JR: Mdtion to lay on the table is
not debat abl e.

MR. HANNAH.  \What say you, kind lady? The Chair
will allowthe debate to continue. The kind lady is recognized

MR. JOHN KEEN:. | woul d appeal the ruling of
Chai r.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. And | will tell you, sir,
that by way of Robert's Rules, you are correct. | wll also remnd
you that we have, fromtime to tinme, allowed every opportunity for
opi nions to be heard in this del egation

MR. JOHN KEEN. M. Chairnman, we've adopted the
Robert's Rules, and | amfor the Chair to abide by them

M5. MEREDITH. M. Chairnman, in order to calm
the situation, | would w thdraw ny conment.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, na'am And you need not
worry about cal ming the situation.

Now, | adies and gentlenen, we still have work to do here.

And the Chair would instruct all delegates, if you wish to rise to
make a point, you will do so as | adies and gentlenen fromthis point
forward. You will subdue your tone of voice; you will keep your
passions in check, and we're going to nove through this in a very
| ogi cal fashion.

The Chair has not brought us to this point, for what
little bit he has contributed over the past nine days, for this to
turn into anything but a well-organized and thoughtful and
del i berative group of people. Okay.

MR. McDANIEL: M. Chairnan, can | say
sonet hi ng?

MR. HANNAH.  Yes, Calvin, you can, sir.

MR. McDANIEL: | just --



MR. HANNAH.  That is, if no one objects hearing
from Cal vin.

MR MDANIEL: | want to ask you, with a fina
draft of this Constitution, can we print it out where it won't have
this "working draft subject to change"? Can they |eave that |ine
out ?

MR. HANNAH.  Once we adopt this docurment, if, in
fact, it is the desires of this group to adopt it, that |anguage
woul d be renpbved. kay, Calvin?

MR MDAN EL: Ckay.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. W have now cl osed
debate. There is a notion before us to table. |t has been
seconded. And what we would be tabling would be the Hook proposal

Is this correct, M. Keen?

MR KEEN, JR: Yes, sir.

MR HANNAH:  And all of those in favor of
tabling, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And it is laid upon the table. And
what woul d be the pl easure of the del egati on?

MR PHILLIPS: M. Chair.

MR. HANNAH:  Kind |lady from Nowata is
recogni zed, first and forenbst. What say you, na'an?

M5. HAVENS: Well, | don't knowif this is
proper, and | want you to know that | didn't stunble to the
nm cr ophone t oday.

MR. HANNAH:. The Chair will make note, and nake
sure that the record is clear, the kind lady from Nowata di d not
stunbl e toward the m crophone.

M5. HAVENS: |'m Edna Havens. But you have two
Article I'l's. WII that be automatically taken care of?

MR KEEN, JR.: Yes.

MR. HANNAH:  Yes, ma'am Thank you, very nuch.

Once again, the good | ady keeps our attention on those things that
are inportant.

And the kind man of Westville is recognized.

MR PHILLIPS: M. Chair. Harold Phillips,
del egate. M. Chair, I'd like to nake a notion that we reconsider
Article V, Section 4, which states in part, "No business shall be
conducted by the Council unless at |east two-thirds of nenbers
thereof regularly elected and qualified shall be in attendance,
whi ch nunber shall constitute a quorum"

And ny proposal and ny rationale here, the issue that we
debated earlier, there were two main points that were brought
forward. One was the right of the mnority to disrupt a quorum
therefore, a meeting could not be held. The right of the mnority.

And | don't think that anyone that believes in
constitutional governnment would want to do away with the right of



the mnority.

The other point was the right of a najority to go ahead
with the government. | think nmaybe somewhere in between there is a
pl ace for a conpronise of those two positions. | don't believe that
the right of the mnority should continue indefinitely and be able
to conpletely shut down the government.

However, | do believe that the right -- that the mnority
should have a right to disrupt the quorum therefore elimnating the
possibility of having a neeting. But | think that this maybe shoul d
be restricted.

| believe that the majority should al so have the right to
be able to do the business of the Cherokee governnent and of the
Cher okee peopl e.

Therefore, | would |ike to present a proposal, a proposed
anendnment that would read, "In the absence of a quorum' --

MS. STARR-SCOTT: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, Starr-Scott.

M5. STARR-SCOTT: Does he get to read this whole
thing, or is this just a notion to reconsider?

MR HANNAH: It is a notion to reconsider, and
you all will recall earlier -- and renenber we've not been here
except for once, so indulge the Chair for just a monent. W'l al
decide on how we're going to do this. But we have thus far deci ded
that to reconsider, that an individual rising would have to tell us
that we shoul d reconsider, where it is that they want to go, which
t he good nan has done so, by Article V and Section 4, and give us
the rationale for returning to that section

And the good man has been doing so. And the Chair,
unfortunately, the power of Biblical discernnent is not with ne,

fol ks, okay. | can't -- out there soneplace there's probably a
smal |l |line where he finishes giving his rationale and begins to talk
about what it is that he wants to do.

MR. PHLLIPS: |'mready to do that.

MR. HANNAH.  And you're ready to do that.

MS. STARR-SCOTT: |'ll bet he is.

MR HANNAH: Let's be careful here.
MR PHILLIPS: Wat I'd like to do here is nake
it clear and to establish ny reasoning for proposing this anendnent.

In order to do that, | feel like maybe |I should tell you what the
anendnent is. And the amendnent would be, "In the absence of a
quorunt - -

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairnan.
MR HANNAH: M. Cornsilk.

MR CORNSILK: | think that in the interest of
acconpl i shing what we're trying to do here -- and, Jiggs, |'msorry
tointerrupt you -- is that if it would be the pleasure of this
body, | would nmake a notion that we allow a readi ng of the notion at

the tine that they do their justification
MR. HANNAH.  And thank you, M. Cornsilk. And
the Chair will point out, and although -- and once again, we're in a



pl ace that we've not been before in the past nine days, and wll
recall that during our first revisitation, it was not obviously an
el ongat ed amendnent, but it was only two words. But we did, in
fact, allow the two words to be placed up there.

Here is the deal, folks. W'Il|l hear fromthis good man,
and if we hear what it is that he's wanting to propose, it's not
proposed until we say that it is.

Anyone who, under the procedure that we've outlined, that
wi shes to reconsider, is nore or less outlining the entirety of what
it is that they are proposing before we agree to reopen

Now, M. Cornsilk raises, the Chair believes, a good
point. Wuld soneone care to second that notion?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  And is there any opposition or
woul d soneone |ike to have debate or chall enge whet her we can have
debate or not?

MR. CORNSI LK:  Consent .

MR. HANNAH: Consent. All those in favor
signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. W' Il know exactly,
this way, what we're doing. M. Phillips, forgive us. And yet,
thank you for allowi ng us to nove through this process.

MR. PHILLIPS: Thank you very nuch. Thank you

del egates. In essence, what this proposed anendnment would say is,
we have a Council neeting with no quorum Another Council neeting
is called or scheduled; still, not the necessary nunber to establish

a quorum of two-thirds. Two consecutive Council neetings without
the necessary two-thirds to establish a quorum
On the third Council neeting that would be called, in

ot her words, the next one -- and this could be called a speci al
Counci | neeting, enmergency Council neeting or whatever -- but the
anendnent woul d say, pursuant to Article V, Section 4,
"Busi ness may be conducted with ten nmenbers" -- or I'm
not stuck on that nunber. Actually, we could substitute "a
majority," "shall constitute a quorumfor a special neeting."
Well, that's for special neeting only. This would give

the opportunity for the majority of the Council nenbers to go ahead
wi th the business of the governnent, with a quorumof a mgjority of
t he nmenbers.

That's the gist of ny proposal, M. Chair. And ny notion
is to reconsider Article V, Section 4.

MR. HANNAH: Section 4. And you've heard the
man's rationale. You've, in effect, heard the man's anendnent. And
we are at debate over whether to reconsider

And the kind lady from Tahl equah is recognized.

M5. HAMMONS: Point of order. Was there a
second?

HOSKIN, JR : Second.

MR,
MR, HANNAH Yes, there was.



M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairnan. D ane
Hamons, Tahl equah. Ladies and gentl enen, we have been here before.
And the majority of this body, which constituted a bigger nunber
than we have here today, put it the way it is. | urge that we not
reopen this, that we not reconsider this.

Once again, we don't operate in a vacuum Ladies and
gentlenmen, there is a reason for a quorumdenmand, and that is so
that a minority may affect the will of the people, the will of a
si zabl e portion of the people.

W would not, | submt to you, have a Judiciary in the
Cherokee Nation if this |law had been in effect, because we have not
had a quorumrequirenent. And the objectionable | anguage regardi ng
the Judiciary woul d have just been continued to the special neeting
and a nunber |ess than a quorum woul d have voted on it. Thank God
we had a quorum requirenent.

And | am vehenently opposed to it in any way taking away
fromthat. | would strongly voice ny opposition to reopening this
article and section.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, you are recogni zed.
MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman.
Del egat e Ral ph Keen, Jr.

| rise in support of this notion. Wenever | took on the
task, accepted the responsibility to serve as a Conm ssioner on this
Conmission, | did so for one reason. And many people nmay have
wonder ed what that reason was.

The reason | took that task was to, hopefully, bring
about a change in our governnent for the betternment of our people.
And |'ve dedicated a substantial amunt of ny tine over the previous
nonths to bring that into being. And that has -- ny efforts, along
with ny fell ow Conm ssioners, our efforts have culmnated in the
calling of this convention. And now we stand, we're on day nine of
this convention, and we've spent considerable tine and effort to try
to bring about a betternent of our governnent.

And | amvery proud of the work that we've done, but this
job is not conplete. Let ne propose to you several things.

Proposition one: The rule of |aw nust apply to each and
every citizen within our Nation. Qur current system of governnent,
t hat guarantee that everyone will be subject to the same |aw, was
uncl ear. Through our work this past nine days, we have made
provision to strengthen that guarantee.

We now have an Attorney General, we have a Marshal, we
have protected those offices to guarantee that the |laws of the
Cher okee Nation can al ways be enforced.

Proposi tion nunber two: That each and every Ilitigant
that cones before our courts and our Judiciary is entitled to due
process of |aw.

There are those that feel that our existing system of
government does not guarantee that to each and every individual in
our Nation. W have addressed those concerns, and | think very
t horoughly, by conpletely restructuring our Judiciary, by bringing



about a two-tiered court system by creating a court on the
Judiciary, to guarantee that each and every litigant will be
entitled to due process.

Proposition nunber three: That the elected people -- or
the el ected representatives of the people nust be able to cone
toget her and do business if this government is going to function

We have not addressed that concern yet. Now, prior, when
this issue first cane up this past week, | argued vehenmently to
retain the two-thirds quorum And | did so for a very good reason
And that reason stands, and |'m not changi ng that reason now.

The reason was, | did not want to see a mi ni mrum nunber of
five people conducting the business of this Nation. | thought that
was bad. | still think it's bad. So |I argued in favor of the
two-thirds quorum and | still do. W need that.

But now |l et nme propose to you the opposite scenario. |Is

it right, is it good governnent, that six nmenbers of our elected
of ficials can prevent business from happeni ng al t oget her?

The answer to that is "no," it is not right; it is not
good government. And this proposal that the good del egate from
Westville has brought before us is a fair and reasonabl e conpronise
that will ensure that our Council will always be able to conduct the
busi ness of the Nation.

Ladi es and gentlenen, we need to think about this, and we
need to set aside our feelings, and we need to think about the
future of our governnent and whet her or not we have cone here to
make a better governnent, or whether or not we're going to | eave the
j ob undone.

Ri ght now, the job is not finished. W need to conplete
the job that we've come here to do. Thank you

MR. HANNAH. Lady from California is recognized.

M5. MASTERS: | rise in opposition of reopening
Section 4. These are elected representatives; they are el ected from
their districts. W have strengthened the recall procedures; we
have given the people a stronger voice.

I f our Council menbers are not doing the will of the
peopl e, and they are not there addressing the will of the people,
when they go back to their districts, | think the people will tell
them that, because these are el ected representatives.

I would stand in support of maintaining the quorumas a
voice for the nmnority and to resist actions of the majority that
consistently do not consider their petitions. That is the origina
meani ng of the quorum It is part of the political process that can
be exercised when the mnority feels that they are not being
consi dered or heard.

So because these are representatives of the people, we
have strengthened the will of the people and the voice of the people
and the ability of the people to enable the recall process, |
bel i eve that we should leave it to the people for their Council to
represent themin the way they see fit. And | strongly oppose
revisiting this.



MR. HANNAH.  Good man from Cher okee County is
recogni zed

MR. CRITTENDEN: Don Crittenden, delegate. |
stand in support of this anmendnent. | think back in the early tines
when this Commi ssion went out to the conmunities and the nany tinmes
that they heard fromthe people out there, that they wanted
sonet hi ng done here.

And it seens to ne that we kind of passed over it
hurriedly. W've got to renenber that this Tribe is a big, big
organi zation. W have many things that comes up once a nonth that
needs to be taken care of in the Council so that this Tribe can
oper at e.

And when you have a shutdown of a long period of tine, it
stains the operation of the Tribe. W have grants; we have noney
situations that have tine lines that has to be net, and we can't
have t hat when we can't have a neeting.

| would like to say that in this del egati on we have seen
denocracy in action. W have seen things cone up that everybody
didn't agree with and nmany noes were voted, but | didn't see anybody
get up and wal k out.

So | think if we vote against this, you're voting agai nst
denocracy. Thank you

MR. HANNAH:  The nman of Vinita is recognized.
MR. HOSKIN, JR: Yield to the |ady.
MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, sir. The kind |lady from

Texas.

M5. SCOTT: |'m Deborah Scott from Houston, and
| stand in opposition to opening this up again. | think we've heard
over and over and over this week that the Constitution has served us
well in the past and we're trying to address an i medi ate problem

with this kind of nomentum Many good minds | abored and | abored and
| abored and anti-labored this earlier in the week, and we spent
many, many hours in discussion.

And | think nowis not the tine to have a knee-jerk
reacti on because we want to say sonething pleasing or publish
sonet hi ng pl easi ng or have sone kind of reaction out of this
Constitution. | think nowis the time for us to have | evel heads
and know that this Constitution, other than the immediate crisis
we' ve been in, has served us well for twenty years.

And we need to look at that history, and | think that is
denocracy in action, and we should be responsible to the people we
have been representing all along and not at the last minute, in the
el eventh hour, try to change sonething |like this.

MR HANNAH: Good man from Vinita.

MR. HOSKIN JR.: Thank you, M. Chair. | speak
in favor of reconsideration. There's many reasons why | do. One of
themis what M. Phillips mentioned, in that this is a conproni se.

Bot h si des have been participating of all kinds, and sonetinmes
outl andi sh ideas. But this indeed is a conpronise.
I think this convention has been a tine of healing to a



certain respect. |'ve seen nminds changed on issues; |'ve changed ny
m nd on sone issues, that comng into the convention | did not think
I woul d.

But after coming together, | honestly believe that
everyone is here for the best interest of the Cherokee people. And
| agree with M. Keen, Jr., that our job is not conplete. | would

be renmiss if | did not speak to this issue because so many peopl e

have cone forward to speak to the issue of quorum and conducting
busi ness of the Cherokee Nation.

For those reasons and nore, | vote in support of this.

MR. HANNAH. M. Poteete, you are recogni zed,

sir.

MR. POTEETE: Well, I'mgoing to cone forward
and speak against this. |I'mgoing to nake several points. One of
themis that it's a myth that any of the business of the Cherokee
Nation, that we lost any noney or any grants or anything. | suggest

to you that there was a lot of political positioning to try to put
pressure on the people who chose not to attend neetings, and the
suggestion to the people in the conmmunity that things were a | ot
worse than they were as a result. There were special neetings
conduct ed where objectionabl e | egislation was not brought forward,
and the business of the Tribe did nove forward, and we did not |ose
any noney as a result of drawing the line.

The other point I'd like to nake to you, w thout
inflaning things, is that it would be a very interesting analysis to
see, of all of those people who went out and gave testinony, how
many of those were on -- the contractors or otherwi se on the payrol
of the Cherokee Nation.

And the final thing I1'd like to say to you is, this
| egi sl ati on was debated very fully, very thoroughly, very calmy
nost of the tinme, anong all of the del egates who came from both
coasts and all around the country. Wen all of themwere here, when
peopl e were fresh and not exhausted, and it would seemto nme to be a
direct slap in the face to go in and change the whol e purpose of
what they cane and they gave their |abor as |long as they coul d.

Now we want to cone back when everybody has gone hone,
nore worn out, and come back in, and let's change this and override
what they decided. Yes, we have considered sone changes, but
they' ve been mnute or they've been things that we didn't really
take up before. This is exactly opposite of what the group decided,
and | urge you to vote this down.

MR. HANNAH:  Cal vin, you are recogni zed.
MR. McDANIEL: McDaniel from Miuskogee. | highly
di sagree with what the people fromthe other side of the room said.
I'd hate to see this brought up and gone through and get in an
argunent over and sone kind of words slipped in that woul d change
t he whol e neaning of it.

And regardi ng the denocracy, ny idea of denocracy doesn't
agree with yours. That's about as plain as | can put it.

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, Calvin. The good | ady



from Tahl equah is recogni zed.

M5. HAMMONS: | rise in support. |If you just
bl ot out what is happening right now, I don't think twenty years ago
the people that authored this Constitution contenplated that we were
going to get to be as real as we are. They dreant that, but | don't
think they really contenplated that we were going to be a
government. We weren't just going to be a committee, the Counci
wasn't just going to be a comittee; they were going to be a
governnment. And now we have a government.

The State of Okl ahoma Constitution allows for its
menbers, its representatives to conpel attendance. The Constitution
of the United States of Anerica allows for its nmenbers to conpel
attendance. W have a real governnent. Let's be real. Let's make
it real.

MR. HANNAH. Billie, we've heard fromyou, as
well as fromyou, M. Phillips. The kind Iady from Qochey is
recogni zed

M5. STARR-SCOTT: The kind lady rises in
opposition. W have debated this, this week, we have nmade our
deci sions. Everyone has had a voice. |n about two nonths and a
hal f, the people will decide whether they agree with the boycotters
or whet her they do not.

If they do not agree with them they' |l send them
trotting right on down the road, and I don't think you're going to
have t his probl em again.

But what you are going to have and what we have now, and
you can read this detail within diff Wight's bill where M. Bill
John Baker, along with all of the other Council nenbers, nmet in his
hone to inmpeach our Justices.

That cost us roughly two hundred and fifty thousand
dollars. They could have gone to the people. They didn't call ne,
and they don't call ne today when they neet in the Chief's office.

How woul d you like for a majority of this delegation to
nmeet down the hall and decide how this Constitution is going to be?

You can cone in here and debate all day, but it wouldn't do any
good because that decision, with that slimnajority, is nade right
down the hall.

And it doesn't matter what you say, the people have a
right to be saved fromthis kind of tyranny and | eadership that we
have had for the last three years.

There was a petition to renmove eight Council nenbers
M. Bill John Baker, three thousand peopl e signed that to renove
them but they couldn't because there was no provision. Not one
petition, not one signature has been brought against nme for
boycotti ng.

MR HANNAH: We will be in order. Dr. CGourd, do
you care to be recogni zed?

MR JOHN KEEN: M. Chair.

MR HANNAH |'m so sorry.

M. Keen, Sr.



MR. KEEN, SR : Yes, Ral ph Keen, delegate. |
rise in opposition to this notion. And the reason is this. That we
have over the last nine and a half days put together a docunent that
I"mproud of and |I'm sure nost of you are.

And that docunment gives to our elective Council people an
enor nous anmount of responsibility. And that's the way it shoul d be.

I"min favor of that.

At the sane tine, we have created an institution, being
the Council, and in Section 2 of that article it gives themthe
right to devise their own rules on how they proceed. And | submt
that that sentence in that paragraph gives themthe right to
determ ne how their nmenbers act.

| don't think it needs to be in the Constitution. |
think it is aright that they had under the 1975 Constitution, and
it's aright that they will have in this Constitution if it is
adopted by the people. | don't think that we need to do anything to
t hat .

The only thing that was missing in past tinmes, and the
only reason they will not be able to do that in the future if this
Constitution is adopted, is because they do not organi ze thensel ves

into an effective body. |If they will take the charge that we give
themto do this inportant business, then they, out of necessity,
wi || organize thenselves to do business. They will learn to live

with the delegates fromthe other surrounding areas and they will do
t he busi ness of the people. They don't need this in the
Constitution. Thank you.
MR. HANNAH. M. Littlejohn, what say you, sir?
MR. LITTLEJOHN: Delegate Littlejohn rises in
favor of reopening the debate on this issue. A dictator is a
dictator, whether he wears a black robe or whether he carries a gun

This is a governnent of the Cherokee people. The house
of the people have to neet and carry out their business. |f they do
not nmeet to carry out their business to govern this Nation, then
that power vacuumthat is created by the absence of the |egislative
body carrying out their responsibilities to the Cherokee peopl e,
nost assuredly is going to be filled.

It's either going to be filled by a Principal Chief and
the adnministration that will govern this body in the absence of that
Counci| neeting, or in the absence of that Council neeting, you're
goi ng to have Chief Justices taking on the role of legislative type
peopl e, executive type people, and judicial type people, with no due
process for the Cherokee people at all

| don't know whet her the answer is the nmjority or
whet her the answer is ten or whether the answer is two-thirds. But
t he house of the Cherokee people nmust neet and govern this body, or
we have no governnent. W are going to be ruled by dictators.

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. Gourd, do you wish to be
recogni zed?

MR. GOURD: Thank you, M. Chairman. | rise in
favor of the notion to reconsider. And | concur and add to the



statement of M. Keen, and | would offer two words, | think, which
primarily cause nme to rise in support of this.

In ooking at the neasure of governnments in the
i nternational of governnents, the two words are "politica
stability.” And I think this conprom se offers the opportunity that
if, in fact, in the future another situation does arise, the
busi ness of our government can be conducted in a stable politica
at nosphere.

MR. HANNAH.  The kind | ady from Tahl equah is
recogni zed

M5. HAGERSTRAND: Marion Hagerstrand, and | rise
agai nst this anendnment. | understand dictators. W have all kinds
of dictators. | renenber Hitler. | renenber how he inflaned
peopl e, how he ran it.

We have sone people here who care about the little
people. W're not in the process of running sonething and just
goi ng roughshod over people. W think about whether they need --
what they need. W don't want to pay big | awers | ots of noney,
have people conme in here from Cklahona City and tell us how to run
our government. W're smart enough to know that.

And we need sone ethics in this place. And when | say
ethics, | mean that to whom nuch is given, nuch is required. And
don't appreciate picking on people when they do what they have to do
because it's the right thing.

Just because we have a mpjority, friend, majority have
been known to be wong. Do you ever think of that? Think about the
ol d country, when people who had no authority, signed away our | and.

That wasn't right.

