


Tax Status: The Native American Rights Fund (NARF) is a nonprofit, char-
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Columbia. NARF is exempt from federal income tax under the provisions
of Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue code. Contributions to NARF
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not a "private foundation" as defined in Section 509(a) of the Internal
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Washington, D.C.

The Native American Rights Fund Statement 
on Environmental Sustainability

“It is clear that our natural world is undergoing severe, unsustainable and
catastrophic climate change that adversely impacts the lives of people and
ecosystems worldwide. Native Americans are especially vulnerable and
are experiencing disproportionate negative impacts on their cultures,
health and food systems. In response, the Native American Rights Fund
(NARF) is committed to environmental sustainability through its mission,
work and organizational values. Native Americans and other indigenous
peoples have a long tradition of living sustainably with the natural world
by understanding the importance of preserving natural resources and
respecting the interdependence of all living things. NARF embraces this
tradition through its work and by instituting sustainable office practices
that reduce our negative impact on our climate and environment. NARF is
engaged in environmental work and has established a Green Office
Committee whose responsibility is to lead and coordinate staff participa-
tion in establishing and implementing policies and procedures to mini-
mize waste, reduce energy consumption and pollution and create a health-
ful work environment.” 
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Cover and Art: Jamie Okuma (Luiseño, Shoshone-Bannock) specializes
in one-of-a-kind pieces that are hand-executed exclusively by the artist.
She has been a professional artist from the age of 18, when her bead-
work focused on creating beaded dolls and dance regalia. Today, she
combines her background in beadwork with high-end fashion to create
what she calls contemporary Native fashion. She has won six Best in
Show awards: three from the Heard Indian Market and three from the
Santa Fe Indian Market. She is one of only two artists to achieve this dis-
tinction. Her work has been shown in Germany, Australia, France, and
numerous art institutions throughout the United States, including the
Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York City. Her work is included
in the permanent collections of the Minneapolis Institute of Art, the
Metropolitan Museum of Art, the Nelson-Atkins Museum, the Denver
Art Musem, and the Smithsonian Institution's National Museum of the
American Indian.
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For 49 years, the Native
American Rights Fund has
been providing legal advice
and representation to Indian
tribes, organizations and indi-
viduals on the most important
federal Indian law issues fac-
ing them.  Since 1970, we have
achieved many important legal
victories for Native American
people through our non-profit
legal advocacy and that record
of significant legal accomplish-
ments continued in 2019.

We have represented the Little
Shell Tribe of Chippewa
Indians of Montana for several
decades in the federal recogni-
tion administrative process at

the Department of the Interior to become a federally
recognized tribe.  The Tribe simultaneously pursued
legislative recognition from Congress with the assis-
tance of counsel in Washington, D.C.  These legislative
efforts ended successfully in 2019 with the Little Shell
Tribe becoming the 574th federally recognized tribe, a
stunning victory ending a monumental struggle for
justice.

The proposed Keystone XL oil pipeline to run from
Canada to the Gulf Coast would cross or come very
close to the boundaries of many Indian reservation
lands and tribal land holdings.  We are representing
the Rosebud Sioux Tribe of South Dakota and the Fort
Belknap Indian Community of Montana in litigation to
stop the pipeline based on Indian treaty, constitutional,
trespass and tribal jurisdiction claims.  In 2019, the fed-
eral government and energy company motions to dis-
miss the case were denied.

We are representing the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho in its
water rights claims in the Palouse River Adjudication
along with federal government as trustee for the Tribe.
In 2019, the Tribe and the U.S. filed claims for instream
flows in 24 reaches of the Palouse River and its tribu-
taries, for nearly 200 springs claims on private and fed-
eral lands, and for water for consumptive uses on two
Indian allotments in the Palouse watershed.  

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
recently re-affirmed the superiority of the senior water
rights of the Klamath Tribes of Oregon and downriver
Klamath Basin tribes over other water interests in the

Klamath Basin.  The Klamath Tribes were not parties to
the case but we filed several amicus curiae friend of the
court briefs on their behalf during the course of the lit-
igation brought by irrigators against the federal gov-
ernment.  The Court also affirmed that the Klamath
Tribes’ water rights include waters in Upper Klamath
Lake that secure the Tribes’ treaty fishing rights.

We represent the American Indian Higher Education
Consortium (AIHEC) as amicus curiae in a case
brought against a tribal college by a former employee
of the college, alleging the he was discriminated
against by the college in violation of federal law.  The
tribal college, supported by AIHEC, was successful in
having the case recently dismissed by the U. S. Court
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit on the ground that the
college is an arm of the Confederated Salish and
Kootenai Tribes of Montana and the Tribes have sover-
eign immunity from suit without their consent.

In Brackeen v. Bernhardt, the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Fifth Circuit affirmed the constitutionality of the
1978 Indian Child Welfare Act, recognized the political
status of tribes and Indians, and upheld the law that is
so critical to safeguarding Indian child welfare.  The
Court held that the U.S. Constitution allows Congress
to pass laws that protect the best interests of Indian
children.  We filed an amicus curiae brief in the case on
behalf of 325 tribal nations and 57 tribal organizations.

