IN THE JUDICTAL APPEALS TRIBUNAL OF THE CHEROKEE NATION
JOHN CORNSILK,
Petitioner,

V5,

CHADWICK SMITH, in his official
capacity as Principal Chief of the

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Cherokee Nation, ) :
; FILED
)

)
)
)
)
)

Respondent,

JUL 3 12002

and,

TIME
CHEROKEE NATION
JUDICIAL APPEALS TRIBUNAL

BRAD CARSON,

Respondent.
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS

On June 7, 2002, the Petitioner’s Motion for Default Judgment against Respondent Brad
Carson came on as regularly scheduled for hearing. The Petitioner appeared in person and pro se.
The Respondent Brad Carson, who currently serves as a member of the United States House of
Representatives from the State of Oklahoma, appeared specially by Greg Combs, Attomey at

Law, P.O. Box 2200, Tahlequah, Oklahoma 74465,

The Petitioner has brought this action against the Respondent Carson, as a Cherokee
Citizen, challenging his participation and support of HR-3534 in the United States Congress. The
legislation relates to the settlement of claims of Indian-owned lands in the Arkansas River bed.

The Respondent appeared specially to question the jurisdiction of this Court based upon asserted



immunity under the “Speech and Debate Clause™ of the United States Constitution.' After aral
argument, this Court allowed the partics to submit further written authority. The Court has

received, reviewed and considered the briefs of the parties as submitted.

NOW. on this 3_I£ day of July, 2002, the Court, having reviewed the files and record
made in the case, having heard the argument of the respective parties and considered the written
Briefs, FINDS: That the Petitioner has set out an action by his pleadings against the Respondent
Brad Carson which brings into effect the “Speech and Debate Clause” of the United States
Constitution;® That the phrase “any other place™ as comained in said Clause includes the Courts of
the Cherekee Nation, Accordingly, Congressman Carson enjoys immunity from suit and cannot
be compelled to appear and answer in these proceedings. For these reasons, this Court lacks

Jurisdiction over the person of the Respondent and his Motion to Dismiss must be granted.

IT IS THEREFOR ORDERED, thar the Motion to Dismiss of the Respondent Brad
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Darell R, Matlock_ Ir., Justice
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immunity under the “Speech and Debate Clause™ of the United States Canstitution.' Afier oral
argument, this Cowst allowed the parties to submit further written authority. The Coun has

received, reviewed and considered the briefs of the parties as submitted.

NOW, on lhiﬁﬂ day of July. 2002, the Court. having reviewed the files and record
made in the case, having heard the argument of the respective parties and considered the written
Briefs, FINDS® That the Petitioner has set out an action by his pleadings against the Respondent
Brad Carson which brings into efféer the "Speech and Debate Clause™ of the LUnited States
Constitution;® That the phrase Yany other place™ as contained in said Clause includes the Courts of
the Cherokee Nation. Accordingly, Congressman Carson enjoys immuaity from suit and cannot
be compelled to appear aad answer n these proceedings. For these reasons. this Court lacks

Jurisdiction over the person of the Respandent and his Motion to Dismiss must be granted.

IT IS THEREFOR ORDERED. that the Motion to Dismiss of the Respondent Brad

1% 15 hereby GRANTED.
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immunity under the “Speech and Debate Clause” of the United States Constitution.” After oral
argument, this Court allowed the parties to submit further written authority. The Court has

received, reviewed and considered the briefs of the parties as submitted.

NOW, on this '::£ day of July, 2002, the Court, having reviewed the files and record
made in the case, having heard the argument of the respective parties and considered the written
Briefs, FINDS: That the Petitioner has set out an action by his pleadings against the Respondent
Brad Carson which brings into effect the “Speech and Debate Clause” of the United States
Constitution;® That the phrase “any other place” as contained in said Clause includes the Courts of
the Cherokee Nation. Accordingly, Congressman Carson enjoys immunity from suit and cannot

be compelled to appear and answer in these proceedings. For these reasons, this Court lacks

jurisdiction over the person of the Respondent and his Motion to Dismiss must be granted.
IT IS THEREFOR ORDERED, that the Motion to Dismiss of the Respondent Brad
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Darrell Dowty, Chief Justi

ﬁhiiip H. Viles, Ir., Justice

Darell R. Matlock._ Jr._ Justice
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