You nust renenber, it's the people who try to do the
right thing even though they're taking it on the lanb. [I'mall for
getting it done, the only way you can do it. And if the only way
our so-called boycotters could get the job done, they did the right
thing. Thank you very much.

MR. HANNAH. M. Center, you are recognized,
sir.

MR CENTER | thank the Chair. | have not been
i nvolved in the Nation's governnent until just recently in your
El ection Conmission. But I'd |like every delegate here to take a
| ook at what has just happened in this delegation and in this
chanber .

You have had one of the best exanples of what has been
going on here in two years. W said when we started that that was
not a part of this. Wat is a part of this, we've cone fromvarious
pl aces throughout this United States.

We speak of a Nation. And when | say Nation, |'mtalking
about two hundred and three thousand people. Not this little body
of fifty something people here that has differences.

I'"'mnot here for ne. |'mnot here for any gain. |'mnot
here for any power. None of us should be here for personal gain.

But we should be here to insist that the governnent of the people,



two hundred and three thousand nmenbers, that their government
continues, just as we provided anendnments and things into the
judicial systemto separate that and to stop the conflict, we can
also do that in this.

| stand to ask you not to think of yourselves, not to
thi nk of your position, not to think of your own power, not to think
of your own gain, but to think of the two hundred and three thousand
people that we are here to do business for. Let's stop this.

| stand in favor of this. And, as in the court system
this is a conpronmise; this is only for one neeting in the event that
the governnent is shut down. Let's approve this.

MR. HANNAH:  Ms. Chilson, you're recogni zed.

M5. CHILSON: Chilson from Tahl equah. | oppose
this. O course, | think nobody is surprised because |I've been here
at nost of those Council neetings that other del egates didn't have
privy to. And for sonme of the reasons that the fornmer del egate, the
del egate who just spoke said, yes, |ook at what has happened here at
this convention and you'll see, why is it being brought up again
when we' ve already discussed it, we've already nade a deci sion
because we're a smaller group

And |I'msure all of you have noticed all the little
nmeetings going on around. And do you think it hasn't been discussed
t her e?

We're all here for one purpose. And | represent a |ot of
people and a | ot of voices. And | want everyone to know that
stand behi nd those Councilors one hundred percent. | don't know
what ki nd of government we would have had left or if we would have
had any noney left if they hadn't done what they had done. And
think ny hat goes off to all of them Thank you

MR. HANNAH. M. Silversmth, you are
recogni zed

MR. SILVERSM TH:  Thank you, M. Chairman. [|'m
Rufus Silversnith from Kenwood- Sal i na.

I"'mreally glad 1'mhere today because |'ve heard vari ous
personal opinions about the gratuities that one has realized in
learning fromthis neeting. And |I've heard the cons.

What | would like to do is say | stand in opposition of
changi ng the section as read, in |ieu of preserving the liberty in
this meeting, this convention, that those of us who have
partici pated and voted, ratified that by vote, due process was
achi eved.

| see, in ny opinion, that those of us in Salina-Kenwood,
we woul d not wish to del egate the actions, how a Council menber may
act who may be fromdown in MAl ester or down here in Cherokee
County.

You peopl e down here who el ect the people are responsible
for those people, and that's how | see the origination of
government. It isn't for those people in Nowata to know what is
goi ng on down there unless they had their del egate down there and
they wished to take back news.



To ne, the entirety of what this denbcracy is in this

governnment that we're trying to establish and understand -- and 1'd
say that for those of us who don't have the sanme vocabul ary
definition -- what we try to do is mnd our own business and take

care of our things.

| have to, a person nyself, find out who nmy Counci
person is, in order that we can conmunicate. Not |ook at the faults
of his past, because | haven't seen him | didn't know what he
| ooked like until 1 saw his picture.

But what that did is, it allowed ne to take a | ook at
nysel f, what | have to do. And in this room | refuse to criticize
in a negative sense rather than seek the positive through conments
t hat have been controversial in nature.

And it was for the purpose of ny inability to tel
sonebody how to do or nake a notion to nove in order to enact what
it was that | had utilized. Those of you who are schooled in
whatever it is that you are in your professions, can better express
what the thought process is, and in trying to interpret and
conmuni cate to the community that this -- the Cherokee Nation are
peopl e of pride.

What | wanted to do in ny presence here is represent that
voice that isn't here, those people who are oppressed, who are not
recogni zed because they're not registered voters, because they have
a difference of opinion.

But denocratically speaking, those people have a right to
be where they're at. That flag stands for -- both the flags stand
for people of a personal nature, of a desire for freedomto live the
way they are. \Whether they participate in tribal governnment or not,
it doesn't make them | ess Cherokee.

But yet when it cones down to the Council nenbers, those
peopl e come down and support them Like |I heard the |ady say, she
had not had one conplaint. She didn't say whether it was registered
voters or not, or had voted in the |last election. But what it was
that she had to do, backing and assurance that those people had
entrusted her with their representation in these roons of Council.
And those kinds of people tell nme what kind of governnent we have.

That's the freedom of her to enact in the representation
of those peopl e whom have el ected her. And that's what | don't want
to see denied fromthese people in these roons through debate, an
expression of for anmendnments, and ayes and nays.

Again, | want to speak and represent to the people
represent, that | submt that | am agai nst changi ng the wordi ng as
stated. Thank you.

MR. HANNAH. M. Scott, you're recognized.

MR. SCOTT: Owen Scott, delegate. |It's been
said that general spiked their last war, and | think that's what |'m
hearing in here, that just fighting over a war that should be put
behi nd us now. Sone of us are old enough to remenber what happened
to the mighty Maginot Line, and we can renenber that our mghty
battl eshi ps were at the bottom of Pearl Harbor before we even knew



we were into a fight.

And | think this is what we are doing, is building
weapons against a war that, if it's not over, it should be over
There will be new people and new circunstances cone forward, and
thi nk we should be |ooking to the future of how good people can do
good things for our Cherokee people.

And with that, we call the question or ask the question
or whatever. Just forget about this and call the question

MR. HANNAH. Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

MS. MASTERS: Second.

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Anyone rise in
opposition? And I heard "roll call."” | would need to see hands.
And | see hands.

Just a nonent, here.

MR PHILLIPS: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Phillips.

MR PH LLIPS: This vote is on whether or not to
bring the article back to the floor, right?

MR. HANNAH.  \What we're getting ready to do is
det erm ne whether we're going to end debate on this. The question
has been called for, and it has been seconded, and so we're going to
end debate. And if we, in fact, end debate, then we're going to
vote on whether your motion to reconsider will, in fact, be taken
up.

And so, with that, all of those in favor of ending
debate, please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR HANNAH:  And so debate has ended. W now
nove for the consideration of whether to reconsider Article V,
Section 4, as presented by the good nan from Wstville. Sir?

MR PHILLIPS: M. Chair, is it in order for ne
to make a coment?

MR. HANNAH.  Well, not really, sir. The Chair's
apol ogi es, very respectful of kind man from Westville, but | would
ask you to stand down.

So what would be the pleasure of the del egates? Do you
want a voice vote; do you want a stand, or do you want a roll call?

The Chair will ask you, instead of going through the process.

THE DELEGATES: Stand

MR. HANNAH.  Stand. Standing vote will be
t aken.

THE DELEGATES: Roll call

MR HANNAH:  Roll call has been asked for. The
Chair would have to see by hands. One, two, three, four, five --
sees enough to ask for it. So, therefore, delegates will be in
their chairs. The teller will prepare to call the roll. The scribe
is preparing the electronic ballot.



I will clarify exactly what we're about to do. The vote
that we are taking, if you vote in the affirmative, we will, in
fact, reconsider Article V, Section 4.

If you vote "no," then you're voting not to reconsider.
Does everyone understand?

The teller will call the roll.

LONG Adair. Alberty. Baker, Bill.
Bl LL BAKER: Yes.

LONG Baker, Don. Baker, Jack.
JACK BAKER:  No.

LONG Berry.
BERRY: No.
LONG  Birm ngham Burnett.
BURNETT: No.
LONG Center.
CENTER:  Yes.
LONG  Chil son.
CHI LSON:  No.
LONG d arke.
CLARKE: Yes.
LONG  Col son.
COLSON:  No.
LONG  Coon.
COON:  Yes.

LONG Cornsil k.
CORNSI LK:  No.
LONG Crawford.
CRAWORD:  Yes.
LONG Crittenden, D.
DON CRI TTENDEN:  Yes.
LONG Crittenden, H.
H. CRITTENDEN. No.
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. LONG Crouch. Davis, Bill. Davis, Earl.

Downi ng, B. Downi ng, Carl.

VMR. DOWNI NG  No.

M5. LONG Dowty.

MR. DOWTY: Yes.

MS. LONG  Foster.

MS. FOSTER: No.

MS. LONG CGourd.

MR, GOURD: Yes.

M5. LONG Qunter. Hagerstrand.

MS5. HAGERSTRAND: No.

MS. LONG  Hanmons.

MS. HAMMONS: No.

MS. LONG Hannah.

MR. HANNAH. Abst ai n.

MS. LONG  Herod.

MR. HEROD: No.

V.

LONG  Hat haway. Havens.
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HAVENS: Yes.

LONG Henbree. Hook.
HOOK:  No.

LONG  Hoskin, Jr.
HOSKI N, JR : Yes.
LONG. Senior.

HOSKI N, SR : Yes.
LONG Johnson. Jordan.
JORDAN:  Yes.

LONG Keen, J.

JOHN KEEN:  No.
LONG Keen, R, Jr.
KEEN, JR.: Yes.
LONG Keen, Sr.
KEEN, SR.: no.
LONG Lay.

LAY: No.

LONG Littl ejohn.

LI TTLEJOHN:  Yes.
LONG Li nnenkohl .
LI NNENKOHL:  No.
LONG  Masters.
MASTERS: No.

LONG MDani el .
McDANI EL:  No.

LONG Ml ntosh.

Mcl NTOSH:  Yes.
LONG MCreary.
McCREARY:  Yes.

LONG MacLenpre. Melton.

MEREDI TH:  No.

LONG Mller.

M LLER:  Yes.

LONG  Mbore.

MOORE:  Yes.

LONG Ml lon.
MULLON:  No.

LONG  Phillips.

PH LLI PS: Yes.
LONG Pitts. Plunb.
CHAPVAN- PLUMB:  Yes.
LONG  Pot eet e.

POTEETE: No.
LONG Raper. Rider.
RI DER.  No.

LONG  Robi nson.
ROBI NSON:  Yes.

LONG Rutl edge. Sanders.

STARR- SCOTT: No.
LONG  Scott, D.

Mer edi t h.

Scot t.



MS. SCOTT: No.

MS. LONG  Scott, Owen.

MR. SCOTT: No.

M5. LONG Silversnmth, M

MS. SILVERSM TH.  No.

M5. LONG Silversmth, R

MR. SILVERSM TH.  No.

M5. LONG Smith. Spencer.

MR. SPENCER.  No.

MS. LONG Starr.

MR. STARR  Yes.

M5. LONG Stopp. Stroud.

MS. STROUD. No.

M5. LONG Twi ning. Underwood. Viles.
Wheel er.

MR. WHEELER.  No.

M5. LONG Whitfield.

MR. VWH TFI ELD: Yes.

M5. LONG W/ son.

MR WLSON. No

MR. HANNAH: Peacock. You didn't call Peacock

M5. LONG Peacock, sorry.

MR. HANNAH. The vote has been reconcil ed.
Chair will see the vote once again. Twenty-three, yes; thirty-two,
no; one abstention. Two-thirds not reached, and the reconsideration
is not granted. What is the pleasure of the del egation?

MR LAY: Request a recess.

M5. HAVENS: M. Chairnman, could | nmake one --

it's not a notion or anything.

| just want to clarify sonething.

MR. HANNAH:  The kind |lady from Nowata is
recogni zed

M5. HAVENS: |'m Edna Havens from Nowata County.

And if you will notice, Verna Crawford and | did not rise in
support or talk on either, for or against the notion. W just
vot ed.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, na'am We've had a
request for a recess. | think there's great possibility that we
m ght be here for yet another nmeeting. That's just specul ation by
the Chair. As you know, the Chair, his clairvoyance has been
growi ng throughout the past nine days.

So, therefore, Charlie, we should send a runner to the

restaurant and tel
little thinner. Another

And, fol ks,
take a ten-mnute recess,
about the people's work.

tater

them that they should slice the bologna just a
in the pot would be required.
what we're going to do is,

we're going to

we're going to cone back in here and be
W' re at

recess.

(recess taken)

MR,  HANNAH:
| ook I'ike over there for dinner tonight?

in or are we out?

Here we go. Charlie, what does it
Are they going to let us



M5. LONG We're going for whatever we can get
over there.

MR. HANNAH.  We're going for whatever we can get
over there. That neans the delegates will neet by the dunpster out
back of the restaurant, and you will not conplain. The good nan
fromBlack Gumw Il be asked to fish around in the dunpster.

MR. McCREARY: Could | delegate that authority?

MR HANNAH: Feel free to do that. Feel free to
pi ck out sone deputies to nake that happen.

MR CORNSILK: | found sone nice shirts in the
dunpster.

MR. HANNAH. Del egate Cornsilk, | don't think
woul d have told that.

Al'l right, people. W are back here and we are about the
busi ness. And what would be the pleasure of the delegation? Dr.
Gourd, how rise you, sir?

MR. GOURD: Thank you, M. Chairman. | would
make a notion that we reconsider Article Ill, Citizenship, and in
particul ar, paragraph 2.

MR. HANNAH:  Section 2, sir?

MR. GOURD: Article IlIl, Section 1, paragraph 2.

MR. HANNAH:  Article Ill, Section 1, paragraph
2. And for what reason would we be going back there?

MR GOURD: | would like to propose that we
slightly reword this paragraph and nove it to Article Xl I1, which

presently says C ans.

MR. HANNAH.  So you want to nove paragraph 2 of
Section 1, Article Ill, and you want to put it in Article Xl II under
Clans; is that correct?

MR GOURD: Yes, it seenms to be the nost
appropriate place.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. And would you give us sone
rationale for why you would like to do that?

MR GOURD: My original idea was a notion to
just strike in total. But in the sense of conpronmise and in the
i nterest of the debate that we have had and t he opinions of people
on this, |I would respectively subnit that we could word Article XlI
where it would say "Cans and," you know, sonething |ike
"organi zati ons" or whatever

My intent is that we secure a definitive statenent in

this Constitution that the two people who by treaty and act of
Congress have nerged with the Cherokee Nation and becane citizens,
specifically the Cherokee-Del aware and the Cherokee-Shawnee, that we
make a definitive statenent that we respect and support the rights
of the descendants of the Cherokee-Del aware and the
Cher okee- Shawnee, to pronote their culture, heritage, |anguage and
traditions as they deem proper

MR. HANNAH: So that would be the scope of your
amendment ?

MR GOURD: Yes, sir.



MR MJULLON: Carification

MR. HANNAH: Carification fromM. Millon

MR. MULLON: In that, when you say the scope,
think that, M. Gourd, were you also contenplating striking a few
words or just are you tal king about sinply adding those words?

MR. GOURD: This would contenplate in particular
to strike the word "govern."

MR. MULLON. Thank you

MR. HANNAH. People, |isten up here now.

MR. GOURD: By way of clarification, that would
include the strike of that |anguage of paragraph 2 in Article |11
and then noving to Article XIII for this | anguage woul d be
substi t ut ed.

MS. MASTERS: Substitute or in addition?

MR GOURD: |'msorry, | didn't hear.

MR. CORNSILK: Are you substituting or in
addition to paragraph 1?

MR. GOURD: Substitute. ©Ch, no, no, |'m adding

this language to XIIl -- | m sunderstood.

MR. HANNAH.  So what we have woul d be the strike
of paragraph 2, Section 1, Article Ill, and that this | anguage woul d
be added to Article XlII; is that correct, Dr. Gourd?

MR. GOURD: Yes.

MR HANNAH: W have a notion to reconsider. W
know where this man is wanting to go; we know why he's wanting to go
there, and we know what he's wanting to do once he arrives. |Is
everyone clear? |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  Who said "no," that they were
uncertai n about what we were doing? Ws that you, M. Stopp? You
may have, unknowi ngly. Once again, everyone paying attention for
t hose who need to.

We have a nmotion by Dr. Gourd to reconsider Article |11
Section 1, paragraph 2. And you all have a copy so you can see
that. He proposes to strike all of that |anguage and to insert the
| anguage, "this includes the rights of descendants of the
Cher okee- Del awar e and t he Cher okee- Shawnee to preserve and pronote
their culture, heritage, |anguage and traditions as they deem

proper," inserting that |anguage in Article Xl II
And there has been a second. And the floor is open for
debate. And, Billie, you are recogni zed. How stand you on the
i ssue?
M5. MASTERS: Thank you. | oppose the
reconsi deration of this. | believe it fits exactly where we placed
it during our last discussion. |In the first paragraph we refer to

our unique relationship to the people that are spoken of in
paragraph 2, and | think it follows a conplete thought and a
conpl ete recognition where we placed it. And | see no reason to
reconsi der the |l ong discussion and the decisions that we nade
earlier.



MR. HANNAH. Dr. Robinson, you are recogni zed
How do you rise on the issue?
MR. ROBINSON: In favor. Ricky Robinson out of

Tahl equah. 1'min favor of this, for nuch the sanme reasons that Dr.
Gourd has tal ked about. | feel like this is a better spot for it to
be.

Anot her point of information, what is proper to see if we
can get down to just two or three?
MR HANNAH: Let's settle down here, folks.
Even the Chair is having a problem hearing the good man. What is
your question, sir?

MR. ROBINSON: Well, | just think I"'min favor
for the sane reasons as Dr. Gourd. But ny questionis, | don't know
if it's proper now or not, but | feel like with these notions to

reconsider, if we could keep that down to maybe two or three people,
for or against, it would help us to nove al ong.

MR. HANNAH.  So you are noving to |imt debate?

MR ROBINSON:. I'mnoving to limt it.

MR. HANNAH. | don't think that you're going to
make t hat happen here. You nmay as well take your seat. Thank you

M. Stopp.

MR. STOPP: Gary Stopp, Cherokee County
del egate. (Opposed to this strike mark on Article IIl, Section 1
paragraph 2. | think the intent of Article Ill, Section 1
paragraph 2, is conpletely different than what Dr. Gourd has pl aced
there. However, | do believe that we would like to include this in
Article XIII, under "Clans." It would be appropriate, while
mai ntaining Article Il on Ctizenship, Section 1.

| say that for three basic reasons. |If you |look at the
second paragraph, you see, one, "to renain a separate and distinct
people." That is not specified within that |anguage.

I nherent rights to govern thenselves is not specifically
addressed in this | anguage. Does not dimnish fromthe historica
boundari es of the Cherokee Nation or conflict wth Cherokee | aw.
That is not also in this |anguage.

| do agree with the language, if it's inclusive of
Article XIll, but not exclusive fromArticle I11.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, you are recognized,

Juni or.

MR. KEEN, JR: | would rise in opposition of
reexanining this. W did have sonme good debate on it the first
time. This would just conpletely negate the intent when we first
passed this and, therefore, that doesn't say anything. It doesn't
say anything. So we wouldn't even need that. But |'m opposed to
reopeni ng this.

MR. HANNAH:  Kind | ady from Nowat a

MR. CRAWORD: | speak in support from-- and
this is speaking just ny own opinion. | would prefer having the
| anguage stricken in Article Ill, Section 2. The |anguage here

woul d be fine, but either way, | would like to see the | anguage



stricken in the previous article.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you are recogni zed.
How do you rise?

MR. MULLON: Thank you, M. Chairman. | speak
in favor of reopening the issue for this purpose. | unfortunately
was not here during this debate. | have a fair ampunt of experience
in the Delaware issue. | went through three years of the Del aware
i ssue.

| would have to say, | would want to preface all of ny
remarks here, and if it is reconsidered, all of my renarks
therewith, | ampersonally in total support of the Del aware people
and t he Shawnee peopl e pursuing federal recognition. | think that's
what we are all tal king about here, they should have that right.

And | feel like there should be no way that the Cherokee
Nation or the Constitution of the Cherokee Nation shoul d be worded
in such a way as to interfere with that right.

And | really do support that. And ny own feeling is that
the kind of idea that is being suggested in the amendnent that was
approved yesterday, | suppose it was, that business should be done
with |l egislation of the Tribal Council to set up the appropriate
organi zation or set up a comittee that is charged with the
responsibility of dealing with the Del aware and the Shawnee i ssues.

Those are very, very conplicated issues.

This | anguage -- when you put | anguage in a Constitution
t hough, the possibility of that |anguage having ram fications is why
we are supposed to stop and think real carefully about what we put
in the Constitution. Very carefully.

Now, as it reads right now, ny personal concern is that
the | anguage in there, "right to govern thenselves," would be
construed, notwi thstanding the caveats that followit, the words
"right to govern thensel ves" would be construed to nean that the
Cher okee Nation cannot pass any |aws that govern them

The | anguage that's added at the end that says as |ong as
it doesn't conflict with Cherokee law, it doesn't take care of al
t he busi ness that needs to be taken care of. And we nay be creating
a body of people who are nenbers of the Cherokee Nation, that are
not subject to the laws of the Cherokee Nation

That issue right there is entirely different than the
i ssue of the Del aware and t he Shawnee peopl e, of seeking federa
recognition. That is a different issue.

So | support reopening this and | ooking at the wording
very carefully so that we don't nake a ni st ake.

MR. HANNAH. M. Hoskin, you are recogni zed.
How do you rise in the issue?

MR. HOSKIN, JR: Thank you, M. Chairnan.
Charl es Hoskin, Jr., of Vinita. | rise on a point of infornation.
| would like the Chair to direct this to M. Millon. Before | nake
nmy decision, he tal ked about the caveats that cone after the word
"govern"; and part of it says that it nakes -- the caveat is that it
does not dimnish the historical boundaries or jurisdiction



And to ne, that's a pretty key word. And | suppose it
depends on your reading of the word "jurisdiction." And in al
sincerity, | would like to hear you request that -- hear M. Millon
flush that out a little bit for ne, just so |'mclear

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, would you indul ge us?

MR. MJULLON: Yes. First, the |language in here,
"provided that it does not dimnish the historical boundaries,"
wel |, the Cherokee Nation has |land and interests that are outside
the historical boundaries as well. And that's not covered by this.

Most of the people here are famliar with Chilocco Indian
School, for instance. That is not within what we accept to be in
t he bounds of the Cherokee Nation. And it's very inportant that
there be no m stake about that very, very val uable piece of |and
that we have. That's a lot closer to klahoma City than anything
that is over here. W should never forget about that piece of |and.

That is not taken care of in here. The word
"jurisdiction of the Cherokee Nation" is just anbiguous. That's ny
concern with that. There's nothing anbi guous about the inherent
right to govern thenselves. That's not anbiguous. "Jurisdiction of
t he Cherokee Nation" is anbiguous.

