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AS FOR THE CURRENT STATUS OF FELTER, et al., V. NORTON, et al., we are
waiting for U.S. District Court Judge Roberts to make his decision on the
defendants’ Motion to Dismiss our civil action.  The defendants filed their reply to
our Opposition to their Motion to Dismiss on November 26, 2003.  Although I
cannot state with any degree of precision on when we can expect his decision, I
would predict that his decision will be issued by March 26, 2004 or 4 month after
briefing was completed.

I ALSO NOTE THAT EDSON GARDNER HAS FILED a Motion to Intervene in our
case.  However, his Motion has not been formally filed with the Clerk of the Court.
Until I am notified by electronic means by the Clerk of the Court, I am under no
obligation to file a response to Mr. Gardner’s Motion to Intervene.  Should the
Clerk notify me that his Motion has been filed, I must respond to it.  His Motion
could complicate our case as well as cause a delay in Judge Roberts issuance of his
decision on the defendants’ Motion to Dismiss.

WE ARE ALL AWARE OF DORA VAN’S STATED EFFORTS TO encourage
Congress to pass legislation that would reinstate the terminated members of the
Uinta Band, among other things.  Recently, I became aware of S.344, a proposed
bill that would grant federal recognition to Native Hawaiians.  I was very surprised
to find out that Sen. Orrin Hatch is one of the co-sponsors of S.344.  NCAI
Sentinel, Winter Edition 2004.  The proposed Hawaiian Native federal recognition
bill would assure and grant the Native Hawaiians’ a political status that would give
them “parity” under the laws of the United States.

THE NCAI SENTINEL “GUEST EDITORIAL” title “KAKOU: All of us
Together” provides a basic description of the Congressional legislative process
involved in the passage of a bill recognizing a group of “Natives” subject to the
laws of the United States as a separate and distinct “political” entity.  First, the
article notes the wide spread support that the Hawaiians got from a variety of
organizations - NCAI, Alaska Native Federation of Natives and native and non-
native allies “with influence and decision-making authority in Washington, D.C. and

throughout the United States.”  Next, Daniel Akaka and Daniel Inouye, U.S. Senators from
Hawaii, supported S.344.  Further, Ted Stevens (AK), Harry Reid (NV), Orrin Hatch (UT) and
Gordon Smith (OR) are co-sponsors urging the passage of S.344.  

THE ARTICLE DESCRIBES THAT THE HOUSE VERSION OF S.344 was introduced by
Representatives Neil Abercrombie (HI) and Ed Case (HI).  Work on getting votes for both S.344
and the House version continues and the Native Hawaiians are asking that individuals (native
and non-native), native organizations and tribes continue to email and fax their U.S. Senators
and Representatives and urge them to support the Akaka Bill.  One statement in the article is
“Success in bettering conditions for all indigenous peoples is best achieved by working
together.”   Another very significant statement in the article was: “Native peoples do not flourish
and move forward strongly when we are divided into factions and our spirituality is disturbed.”
From our current experiences with trying to keep our Felter client group united and focused, we
all understand the important of this fundamental statement.

THE BRIEF NCAI GUEST EDITORIAL TELLS ME THAT THE PASSAGE OF ANY BILL will
only succeed with wide spread support in Congress and in the public.  As for the bill that Dora
Van and her group contend that they have somewhere in Congress, it should be easy for her
to state 1) where the bill is at this moment; 2) who has been asked to sponsor and co-sponsor
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the bill to reinstate the terminated Utes to federally-recognized status; and the chances of
getting co-sponsors for the bill.  They should also be able to tell anyone who ask them what
native and non-native organizations have expressed their support for their efforts in getting the
bill though both sides of Congress.  Since I have not taken any time out of my busy schedule
to keep track of Dora Van’s Congressional efforts, I hope someone will tell me the answers to
the questions I pose directly above.  Otherwise, I wonder where if “someone is pulling someone
else’s leg” as we say in the Oklahoma countryside.  If the Utah State Congressional delegation
and the Ute Tribe do not support a restoration bill, then I believe it would be an extremely
difficult, if not impossible, effort to achieve a successful passage of the terminated Ute
restoration act.  When was the Utah Congressional delegation approached on sponsorship and
what was their reaction?

AS YOUR ATTORNEY IN THIS CIVIL ACTION AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, I do not
condemn anyone’s efforts to seek the passage of legislation to restore the terminated members
of the Uinta Band to federally-recognized status.  However, the Felter plaintiffs have decided
to “litigate” their way back to restored status.  It is my firm opinion that you are either
dedicated to put all of your energy, prayers and spirit that our lawsuit against the United States
will succeed or you will go your way with someone other group with another agenda and not
support our lawsuit 100%.  I remind all of you to pay your dues in full and make every effort
to make money contributions, as you can, to keep us rolling on!

AS SOON AS THE CLERK TRANSMITS THE JUDGE’S DECISION on the defendants’ Motion
to Dismiss, I send the decision as quickly as possible to Cal Hackford and Oranna.  We will post
it on the website.  I will also let you know if we are forced to deal with the intervention by Ed
Gardner.  We have decided to schedule a meeting in Roosevelt after we receive the Judge’s
decision so I can personally discuss the options we must take to keep our battle alive.

We speak the language of social justice and spiritual truth against liars, thieves and
hypocrites.  If we lose the whole world loses.  We will not lose but, in the end, teach
the truth, morality and spirituality of the matter to our cowardly oppressors.

Dennis G. Chappabitty
Counsel of Record in Felter, et al., v. Norton, et al.