When the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) tried to exempt 5G wireless cellular infrastruc-
ture from the tribal consultation requirements of the
National Historic Preservation Act, we filed suit along
with co-counsel on behalf of several tribes in the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the D. C. Circuit.  The Court
recently issued an opinion largely holding that the
FCC’s rulemaking was unlawful by failing to provide
a reasoned explanation for why it was within the pub-
lic interest to exempt the deployment of 5G infrastruc-
ture from review.

In closing, I want to thank all of our funders for their
support.  Without your support, these significant legal
accomplishments in 2019 would not have been possi-
ble.  We can only hope that your support will continue
in 2020 so that we can achieve even more legal victories
for Native Americans. 

John E. Echohawk
Executive Director                                                                         

Executive Director’s Report
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Greetings Friends.

Let us just say time goes by quickly! I am sad to say that this will be my last letter to you
as Chair of the Board of Directors at the Native American Rights Fund. My term on the
Board will come to an end in 2020. I am thankful for the time that I have spent with NARF
staff and the inspiring people who have served with me on the NARF Board.
Finishing my term in 2020 feels momentous. In 2020, NARF will be celebrating fifty years
of fighting for Indian Country. A milestone like this provides an opportunity to mindfully
recognize the people, the effort, and the commitment that has brought NARF so much
success in its first fifty years. It is an honor to hold a small place in this story and be a part
of such a significant movement. 

Since NARF was founded in 1970, so much has changed. Many battles have been won.
Concepts like tribal sovereignty, government-to-government relations, and self-determi-
nation have become well-established principles of Indian Law. Native voices have been
heard, and our issues are represented in the national arena in a way they never were
before. There is a lot to celebrate.

Unfortunately, even though battles have been fought and won, many of the challenges
that existed in 1970, we are still fighting today. Still, we witness broken treaties, attempts
to limit participation in state and federal elections, and ignorance about ongoing Native
issues. We still fear some of our fellow Americans vision of a future that does not include
Native Americans and tribes. That reality can be disheartening. 

That is exactly why NARF was created and has stood the test of time. NARF fights dis-
criminatory forces and protect the rights of tribes and tribal citizens. Fifty years of fighting
for progress does not change that mission. From what I have seen at NARF, the attorneys
and staff today are fully committed to enforce the laws that protect Native American
human rights, natural resources, cultures, and sovereignty. The fight will continue, and
NARF shall endure.

There is a duty to our people, our cultures, and our survival. NARF heeds that duty, and
I call upon you, NARF supporters, to also respond to this call. Your donations and sup-
port are absolutely necessary for this work to continue. As you read through this annual
report, please recognize that every step forward is only because of a shared commitment
to make progress happen. Even as my service on the NARF Board comes to an end, my
commitment to this movement remains strong. I look forward to the progress that we will
continue to create together in the years to come.

Mvto. (Thank you.)

Robert R. McGhee
Chairman, NARF Board of Directors 

Chairman’s Message
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Board of Directors

National Support Committee

The National Support Committee assists
NARF with fundraising and public rela-
tions efforts. Some members are prominent
in the fields of business, entertainment,
and the arts. Others are known advocates
for the rights of the underserved. All are
committed to upholding the rights of
Native Americans.

Randy Bardwell, Pechanga Band of Luiseño
Mission Indians
Deborah Bardwell
Jaime Barrientoz, Grande Traverse Band of
Ottawa and Chippewa Indians
John Bevan 
Wallace Coffey, Comanche

Ada Deer, Menominee 
Harvey A. Dennenberg 
Lucille A. Echohawk, Pawnee 
Jane Fonda 
Eric Ginsburg 
Jeff Ginsburg 
Rodney Grant, Omaha
Dr. Marion McCollom Hampton 
Chris E. McNeil, Jr., Tlingit-Nisga’a
Billy Mills, Oglala Lakota 
Amado Peña, Jr., Yaqui/Chicano
Wayne Ross 
Nancy Starling-Ross 
Mark Rudick 

Pam Rudick 
Michael G. Sawaya 
Ernie Stevens, Jr., Wisconsin Oneida 
Andrew Teller, Isleta Pueblo 
verna Teller, Isleta Pueblo
Richard Trudell, Santee Sioux
Rebecca Tsosie, Pascua Yaqui 
Tzo-Nah, Shoshone Bannock
Aine Ungar 
Rt. Rev. William C. Wantland, Seminole
W. Richard West, Southern Cheyenne
Randy Willis, Oglala Lakota
Teresa Willis, Umatilla 
Mary Wynne, Rosebud Sioux

The Native American Rights Fund has a gov-
erning board composed of Native American
leaders from across the country. Board mem-
bers are chosen based on their involvement
and knowledge of Indian issues and affairs, as
well as tribal affiliation, to ensure comprehen-
sive geographical representation. The vision of
the Board members is essential to NARF's
effectiveness in representing its Native
American clients.