And then finally, the | anguage at the end, "or conflict
wi th Cherokee laws," if they have the right to self governnent,
exclusively, if it's interpreted to say that these people within the
Cher okee Nation yet have the right to govern thenselves, and that's
interpreted to nean that the Nation doesn't have the right to govern
them then very little of what they would do would conflict with
Cher okee Nation | aw.

So | think that we'd better be very careful about what
| anguage that we throw into the Constitution on this issue, or we
may be creating a nice, tidy little battle around here, that would
be opened up in the future for future disputes.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, you are recogni zed.

MR JOHN KEEN: |'d like to address some of the
points that M. Miullon nade. First of all, we're saying "pursuing,"
| believe; "nothing in this Constitution shall be construed to
prohi bit the right of the Cherokee-Shawnee or Del awar e- Cher okee from
pursuing their inherent right."

That's one thing I want you to understand about M.

Mul lon's statement of this could be construed that the Del awares and
Shawnees woul d not be subject to our laws, is -- and | hope
everybody doesn't get mad at ne for this statenent, but we do have
sonet hi ng that supersedes this docunent. And that is federal |aw
and Congress has plenary authority over us.

And Congress says that any Indian, any nenber of a
federally recognized Indian tribe, is subject to the | aws of another
Indian tribe if they're in their jurisdiction. No anmbiguities about
t hat .

So they're a nenber of a federally recognized I ndi ana
tribe, and if they are within our boundaries, they're subject to our
laws. They can't tout this in federal court and say, no, |'m not.



They are subject to our |aws.

And it's witten in here, "provided that it does not
di m ni sh the historical boundaries or jurisdiction" -- that's
i mportant -- "of the Cherokee Nation or conflict with Cherokee |aw "

Cher okee | aw says they're subject to Cherokee | aw, then
they can't do anything to conflict with that by this Constitution
And then we al so have federal law as a layer on top of that.

So -- and again, I'mnot -- | don't want anybody to
m sconstrue ny statenent about sonething is higher than this, but we
do have to recognize the fact that Congress has plenary authority
over this, and federal |aw does supersede. So | don't think we have
any worries in that departnent.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you would be recognized

again, sir.
MR. MJULLON: M. Chairman, Del egate Millon here.
| forgot to say that -- | think it was before our recess when | was
up at the microphone, | nmade a -- what | consider to be a joke about
lucidity and M. Keen and I. And | do take that back and

apol ogize to M. Keen. The record doesn't pick up necessarily --
the witten record doesn't pick up what m ght be heard to be a joke,
it may not |look |like a joke on paper. And | do take that back

The point though, that you are subject -- that any Indian
is subject to the laws of the area -- any Indian would be subject to
the Iaws of the Cherokee Nation if they're within the historica
boundari es of the Cherokee Nation

G ven the conplexities of jurisdiction and all that, and
assune for the sake of argunent that we are tal king about a Del aware
all ot rent or a Shawnee al lotnent, and assuming that that phrase, the

"inherent right to govern thenselves," is interpreted to nean the
exclusive right to govern thensel ves, not the Cherokee Nation, that
does not have the right to govern those people, |I ask you whet her

if you are on a Delaware allotnment or on a Shawnee allotnent, are
ot her Cherokees subject perhaps to the |aws of the Shawnee, the
| oyal Shawnee tribe?

One other question or one other issue that relates to al
-- | lost my train of thought here for a second. | don't know if
' m nmaki ng nysel f clear, but what's good for the goose is good for
the gander; it's a doubl e-edged sword, as they say. And if it is
construed to be that way, a non-Del aware or non- Shawnee person on
Del awar e or Shawnee allotnment nmay find thensel ves subject to the
| aws of the Del awares or the Shawnees.

The other portion about that is, again, we put it into
the Constitution and we recogni ze "their inherent right to govern
t hensel ves," we put that in the Constitution itself, we put that
| anguage into the Constitution itself, there may be Del anware --
there nay be people who are Del aware, nmaybe partly Del aware, or
maybe conpletely Del aware, full-blood Del aware, that don't want to
be governed by the Del aware people. They would rather be governed,
rather, by the Cherokee Nation. There are people in that category.

A lot of people that | have net personally when | was



i nvolved in the Delaware issue, that have strong identification with
t he Cherokee Nation. There are sone that don't, and there are sone
that are kind of in between.

But are we now sayi ng that even those Shawnees or those
Del aware who identify with the Nation are subject to these groups'
i nherent right to govern thenselves? Are we saying that they are
subject to the laws?

VWhat if they are three-quarters Cherokee and one-quarter

Del aware? Are they subject to the laws that -- renenber, we're
recogni zing their right to govern thenselves. That's a big word, to
govern thenselves. 1t's not just, |like, get together and pass a few

rules. To govern thenselves is what we're saying here. And you nay
be creating a scenario for a lot of conflict by sticking this into
the Constitution. It deserves a |lot of thought. Thank you

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d any ot her delegate rise in
support or in opposition to the reconsideration of this section?

MR LITTLEJOHN: M. Chairman, | rise to nove
that we take M. Cornsilk's notion to adopt the Constitution off the
tabl e.

MR. HANNAH.  We're right smack in the niddle of
this, M. Littlejohn. And you have the right to --

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, point of
i nformation.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information.

MR. CORNSI LK: Not neaning to start a debate
with you, but | believe that there is no notion on the table by ne.

MR. LITTLEJOHN: Then there's nothing to take
off the table; | was mistaken. | withdraw.

MR. HANNAH. Ckay. Unless there is objection
we will continue with the debate on this issue. How rise you,
Starr-Scott?

MS. STARR-SCOTT: Starr-Scott. | rise in
opposition to this. | think we discussed this pretty thoroughly the
other night and cane up with a reasonabl e | anguage. | think one of

the things that David is | ooking at, he's tal ki ng about the inherent
right to self governnent. W have in here that we will not keep
them from pursuing that right. To ne, there's a difference in that.

And |I'm not sure, David, if you're up to know the
Del aware situation as we speak. Are you current with the | anguage
that we have, and do you know the situation in the |last six or eight
nont hs?

Because what we put in here, we felt Iike, would give us
sone strength when we go to Congress, because it is nowin the
Bureau and Congress' hands, whether they're going to divide this
Cher okee Nati on.

We i ssed our stroke, when the Bl A | obbied to have that
| anguage changed from "consult" to "consent," we |ost ground. So
all the Bureau and the Del aware have to do is consult with us now
Congress has changed that |anguage and they've nandated that.

And fromthe Assistant Secretary's position six nonths



ago was, we're going to give themsonme land in Bartlesville. This
is areality we're |ooking at.

So I'min support -- | still stay in support of this
| anguage because | think it will give our Congressional del egation
-- when this Constitution is adopted, to ne what it's saying, the
Cher okee people are saying, we don't want to give up any land within
our jurisdictional boundari es.

If the Delaware want to separate, if they want to pursue
their own governnent, we wish themwell. But we will not give up
one inch of soil that our people have fought and died for. And
think this is what this particular piece of |anguage will help us
do.

I"'mnot an attorney. That's just a |lay person

MR. HANNAH. How rise you, M. Stopp? Are you
in favor of reconsidering or are you opposed?

MR. STOPP: |'mopposed. M. Millon's argunents
are strong. However, when we read this and | ook at the inherent
rights to govern thensel ves, we nust | ook at this entire sentence
And it says, "pursuing their inherent right."

In addition, it begins with, "Nothing in this
Constitution shall be construed to prohibit the right of the
Cher okee- Shawnee or Del aware- Cherokee." It is a choice of theirs.
And at sone point in tinme, | believe that choice has to happen

"Basic rights retained by all distinct people and groups
affiliated with the Cherokee Nation." Again, | do not believe this

needs to be taken out. The entire intent of Article Ill on the
Citizenship changed conpletely. Again, if they would Iike to put in
Article XIIl in this framework, recognizing their culture, | think

they well deserve it, not to be excl uded.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, M. Stopp. Any other
del egates rise on this issue?

MR. CORNSILK: Call for the question

MR. HANNAH. Question has been called for. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  And we will, in fact, prepare for
the vote. And the delegates will be in their chairs. Thank you
M. Stopp, M. Poteete.

MR GOURD: Roll call.

MR. HANNAH.  Chair woul d ask for a standing
vote. There's been a request for a roll call vote, and we need to

see additional hands for a roll call. (Counting) Mde the cut, so
there will be aroll call. The teller will prepare to call the
roll

M5. JORDAN. Point of clarification.

MR. HANNAH.  Point of clarification.

M5. JORDAN. This is just to reopen the debate,
right?

MR. HANNAH: That is correct. That is correct.
The Chair will -- before we get started, Tina, |'Il nmake sure that



everybody knows what it is we're going to do. But we're all going
to get set up here.

Is the teller prepared, and the scribe is prepared. And
what we are voting on, |adies and gentlenen, everyone is with ne
here, M. CGourd has nade a notion to reconsider Article Ill, Section
1, paragraph 2. He proposes to strike paragraph 2 inits entirety
and to initiate the | anguage that we have just reviewed and nove it
into Article XII1.

He's told us what he wants to do, his rational e behind
it, and we have been about the process of hearing those for and
agai nst .

So if you vote in the affirmative, then we will, in fact,
reconsider. W wll reopen that. |If you vote no, we will not. Is
everyone cl ear?

Very well, the teller will call the roll.

M5. LONG Adair.

M5. ADAIR  Yes.

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, point of order.

MR HANNAH:  Point of order.

MR. CORNSI LK: The door is open.

MR. HANNAH:  The door is open. And now the door

is closed. You' ve done one; we nade it through one so far. Here we
go.

M5. LONG Alberty. Baker, Bill. Baker, Donn.

Baker, Jack.

JACK BAKER:  No.

LONG Berry.

BERRY:  No.

LONG Birm ngham Burnett.

BURNETT:  No.

LONG Center. Chilson.

CHI LSON:  No.

LONG d arke.
CLARKE: Abstain.
LONG  Col son.
COLSON:  No.

LONG  Coon.

COON:  Abstain.

LONG Cornsil k.
CORNSI LK:  No.

LONG Crawford.
CRAWORD:  Yes.

LONG Crittenden, D.
DON CRI TTENDEN:  Yes.
LONG Crittenden, H.
H. CRITTENDEN. No.

. LONG Crouch. Davis, Bill. Davis, Earl.
Downi ng, B. Downi ng, Carl.
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DOATY:  No.
LONG. Foster.

FOSTER: No.
LONG  Gourd.
GOURD:  Yes.

LONG CGunter. Hagerstrand.

HAGERSTRAND:  No.

LONG  Hammons.

HAMMONS:  Yes.

LONG  Hannah.

HANNAH:  Abst ai n.

LONG Harrod.

HARRCD.  No.

LONG  Hat haway. Havens.
HAVENS: Abst ai n.

LONG Henbree. Hook.

HOOK:  No.

LONG  Hoskin, Jr.

HOSKI N, JR.: Yes.
LONG Seni or.

HOSKI N, SR : No.

LONG Johnson. Jordan.
JORDAN.  No.

LONG  Keen, J.
JOHN KEEN:  No.
LONG Keen, Jr.
KEEN, JR : Yes.
LONG Keen, Sr.
KEEN, SR.: No.
LONG Lay.

LAY: No.

LONG Littl ejohn.
LI TTLEJOHN:  No.
LONG  Li nnenkohl .
LI NNENKOHL:  No.
LONG  Masters.
MASTERS: No.
LONG MDani el .
McDANI EL:  Yes.
LONG Ml ntosh.
Mcl NTOSH:  No.
LONG MCreary.
McCREARY:  No.

LONG MacLenpre. Melton.

MEREDI TH:  No.
LONG Mller. WNbore.

MOORE: Yes.
LONG  Mul |l on.
MULLON:  Yes.

LONG Phillips. Pitts.

Mer edi t h.

Pl unb.



PLUMB: No.

LONG  Pot eet e.

POTEETE: Abstain.

LONG Raper. Rider.

RI DER:  Yes.

LONG  Robi nson.

ROBI NSON:  Yes.

LONG Rutledge. Sanders. Scott.
STARR- SCOTT:  No.

LONG Scott, D.

SCOTT: No.
LONG  Scott, Onen.
SCOTT: No.

LONG Silversnith.
SI LVERSM TH:  No.
LONG Silversnith.
SI LVERSM TH:  No.
LONG Smith. Spencer.
SPENCER:  No.
LONG Starr.
STARR  Yes.
LONG St opp.
STOPP:  No.
LONG  Stroud.
STROUD:  No.
LONG Twi ning. Underwood. Viles.
Wheel er.
VWHEELER:  No.
LONG Wiitfield.
VWHI TFI ELD:  No.
LONG W/ son.
W LSON:  No.
LONG Peacock.
. HANNAH.  Fourteen for; thirty-five against;
five abstentions; notion fails, and the section is not reconsidered.
M. Keen, you are recognized.
MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. |
woul d nove to reconsider Article VI, Section 13, for the purpose of
correcting what | think was an oversight by this convention.
MR HANNAH:  Article VI, Section 13. M. Keen.
MR. JOHN KEEN:. Just a point of information.
Are we pretty nuch considering this, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 again?
MR. HANNAH. |I'msorry, |I'mnot follow ng your
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nunbers.

MR. JOHN KEEN. Are we just going to junp around
i n nunbers?

MR. HANNAH. |I'mafraid we're going to have to
sir, because Chair once again fails in clairvoyancy of know ng how
to organi ze the thoughts of the individuals that are here.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | was just hoping that we could



keep it in order so we don't keep going back and forth, and back and
forth.

MR. HANNAH.  Well, in a way we had to do that,
because if we were to take time out, bring out a big clip chart, and
ask everybody in the roomwho thinks that they want to go revisit
sonet hing, and then we could line us all up in a pew But | don't
think we are going to do that, unless you all would like to overrule
the Chair. You've done it before. Wat do you say?

In that case, M. Keen, you are still recognized. You
will continue, sir. W are on Article VI, Section 13

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, M. Chairman. Down
at the last sentence in the paragraph, after the word "years,"
pl ease enter the follow ng | anguage: "The Attorney General shall be
aut hori zed to designate such prosecutors and ot her assistants as
deenmed necessary to carry out the duties of office as deened
necessary." "The duties of office."

This | anguage was in the original recomendation fromthe
Conmi ssion, and that |anguage got, by and l|large, replaced, and we
worked on it very hard. But | think certainly we're not going to
burden one individual with defending and prosecuting every case on
behal f of the Cherokee Nation. They might need a little help. So
to correct that problem | offer this |anguage.

MR. HANNAH.  So, M. Keen, you have a notion to
reconsider Article VI, Section 13, and it would be your expressed
purpose to add the |anguage, "The Attorney Ceneral shall be
aut hori zed to designate such prosecutors and ot hers assistants as
deened necessary to carry out the duties of the office"; is that
correct?

MR KEEN, JR.: That's correct, sir.

MR HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There's a second and we are open
for debate with regard to reconsideration as noted. And the kind
aut hor of 18 is recogni zed.

MR CLARKE: The kind author of 18 would like to
express to each of you here, |'ve got to leave. | want to say that
this has definitely been sonething that has certainly enhanced ny
belief in Cherokee people. That we can get together in the spirit
of cooperation and that we can do sonme good things, not only for
this generation, but those generations who are subsequent to us.

And | feel good about what |'ve done here.

I've seen a lot of grief in people, both ways, both
sides, the last two years. And | think that we are doing sone
things that perhaps will cause us to conme together and to get into a
spirit of cooperation all across the nation

And this is what | want to do, because | nentioned to you
all here the other day that ny little seven-year-old son is going
around telling his friends, his teacher at school, and everyone,
that his daddy is hel p nmaki ng Cherokee history. And | want ny
children to grow up under this good stuff that we are doi ng here.



And this norning when | got ready to |eave, |'ve got a
seven-year-old at hone and a three-year-old. 1'man old man with a
young wi fe who has got kids, and they're bel oved. But,
nevert hel ess, both of my children spoke to nme, and ny son said,
"Daddy, | want you to quit that job at the Cherokee Nation."

And | said, "Well, | can't quit ny job at the Cherokee
Nation because that's how we live."

He said, "No, | nean that job that you're helping to
create history because we don't get to see you anynore."

And then ny three-year-old cone running up to nme and put
her arns around me and said, "Daddy, we didn't get to get you an
angel cake for your birthday. But we're going to get an angel cake
for your birthday, and we're going to do it tonight."

So I'mgoing to go hone to eat that angel cake with ny
ki ds.

And |'m convinced that this good group of people will be
able to continue, and I know you're going to be able to get this
thing out to the fol ks without nmy assistance. Had | not even been
naned as del egate, this group would still be right at this point in
time of what you're doing now. So God bless you and just keep on
goi ng.

(appl ause)
MR HANNAH:  Kind author of 18 is thanked.

And the floor continues at debate. And, M. Millon, you
are recogni zed. How do you rise on this issue?

MR. MULLON: | rise in favor of reopening for
this limted purpose. It is a necessary provision, and we woul d be
unfortunate to have the -- this particular section going wthout
t hat .

MR. HANNAH. M. Downi ng, how do you rise on the
i ssue?

MR. DOMNI NG  Point of issue -- point of
i nfornation, sonething.

MR, HANNAH: That woul d be cl ose.

MR DOMING | would like to request fromthe
maker of the nmotion, | understand that the Council does control this
by virtue of the budget. 1Is it necessary to have sonewhere inserted
here, "with approval of the Council"?

MR. KEEN, JR: | don't think so, sir. As you
say, the Council always controls the noney, and so that would, of
course, limt the Attorney CGeneral as to how many.

But what this | anguage is designed to do, is to give him
authority to del egate the power of prosecution to assistants, so he
doesn't have to represent each and every case hinself.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you. M. Keen the younger
you are recogni zed. How do you rise on this issue, sir; are you for
or agai nst?

MR JOHN KEEN: Let the record reflect that |
can agree with nmy brother once in a while.

MR. HANNAH.  Therefore, you would be rising in



favor to reconsider?

MR. JOHN KEEN. My point would be that since
this is a law enforcenent branch, we did it for the Marshal; it just
seenms, you know, to keep it uniform it seens necessary. | think it
shoul d be incl uded.

MR. HANNAH  Very wel | .

MR. HOOK: Call the question

MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been call ed.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And there is a second. |Is there
any opposition to us calling the question?

In that case then, what we are about to vote on is
whet her to reconsider Article VI, Section 13, for the expressed
purpose of inserting the |anguage, "The Attorney Ceneral shall be
aut hori zed to designate such prosecutors and ot her assistants as
deenmed necessary to carry out the duties of the office."

The Chair would be so bold as to recomend standi ng count
for this, remenbering once again, requiring two-thirds vote for its
passage for us to reconsider. The teller will draw close. The
del egates will be in their chairs, visitors will be quiet and still.

And all of those in favor of reconsideration of Article
VI, Section 13, please stand. The teller will take the count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Forty-eight.

MR. HANNAH.  Forty-eight. Be seated. And those
opposed, pl ease stand.

DELEGATE: (standing)

M5. LONG One no.

MR. HANNAH.  Forty-eight in favor of
reconsi deration; one no. The notion passes. And, M. Keen, you are
recogni zed

M5. TWNING M. Chairman, | call for the
guestion to include this in this portion

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been called; there
is a second. |s there opposition? Al those in favor please
signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: (No response)

MR. HANNAH:  And the | anguage is included, and
the section and the article is closed.

M. Scott, you are recognized.

MR. SCOIT: Scott, delegate. | nove to open
Article VII, Judicial, paragraph 4 --

MR HANNAH: What section, M. Scott?

MR. SCOIT: Section 4, and the second paragraph
of that section.

MR HANNAH:  Article VII, Section 4. And in
whi ch paragraph, sir?



MR. SCOIT: The second paragraph

MR. HANNAH. I n the second paragraph. And your
rati onale for wishing to open this?

MR SCOIT: To --

MR. HANNAH.  To the microphone, sir.

MR SCOIT: | think it will be self-evident when
it gets up there, but it's to help the Cherokee people who are not
bilingual in legalese. And also part of it would be to strike or
put sonmewhere el se the | egal ese words that are appearing there now.

MR. HANNAH.  So your notion is to reconsider
Article VII, Section 4, second paragraph, and you wi sh to insert
| anguage that would read, "To get a person out of jail and into
court, to nake an official do the duties of his office, to nmake a
person show by what right he holds an office or privilege, to get
the records of a trial in a lower court for review, to stop a
person froma thing he should not do," and then strike the | anguage
"habeas corpus," "mandamus," "quo warranto," "certiorari," and
"prohibition"; is that correct, sir?

MR. SCOIT: Yes.

MR HANNAH:. Is there a second.

MR. POTEETE: 1'Il second that. That is just
pl ai n | anguage that anybody in the world can understand.

MR. HANNAH: There is a second and the floor is
open for debate with regard to reconsideration of this section. How
do you stand on the issue, M. Cornsilk? Are you for or against?

MR. CORNSI LK: M. Chairnan, Del egate CornsilKk.

| stand against this, not in that | don't want that there be plain
| anguage in the Constitution, but that the judicial section of the
Constitution goes directly to this kind of language in its use in
court.

And | really think that the terms such as habeas corpus,
t hose ki nds of things, have a nuch broader neaning than the sinple
| anguage that we are trying to insert here. And we've narrowed it
down too tight by trying to be sinple.
By sinply using the terms that are used in court, we have
captured the breadth at which a person's rights would be protected.
MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d a del egate rise in favor of
reconsi derati on?
MR. STOPP: Friendly anendnent.
MR. HANNAH.  Not now, sir. W are discussing
the reconsideration of this section
Is there a delegate that rises in favor?
MR HOSKIN, JR: Call the question
MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been call ed.
DELEGATE: Second
MR. HANNAH. There is a second. |s there any
opposition? Hearing no opposition to vote, the delegates will take
their seats or they will be out of the chanbers. And we'll take a
standing vote. And the teller will prepare to count. W will take
our seats. Thank you very much.



And so what is before us is a notion to reconsi der

Article VII, Section 4, second paragraph, inserting the | anguage as
read and striking the |anguage as noted. It will require a
two-thirds vote. |If you vote in the affirmative, we wll

reconsider; if you vote no, we will not reconsider. Does everyone
under st and?

MR STOPP: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Stopp.

MR. STOPP: |f the author decided to adjust sone
of those words right now, could he adjust those words?

MR HANNAH: W are in a vote at this tinme, sir.
Take your seat. All of those in favor, please signify by standing.
Remai n standing. Start your count, teller.

THE DELEGATES: (St anding)

M5. LONG  Seven.

MR. HANNAH: Be seated. All of those opposed,
pl ease stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Forty-two.

MR. HANNAH:  Seven in favor; forty-two against.
Motion fails.

MR. HOOK: Point of personal privilege.

MR. HANNAH:  Poi nt of personal privilege, Dr.
Hook.

MR HOOK: | request an hour recess for supper.

MR. POTEETE: | beg the Chair to indul ge ne
before we proceed with this suggestion.

MR. HANNAH. M. Poteete, you wll be indul ged.
What say you?

MR. POTEETE: Well, |I'mnot going to address the
Chair right now, | think. I'mgoing to offer a resolution before we

| ose any nore people that have to go and what have you. There's a

little bit of chore work that we need to do, and | took the time to
word up a resolution that | would |like to read for you and beg your
i ndul gence in. It's going to take me a nonent. | hope we capture

soneone's sentinent besides ny own; | think it does.

It says, "Whereas Dennis J. Hannah" --

MR. HANNAH:  You nmay be out of order here, sir.

MR. POTEETE: Are you going to allowthis or
not ?

MR. HANNAH: The Chair will say this, folks, for
just a noment. And the Chair is very appreciative, he believes.
You're either getting ready to inpeach himor -- the Chair is
uncertain. It is not that clairvoyant. But the Chair will renind
this delegation that this horse is not in the corral yet.

So no matter what is said in that piece, you will know
that this Chair will remain in its position, unless renpoved, unti
the barn door is closed. And he will only take great pleasure after
that barn door is closed.

You may read whatever docunment you have, sir, but you



will be careful with it.

MR. POTEETE: It says, "Wereas Dennis J.
Hannah, of Myseley's Prairie in the north of Adair County and lately
of Norman, Okl ahonma, has served eight |ong and tedi ous days as the
Chai rman of the 1999 Cherokee Nation Constitutional Convention

And whereas this success of this convention can in |arge
part be attributed to the talent, skill, and education of the said
Dennis J. Hannah, to that onerous task to which he was appoi nted;

And whereas the dignity and proper decorumin the conduct
of the business of the Cherokee people is highly valued by the
Cher okee peopl e generally and convention del egates in particul ar

And whereas the convention is constituted by a | arge
group of Cherokee citizens who have passionately and vigorously
advocated a nultitude of strongly held views;

And whereas the del egates collectively recogni ze the
i ncredi bl e chal | enge chai rnanshi p of the convention presented;

And whereas the proceedi ngs of the convention were
conducted with absolute fairness, that all m ght be afforded
opportunity to express their views;

And whereas the del egates believe no other Cherokee is
i nvol ved with the conbination of stanina, diplomacy, patience, and
conmmuni cation skills necessary to have so capably acted as Chair of
sai d conventi on;

And whereas the del egates are appreciative that Dennis J.
Hannah was willing to bring his incredible talents to the cause of
conducting a constitutional convention in a manner befitting the
Cher okee peopl €;

And whereas the service of Jay Hannah in this nost
i mportant position represents a continuation of service to the
Cher okee peopl e which has been a tradition in his famly for many
gener ati ons;

And whereas the del egates to said convention wish to
collectively express their trenendous gratitude, respect, and
admration to the delegate from Mdseley's Prairie for his service to
the convention as its Chair;

Therefore, be it resolved that the Constitutiona
Convention of 1999 does hereby preserve for the annals of Cherokee
history this expression proclainng our deep and sincere
appreciation to Dennis J. Hannah for outstanding service to his
peopl e, the great Cherokee Nation."

MR. HOOK: A friendly anendnent, it has been
ni ne grueling days.

MR. POTEETE: If it's the will of the body,
we'll have this to be placed -- this | anguage to be placed on
parchnent or sonething suitable for fram ng and have it suitably
framed.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. POTEETE: Any opposed? W'IlIl stand; it's
passed by acclanation, M. Chair.

MR. KEEN, SR : Point of information. | agree



with everything he said; |I'mone thousand percent for it. But |
just want to know one thing. M. Hannah has additional talents of
whi ch he has not displayed for us yet. And | would like to know
when he's going to get out his guitar and sing for us.

MR. HANNAH. M. Hannah will bring his nusica
talent in celebration when this is put before the Cherokee peopl e.

MR. KEEN, SR : Thank you

M5. MASTERS: We would also like to take this
opportunity to rem nd ourselves that nothing is an accident; al
things are with purpose. And in expression of those things that
have cone together here, that have been brought together by the
Creator of all things, we give this in nenory and in honor of what
has taken take place here and the | eadership that has been provided.

And this eagle claw dance stick, we present to our Chair.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you all. Please be seated
The del egation will be seated.

M5. MASTERS: M. Chair --

MR HANNAH: The Chair will stand out of the
way. Billie just kept himto the side nost of the week anyway.

M5. MASTERS: We would also like to take this
opportunity to give the type of recognition to the hard work of the
Conmi ssion nmenbers, to those that are still here. M. Ral ph Keen
M. Gourd, and Ms. Coon, would you cone forward and | et us honor
you?

Not an expression for what you have done, but in nmenory
of what we have all done together, we would |like to present each one
of you with a gift of nenory. And M. Ral ph Keen, Jr., and to M.
Charlie Gourd. They have both gotten deer antler rattles. And we
are sure they will rattle themoften

And to the lovely sweetheart of all of us, we would |ike
to express our own appreciation for all that she has given us and
all that has taken place in her guidance and her wi sdom and in her
wonder ful, wonderful attitude that she has expressed all of the way,
we would like to grant her the honor of wearing this necklace in
renmenbrance of this tinme that we have spent together

M5. COON: Thank you

M5. MASTERS: And because that isn't quite
enough, we're going to give her sone sage and sweet grass that she
can have with her. And we thank you all so mnuch.

We also -- we had asked our elder to speak and say what
this has neant to her, and we have asked one of our young del egation
and one of our at-large, if you would at | east give themthree
m nutes each to express the neaning that they have experienced here.

M5. MEREDITH:  Well, | hardly think that you al
need to hear nuch nore fromne except ny heartfelt gratitude for al
the hard work they've done, not only at this convention but at the
hearings. They have endured snowstorns, ice storns, everything
el se, and we don't know about what kind of food they've gotten. But
t hey have endured and we | ove each and every one of them believe
ne.



MR JOHN KEEN: | can't believe | was asked to

speak more. | just want to say that for me, ny brother, Ralph
Junior, Dr. Gourd, Ms. Coon, especially Jay Hannah, have made this
one of -- probably will be one of the nbst nenorabl e experiences of
nmy life.

Thi s has been just such a trenendous experience for ne.
| don't know how you could ever top this. M. Hannah has done an
outstanding job in the face of -- | don't know what you would cal
it he has faced.

MR. HANNAH. " Del egates. "

MR. JOHN KEEN. In the face of seventy-sone
del egates, nine days of the I ong days we've been working. | don't
know what el se to say, other than thank you

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir.

MR HOOK: | also amnot quite sure why | was
asked to speak, except that this is also one of the npbst noving
experiences of ny life.

And 1'd have to say, M. Hannah, that of all the
experiences |'ve had, whether it was in the mlitary or business,
education, anywhere in nmy life ever, | have never seen anyone
exhibit the skills that you have, the gifts that you have
denonstrated these |ast few days in being able to direct us and
being abl e to not suppress the feelings, the enotions that we have
felt, but be able to allow us to express those and still keep them
on a very personal, friendly level. And with all the diverse
experi ence and passion that we have, our Creator, through you, has
allowed this to be a productive process.

And once again, | have never witnessed, in ny life, the
Creator's presence being guided so adeptly a group of discussion
such as you have exhibited. Wado

M5. COON. Before we go to eat our evening neal
| have -- |'ve prepared sone remarks here and | can't read them
' mgoing to have ny daughter to read

M5. GAEN HENRY: "M. Chairman, | would like to
take this opportunity to express my appreciation to you, Jay, as
well as to Charlie, Ralph, George, and Ed, for the many hours you
have unsel fishly given to the inportant task of revising the
Cher okee Constitution.

You have worked diligently al nbst every weekend since the
8th of August. It has been quite an educational experience for ne,
and | thank all of you for your kind consideration during these past
nont hs.

It is a true pleasure to have been associated with the
nmenbers of this Conmm ssion.

I would also like to thank the del egates for their
t hought ful assistance and patience during the past few days."

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you. Thank you all. Please
be seated. The Chair is hunbl ed by your expressions here in gift
and in word. The Chair grew up on Mseley's Prairie.

M5. COON: | thought she was an | ndi an-giver



M5. MASTERS: Actually, she just wants M.
Underwood' s rattle.

MR. HANNAH. The Chair grew up on Mseley's
Prairie in northern Adair County, where his famly has been since
1839 or perhaps even a little bit before, dependi ng upon which
branch of the famly you | ook at.

It is often said in nmy famly that we noved there with
absol utely nothing, and we've been able to hang on to it.

The Chair believes that we all here and that we stand on
t he shoul ders of those that have cone before us. And that we, as
i ndi vidual s and as del egates, and the work that we have been about,
that we in fact are here and at this nonent and in this place and in
this tinme to represent all of who they were and what they dreaned of
and what they neant and what they | ooked to see in the future.

The only reason the Chair has been here for nine days at
fourteen, fifteen, sixteen hours, is for one purpose, and that is to
serve this delegation. Because the Chair believes that this
del egati on serves the Cherokee peopl e.

And so we have cone here, as the Chair has often rem nded
you, to do the people's work. And he is very thankful for your vote
of confidence to allow himthe great honor of his entire life to be
here. And he recogni zes that the words that you spoke in here today
and the gifts, in fact truly do not honor the Chair. You honor his
fam ly; you honor his blood; you honor their comitnents. And that
is what is to be recognized in each and every one of us that are
here.

The Chair will rem nd you that we have made it to yet
another neal. W still have sonme work to do. There may be those of
you who would like to bring a reconsideration of other sections; it
may well be that soneone would bring a notion to adopt this
docunent .

We will need to nake decisions about what it is that
we're going to do fromthis day forward. There is still work to be
done, and the Chair believes that we can in fact bring that work to
concl usi on.

What is the pleasure of the delegation? M. Millon, you
woul d be recogni zed.

MR. MJULLON: Yes, M. Chairman, Del egate Mill on
| have a notion to reopen another section of Article VII
MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to reconsider on
Article VII. And the section you would consider?
MULLON: It would be Section 7.
CORNSI LK: M. Chai rnan, point of order
HANNAH:  Poi nt of order, sir.

CORNSI LK: | believe there was a nmotion to
go to dinner before had our reverie.
HANNAH: | believe the good man is correct.
M. Millon
MULLON:  1'Il bring this up after dinner
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HANNAH. Excell ent. Good nman. Now,



Charlie, are we in fact going to be able to nove to the restaurant?

M5. LONG |I'mnot Charlie, but yes.

MR. GOURD: The teller tells us, unless you hold
us in recess, sir, we wll not.

MR. HANNAH. W& will return here at six-thirty.

(di nner recess taken)

MR HANNAH: W are recalled fromrecess. Carl
Downi ng, you are recogni zed, sir.

MR. DOMNING | guess this is a point of
information. | knowit is. | would request that the Chair
ascertain approxi mately the nunber of individuals who renmain who
wi sh to open the Constitution for any reason.

MR. HANNAH. | think that's an overly practi cal
qguestion. How many individuals --

MR DOMWNING You don't have to sound so
surpri sed.

MR. HANNAH. Ch, gee, Carl, yes. That's a good
idea. Okay. Let's see a show of hands of how nany del egates
believe that they are going to bring a reconsideration notion before
thi s body.

The Chair sees one hand. And, Carl, your question is
answered. You'll take a chair.

And, M. Millon, you are recognized.

MR. MJULLON: Thank you, M. Chairman. The
change that | would Iike to reopen Section 7 of Article VII is for
the sinple purpose, the single purpose of striking through the | ast
sentence in that section.

MR HANNAH:.  Article VII, Section 7. We'll all
turn to chapter and verse.

M. Keen, | assune that we are all |ooking off of the
sanme copy, which nay be a broad assunption. But we in fact have
t hese page numbers now, being a novel approach for us. So that
woul d be on page ten of sixteen, is that correct, sir? M. Millon.

MR MJULLON: That's correct.

MR. HANNAH.  And so we're tal ki ng about Section
nunber 7, and you wi sh to reconsider that, and you want to
reconsider it to strike, do | understand, the final sentence?

MR MJULLON: That's correct.

MR. HANNAH:  And you would need to tell us why
that you would like to do that.

MR. MULLON: The del egates may recall from
yest erday when we approved Section 3 of Article X, including in it
wordi ng that dealt with the basic standards and rules for renoving
officials, and we included officials that are renovabl e under
Article VI1, Section 7.

And basically Section 3 of Article X says, "No official
may be renmoved under Sections 1 or 2 of this Article or Section 7 of
Article VII, except after trial before the Council, with the accused
havi ng been afforded due process and opportunity to be heard.

Provi ded, renoval under Sections 1 or 2 of this Article or Section 7



of Article VIl shall require a 2/3 vote of the nenbers of the
Counci | . "
That line right there is sonewhat inconsistent with this
particular line, in that it suggests that the Council could adopt
| aws that nerely have to ensure that due process is afforded.
Whereas Article X, Section 3 provides for quite a bit
nore than just that. So they are inconsistent, and | would open it
for the purpose of nerely striking out the section, and having it
entirely and clearly represented by Section 3, Article X
MR. HANNAH.  Very well, sir. 1Is there --
Article VIlI, Section 7, striking the final sentence, and the good
man has expl ai ned why he wi shes to open and strike.
I's there any questions about what he is doing? 1Is there
a second?
DELEGATE: Second
MR. HANNAH: There is a second. And the floor
is open for debate.
DELEGATE: Call for the question
MR. HANNAH.  The question is being called. |Is
there a second?
DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  Very well. So what we are doing is
voting on the reconsideration of Article VI, Section 7, for the
pur pose of striking the final sentence.
The teller will -- as is a tradition, we will conduct a

standing vote. And the delegates will be in their seats. This wll
require two-thirds vote. And all of those in favor of
reconsi dering, please stand. The teller will initiate the count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Forty-four.

MR HANNAH: Pl ease be seated. Those in
opposi tion, please rise.

M5. LONG Zero.

MR. HANNAH:  Forty-four yes; zero no. Mdtion
carries. And, M. Millon, you are recognized.

MR. MJULLON:  Yes, thank you, M. Chairnan.
Del egate Mull on here.

I would nove that we strike the |ast sentence of Section

7 of Article VII1 fromthat section, if we will strike the entire
| ast sentence of that section

MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to strike. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is. And the floor is open
for debate. Hearing no debate --

MR LITTLEJCHN: Voice vote.

MR. HANNAH. W're to the voice vote part.
Remenber, we al ways voi ce vote once we get inside. You have to
stand up to get inside, and then it's okay. But we all have to
stand to get in this.



And so the question has been called; it's been seconded.
Heari ng no objection, we will nove to the vote which will be to
stri ke the | anguage as i ndi cat ed.
And all of those in favor, signify by saying "aye.
THE DELEGATES: Aye
MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."
(no response)
And the notion carries. The |anguage is stricken and the
article and section are closed.
M. Cornsilk, you are recognized.
MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, Del egate CornsilKk.
| would Iike to open Article XVI, no section, it's only one
sent ence

MR. HANNAH:  Article XVI. Carl, apparently
there was one other section.

MR. CORNSILK: And | would like to open this
article in order to strike the word "Ckl ahona" and replace that with
"Cher okee Nation."

MR. HANNAH.  And your rationale, sir?

MR. CORNSILK: M rationale is that the Cherokee

Nation is a place. | think I've harped on that nmany tines since
we' ve been here and we've consistently gone through this
Constitution and renpved the words "of Cklahoma." And then here we

conme back in Article XVI and iterate it again.

So | would like to take "Gkl ahoma" out and replace that
wi th "Cherokee Nation" to reaffirmthat this is a place. | don't
want to | eave it blank because there is a Tahl equah, Washi ngton

MR. HANNAH:  Yes, there is.

MR. CORNSILK: And so | would like to say that
t he Cherokee Nation is a place.

MR. HANNAH. Al right. There is a notion to
reconsider Article XVI for the expressed purpose of striking the
word "kl ahoma." And you' ve heard the nman's rational e.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second, and the floor is
open for debate.

MR. CORNSILK: Call the question

MR. HANNAH:  The question has been called. M.
Keen, you are recogni zed

MR KEEN, JR: | would like to call on M.

Miul lon to see if there is any legal inplications to this.

MR CORNSI LK: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair will allow such
testimony, if nothing else, just so Calvin will have an opportunity

to see another attorney up there. |If Calvin says it's okay, it wll
be all right. Calvin says it's okay. Wat do you say, M. Millon?
MR. MJULLON: | say probably yes, it probably

does, but not necessarily bad.
MR HANNAH: M. Millon has now escalated to the
status of being an economist. On one hand it would be like this,



but on the other hand it would be like that.

Any ot her debate or questions that needs to cone before
this group? In that case, the teller will attend; two-thirds vote
will be required, and all of those in favor of opening Article XV
for the expressed purpose of striking the word "Ckl ahomm, " pl ease
stand. Start the count.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-three.

MR HANNAH: Pl ease be seated. Those in
opposi tion, please stand.

THE DELEGATES: (standing)

M5. LONG Twenty-one.

MR. HANNAH.  Twenty-one. So we have
twenty-three for; twenty-one against. So it didn't -- twenty-three
in favor; twenty-one against, did not carry the two-thirds required,
and the section is not open.

The Chair would entertain the pleasure of the del egation.

M5. HAGERSTRAND: Del egate Mari on Brown
Hager st rand.

MR. HANNAH.  And you are recogni zed

M5. HAGERSTRAND: M. Chairman, | nove that we
adopt this lovely Constitution, that docunent as it is, and be proud
of oursel ves.

MR. DOMNI NG Pl ease note that Carl Downing
seconded that notion.

MR. HANNAH. M. Downing, retire to your seat,
sir. There is a notion on the floor to adopt the Constitution that
has been witten by this delegation, and it has been duly seconded.

MR HOOK: Roll call vote

MR HANNAH:  Roll call vote has been asked for
and hands would need to be seen. And | believe there is five here.

Now, | adies and gentlenen, the Chair would -- the teller will bring
her ball ot.

The Chair has had the past nine days of watching a | ot of
i ssues voted on. And it's been difficult for the Chair at tinmes to
not want to join in the debate, wite a few anmendnents, send down
sone notions, answer sone questions, and nost of all, participate.

| think it is fascinating in the historical record of
this group that Jay Hannah will actually have attended this
convention and not voted on a thing.

So with the perm ssion of this group, because | have --
and al though in checking with the Parlianentarian it would have been
well within my right as a delegate to have voted, | have abstai ned
on every vote in this Constitution for one reason: | have abrogated
my right to this body so that at no tine, on any issue, that anyone
woul d view the Chair as taking sides on any issue, so the Chair
could in fact remain totally independent with regard to the issues
that are before us.

But with the delegation's pernission, the Chair would
like to vote this tine.



chance --

speak up;

Davi s.

Downi ng,

C

(appl ause)
I've been waiting to vote

no" all week.

no.

This is nmy big

Draw cl ose, ladies and gentlenen. Delegates will be in
their seats. The teller is prepared with the roll.

And pl ease

we want to hear your voice. The scribe is prepared.

M. Keen, what say you? Are you ready, sir?

KEEN, JR : Yes, sir.

LONG Adair.
ADAI R Yes.

JACK BAKER: Yes.
LONG Berry.
BERRY: Yes.

BURNETT: Yes.

LONG Center.

CENTER:  Yes.

LONG  Chil son.

CHI LSON:  Yes.

LONG darke. Colson.

COLSON:  Yes.
LONG. Coon.
COON:  Yes.

LONG Cornsil k.

CORNSI LK:  Un-ski -da.

LONG Crawford.

CRAWORD:  Yes.

LONG Crittenden.

DON CRI TTENDEN:  Yes.

LONG First Crittenden, D.
DON CRI TTENDEN:  Yes.
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LONG  Birm ngham Burnett.

HANNAH. The teller will read the roll.

LONG Al berty. Baker. Baker. Baker.

Cr ouch.

LONG Second Crittenden, H.
Davis. Downi ng.
MR. DOWNI NG Yes.
M5. LONG Wong Downing. Downing, D.
MR. DOWNI NG Yes.
M5. LONG Dowty.
MR. DOWTY: Yes.
MS. LONG Foster. Gourd.
MR, GOURD: Yes.
M5. LONG Qunter. Hagerstrand.
MS. HAGERSTRAND: Yes.
MS. LONG  Hanmons.
MS. HAMVONS:  Yes.
MS5. LONG Hannah.
MR. HANNAH:.  Yes.
M5. LONG Herod. Hathaway. Havens.
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HAVENS:
LONG
HOCOK:
LONG
HOSKI N,
LONG
HOSKI N,
LONG
JORDAN:
LONG

Yes.
Henbree. Hook.
Yes.
Hoskin, C., Jr.
JR : Yes.
Sr.
SR. : Yes.
Johnson. Jordan.
Yes.
Keen, J.

JOHN KEEN:  Yes.

LONG

Keen, Jr.

RALPH KEEN, JR : Yes.

LONG Keen, Sr. Lay.
LAY: Yes.
LONG Littl ejohn.

LI TTLEJOHN:  Yes.

LONG

Li nnenkohl .

LI NNENKCHL:  Yes.

LONG

Mast er s.

MASTERS: Yes.

LONG

McDani el .

McDANI EL:  Yes.

LONG

Ml nt osh.

Mcl NTOSH:  Yes.

LONG

McCreary.

Mc CREARY:  Yes.
MacLenore. Melton. Meredith.
MEREDI TH:  Yes.

LONG

LONG
MOORE:
LONG
MULLON:
LONG
PLUMB:
LONG

Rl DER:
LONG

MIller. Moore.
Yes.
wul | on.

Yes.
Phillips. Pitts.
Yes.
Poteete. Raper.
Yes.
Robi nson.

ROBI NSON:  Uh- ski - da.
Rut | edge. Sanders. Scott.
STARR- SCOTT:  Yes.

LONG

LONG
SCOTIT:
LONG

LONG
SM TH:
LONG

Scott, D.
Yes.

Pl unb.

Ri der.

Scott, O Silversmth, M
SI LVERSM TH:  No.

Silversmth, R
Yes.
Spencer .

SPENCER:  Yes.

LONG

Starr.

Smith.



STARR:  Yes.

LONG St opp.

STOPP:  Yes.

LONG  Stroud.

STROUD:  No.

LONG  Twi ning. Underwood. Viles.
Wheel er.
WHEELER:  Yes.

LONG \Whitfield.

VWH TFI ELD:  Yes.

LONG W/ son.

W LSON: Yes.

LONG Peacock.

HANNAH:  Thank you.

HAMMONS: Point of clarification on the
vote, M. Chairman.
HANNAH: Beg your pardon?

HAMMONS: Point of clarification on the
vot e.
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HANNAH: And the good | ady is recognized.
And what clarification would you raise?

M5. HAMMONS: |'mso sorry, | believe
Silversnith, R, vote was put on Snmith. M. Snith is not here.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay. Now, folks, | don't want to
spoil this ballot and start over again, but |'mabout to declare it.
And | just did. The teller will get a new ballot. The del egates
wWill be in their seats. They will pay very close attention. Okay?

MR DOMY: M. Chair, could | ask that the
nanes and initials be called as to each del egate? That was
conf usi ng.

MR. HANNAH:  Yes. And the kind gentlenan
fornmerly of west Peavine is thanked.

LONG Adair.

ADAI R:  Yes.

LONG Al berty. Baker, Bill. Baker, Donn.
Baker, Jack.

JACK BAKER: Yes.

LONG Berry.

BERRY:  Yes.

LONG  Birm ngham Burnett.
BURNETT: Yes.

LONG Center.

CENTER:  Yes.

LONG  Chil son.

CHI LSON:  Yes.

LONG darke. Colson.

COLSON:  Yes.
LONG.  Coon.
COON:  Yes.
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LONG Cornsil k.



Davi s,

Earl .

Downi
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CORNSI LK:  Yes.
LONG Crawford.
CRAWORD:  Yes.
LONG Crittenden, D.
DON CRI TTENDEN:  Yes.
LONG Crittenden, H.
B. Downing, Carl.
CARL DOMNI NG Yes.
LONG Dowvy.

DOMY:  Yes.

LONG Foster. Gourd.

GOURD:  Yes.

Cr ouch.

LONG Gunter. Hagerstrand.

HAGERSTRAND:  Yes.
LONG  Hammons.
HAMMONS:  Yes.
LONG  Hannah.
HANNAH:  Yes.

LONG Herod. Hathaway.

HAVENS: Yes.

LONG Henbree. Hook.

HOOK:  Yes.

LONG Hoskin, C., Jr.

HOSKI N, JR. : Yes.

LONG Hoskin, C., Sr.

HOSKI N, SR : Yes.

LONG Johnson. Jordan.

JORDAN:  Yes.

LONG Keen, J.

JOHN KEEN: Yes.
LONG Keen, R, Jr.
KEEN, JR : Yes.
LONG Keen, R, Sr.
LAY: Yes.

LONG Littl ejohn.

LI TTLEJOHN:  Yes.
LONG Li nnenkohl .
LI NNENKOHL: Yes.
LONG  Masters.
MASTERS: Yes.

LONG MDani el .
McDANI EL:  Yes.
LONG Ml ntosh.

Mcl NTOSH:  Yes.
LONG MCreary.
McCREARY:  Yes.

LONG MacLenpre. Melton.

MEREDI TH:  Yes.

LONG Mller. WNbore.

MOORE: Yes.

Lay.

Davis Bill.

Havens.

Mer edi t h.



LONG  Mul | on.

MULLON:  Yes.
LONG Phillips. Pitts. Plunb.
PLUMB: Yes.

LONG Poteete.
POTEETE:  Yes.
LONG Raper. Rider.
RI DER  Yes.
LONG  Robi nson.
ROBI NSON:  Yes.
LONG: Rut | edge. Sanders. Scott, Barbara.
STARR- SCOTT:  Yes.
LONG  Scott, D
SCOIT:  Yes.
LONG Scott, owen. Silversmith, M
SI LVERSM TH:  No.
LONG Silversnmith, R
SI LVERSM TH:  Yes.
LONG Smith. Spencer.
SPENCER:  Yes.
LONG Starr.
STARR  Yes.
LONG St opp.
STOPP:  Yes.
LONG  Stroud.
STROUD:  No.
LONG Twi ning. Underwood. Viles.
Wheel er.
WHEELER:  Yes.
LONG Wiitfield.
VWH TFI ELD:  Yes.
LONG W/ son.
WLSON: Yes.
LONG Peacock.
. HANNAH. Thank you. Record will show that
at four mnutes after the hour of seven p.m, March the 6th of 1999,
that forty-seven del egates of the Cherokee Nation Constitution
Conmi ssion voted to adopt; two said no; there were no abstentions;
the notion passes, and the docunent is adopted.
(appl ause)
Be seated, delegates. There is work to do.
What woul d be the pl easure of the del egation?

MS. MASTERS: Return to M. Hook.

MR. HANNAH: The good | ady from California nakes
a notion to untable the Hook proposal; is that correct?

MR. HANNAH: Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. And hearing no
objection, all those in favor please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye.
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MR. HANNAH.  And those opposed said "no."
(no response)
And the Hook proposal is taken fromthe table.
MR HOOK: Point of clarification.
MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, M. Hook
MR. HOOK: May | add sonething to ny own

proposal ?

MR. HANNAH. | don't know. That m ght be
stretching it a bit, wanting to add to your own proposal. But we
wi |l indulge you, sir. Wat nmight that be?

MR HOOK: I'mtrying to see the best place to
put it in, | think one of the nmotions, provisions -- can you scrol

down, please? At 5, can you please add the | anguage in there,
"subsequently distribute this docunent in English and Cherokee to
t he Cher okee people through conmunity neetings."

MR. McCREARY: My | add a friendly notion to
this anendnent, please?

MR HANNAH: Good man from Black Gumi s
recogni zed

MR. McCREARY: Kenneth McCreary from Bl ack Gum

Ri ght there at the end of that sentence, need to add that we have a
group fromthis delegation to attend those neetings to explain what
we have done in this neeting.

M5. SCOIT: Can | add a friendly anendnent to
t hat ?

MR, HANNAH: Let's be careful, now here. What
say you, Dr. Hook? Do you accept that?

MR. HOOK: Can you restate that? In other
words, at the conmunity neetings?

MR. McCREARY: For us to attend the comunity
nmeeti ngs, acconpanying this docunent, to explain how this del egation
wor ked to get a working docunment and the Constitution, as we are
presenting it to the people.

MR HOOK: If we could rephrase that in a nore
accept abl e way.

MR. McCREARY: |'m open

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d you gentl enen wi sh to caucus
there for a second? And the good |ady from Houston woul d be
recogni zed

M5. SCOTT: | would propose a friendly anendment
that we each take responsibility to go back into our comunities and
hol d t hese town neetings and nmake sure that we nmake arrangenents and
get the date and tines and places back to the Chairnan so those can
be pronoted and advertised in the publication and in the Advocate.

And then we woul d be responsible for educating at |east
those in our community, so we have fifty del egates right now goi ng
back to pronpte and educate. And that's what is going to have to
happen for this to pass. | would propose that we incorporate that,
| think.

MR. HOOK: Let nme propose this as a friendly



anendnent to everybody. How about if we suggested something like,
"through comunity neetings conducted by a del egate or del egates
fromthis Constitutional Convention."

MR. HANNAH.  Wel | spoken, sir. M. Cornsilk,
you are recogni zed

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, Del egate CornsilKk.

Just a point of information for those of you all who are
considering having this translated into the Cherokee | anguage.

think it's a great idea to have the Constitution translated into the
Cher okee | anguage, but we are | ooking at probably nmonths of research
by soneone trying to translate this docunment into Cherokee.

There are lots and lots of words in this Constitution
that there are no cognates for in the Cherokee | anguage. Habeas
corpus cones to mind. And in Cherokee that mght sound |ike
draggi ng a body forward or sonething.

MR HOOK: Then how about if we struck that and
we added | anguage, conducted by a delegate fromthis convention with
an interpreter where necessary for Cherokee, sonething al ong those
lines.

MR CORNSILK: | think that would be
appropri ate.

MR. HOOK: Wth a Cherokee interpreter where

necessary.

MR GOURD: M. Chairnan.

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. Gourd, you are recogni zed

MR GOURD: | want to thank M. Cornsilk for
t hat wonderful suggestion. W were in a panic node. And while
we're in panic nmode, | would like to -- | think the right word here

is "reality check."

According to the supplenental appropriation Legislative
Act 1199 which provided the funding for this convention, it
appropriated thirty thousand and thirty doll ars.

According to nmy nearest precise calculations, it is
beyond three days. |'mclose there. The noney that was
appropriated for this convention ran out Tuesday at about
six-thirty, give or take twenty or thirty mnutes.

MR. HANNAH.  We' Il not hold you to it, Dr.

Gour d.

MR GOURD: And I'maware of -- and that was
just to have -- that's based on fifty people. Now, there's been
nore than that, so, you know, the |local mileage, that's neals, the
Net building room the hotel roons, and all the other things that's
been going on. The buses from Sequoyah, all this, that and the
ot her.

The Council nmeets Tuesday night. | shall be there with
the | argest contingent of you people | can to request to be placed
on the agenda.

As you're thinking about these things, please consider
the cost. The Conmission has a staff of one. And it constantly
amazes ne that we got here, with one staff person. And the rest was



a total volunteer effort.

And | want to personally thank our teller for stepping in
here and hel pi ng, because you can't get all the details. You just
can't do it. And | appreciate ny friend.

MR. HANNAH.  Ms. Long, thank you so much.

MR. GOURD: In anticipation of the possibility
of being convicted for m sappropriation of funds, there is noney in
t he Conmi ssion's budget, but we're |ooking at about twenty thousand
dollars to cover the additional expenses that we know -- that we
al ready know are commi tted.

Now, we have contenplated in our work the next steps to
get the docunent placed with the Interior for their review by the
Solicitor's Ofice, and what that's going to require, just to sort

of -- we have asked for a letter of protocol so that they respond
within thirty days to give us a generalized idea of just areas or
i ssues of concern, with no detail. Just to say, we're | ooking at

this part or that part. Gve us an idea of what we m ght have to
conme back and really take a hard | ook at, either in |Ianguage or
i nterpretation or whatever

And | have spoken with the nailing service. First thing
we're going to do is get this to every registered voter as soon as
possi bl e.

The printing format of that, if you'll renenber, the
hol i day, the newspaper that went out. Just to have the Constitution
printed, the legislative act that created this Conm ssion and our
first run at sone set of basic rules to conduct a public hearing
cost thirteen thousand, one hundred and twenty-five dollars. There
are thirty thousand or so registered voters.

MR. CENTER: Thirty thousand plus what we had at
that tinme, plus whatever cone up at March the 1st. So you're going
to owe us a | ot of noney.

MR. GOURD: So there's printing and postage. So
as we're thinking about who's going to do what, and when they're
going to do it, I'mnaking a run at the Council for a little nore
because we don't know yet what the ballot is going to |ook |ike.

W' ve been dealing with unknowns through this whol e process.

So as we | ook at these things, please give sone
consi deration. W' ve been running at about forty-two hundred,
twenty-five dollars a day, just average expenses and stuff.

I"'mall in favor of as many of this delegation -- and as
you'll recall when we started, the request was that -- the know edge
innmnm mnd was, | knew that we would arrive at a conclusion. W are

now al |l ambassadors for this, and it's going to take our concerted
efforts to get the word out. That's our nission now at the sane
tinme.

So as we're looking at these things, we have our own post
office box, we're retaining that. As you all know, sort of downtown
Tahl equah where the old jail house was, where Sam Long's library is,
there's a little building out back. That's going to becone the
of fice for the Conmi ssion, for everything that goes on from here.



We' Il nmove all the records that we have and the operation
wi | | happen out of there, and the | anguage and culture division with
their continued help.

So this was ny reality check, sir. |'mopen to
guesti ons, because | spoke today with the appointnent secretary for
Assi stant Secretary Gover, |ooking at the schedul e over the next
seven to ten days of the proper tine and place to place it and al
of those sorts of things.

So the Conmission, in anticipation, we're working both
sides of the street, getting this docunent done and the word out and
t he docunent to the people that are registered to vote, and nove
that as forward as possible.

And at the same time, working on the protocols that were
established for '75 and the ones that appears we are going to have
to follow as we nove forward. So, you know, we're working all of
that. |'ve been in conmunication, working on that during this whole
process.

MR HOOK: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH:  Dr. Hook, you are recognized

MR. HOOK: Perhaps to assist a little bit in
t hat consideration, soneone presented the possibility that a
representative mght be willing to cone here, rather than having to
send a del egation to Washi ngton

In Iight of that possibility, | would suggest anendi ng 4,
Nurmber 4, to select delegates to present this docunent to a
representative or representatives of the Departnment of Interior, and
strike "in Washington, D.C"

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you rise with
information, |'mcertain.

MR MJULLON: Well, don't be so sure.

MR. HANNAH.  Well, the Chair is clairvoyant now.

MR MJULLON: | think that there will be some
opportunities to tel ephone the Department of Interior and learn a
whol e | ot nore about how they might -- what would be a good way to

get this docunent to them

And | woul d just suggest that we do that, at |east the
initial draft of it. W may not need people to be actually flying
out to Washington, D.C., which would be very expensive. Maybe we
do, but maybe we don't. This proposal should be flexible enough
that we can do the | east expensive neans.

On al nost everything we | ook at here, we should be
careful in how we word that so we can have sonme flexibility in how
we' re supposed to act.

MR HANNAH: M. Millon

MR MJULLON: While we're at it, | wonder if we
could go down there. | had a couple of other -- | can speak ny
pi ece about it.

MR. HANNAH.  Wbuld you like to see it fromthe
top?

MR. MULLON: Fromthe top.



MR. HANNAH. W' Il scroll it back up. The
notion is to first conplete revisions. "Nunmber 2, select two
conmi ssioners and two del egates at-large as del egates to present
docunent to the Departnent of the Interior in Washington, D.C "

MR. MJULLON: And | woul d suggest at that point
that we strike the words "in Washington D.C. "

MR. HANNAH  COkay. "MNumber 3, select Style
Committee. 3(A), renmand the docunent to style conmmittee with
instructions to conplete revisions within one week.

Nurmber 4. Sel ect del egates to present this docunent to a
representative or representatives of the Departnent of the
Interior."

MR MJULLON: That sounds redundant, but before
you conclude this, there may be -- we don't know, but there may be
two presentations to the Department of the Interior

And | had assuned that whoever was on the first
presenting conmittee, then would probably be on the second one. |Is
t hat what everyone is intending, or do we want a new batch of people
to go back?

DELEGATES: No

MR. MULLON: | think that first one probably
covers it.

MR. HANNAH.  "Nunber 4. Subsequently distribute
this docunent to the Cherokee people through comunity neetings
conducted by a delegate fromthis convention, with a Cherokee
i nterpreter where necessary, tribal publications, the Internet, and
ot her avenues as avail abl e.

Nurmber 5. Reconvene this body the |ast week in June to
consider coments, if any, by the Departnent of the Interior."

MR. MJULLON: That | ooks okay to ne. Nunber Six
is the one --

MR. HANNAH: " Nunber 6, place docunent on July
bal | ot before the registered voters of the Cherokee Nation."

MR. MULLON: Since |I'mjust speaking nmy mnd
here, | do not think that it is a good idea to put this docunent on
the runoff ballot. That's ny sense, that it is not a good idea to
add it to the runoff ballot.

| woul d say one point that might be considered is that
t he candi dates who are running may have sone feelings about that.
We'll end up with a runoff, and | don't know whether they
necessarily would want to have the Constitution on their runoff
bal | ot.

It seens to ne, though, that the best way to have the
voting people, voting Cherokees, to consider our Constitution is to
have an el ection that focuses on the Constitution itself, and it is
not part of a runoff. But that it would be presented to the people
in and of itself, one single question, and no other issues to
consi der.

MR. HANNAH. M. Hoskin, you are recogni zed.

MR HOSKIN, SR : M. Chairman, Charles Hoskin,



Sr., Vinita. Could we go back to 4, please?

MR HANNAH:  Yes. Nunber 4.

MR. HOSKIN, SR : W talked earlier through sone
conversation about, are we going to do this imediately, or are we
going to do it after we subnmit it to the Interior. Now, | know
there's a certain anpbunt of euphoria here because of what we've
acconpl i shed up to this point.

But when we start tal king about the cost of mailing, do
we really want to mail out a document that we don't know will be
true and correct, that we'll put before the Cherokee peopl e whenever
that point intine is, or do we want to wait until we have the
actual docurment that those folks are going to be voting on, rather
t han sendi ng out sonething beforehand?

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. M. Stopp, you are
recogni zed

MR STOPP: Item 6. Just FYl, there's sone
opportunity here as well. I'ma little concerned about conbi ning
this to a dry ballot, with as many changes as we've had and goi ng
t hrough an el ecti on.

However, renenber in August we have an inauguration and
al so the Cherokee National Holiday, which nmay be a good event al so
toratify this Constitution. The Cherokee National Holiday will be
a mpjor festivity for us, with a ot of people returning hone. So
that may be a prinme opportunity to do this.

MR. HANNAH. W coul d take a standing vote on
the square, and the teller could count. The kind |ady from
Tahl equah is recogni zed.

M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairman. |'ma
bit confused about what exactly we're doing. | think we're just
tal ki ng about Dr. Hook's very well thought-out proposal. If we're
going to vote on these, | would like to nove to divide theminto

each one.

MR HANNAH: Mdtion to divide.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There's a second. Floor is open
for debate on division.
JOHN KEEN: Call the question on Nunber 1.
HANNAH:  Ckay.
CORNSI LK:  Poi nt of order.
. HANNAH.  Wait a minute here, now. The Chair
hasn't relinqui shed the gavel yet, and we still have work to do.

We have a nmotion to divide the Hook proposal into its

i ndi vi dual sections, and obviously, therefore, to take themup into
consi derati on and approval. There has been a second. |If there's no
objection, all of those in favor, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And we shall -- notion passes, and
we will take themup on an individual basis. bviously, the first
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one is rendered noot.

And the second one, "Select two conm ssioners and two
del egates at-large as del egates to present docunent to the
Department of the Interior." Floor is open for debate.

MR. JOHN KEEN. Call the question

MR. HANNAH. Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  And hearing no opposition, we wll
nove to the vote. Al of those in favor of Number 2 in the
proposal, please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion passes. Myve to
Nurmber 3. Floor is open for debate.

M5. MASTERS: Call the question

MR. HANNAH: Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And hearing no opposition, all of
those in favor of item 3, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  3(A), open for debate

M5. MASTERS: Call the question

MR. HANNAH: Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  Hearing no opposition, all those in
favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH:  Number 4 is before you. The floor
is open for debate.

M5. MASTERS: Conment.

MR. HANNAH.  Comment .

M5. MASTERS: Can we naybe say conducted by
del egate or del egates, choosing -- | didn't want it to |look like so
formal that soneone woul d be assigned there, but that we would al
take the responsibility, as Delegate Scott had said, to attend any
conmunity meetings or help in organizing them

And this would be our personal responsibility nore than
an assigned kind of duty as del egates, that we would take this on

MR HANNAH: O her conments?

MR. HOOK: M. Chairman, | woul d suggest that
t he suggestion to postpone this until after review and approval by
the Departnent of Interior nakes a |ot of sense, so that we could
precl ude having to print other docunents.

So | woul d suggest subsequent to approval by the
Department of Interior, insert that at the beginning. Wuld that
take care of it? |'mopen to suggestions. |s that appropriate?



MR. MJULLON: If | could suggest sonething, at
that point you're saying not to distribute it until we have actually
got an approved docunent for after we have received the coments
fromthe Departnent of Interior. Because they're not going to
approve it, probably at this point. W're not going to wait until
the very end.

MR. HOOK: Can you give any kind of clairvoyant
opi nion of howlong it would take for themto cone back with sone
ki nd of coment?

MR. MULLON: The reason | say you' ve got to be
careful about using that word, we nmay find out fromthe Departnment
of the Interior that they want to approve after the election. So
they may say, you know, we appreciate -- thank you for giving us
advance copy of it, and we will tell you what we're probably going
to do once you vote on this. And they give you coments back

But they may not approve it until there's been an
el ection. That coul d happen, because sonetines, as we know,
anendnents do get approved after they've been voted on. W've had
that experience already. So we don't know for sure, right this
second, whether the Departnent is actually going to give its
approval after it's been approved by the Cherokee people. So you
woul dn't want to word it in such a way that --

MR, HOOK: What if we just substitute
"subsequent to conments" or substitute "by the Departnent of
Interior."

MULLON:  Yeah

HOOK: So it should read, "subsequent to"
MULLON: "Recei pt of coment."

HOOK: " Recei pt of comment.”

MULLON:  "If any". Leave themthe option of

25333

not commenti ng.

MR. HOOK: And woul d you al so please place "with
a Cherokee interpreter where necessary" in parentheses for
clarification?

Does this raise any flags for anybody, this |anguage?

M5. McINTOSH:  Put the word "l anguage" after
Cher okee.

MR. HOOK: Cherokee | anguage interpreter

MR ROBINSON: M. Chairnman.

MR. HANNAH: Good Doctor.

MR. ROBI NSON: Rick Robi nson, Tahl equah.
course, there's always the concern of cost. | think though, in the
case of the Cherokee | anguage interpreter, in nost cases if there's
soneone there that needs that interpretation, there will probably be
soneone there that can give that interpretation. But | don't think
t he Conmi ssion has the noney to pay for one. W nmay be able to find
several -- the Conmi ssion may be able to find several vol unteers,
and | really don't see a problemthere. | just wanted to |et
everyone think about that.

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, Doctor. Kind |lady from



Tahl equah is recogni zed.
M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chairnan. D ane
Hamons, Tahl equah. M only concern about this is nmy lingering
di strust of the federal governnent and the way they do things.
would Iike to get this docunent out to show the Cherokee peopl e what

we have done. | amjust afraid that if we wait until we get
sonet hi ng back fromthe federal governnent, we'll be waiting a |ong
timte. O we'll get sonething and we won't have comments and we

don't know how to put themin.

I would just like to go ahead and get it out. dearly,
if we nmake substantive changes, then naybe we're going to go to have
do it again. But personally, | would Iike to get this thing out the
way we have done it, so the Cherokee people can see what the
Cher okee del egates have put together, so they can start review ng
it.

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman. Couldn't we add a
sentence on the end of that, that would take care of that by
providing for, if we haven't received comments by a certain period
of tinme, we would go ahead and nmail it out?

So if you say -- if you give themthirty days, if no
conment s have been received fromthe Departnent within thirty days
after delivery of the docunent, the docurment will be distributed to
t he Cherokee people in accordance with this paragraph

MR. HOOK: Why don't you go ahead and put
"Departnent of Interior" for clarification

MR. MJULLON. Ckay.

MR. HOOK: Soneone suggested fifteen days.
Woul d that be rushing then?

MR. MJULLON: They are not going to do it in
fifteen days.

MR HOOK: M. Chairman.

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. HOOK: Can anyone tell me, do we have a
personal relationship on a one-to-one basis with anyone there, that
t hese negotiations could take place nore rapidly.

MR. GOURD: Wth Assistant Secretary Gover.

MR HOOK:  Yes.

MR GOURD: | have sent, as | recall -- did we
do that letter in Decenber or January, requesting a protocol? So if
you're saying, would they respond to this docunent in fifteen days,
they haven't responded to that letter yet.

But | do know Secretary Gover and, yes. So that part --
you know, getting the document to themis not the problem W can
overnight it. So as far as the physical ceremony of handing it to
them that's just kind of a procedural question

The inmportant point is at what |level of review are we
requesting? And as M. Keen pointed out, that's why we put
"revised" on there. That nmkes the line itemauthority at the
central office, and that's why we've not tal ked about interior area
of fice.



And we had invited the Bureau area office and the central
office to observe. For other reasons they were told they shoul d not
be here. So, you know, but when -- as far as getting down to when
we're going to send it out, those to whomwe're going to send it, |
think the first order of business would be the registered voters
whenever this is to be sent, because they're the ones, the only ones
who will be able to step up and vote

| agree, it needs to be gotten to as nany people as
possi bl e because when it's voted on, that is the governnment. But
the first order of business are those who are going to be asked
i Mmediately to respond in the formof an election.

MR. HOOK: May | ask Dr. Gourd a question?

MR HANNAH:  Yes, sir.

MR. HOOK: So what is your recomendation as far
as waiting thirty days for a response fromthe Departnent of
Interior?

MR HANNAH: M. Millon

MR. MJULLON: | can respond to that. | think
that we are not in a position to predict howlong it would take them
todoit. | will say that if they do take this fairly conpl ex
docunent that we have created here and give us a readout on what
they think about it within thirty days, | would be amazed. | really

will be amazed.

So | don't know that thirty days is going to be |ong
enough. The point that the delegate fromVinita said is a very
i nportant point. W have to be careful that we send out one version
of the docunment to all people. | nean, assunming that we could
afford to do this twce

We're going to send out one version of the docunent to
all the people and they're going to read it, and then we get
conments back fromthe Departnment of Interior that says this is a
deal killer, unless you strike this, this and this.

We' Il be sending another docunent out to the people and
we' ve got to be careful that we don't get confusing. | nean,
they're going to get one big docunent and then they're going to get
anot her docunent. Are they going to know what that neans? W do
need to be careful we don't just send out docunents nore than once
if we can avoid it

MR. HOOK: Understandi ng those concerns, what is
your reconmendati on? How do we address that?

MR MJULLON: Well, it may be that we have to put
flexibility in this in the amount of time, to give them an
opportunity to respond. And nmaybe sonmething that -- we've got to
make -- | feel like there should be | anguage in there that there is

flexibility on the part of the Comm ssion, sonehow to act, to give
additional tinme if they need it.

For exanple, if they're going to get it in five nore days
and that would make it thirty-four days, are we wanting to go ahead
and nmail out two copies of the Constitution? | don't knowif that's
t he case.



Ri ght after we recess this neeting, on Mnday, we'll
probably be able to -- I"massuning that Dr. Gourd or soneone here
has the contacts in the Secretary's office that we could get fairly
qui ckly an answer to these questions, just, they would be able to
tell us, |I think that we'll be able to reviewit in this nuch tine,
and this is the procedures that | think that you ought to show.

They haven't responded to our letter, but my experience
with the central office is, you send a letter and then you begin to
bug them for about ten days in a row, and then finally sonebody will
respond to you. The letter is not nearly a big enough kick to get
themto actually do anything.

So | think we will know nore about it in the upconing
weeks, and | wonder if we should keep the flexibility in this
paragraph, so if it's going to take a little bit longer than thirty
days, then we're not forced to mail it out tw ce.

MR HOOK: M. Millon, once again, can you give
me a specific reconmendation for | anguage there?

MR MJULLON. No -- no, kidding. | yield to the
| ady here.

MR. HANNAH.  We've had a | ot of people standing
here. And | think that while you were waiting for that, |I'm going
to start over here with Carl, and then the kind [ ady from Oochey
will speak, and we'll see what we have to say. Carl, what say you?

MR DOWNI NG  Since sonme kind of indication of
the Departnment of Interior that this is okay is necessary for this
docunent to be sent out -- and | agree with all of the ideas that it
shoul d be just sent out once -- could we start the time line from
the point where the Departnment of Interior gives us a positive
answer ?

Because it seens to nme that they might say, no, we're not
going to accept it for this reason. And that night take a long tine
to work with. So we really need a positive response fromthe
Department of Interior before we start the countdown.

MR. HANNAH: Starr-Scott is recognized

MS. STARR-SCOTT: | think |I've been here so
long, |I've forgotten ny question. They just talked ne to death.

Two things. When exactly will the individuals go to
D.C., because | don't see this as |long a process as sonme peopl e see
it, given the Bureau's attitude toward sel f-governing.

And ny thinking is that we ought to be able to call and
get an appoi ntnent for whoever we send our delegation, with
Assi stant Secretary, and lay that document in his hands and say to
him eyeball to eyeball now, M. Secretary, we have done all of this
wor k; our people are awaiting this docunent, and how long is it
going to take you to get this back in our hands? And we wll have
an answer.

And that's just going to take a couple of plane tickets
up there and soneone's tine to do that.

My second point is, | would like to see it in July. |
don't want this to linger on and on and on. | want us to get this



out to the people. | think they're going to accept it. And | just
don't want it to drag on.

| don't see a problemof putting it on the runoff. |
think you're going to get a better turnout sinply because we're
having a runoff election than you will if you put this docunent out
solely onits owmn. If it's included in the runoff, you're going to
have candi dates tal king about it. Everybody is going to be talking
about it then.

If you put it on beyond that and it's by itself, you're
not going to get the people to the nmeeting that you will during the
other tinme. And that's just my thoughts on it.

MR. HANNAH.  The good | ady from Cchel at a.

M5. McINTOSH:  Thank you. Dorothy Jean
Mcl nt osh, delegate. My coments will conpliment M. Millon. |
t hi nk we have passed cl ai rvoyancy and we have gone into prophesying.
And M. Millon, what he has asked us to consider, what if this
docunent sets up a hue and cry throughout the Cherokee Nation

And he was advising us to be careful when we subnit the
docunent to the Departnent of Interior. WII we need just sone tine
to know whi ch way the docunment is going to go when it gets there?

If we get sone approval fromthe Departnent of the
Interior and the nmajor comments fromthe citizens, then we have a
docunent up there that is getting a ot of comments fromthe
citizenry.

So | think we should listen to M. Millon in guiding us.

He's experienced in howto do this. And we should not forget that
"them" the U S. government, is also us. W've got two sides to
t hi s.
MR. HANNAH. M. Center, you are recognized.
MR. CENTER: Thank you, Chair. Fellow
del egates, if it is proper, M. Chair, to make a notion?

MR HANNAH:  Well, let's hear it, M. Center.
MR. CENTER. W have praised this Comi ssion and
they have served us well. Wth using this, there are wheels and

gears in notion right nowto conplete their work. W enpowered t hem
to do what they're doing. W are creating roadbl ocks.
| make a notion that we give the power that we gave them

give it back to themand et themnotify us at such tinme that we are
to reconvene and then carry on our work and not create roadbl ocks in
front of front of them That's ny notion.

MR. HANNAH. M. Center, your notion then would
be to substitute your nmotion and to strike and to substitute?

MR. CENTER. Can we go back to the top? M
noti on would be to delegate to the Commission to carry out their
duties and assign two del egates, whether we el ect them here by
majority vote or what, to carry out their duties to the end and
notify us, at which time we are to reconvene and take care of
busi ness as they deem we should. That's two del egates to present
t he docunment to the Interior.

MR HANNAH: Mdtion to strike and substitute on



Nurmber 2 of the Hook proposal |anguage. |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second.

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. Floor is open
for debate.

MEREDI TH: M. Chai rman.

HANNAH:  Kind | ady from Gkl ahoma City is
recogni zed.
MEREDI TH.  Poi nt of infornmation.

HANNAH:  Yes, ma'am

MEREDI TH: Do | understand that you're
supposed to be a seven-man conmi ssion -- or a seven-person

commi ssi on, excuse ne?

MR. HANNAH:  Yes, ma'am We've had -- the
Chair, by way of information, would speak that two conmm ssioners
have tendered their resignation. |Is that correct, Dr. Gourd?

MR GOURD: Yes, that's what M. Keen and | were
just discussing. There are two seats that are vacant on the
Commission. And if we are contenplating two del egates, there would
be a place on the Conm ssion.

And if, you know, if there's some selection of nomination
or election or appointnent or referral or names suggested, that is
definitely a viable option. That's what we were just tal king about.

M5. MEREDITH. It seens to nme that if we want to
el ect two of our nunmbers to serve, that they would be of nuch nore
use on the Conmi ssion. They could be del egates, but they would al so
be on the Conmi ssion.
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MR, GOURD:. Yes.

MS. MEREDI TH: Does one or the other of us need
to say "I nove."

MR. GOURD: You might.

MS. MEREDI TH. | nove that we anmend that
| anguage.

MR,

GOURD: M. Chairman, you mght poll the
Commi ssi oners.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair was |ost in conversation
and has lost the bid. Were are we here? Are we still at the
strike and still in debate on M. Center's nption? And, M.

Cornsilk, you are recognized.
MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, | don't rise for

this. I'mwaiting to get back down.

MR. HANNAH.  Yet another issue. Very well. M.
Pot eete, do you rise on this issue, sir?

MR. POTEETE: Sonewhat. | would I|ike to suggest
that we not fence ourselves in, in choosing delegates. |'mnot sure

Mary Ellen has the best idea. W night be better off to | eave the
Conmmission like it is and |let them appoint who they need, when they
need it.

M. Hat haway, who's experienced in international law, is
available in D.C. to help at such tinme as the Conmi ssion needs him
While it would be inpractical for himto serve as a full-tine



nenber, then we need to consider that.

I"mnot sure that we should do |like Mary Ell en says and
appoi nt sonmebody. The Conmi ssion seenms to be working well. | would
bel i eve that you guys could appoint who you think could be the nost
effective at what stage you're at.

MR. HANNAH:  Thank you, sir. M. Hoskin, how
rise you on this issue?
MR HOSKIN, SR : M. Chairman Charles Hoskin,

Sr., Vinita. | would like to add a friendly anendnment to strike the
two del egates, because | agree with the other fol ks that have
spoken, | believe the Commi ssion has done a trenendous job to get us

to this point intine. And | would like to see themfinish their
j ob.

Now it's up to them |ike M. Poteete said, whether they
sel ect two of these del egates or two other people to help them
conpl ete their task.

Now, when it comes tine for the cerenonial presentation
all that, that may be a different instant. But for this tine, this
point in tinme, to continue your job, | would strongly support that
we let this Conmi ssion nove forward and take this docunment to
Washi ngton. Thank you.

MR. HANNAH. M. Center, do you accept this as a
friendly amendnent, sir, striking "to send two del egates"?

MR. CENTER: | accept that.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. The | anguage will stand
wi t hout opposition fromthe second.

MR HOOK: M. Chairman, |'Il accept that as a

friendly anmendnent to the nmotion. That is ny notion.

MR HANNAH: What we have is -- what we could do
is, you could accept his nmotion as a friendly anendnent.

MR. HOOK: That's what | just said.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. M. Center, the good
doctor is willing to accept your notion as a friendly amendnent, in
ot her words, striking his |anguage and inserting yours.

MR. CENTER: I'Ill accept that.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. Wthout opposition from
t he second, the | anguage stands. W're starting to figure this out
after nine days. Wat a deal. And the floor is open for debate.

And M. Cornsilk.
MR. CORNSI LK: No, not yet.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. Dr. Hook.

MR. HOOK: | do have a question about what
"their duties." You indi cated before, we asked you that those
duties are not defined. | would just like to know how that is
interpreted. | can't delegate to the Commission to carry out their

duties. What is the definition of "their duties"?

MR. HANNAH.  \What is the definition of the
Conmmission's duties? M. Gourd will reach into his handy-dandy file
of enpowering legislation and will absolutely stultify you

MR. GOURD: M. Chairnman, the duties, we've



conducted -- we've gone through a series of public hearings,
provided a progress report to the citizens and each branch of
governnment, we've been doing that.

Then upon conpl etion of public review and coment,
prepare the report and all of this, and present it at an at-large
Constitution Convention. That's where we are.

Qur fifth duty as defined in the statute, develop and
present said final proposed anmendnents, alterations, revisions, or
new Constitution to a referendumvote by the citizens of the
Cher okee Nation. The Commission shall then work in cooperation wth
the El ection Conmi ssion to prepare wording for said ballot for an
el ection.

So when we get to devel op and present, that's our next
order by legislation. And that's right where we stand. And we
stand ready to essentially reassune our duties.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. M. Cornsilk, do you
still see a place for you to junp in?

MR. CORNSILK: This got a little bit out of
gueue. And so I'mstill down there.

MR. HANNAH. Wiy don't we advance to the queue
until we find a place that you woul d enjoy talking about?

MR. CORNSI LK: |'m queued up

MR. HANNAH:  And you have been all week, too,

nm ght add.
Let's scroll down.

MR MJULLON: M. Chairnman.

MR HANNAH: M. Millon

MR MJULLON: If | could, before we | eave Number
2, the language "del egate to the Conmission,"” | don't know if that
neets -- whether we have anything to delegate to them So | wonder
if it should just say, have the Conmission carry out its duties or
allow -- | don't want to use the word "allow," but --

MR. HANNAH.  How about just, the Conmi ssion
shal |l carry out their duties.

MR MJULLON: That's fine. | think it would be
"its duties" instead of "their duties."

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen, do you wish to go into
this word frenzy? It would be unlike you not to be desired.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | would call the question at
this tinme.

MR HANNAH:  On what, sir? On Nunber 27

MR MJULLON: Second.

MR. HANNAH. |'m going to go back because we've
just tinkered with sonmething that Dr. Hook said, yes, I'll take his

friendly amendnent. Started out with nmy good friend from Adair
County.

And, M. Center, | assunme that what we've tinkered with
here, fromyour original friendly amendnent, which now becane his
acceptance, do you see anything here that you wish to be in
opposition to? Do you accept this?



MR. CENTER: I'Ill accept that.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. The question has been
call ed on Nunber 2, which would read, if approved, the Conm ssion
shall carry out its duties and present the docunent to the
Department of the Interior.

And wi t hout opposition, we'll nove the vote. And all of
those in favor, signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH.  And the notion passes and Number 2
is added to the group. And we scroll down to where we find one that
M. Cornsilk would like to tal k about.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH. M. Cornsilk, you are recognized.

MR. CORNSI LK: Delegate Cornsilk. | guess this
woul d be as a point of information. | don't want to amend this or
do anything. | don't have ny axe out. | would like to know from
soneone -- and |'ve heard this said a couple of tinmes, that if this

Constitution is placed on the ballot in July and it passes, and the
current Principal Chief is not re-elected, is there a thirty-day
period in which he will be Principal Chief under the guidance of
this Constitution and have the power to fill every appointed
position?

In other words, is there going to be a |ame duck chief
filling all of these appointed positions?

MR. HANNAH.  One nonent. Manager Keen will --

MR KEEN, JR: This Constitution shall becone
ef fective when ratified by the registered voters of the Cherokee
Nat i on.

MR CORNSILK: So if it isratified in the July
ball ot and the Principal Chief does not give up his office until
August 14th, there are approximately twenty-sone days in which that
Principal Chief will be operating under this Constitution and have
the power to fill every appointed -- vacant appointed position

Wth the approval of Council, of course. But |'mjust
| ooki ng at the kind of chaos that that would create and the problens
it mght create.

I'"mnot debating for or against the July ballot. 1'm
just throwing out that there is that potential, and it's sonething
that we should | ook at.

MR KEEN, JR: There's also -- | don't know how
long it takes themto certify an election, but there would be that
time frame too

MR HOOK: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, Dr. Hook.

MR. HOOK: M understanding is that we're going
through this; it has been divided; we're | ooking at each question
separately and voting on that. And | have absolutely no probl em at
al | about discussing the issue raised, and I think we should bring



it to the floor.

But | think probably we need to get through these issues
and at sone later point -- | don't see howthat fits into this
sequence at this point.

MR. HANNAH. That's quite all right. Let's all
settle in here now for just a noment and let's not |ose focus of
what we're about to do.

Kind lady fromCalifornia is recogni zed. Wat say you?

M5. MASTERS: On 3, "selection of the Style
Conmittee," | feel very strongly that until this baby is able to
run, that our Conmi ssioner Keen not let it flounder. And | would
suggest that he be on the Style Conmittee with D ane Hammons and
David Cornsilk. They're all right here together, and | think that
we coul d acconplish that.

MR. STOPP: Personal privilege.

MR. HANNAH.  And woul d that be fromyou, M.

St opp?

MR STOPP: Can we take a five-mnute break?

MR. HANNAH.  \What say the rest of the del egates?
W're in recess for five nminutes.

(recess taken)

(M. John Keen offered a friendly anmendnment
to rephrase Nunber 3, "The Commi ssion shall sel ect
the Style Committee," and it was accepted.)

MR. HANNAH. If it would please the del egati on,
the Chair would appoint a Style Committee to include Vice-Chairnman
Keen, the kind |lady from Tahl equah, the English major -- would you
accept, m' anf

M5. HAMMONS: | woul d.

MR. HANNAH. M. Dowty, the forner resident of
west Peavi ne, would you accept, sir?

MR. DOMY: Yes.

MR HANNAH: M. Henbree, since he is not here.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | accept on behal f of Todd.

MR. DOMY: | resign.

MR. HANNAH:  And Dr. Gourd.

I's there any objection to the appointnents by the Chair?
Very well, then. Let it be entered in the record.

And the Chair charges each one of you individuals to be
m ndf ul of what you are doing. You will pay great respect to
punctuation. You will, in fact, nake sure that the Cherokee Nation
is portrayed as a literate and civilized people in this docunent.
This would be no time for us to have an instrunent that woul d nmake
its way soneplace that would portray us otherw se.

And we will charge you with great responsibility in that
you will carry out your responsibilities singularly as a Style
Conmittee alone, that you will be attentive to spelling, syntax and
gramar, to punctuation, and that you will pledge to us at this tine
that no substantive changes will be initiated in this docunent, or
the Chair will conme and see you at your hone. Ckay?



I"lI'l look for nods on this. That's inclusive of you, M.
Peavi ne.

Where are we now? Nunber 4. The fact that we have now
appoi nted this group, shall we drop this out of here? Do you want
to leave it up? Wat do you say, M. Keen?

MR. KEEN, JR: Drop it out.

MR. HANNAH. Drop it out. To give everyone an
i dea of the work of the Style Committee at this point, and these are
the first initial hard copy notes by M. Keen, I'll allow you to
revi ew t hose

MR KEEN, JR: Some of the notes |'ve taken
capitalization of "Council" and historical boundaries, striking
"historical." Now, that was my early note. | don't think you want
to do that with the later revision that we added on historica
boundari es.

Changing the term"residence" to "donmicile." Changing
the term"qualified voters" to "registered voters." Changing the
term"tribal nenber" to "citizen."

Changi ng the term "Council nenbers" to "Councilors."

Council -- no, "Councilors" to "Council nenbers." Changing the term
"Chief" to "Principal Chief." Nunbering and nunber references
within the text.

And then, of course, | have correction of mnor

punctuation, grammatical errors, which does not affect substance.
And the last note | have is changing the term"el ectors”
to "registered voters."
If there is anything on this list that | just read that
you have sone issue with or objection to, nowis the tine.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir.

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman.

MR HANNAH: M. CornsilKk.

MR CORNSILK: | do recall that we did decide to
stri ke "of Cklahoma" wherever it was found.

MR. KEEN, JR : Thank you, sir.

MR. HANNAH. That's true. And thank you

MR CORNSILK: Gad to do it.

MR. HANNAH.  Are we still continuing through
this process? Let's scroll. Nunber 3, we're open for discussion on
Number 3. M. Keen, go ahead.

MR. KEEN, JR : How many of you have not signed
this? kay. Because Dr. Gourd is passing it around now.

MR. HANNAH:  Di scussion is open on Nunber 3 of
t he Hook proposal

MR. ROBINSON: Call the question

MR. HANNAH: Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  Heari ng no opposition, the |anguage
will read, if accepted,

"Subsequent to recei pt of comments, if any, by the



Department of the Interior, distribute this docunment to the Cherokee
peopl e through comunity neetings conducted by a del egate or

del egates fromthis convention, with a Cherokee | anguage interpreter
where necessary, tribal publications, the internet, and other
avenues as available. |If no conments have been received fromthe
Department of the Interior within thirty days after delivery of the
docunent, the docunent will be distributed to the Cherokee people in
accordance with this paragraph.”

MR HOOK: M. Chair, there are severa
necessary granmaticals and other cl eanup procedures that need to be
done. Should we vote first and do that later?

MR. JOHN KEEN. Style Conmittee.

MR. HANNAH.  Well, the Style Committee is now
wor ki ng on notions. | believe that that would be in order for the
Style Committee to fix this.

Any ot her debate? So, therefore, all of those in favor
signify saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH. Al those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH:  Mbdtion passes and Nunber 3 stands.

"Nurmber 4. Reconvene this body the | ast week in June to
consider coments, if any, by the Departnent of the Interior."

The floor is open for discussion

Ms. Li nnenkohl

M5. LINNENKOHL: | woul d suggest that we wait on
that and I et the Conmission -- after talking to the Departnent of
the Interior, let the Commission let us know if we need to
reconvene, and when.

MR HOOK: How about if we restate it as,
"reconvene this body, if necessary, at the direction of the
Conmi ssi on. "

MR. HANNAH.  Fl oor is open for coment.

M5. MASTERS: Call the question

MR. HANNAH: Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:.  Hearing no objection, if approved,
Nurmber 4 woul d read, "Reconvene this body, if necessary, at the
direction of the Conm ssion."

Al'l those in favor signify by saying "aye."

DELEGATES. Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

(no response)

And Nunber 4 stands.

We're at Nunber 5 of the Hook proposal. "Place docunent
on July ballot before the registered voters of the Cherokee Nation."

The floor is open for discussion. M. Hoskin, you are
recogni zed

MR. HOSKIN, JR: Thank you, M. Chairnan.



Charles Hoskin, Jr., of Vinita. M. Chairman, | hesitate to rise at
this late hour against sonmething that we've all been so supportive
of, but I feel Iike even the July ballot is maybe pushing things.

W' ve got to nake a decision whether we want this, M.
Chairman, to be in a political environnent, which the July ball ot
will no doubt be. | think we want this renmoved fromthat sort of
envi ronnent .

We al so have to ask the question whether we're seeing how
qui ck we can get this to the people and on the ballot or how
i nforned the Cherokee people are going to be.

And several of ny fellow del egates have comented that in
1975, the Cherokee people had a year to | ook over this document
bef ore the docunent was approved.

I am not prepared to offer a |ater date, although | would
invite a friendly anendnent. But | sinply think that July is too

early. | think that perhaps later in the summer, if not in the
fall, would be a better tinme to consider this very inportant
qguesti on.

And so for that reason, M. Chairman, | rise in

opposi tion.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. Wat say you, M.
Mul | on?

MR. MJULLON: Thank you, M. Chairman. Del egate
Mul lon. | agree that this -- | do not feel like the runoff ball ot
is the best tinme to put this very large, conplicated docunent before
t he Cher okee peopl e.

I think that they ought to have nore tinme to consider the
implications of the ballot -- or of the |anguage that we're
proposi ng.

And we have been tal ki ng about community neetings. |
don't know how I ong that would take. And | guess ny feeling is July
is too quick. It nay prove to be too quick if we bind ourselves to
it right now, depending on how things go to the Departnent of the
Interior.

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. Hook, what say you, sir?

MR HOOK: M. Chairman, this, | think, is
obviously a very inportant issue and | woul d suggest that soneone
present it in the formof a notion so that we can get a sense by
vote of all the delegates, of what they would like to see in this.

So | invite a notion that could be debated and vot ed.

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d that be you, Chapman-Pl unb,
or would that be the kind | ady from Tahl equah?

M5. HAMMONS: You asked Ms. Chapnan-Plunb first.

MS. CHAPMAN- PLUMB: We have worked so hard and
we have de-politicized this process. Let's not politicize it by
putting it on a ballot where we're going to have to have peopl e who
are running for office canpaign for or against this docunent.

Let's de-politicize it even further and decide it as
rational citizens of the Cherokee Nation. W've cone too far to
just stick it on a ballot and let the chips fall where they nay.



MR. HANNAH.  Good | ady from Tahl equah
M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chair. Diane
Hamons, Tahl equah. | woul d propose an amendnent, friendly
anmendnent. If we could scroll back up a little bit so | could see
sonme of the prior |anguage. Up further, please.
To instruct the Convention Comm ssion to place the

adopted Constitution on a special election -- | need help with
| anguage. | want it to be after we do everything, after we
reconvene, if necessary. | also want to put in there, after the

July 1999 runoff election

Pl ace the adopted Constitution on a special election to
be held within two nonths, three nonths. Also, on a point of
i nfornati on, where are we on the Smth proposal? Perhaps we need to
address that before we decide this. |Is it dead; is it tabled?

MR. HANNAH. The Smith proposal, it was tabled?

MR JOHN KEEN: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH. M. Keen has a nenory for this.
What do you say, M. Keen?

MR JOHN KEEN: W tabled the discussion; we
reopened it with a notion to reconsider, and then we tabled the
di scussion of it. But it has already been passed, and we
reconsi dered, then we tabled it at that point.

MR. HANNAH.  First off, has everyone signed the
signature line on the Constitution? Thank you. W're back to
debate. Gosh, and the Chair apol ogi zes, he really has been up here
quite too | ong.

The Smith proposal was tabled? At eight fifty-five a.m
this nmorning, the Smith proposal was tabled. There was ny
i nfornati on. Does anyone have a different recollection?

M5. HAMMONS: | thought it was passed and then
reconsi deration of it was tabled.

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay, now the Chair renmenbers. W
passed the Smith proposal earlier in the week. You all voted that
t hrough, and we had a di scussion on it this norning, and we tabl ed
the discussion. And so currently the Smith proposal still stands,
| adi es and gentl enen.

M5. HAMMONS: At this point, | would nove to

untable the Snith -- the notion to recall the Smith proposal
MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to untable the
Smith proposal. |Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. And the floor
is open for debate.

DELEGATE: Call the question

MR. HANNAH: Question has been called. |Is there
a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  No opposition, all of those in
favor, signify by saying "aye."

M5. HAMMONS: M. Chairman, point of order. |



don't know what we're voting on.

MR. HANNAH:  Very well. W' Il never vote unless
we know what we're voting on. W're voting to untable the Snith
proposal. And the Chad Smith proposal that was passed at eight
fifty-five aam -- that was the tabling -- pay no attention to that
statenent, strike that. That was passed on Monday, | believe, of
this past week, read:

"The Conmi ssion shall provide a period of time no |ess
than four nonths for public conment on Constitution provisions or
anendnents conpl eted by the convention before subm ssion to vote by
t he people.”

That's what was passed. The discussion of it was on the
table. And now we're voting to untable the discussion of this
pi ece.

MR WHEELER: Point of infornmation.

MR HANNAH:.  Point of information, M. Weeler

MR. WHEELER: M. Chairman, could you read that
one nore tinme?

MR. HANNAH:  One nore tine. "The Commi ssion
shal |l provide a period of time no less than four nonths for public
conmmrent on Constitutional provisions or amendnents conpleted by the
convention before subnission to vote by the people.”

MR. VWHEELER: Thank you, M. Chairnan.

MR. HANNAH.  And so we're going to vote to
unt abl e the discussion about this particular notion that we passed
on Monday. Does everyone understand?

And all of those in favor of untabling say

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  And those opposed said "no."

(no response)

And the discussion is open regarding this piece.

M5. HAMMONS: Point of clarification.

MR, HANNAH:  Yes, mm'am

M5. HAMMONS: Are we discussing -- did we reopen

aye.

it?

MR. HANNAH. W did not reopen it. This was
passed. And renenber, we were at discussion on this this norning.
We tabl ed the discussion of this. So now we have reopened the
di scussion of the Smith proposal which was passed. And this stands.

This is in force right now And we are open to discuss it.

M5. HAMMONS: Motion to reconsider

MR. HANNAH: Mdtion to reconsider

M5. HAMMONS: And | can say the rationale.

MR HANNAH. Wl |, since --

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: |Is there debate or opposition?

M5. MEREDITH: Didn't we just vote to untable
it?

MR. HANNAH.  No, no, no, no, no. Stay with ne
now. This is great. The Chair knows right where we are. | |ove



this job. |It's taken ne all week.

M5. MEREDITH: As long as the Chair isn't the
only one.

MR. HANNAH:  That |oves the job or knows where
we are? Because if there's sonmeone who loves it, they can cone get
it.

Everyone stay with ne for just a nonent. On Mnday, Chad
Smith arose before this del egation and said, folks, | think the
Conmi ssion needs to provide a time of no less than four nonths for
public coment on this Constitution revision and anendnents before
they are placed before the vote of the people. And we all approved
that. W said, that's okey-dokey. And so we agreed to do that.

Now, this morning we said, hey, we need to tal k about
that. And so we started a series of discussions about this proposa
we had passed.

Sonmewhere in that discussion we deci ded, we need to nmaybe
get this day finished, and we voted to table our discussion on this
piece and we laid the discussion of this on the table.

Now, we have just now voted to untable the discussion
about this piece, and so we're discussing it. And this young | ady
now ri ses to reconsider

It couldn't have been on the floor because it was passed.

We only had discussion on it.

MR JOHN KEEN: Point of information.

MR HANNAH:  Point of information, sir.

MR JOHN KEEN: | believe we voted to reconsider
it this nmorning, and it was reopened and then -- it has al ready been
opened by two-thirds vote. And after we opened it up, we were
di scussing it then, and we tabled it.

So it's nmy contention that the notion to untable places
us right back in a debate; therefore, the next step would be a vote
on any anmendnents or whatever. The Smith proposal is open to
anendnents and debate now, after brought up off the table.

MR. HANNAH: The Chair will be corrected, if
that is in fact where you all believe that we are.

M5. HAMMONS: |If that's where we are, that's
great. That's where | want to be, right in the nmddle of it.

MR. HANNAH: Let's consider then at this point
that we have in fact now reopened.

MR JOHN KEEN: W have some consensus fromthe
del egates sitting here that renenber it.

MR. HANNAH.  Wel |, the Chair has once again been
overruled. The Chair just wants to make sure, |adies and gentl enen,
that down here in the last lap and the final hour and the fina
nonent, that we're all okey-dokey.

And so it is therefore entered into the record that the
recol l ection of this body is that this itemwas reopened for
di scussion by reconsideration this norning, that it was tabled; we
have now voted to untable the reconsideration of this docunment, and
the floor is open for debate; is that correct?



MR, MCREARY: That is correct.

MR. HANNAH:. That woul d be correct. Floor is
open for debate on the Smith proposal, which we are reconsidering.
M5. HAMMONS: | would nove to strike the

| anguage of the Smith proposal and substitute.
MR. HANNAH: If the Chair m ght, sonetines the

Chair can actually even help for just a noment.

If it is the intent of this body to set this docunent
asi de, instead of us striking and putting |anguage in here, we only
really need to have | anguage soneplace, which | believe is in the
Hook proposal

We don't need a little piece of it over here and a little
pi ece over there. W need one piece of paper that says what it is
we want to do, so it is very clearly delineated.

So hel p us, Madam Parlianentarian, what nmotion would this
| ady nake?
LANGLEY: No notion at all.
JOHN KEEN: Call the question
HANNAH: Question has been called on the
Smith proposal
McCREARY:  Second.
HANNAH:  And there is a second.
HOOK: Call the question
HANNAH: Okay. You're calling the question
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left and right.
Now, if you vote "yes," what happens? You vote "yes,"
this stays. |[If you vote "no," it goes away. Right?
Al'l of those in favor of the Smith proposal say
(no response)
Al'l those opposed say "no.
THE DELEGATES: No
MR. HANNAH.  And the Snith proposal no | onger
exists, and the parlianentarian will so note.
MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, point of order
MR HANNAH:  Point of order, M. Cornsilk
MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman, it has becone
difficult for some of us to ascertain if we still have a quorum and
I woul d ask that you check.
MR. HANNAH: Del egates will be in their chairs.
There are forty-six del egates present. The quorumis thirty-nine.
The doors will be locked -- no, just a joke. The Sergeant at Arns,
don't be wal ki ng over there with that key.
M. Poteete, you are recogni zed.
MR POTEETE: From Webbers Falls in the south of

aye".

t he Cherokee Nation. | would suggest that we could save a
trenendous expense if we direct or express that it's our will as a
Commi ssion -- as a convention that we conduct the election, if we

don't get this on the ballot, that it be done by mail
We don't have to open up the polls, staff the polling
pl aces; we can do a conplete -- just |ike absentee ballots. Half



the votes are cast absentee anyway. |It's not a stretch to just say,
we can ask the people's approval by mail

If we have so much noney, then if you appropriate a
place. And if sonmeone would instruct ne, in ny fatigue, |I'm not
sure where that goes.

MR. HANNAH  Well, it might go right here.

MR. POTEETE: |If Diane will accept it.

MR, HANNAH: It's Dr. Hook

MR POTEETE: Yes, this is Dr. Hook's anmendnent.

Right there where it says "a special election to be conducted by"

MR. HOOK: Could we get an opinion from our
El ecti on Conmi ssion, what that woul d take?

MR. POTEETE: Actually, | need we need to hear
fromthe nanager of the office.

MR. HANNAH: Del egate Center, we have had the
prospect of a friendly anmendnent generated by M. Poteete that woul d
ask this delegation to consider via the Hook proposal, if the
anendnent is accepted, that the election that would place the
adopted Constitution before the Cherokee people for consideration
woul d be conducted via the nmail, that no polling places would be
open, that in essence it would be carried on as though it were an
absent ee el ection.

And Dr. Hook has asked for you to give us your
i npressions, your caveats, your concerns, or your endorsenents.
That's paraphrasing, but tell us what you think about this.

MR CENTER M. Chair, this is a brand new
twist. Under the current election laws, it's not witten therein,
so this is brand new But | would |like to reiterate one thing here
to ny fell ow del egates.

Seeing that we have no witten law -- |'m not saying that
this is not possible to do this -- 1'd have to get with the
Conmi ssion and call a neeting to find out. But I'd like to renind
you of this Conmission's duty, working with us, and we have al ready
had a neeting and the El ection Comm ssion has voted to send out sone
thirty thousand.

As far as letting the people know about this, we're not
goi ng to have a problem because that's in place. Thirty thousand,
what ever there is, registered voters, we call know this, and
househol ds.

I'd like to rem nd you, the Conm ssion shall then work in
cooperation with the Election Comrission to prepare wording for said
bal |l ot for the election.

Ri ght above that: "Develop and present said filed
proposed anendnents, alterations, revisions or Constitution to a
ref erendum by vote of the citizens of the Cherokee Nation."

Are we not going to followthis? M opinion of it, it
woul d be possible. It never has been done, to ny know edge. | am
only one Commissioner. | would have to seek the cooperation or the
advice of the other four Comnissioners in a called neeting. And



can't give you an answer as to whether they would approve it or not.

MS. LI NNENKCHL: Point of information.

MR. HANNAH.  Ms. Linnenkohl, you are recognized
on point of information.

MS. LINNENKCHL: | understand that the '75
Constitution was printed in a booklet formand nailed out, and then
a ballot was part of that nmamil-out. Couldn't we do it that way this
time?

M5. STARR-SCOTT: It wasn't a part of the sane
mai | - out .

MR. CENTER. May | make one ot her point?

MR. HANNAH. M. Center, please do.

MR. CENTER. W were budgeted three hundred and
ni nety thousand; we were cut back, and now we're back to the set '97
budget. Let ne renind the del egates, three hundred and ninety
t housand dollars for an election. No matter, put any nane on the
el ection you want to put on it, that's what it costs. Think about
it.

MR. HANNAH. M. Poteete, you wish to follow up
her e?

MR. POTEETE: | want to respond to M. Center
| don't think there's any question but what is the vision of this
convention, that we follow the law. W' re just tal king about when
we're going to submit it. The |aw doesn't conpel us to submit it at
any time certain.

So we're sinmply tal king about when to do that. And if it
be the will of this Commission, | feel confident that the Counci
woul d accompdate with a adjusting legislation, if that be necessary
and woul d save a | ot of nmoney, to allow a vote by mail

Sone tribes do that all the tinme, and | think that that
could be achieved, whether or not there is provision made in the
existing law for it.

So if we can just say that it's what we think ought to be
done, | think everything else will fall in place for us. Thank you
for the opportunity.

MR GOURD: Point of clarification.

MR HANNAH:  Point of clarification, Dr. Gourd.

MR GOURD: Just to be consistent, as M. Center
pointed out, | would just like for the Conmission to work in
cooperation with the Election Commission for an election, and then
we can work out the tinme, the process, and all of that with the
El ecti on Conmi ssion, based on when the docunent is ready.

But | think it's inportant here that the Conm ssion here,
we do not have the authority to place anything on a ballot in an
election. W have to work with the Election Conm ssion; they're the
ones enpowered to conduct the elections. | would |ike that
clarified, so it's not perceived by anybody that we're going to go
out and call an election and run it. | would assume you agree.

MR KEEN, JR : | agree.
MR HOSKIN, JR: Point of order.



MR. HANNAH. M. Hoskin, what say you, sir?

MR. HOSKIN, JR: | believe there was a friendly
anendnent by M. Poteete. | don't knowif that was -- | assune it
wasn't worded yet, and | think it's to Dr. Hook to accept or
decline. | just want to be clear on where we are.

MR. HANNAH: That would be correct, if M.
Poteete is in fact prepared to nake that.

MR. POTEETE: The | anguage woul d be, "to be
conducted by mail."

MR. HANNAH.  \What say you, Dr. Hook?

MR HOOK: | would reject that. Only because,
consulting with M. Keen along the same lines as Dr. Gourd, | think
we could incorporate perhaps a little nore flexibility with sone
ot her | anguage.

MR. JOHN KEEN. | have a friendly anmendnent for
Dr. Hook

MR. HANNAH.  WII| you withdraw, M. Poteete?

MR. POTEETE: Certainly.

MR. HANNAH.  Excellent. M. Keen, what say you?

MR. JOHN KEEN. M | anguage woul d be, the
Commi ssion -- the Convention Conm ssion -- however we want to
identify the Constitutional Comnission -- shall work in cooperation

with the Election Commission to place this Constitution on a ball ot
inatinely manner.
After "on a ballot,'

it would be "at a tinme and in the

manner as directed by the joint comm ssions" -- no, "the Convention
Conmission.” And ny intent on Convention Conmission is the
Constitutional Convention Commi ssion, the ones that we, | believe,

are in consent with, that we are --

MR. HANNAH.  Wbul d you all entertain the Chair
for a noment? Let's not refer -- this is a Constitutiona
Convention; it is not a Commission. M. Keen

MR. JOHN KEEN. M reference to the Conm ssion
i s you guys.

MR HANNAH:.  So, "The Convention Conm ssion
shall work in cooperation with the Election Conmission to place this
Constitution on a ballot at a time and in a manner as directed by
t he Conventi on Conmi ssion."

MR. JOHN KEEN. Dr. Hook, would you accept?

MR. HOOK: Yes.

MR. HANNAH. That's a friendly amendnent, and
wi t hout objection by the second.

MR MJULLON: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH. M. Millon, you are recogni zed.

MR. MULLON. Thank you. Delegate Mullon. |

would like to offer a friendly amendnment as well. That is, that
instead of "at a tinme" -- right after the word "at a tine," I'm
sorry, "after the general election in May."

| add that obviously because | do not feel like it would

be a good idea to | eave the possibility open of this thing getting



onto the ballot in May in 1999.
MR. HANNAH. There's a friendly amendnent, Dr.
Hook. \What say you, sir?

MR HOOK: | would agree to that.
MR. HANNAH.  Very well. Kind lady from
Tahl equah.
M5. HAMMONS: | don't think | can in a friendly

manner anmend sonet hing that has just been anmended in a friendly
manner. So | would propose an anendnent to this.

MR. HANNAH  Very wel | .

M5. HAMMONS: "At a time no earlier than August
15th, 1999."

MR. HANNAH: There is a notion to include the
| anguage, "at a tine no earlier than August 15th, 1999," and
striking the | anguage, "after the general election in May of 1999."

Is there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. The floor is
open for debate. Wat say you, M. Keen?

MR. JOHN KEEN. We're defeating our purpose, or
nmy purpose in this -- my purpose was that we | eave the Conm ssion
flexible. W don't know. We can't foresee. W are not
cl ai rvoyant.

We have all expressed such confidence in the Conm ssion

Nobody knows what is going to happen. |Is there going to be a

runof f? Maybe there is; maybe there isn't. 1Is it a good tine to
have it in August? WMaybe it is; maybe it isn't. Maybe sonethi ng
will come up.

But | trust the Comrission to find the appropriate tine
and appropriate manner to place it on the ballot. | nmean, it's just
so evidenced by their actions so far, they're a trustworthy bunch

MR HANNAH:. So far.

MR JOHN KEEN: Strike "so far."

MS. STARR-SCOTT: M. Chair.

MR. HANNAH:  The good | ady from Qochey is
recogni zed

M5. STARR-SCOTT: | rise to speak agai nst
striking this language. | agree with the young M. Keen. | think

we need to leave this in the Conm ssion's hands. They're driving
this ship so far, and they've done okay.

But | can't enphasize too nuch the inportance of you
sitting down with the Assistant Secretary, laying this docunent on
the tabl e and saying, | represent the Cherokee people and | want to
know how long it's going to take.

And | think you can get some communication going, and
you're going to get us on over the hill with it. | don't think it's
going to take forever. But it is really inmportant that you guys
hand carry this up there and lay it on the table.

MR. HANNAH. Good lady fromCalifornia is
recogni zed. |'msorry, M. Hoskin, | didn't see you there.



M5. MASTERS: | rise in support of the
amendment. As Ms. Plunb said, we have taken this out of the
political arena, and by noving the date until August the 15th,
feel that that would achi eve what we have already comitted
ourselves to and would assure that it would be out of the politica
ar ena.

MR. HANNAH. M. Hoskin, you are recogni zed.

MR. HOSKIN, JR : Thank you, M. Chair. Charles
Hoskin, Jr., fromVinita. | rise in opposition to the strike.
Oiginally I had planned to propose this language. | think that,
however, making it after the general election in May will be okay,
provi ded that we nmeet what ought to be our paranmount concern here,
and that is that we take every step to informthe Cherokee people.

Because that's what this tinme period is about. It is
about de-politicizing the process. But first and forenbst, what
ought to be on the mnd of every del egate and every Conmi ssi oner
ought to be that we informthe Cherokee people.

So | would look to the Conmi ssioners to help us take the
lead during this tinme in inform ng the Cherokee people, even if it
means goi ng back to the Tribal Council and asking for additiona
appropriations, because it's that inportant. Thank you, M.
Chai r man

MR. HANNAH. M. Cornsilk, you are recognized.

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnan, | rise in support
of this. | agree that we need to de-politicize this process, that
the Constitution is too i nportant a docunent to |eave to a candi date
standi ng up there, gaining votes in a popularity contest. And we
really need to take this as a separate vote.

And | would al so renmi nd everyone that the education
process for the Cherokee people -- for any people, | don't want to
segregate us out -- but for any people, is a long process. |'m not
full blood. But I'mmarried into a full-blood fanmly. And | have
beconme associated with the deliberative process that they take, and
it's quite lengthy. To be blunt, it's quite |engthy.

They pick things apart; they analyze, and | think a | ot
of people do that. But the process is nade a little bit |onger
because they have a | anguage barrier sonetines.

And so | really think that the process needs to be a
little longer. | think we need to have that flexibility so that we
can say we're going to give themthat tine.

Again, we refer back to the 1975 Constitution. At that
timte we had a ot nore full bloods than we have now, and we gave
everybody a year to consider this.

| think five nonths, four nmonths -- | think five nonths
is too short. | think we need probably six nonths to a year to
consider it. But in getting this before the people, | would say

five months. And | think after the August 14th inauguration, the
Cher okee people, if we do our jobs as del egates, once we | eave here
and go out and attenpt to educate the people as to what we have done
here, | think we can have an educated voting popul ati on and we can



initiate the excitenent of what we have done.

We have done a mmj or overhaul of the organic docunent of
the Cherokee Nation. And if we go out there and we educate the
people, we tell them what we've done, how we did it, and why we did
it, then they will vote for it.

I want this docunent to pass. And | don't want any
community to conme back and say, as we heard one of our del egates
from New Mexi co say, we didn't know and so we voted against it. |
don't want to see that happen. So | would rise in favor of this
amendnent .

MR. HANNAH.  Any ot her del egates rise with
debate regardi ng the proposal that's before us now? M. Stopp, what
say you, sir?

MR STOPP: |'d like to nake a friendly
anendnent to this. Right after "1999" and state "and shall be
conducted no |later than October 15th, 1999."

M5. HAMMONS: | would very much Iike to accept
that, M. Stopp. | don't think I can because I'mafraid if we tie
us in on the back end, we're putting ourselves at the nercy of the
federal governnent again.

I"d like for us to have a mnimumtinme that we have to
get it out to the Cherokee people, but I'mafraid that if we put a
back end on it, that we nmay be getting ourselves in trouble.

I"'msorry, | can't accept that.
MR. STOPP: M. Chairnan, just a conmment. |'m
afraid if we don't put a back end on it, that it may not happen
It's a concern. 1'lIl make that in a notion. Can | nmake it a

noti on?

MR HANNAH: That would be out of order, sir,
and you will hold your amendnent until the discussion is conplete on
the amendnent that is before us. Thank you, M. Stopp

M. Poteete, do you rise with an opinion on the issue
that is before us?

MR. POTEETE: |'mof the opinion that it would
be better if we made this date right after the tribal holidays
rat her than August 15th. | think that woul d take away sone of the
politicization -- | can't say the word right this mnute.

But anyway, | would ask Diane to accept that, to be -- if
sonebody woul d | ook at a cal endar, Septenmber the 5th or sonething.
That woul d give the Cherokee people plenty of tine to conment during
t he hol i day.

And it doesn't amount to but about three nore weeks. |
don't think it will change the intent of her nmotion. Wat would the
Wednesday foll owi ng the holiday be?

MR. HANNAH: It would be the 8th day of
Sept enber.

2

. POTEETE: That would be -- that would be --
aut hor of the anmendnent is in caucus.

HANNAH: | need you to ask that | ady.
HAMMONS: What was that date? |'ll accept
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t hat .

MR. HANNAH:.  Friendly anmendment has been
extended by M. Poteete to include the | anguage, "no earlier than
Septenber 8th, 1999," has been accepted. And wi thout opposition by
the second, it is entered. And the floor is open for debate.

M. Keen, what say you, sir?

MR. JOHN KEEN. | want to renew ny objections
one nore time. John Keen, delegate, for the record. |'mjust not
in favor of doing this. [I'mjust not. | think we should allow the
Commi ssion -- we should allow the Commission to be flexible and read
the climate of the people and just be able to do what they're
directed to do by law. | just really do

| have so much faith in the Conmi ssion. They're going to
-- we're going to set these standards for them set these dates, and
we really don't know exactly what is going to be going on

| just think that these guys do a good job. So ny
objection is renewed for the record.

MR. HANNAH: Good doctor, you are recogni zed

MR. ROBINSON: Rick Robinson, delegate. And

whol eheartedly agree with M. Keen. | amthoroughly inpressed with
the Conmission and with the del egates, and | feel that the five
Conmi ssioners will make the best choice. | think they know that we

need sone substantial anobunt of time to present this to the public.
But | agree with M. Keen, we may get | ucky.
| have sone problemwi th the thought that it nay becone a
part of politics. But |I have nmy faith in the Comm ssion and | think
the easiest way to take care of this is just depend on their
prof essi onal and et hical behavior

MR. MJULLON: Call the question

MR. McCREARY: Call the question

MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been called on the
debate. Actually, on the anendnent that is before us is, which is,

Il will bring your attention that if you vote in favor, then the
| anguage after "the general election in May of 1999" will be
stricken and the | anguage "no earlier than Septenber 8, 1999," will
be inserted.

M. Cornsilk, what say you, sir?

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairman, point of
clarification. | would like to point out that voting on this
anendnent "yes" or "no" is in no way an indictnent of this
Conmission. And that is not any way that it was intended.

MR. HANNAH.  The Chair would be so bold to speak
on behal f of the Conmi ssion. And he would invite Comm ssioners to
put the word here as well. But | will tell you that there is no
affront that is taken. The Conmi ssion, oddly enough, believes that
they will be judged by their actions and that their actions since
their seating in August of 1998, and their pre-seating activities
fromone year ago this nonth, speak for the intent of every
i ndi vi dual on this Conm ssion

We have nade a strong and sol emm pl edge, publicly, and



m ght add privately as well, just by way of information. Things
that you all have -- we don't tal k about nmuch because we work
cl osely together.

But when this group first came together and we were sworn
in these chanbers and we went to an anteroom across the way for our
very first, quote, unquote, sit-down neeting. And at that neeting
as | recall -- and | will be corrected -- every individual went
around the table and nade a personal pledge to do the work of the
Conmmission and to lay any political agenda totally aside.

So there is no affront taken, sir. Wuld any one of ny
fell ow Conmi ssioners add to or take away fromthat statenent?

MR KEEN, JR: You have stated it well, sir.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, sir. |In that case, the
qguestion is before us. Does everyone know what we are voting on?
Excel | ent .

Al'l those in favor please signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR HANNAH: The strike is not included, and the
| anguage for Septenber 8th is taken away. And the |anguage "after
the general election in May of 1999" stands. And the floor is open
for debate

MR. CORNSILK: M. Chairnman, call previous
guesti on.

MR. HANNAH:  The question has been called. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH. There is a second. And hearing no
objection, we are voting on item5. |If you vote in the affirmative,
this itemof the Hook proposal will be accepted.

"The Convention Conm ssion shall work in cooperation with
the El ection Conmission to place this Constitution on a ballot at a
time after the general election in May of 1999 and in the nanner as
directed by the Convention Conm ssion."

Al'l those in favor signify by saying "aye.

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR. HANNAH:  And the notion passes. And the
itemis added to the serial

Now, M. Keen, what say you, sir?

MR. JOHN KEEN. Mdtion to accept --

MR. HANNAH:  The Hook proposal in its entirety;

is that correct?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH: There is a second. And hearing no
objection, we will nove to review the Hook proposal. And the
del egates will indulge the Chair. W want to hear every point that
is on this, |adies and gentlenmen, because as the Chair instructed



thi s del egati on, nothing happens unless this group instructs
whonever to do sonething after we've recessed fromthese chanbers

"Nurmber 1. The Conmission shall carry out its duties and
present the docunent to the Department of the Interior

Nurmber 2. Renand the docunent to Style Conmittee with
instructions to conplete revisions within one week.

Number 3. Subsequent to receipt of comments, if any, by
the Departnent of the Interior, distribute this docunment to the
Cher okee peopl e through conmunity neetings conducted by a del egate
or del egates fromthis convention, with a Cherokee | anguage
i nterpreter where necessary, tribal publications, the Internet, and
ot her avenues as available. [|f no coments have been received from
the Departnent of the Interior within thirty days after delivery of
t he docunment, the docunent will be distributed to the Cherokee
peopl e in accordance with this paragraph

Nurmber 4. Reconvene this body, if necessary, at the
direction of the Conmi ssion

Nunmber 5. The Convention Conmi ssion shall work in
cooperation with the Election Comrission to place this Constitution
on a ballot at a tinme after the general election in May of 1999, and
in a nmanner as directed by the Convention Conmi ssion."

That is the proposal that is before you at this tine.

Al'l of those in favor signify by saying "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."

THE DELEGATES: No

MR HANNAH:  And the notion carries, and the
Hook proposal is adopted.

MR. ROBINSON: M. Chairnan, point of persona
privil ege.

MR. HANNAH: Good doctor, you are recognized

MR. ROBINSON: |'mnot sure -- of course, ny
sane old thing, police up the area when you | eave.

But | wasn't sure what your thinking was, but | think
after we adjourn or whatever it is, we need to have a prayer of
safety.

MR. HANNAH. Al ready taken care of it. |Is there
any other business to conme before this convention at this tinme? M.
Dowty, you are recognized.

MR DOAMTY: | nove that at the conclusion of
busi ness today, that the Chair recess this body subject to recall of
the Chair, and not adjourn the body.

MR HANNAH:  Excel | ent.

DELEGATE: Second that notion

MR HANNAH: There is a notion to recess this
convention, this Constitutional Convention, at the recall of the
Chai r.

MR. DOMY: Yes.

MR HANNAH: And there is a second.

MR. KEEN, JR: | would like, just for the



record, we nmde everyone sign the signature page to this docunent
that we've worked so hard to produce. Everyone in this roomwl|I
get a copy of it. This is the original, the only original that's
si gned.

And | amnow turning it over to the custody and care of
our records custodi an of the Conm ssion, M. Jay Hannah

(appl ause)
M5. MASTERS: M. Chair.
MR. McDANIEL: |'m here again.

MR. HANNAH:  You know, Calvin, you're kind of
snappi ng right along these days. Wat say you, Calvin MDaniel, of
Muskogee?

MR. McDANIEL: WIIl these copies of the
Constitution be mailed out, or put on the conputer Internet, or
what ?

MR. HANNAH  Yes, sir. W have just agreed that
we will in fact distribute this docunent when appropriate and in as
many di fferent avenues that would be available to us. And we'll be
counting on you, Calvin, to assenble fol ks over in Miskogee,

&l ahoma, there anbng the Creeks, to circle up as many Cherokees as
possi ble and to tal k about this docunent and to help pronote its
passage at an election in the future.

MR. McDANIEL: Well, they'll be handed out;
they'l| have copies here at the Cherokee conplex or this other
of fice or where?

MR. HANNAH: Do not know about that, Calvin.
The Conmission, | think, has been instructed to carry out the
di ssem nation of this docunment as soon as it would be appropriate.

MR. McDANIEL: Well, renmenber now, you've got
that down by the courthouse.

HANNAH:  Yes, sir. Thank you, sir.

JOHN KEEN:  Poi nt of information.

HANNAH:  Point of information, M. Keen
JOHN KEEN: W/ 1 the del egates get copies
toni ght ?
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. HANNAH. W I | the del egates get copies
tonight, M. Keen, internediate?

MR. KEEN, JR : Yes.

MR. HANNAH.  The answer is "yes."

MR. JOHN KEEN:. Poi nt of personal privilege.

MR. HANNAH:  Poi nt of personal privilege.

MR JOHN KEEN. | would like to invite everybody
to ny neeting in Sioux City, lowa. | would also like to take this

time to thank the body, if | may.

MR HANNAH:  And, M. Keen, that would be
appropriate. |If the Sergeant at Arns would ask that M. Junper to
cone in, please, and unl ock the door

MR JOHN KEEN. | would just like to thank
everybody for putting up with ne, and tell everybody that |'ve had
t he nost wonderful experience | could have ever had. And |I'mvery



proud to have served with each and every one of you. And | | ook
forward to seeing you all again.
(appl ause)

MR. HANNAH.  Dr. Gourd, you are recogni zed

MR. GOURD: Thank you, M. Chairman. Just by
way of the agenda, | think we're near to recess or whatever. There
is an issue of courtesy resolution. W' ve already -- you've seen
kind of the style and direction to which ones such resol uti on woul d
be drafted in reference to our incredible technol ogy expert here.

But | would like to request that at the approval of the
del egates, that a resolution of "thank you" be nade to Northeastern
State University, Sequoyah Hi gh School, individually to pages, you
know, the people that have gone out of their way to hel p us.

And then it can be signed by the officers, you know, that
sort of stuff, the same manner in which the other was done. And it
could be, | think, put together by the Style Conmittee. But |I'm
still working on the Ilist of people who have stepped up and
volunteered. All the pages, you know, that sort of stuff. Just as
courtesy resolution, thanks for their hel ping nake this happen

MR CORNSILK: M. Chairman.

MR. HANNAH. M. Cornsilk, you are recognized.

MR. CORNSILK: In light of that, | think we
could nove to authorize the Conmi ssion to name and resol utionize --

MR. HANNAH. Let the record show that yet
anot her new word has been invented.

MR. CORNSI LK: -- everybody who deserves
recognition. And | would put that in the formof a notion.

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  Now, we're nessing up on procedure
here, fol ks, because we have a notion that is over here. And we'll
do sonething, we'll invent sonme new procedure.

M. Dowty, would you hold that notion for just a nonment
that you had for recess, to be recalled by the Chair? You would
hold that, | assune?

MR. DOMY: Yes.

MR. HANNAH:  And so M. Cornsilk has now nade a
noti on that the Conmission be instructed to carry out -- or taking
on the responsibility of resolutionizing -- is that your word, sir?

MR. CORNSILK: As corrected by the style
commi ttee.

MR. HANNAH.  And to be addressed by the Style
Conmittee, all of those individuals that have in fact supported us
with the logistics and with the nyriad of itens that we have
requi red over these past nine days.

MR CORNSILK: And | don't know how that would
be worded, but | would offer to say "in the nane of the convention

MR HANNAH:  "In the name of the convention."
Very well. |s there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH.  The floor is open for debate.



MR. JOHN KEEN. Call the question
MR. HANNAH.  The questi on has been called. And
hearing no opposition, all those in favor please signify by saying
"aye."
THE DELEGATES: Aye
MR. HANNAH.  Those opposed said "no."
(no response)
That's the only thing | did that got a unani nous vote.

MR HANNAH: M. Silversnith.

MR SILVERSM TH. |'m a del egate from
Kenwood-Salina. | want to be known that | voted "no" against this
notion that M. Cornsilk did.
(laughter)
MR. HANNAH. Dr. Hook -- |I'msorry, M. Hoskin

is recognized fromVinita.

MR HOSKIN, SR : Charles Hoskin, Sr., Vinita.
| would |ike to say, another Council nenber brought this up. Now
that we've had the neetings in our seat of governnent the |ast two
days, | hope that we've laid aside any types of fears or
apprehensi on that the Cherokee people nay have to enter these
chanbers

And | want you to know, as a Council person and a
Cherokee citizen, we need to be wel cone here, any tinme, any place.
So | want you to conme back any tine, please.

| certainly, by no nmeans, want to end this on a sad note,
personal ly, but | just found out that ny nother is in an energency
roomin Tulsa. So in our final prayer, | would like nmy nother,
Samm e Hoskin, thought of. Now, ny nother is not Cherokee, but she
was nmarried to a full blood for fifty-three years, and | think
that's | ove.

But not only ny nother, but anyone else that may be in a
simlar situation that | nentioned, and | thank you very nuch.

MR. HANNAH.  Thank you, kind delegate. Dr.
Hook, you are recognized.

MR. HOOK: Yes, sir. 1've had a request from
several people, and | want to find out if there is anyone who woul d
have difficulty with this, to place a feather over the door, so as
people exit it will be above them

I's there anyone that would have difficulty with that?

MR. HANNAH:  Hearing no opposition, Dr. Hook
Ti na Jordan of Tahl equah, you are recogni zed.

M5. JORDAN. Del egate Jordan. | think we need
to take this opportunity and acknow edge our parliamentarian, our
court reporter, who have been with us throughout the |ast nine days.

MR HANNAH: Yes. And the Chair had nade a
couple of notes here. W' ve had a nunber of individuals that are
i ndi spensable to us. Deborah Langley is a lady that the Chair did
not know prior to this event, except through resunes and through
di scussi ons of one of our good tribal nenbers that we had consulted
with for sone tine, about how to bring order to this process.



And the Chair will tell you that he hasn't a clue about
procedure, which many of you will no doubt agree with, but there
have been nonents throughout this convention when, as the Chair
stated before, when the passions have stirred anong the Cherokee,
and they've stirred anong these del egates, when decisions had to be
made qui ckly.

I know that |'ve obviously erred in a few cases, and |'ve
had an opportunity to reverse a few of those, and |'ve had an
opportunity to apologize to a few folks. But all in all, we've nade
it through. And usually it has been at the hand and the counsel of
this very kind |lady who conmes to us fromBartlesville. And the
Chair is very appreciative for her counsel

This is not sonething that she was sinply contracted to
do. She has been here in so very nmany ways to support us. And
there's nothing nore to say that could really express the Chair's
appreci ation except to say "thank you."

MS. LANGLEY: You're wel cone.

MR. HANNAH.  The young | ady that has taken every
word of this convention, Marla, a tribal nenber. And one who has
attended our public hearings for sone tinme and on weekends and in
i ncl enent weat her, and in extrenely short notice, |ike, please,
Marl a, can you cone right now.

And wi t hout conplaint and without interruption of the
procedures, she has very silently taken down each word, to be
produced into a docunent that will becone a part of the history of
t he Cherokee Nation, so that those in years to cone can reflect on
t hese del i berati ons.

We know that oftentimes the hunor that we have shared may
not speak through the words, but | believe that Cherokees are quite
intuitive and that they will sort through a ot of the deliberation

But we are very fortunate to live in this era when we can
have t hese docunents preserved for us. And she is to be thanked.

(appl ause)

MR. HANNAH.  The kind | ady from Germany, we have
revered her so nmany times this week, trying to nmake sure that we can
encourage her to hang around for a while. | would sinply say in
concl usion, our thanks to Tina, that the Chair has always been a --
the Chair is a Christian and the Chair believes that the good Lord
and Creator watches over us and the divine providence in fact shines
upon i ndividuals who are attenpting to do H's work.

And in many ways, a young |lady who flies in fromBerlin,
Germany, who just happens to be hangi ng around the | ocal
Constitutional Convention, who just happens to be willing to take to
the technol ogy that we have today, | personally believe that w thout
her assistance, that this entire process would have been el ongated
fourfol d.

And we are very, very thankful that you have been with
us, and you are to be thanked.

There are a nunber of other individuals here, we could go
on for a while. M two Sergeant at Arns, these gentlenen in the



back. Pl ease state your name for the record.

MR FI SH NGHAWK:  Joe Fi shi nghawk.

MR. KIRK: George Kirk

MR. HANNAH:  And they have been raked over the
coals by the Chair, but they have in fact afforded us in al
occasions a feeling of absolute safety. The Chair has not been
fearful at all, anywhere, any way, with the size of these guys
hangi ng around. And yet they have done so without intimdation of
any visitor or any delegate. They have noved silently and very
effectively in the shadows of the activities of this convention, and
they are to be thanked.

(appl ause)
W' ve already regal ed Ms. Long and thank her very nuch.
And once again, we bow in your direction. You have served well as a
teller, as a caller of the roll, as a fetcher of copies, as a
provi der of refreshnent, and you have been an able clerk here of
this conventi on.

M5. LONG And please, no one ask M. Underwood
about his gift.

MR. HANNAH: That's in the record now.

MR. JOHN KEEN. M. Chairnman, we've got that guy
up there that's been here, and I don't even know --

MR. HANNAH.  You don't even know what he's doing
up there. This is the Sioux City Channel 6 -- (laughter). These
young nen that have been here in the back, and | know this one young
man has been working in the arena of journalism W would like to
know t heir nanes for the record and what they have been about here.

Sir.

MR. GERTNER: |'m Ben Gertner; |I'mfrompublic
affairs. |'mdocunmenting it so people can |ater see how the
Constitution was constructed.

MR. HANNAH.  Very well. | would also like to

say, to give a thanks to Gmven Henry, a |lady that has noved very
silently and yet very effectively, not only here at the convention
to assist, and, of course, the daughter of our esteened Luella Coon

Gnen, thank you so much for your work, and obviously the
Conmi ssion woul d be I ess without you, ny friend. So we're very
thankful for all the work that you have vol unteered.

The kind | ady from Tahl equah is recogni zed.

M5. HAMMONS: Thank you, M. Chair. | know that
all of us are eternally appreciative, and | would like it to be on
the record though, perhaps included in the prayer, thankful to those
of us and our family and our friends who have nade it possible for
us to be here day after day.

Mysel f, if | hadn't had people sacrificing parts of their
lives for ne to be here, | couldn't have been here. And I'mwilling
to say that that's true for each and every one of us. For every one
of us here, there are five or ten or twenty or twenty-five people
behi nd us that have nade it possible for us to be here. And | think
that we are all thankful for them



MR. HANNAH:  Here-here. M. Millon. It would
only be appropriate that we woul d see an attorney at the m crophone.

MR. MULLON: | just want to say that after
produci ng this docunent or helping to produce it, that it has never
felt so good to be a Cherokee. And | really do appreciate this
tinme.

(appl ause)

MR. HANNAH. The Chair would like to give very
special thanks to his fell ow Comm ssioners for affording himthe
opportunity to serve with them Luella Coon, an east Peavine girl,
Dr. Gourd who has ably |led us through and the Conmi ssi on through
many niles of red tape and through a | ot of papers.

To ny very good friend, not just Conm ssioner, but ny
very good friend M. Ralph Keen, Jr. And for the hard work that |
know personally that he has given in dedication to this convention

Phenonenal things have taken place here over the past
ni ne days, |adies and gentlenen. These are nagical, nmgica
experiences for us. And we should not |eave these chanbers and
forget themeasily.

And so when we gat her around our social fires and we
shake hands and we neet and we wel come one another, we should tel
stories. W should tell our children about the conming together of
t he Cherokee people in 1999, to bind up the wounds, to begin the
healing, and to draw the docunment that will take this Tribe into the
21st Century.

And with that, the Chair would call upon --

M5. COON: | wanted to say sonething

MR. HANNAH.  Ckay, Ms. Coon

M5. COON: Let me say sonething, okay, before we

go out. | want to thank everybody here for assisting ne during
t hese ni ne days. Everyone has been so nice, and |'ve just fallen in
|l ove with everybody here. |It's been so nice to be here.

Made many friends and have worked with Charlie, we worked
together for a long tine here at the Cherokee Nation. | won't tel

you how many years. But | have enjoyed working with Ral ph and Jay
and Charlie.

And | just know this work isn't finished yet, but we're
going to get it finished. | feel very confortable about this. |
tell Charlie all the tinme, | said, don't worry about it. Everything
is going to conme out all right because I'"'mworking onit. And | am

And |I'm going to continue.

| want to sing a song for all -- you know, dedicate it to
all of you. Is it okay?
MR. HANNAH  It's okay.
M5. COON: |'ve been asked to sing "Anazing
Grace" but, you know, our little children cane yesterday and sang,
and I'"mnot going to sing that song. I1'mgoing to sing "I Believe."
"I believe for every drop of rain that falls, a flower
grows. | believe that in the darkest night a candle glows. |

bel i eve for everyone who goes astray, soneone will cone to show the



way. | believe. | believe.

"I believe through every storm the snallest prayer wll
still be heard. | believe that soneone in the great sonewhere hears
every word. Every tine | hear a newborn baby cry, or touch a |eaf
or see the sky, yet | know why | believe."

Thank you.

(appl ause)
MR. HANNAH.  The tinme keeper for the convention
has been Christy Red Eagle. Christy, have we run out of tine?
M5. RED EAGLE: No, go ahead and tal k about ne.
MR. HANNAH. W' Il tal k about you by thanking
you, young lady, for all of your works.

Del egate copies are over here, and you will file by
whenever we nove to recess and pick up a copy.

At this tine | would like to invite the interpreter for
the convention and for the Commi ssion, Ed Junper. And, Ed, you are
a man of Cod.

MR JUVMPER. Do you want ne to make a notion?

MR. HANNAH. No, you're not going to get to do
that, Ed. But you are a man of God, and you have rallied us
together, and you have called the attention of the Geat Creator to
| ook down upon us and stand with us and beside us.

And | would ask you, sir, to bring us a benediction upon
every person that is here. And as the good del egate raised earlier
to remenber those that are not here with us this evening. There are
del egates obviously that had to go on, and there are fanily nenbers
that are in need, and there are those who have supported this al
the way through this process. Ed Junper.

MR JUWMPER. As we go to the Lord in prayer, the
thing I would ask you, to again remenber Council nman Hoskin's nother.
And as the young | ady pointed out, there were countl ess peopl e that
made it possible for each and every one of us to be at this
convention. |If we had just taken it upon ourselves, and there may
not be as nany of us here that are here. Because it does take quite
a sacrifice. And you' ve been here for nine days. And they're to be
comended.

Let's go to the Lord in prayer.

(Prayer)

MR. HANNAH: Hearing no other business before
this convention, M. Dowy, you are recognized.

MR DOAMTY: Chair, | nove that we recess the
convention, subject to recall of the Chair.

MR. HANNAH. There is a notion before you. |Is
there a second?

DELEGATE: Second

MR. HANNAH:  And hearing no opposition, al
those in favor said "aye."

THE DELEGATES: Aye

MR. HANNAH.  And those opposed said "no."

(no response)



And the nption carries. And we are at recess.
(appl ause)
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