NARF’s Board of Directors (L to R): Kenneth
Kahn (Santa Ynez Band of Chumash Indians);
Derek Valdo (Pueblo of Acoma); Michael
Colbert Smith (Chickasaw Nation); Rhonda
Pitka (Athabascan/Inupiaq); Robert Miguel
(Ak-Chin Indian Community); Lacey Horn,
Treasurer (Cherokee Nation); Camille Kalama
(Native Hawai`ian); Robert McGhee,
Chairman (Poarch Band of Creek Indians);
Kurt BlueDog, vice-Chairman (Sisseton-
Wahpeton Sioux); Jamie Azure (Turtle
Mountain Band of Chippewa); Rebecca Miles
(Nez Perce Tribe);

Not pictured: Anita Mitchell (Muckleshoot
Indian Tribe); MaryAnn Johnson (Portage Creek)
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NARF’s first Board of Directors developed priorities to guide the Native American Rights Fund in its mission to
preserve and enforce the legal rights of Native Americans. Those five priorities continue to lead NARF today:

• Preserve tribal existence
• Protect tribal natural resources
• Promote Native American human rights
• Hold governments accountable to Native Americans
• Develop Indian law and educate the public about Indian rights, laws, and issues

This report includes NARF’s recent work within each priority.

Introduction
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The US Constitution recognizes that Indian tribes are
independent governmental entities with inherent
authority over their members and territory. Tribal gov-
ernments possess the power to regulate the internal
affairs of their members as well as activities within
their reservations. In treaties with the United States,
Indian tribes ceded millions of acres of land in
exchange for the guarantee that the federal govern-
ment would protect the tribes' right to self-govern-
ment. Under the priority to preserve tribal existence,
NARF empowers tribes to live according to Native tra-
ditions, to enforce their treaty rights, to ensure their
independence on reservations, and to protect their
right to self-govern (sovereignty). 

TRIBAL SOVeReIGNTy AND JuRISDICTION

Tribal Sovereignty Protection Initiative
From the 19th into the mid-20th century, the US
Supreme Court repeatedly affirmed the principle that
tribes retain inherent sovereignty over their members
and territory. However, with the 1978 decision in
Oliphant v. Suquamish Indian Tribe, the Supreme Court
began chipping away at tribal sovereignty by restrict-
ing tribal jurisdiction and extending state jurisdiction,
which reached a crisis point in 2001. In response,
NARF partnered with the National Congress of
American Indians (NCAI) in 2001 to develop the Tribal
Sovereignty Protection Initiative. The Initiative moni-
tors legislation, judicial appointments, and cases relat-
ed to tribal interests. 

~ Tribal Supreme Court Project
A major component of the Initiative is the Tribal
Supreme Court Project. Staffed by NARF and NCAI, it
monitors cases potentially headed to the US Supreme
Court as well as those accepted for review. The Project
is based on the idea that a strong and coordinated
approach can reduce, and even reverse, the erosion of
tribal sovereignty by Supreme Court Justices who
appear to lack an understanding of federal Indian law
and are unfamiliar with the practical challenges facing
tribal governments. The Project also ensures that attor-
neys representing Indian interests before the Supreme
Court have the support they need, including coordi-
nating the filing of a limited number of strategic amicus
briefs. 

During the October 2019 term, there have been fewer
petitions for review filed in Indian law cases than we
have seen in several years. Currently, there are only

two Indian law petitions that are granted review. In an
unusual twist, the two cases present the same question:
whether the Muscogee (Creek) Nation’s reservation
was disestablished. The question first reached the
Court last term in Sharp v. Murphy (17-1107). After oral
argument, the Court requested supplemental briefing,
then announced that the case would be scheduled for
re-argument in the October 2019 term. Argument had
not been scheduled when, in December 2019, the Court
granted review in McGirt v. Oklahoma (18-9526), which
presents the same reservation disestablishment ques-
tion as Murphy.

~ Judicial Selection Project
Another important component of the Tribal
Sovereignty Protection Initiative is the Judicial
Selection Project. The Project’s focus is research and
education: to educate the federal judiciary about tribal
issues, to educate tribal leaders about the federal judi-
ciary, and to reach out to elected officials and the public
at large about the need for federal judges who under-
stand the unique legal status of Indian tribes. 

To date, the Senate has confirmed 187 Article III judges
nominated by President Trump. The rate of judicial
confirmations in this administration is outpacing the
previous three presidents. As it does in all administra-
tions, the Judicial Selection Project has monitored these
nominations and produced research memoranda on
both of President Trump’s US Supreme Court nomi-
nees and, as warranted, on lower court judicial nomi-
nees.

Big Horn Electric Cooperative v. Alden Big Man, et al.
In 2012, Alden Big Man, an elderly member of the
Apsaalooke (Crow) Tribe sued the Big Horn Electric
Cooperative in the Crow Civil Court pursuant to an
Apsaalooke tribal statute limiting heat and electricity
service disconnections during winter months for
homes where elderly and disabled individuals reside.
In 2013, the tribal court dismissed the case, holding
that it lacked jurisdiction over the case, which was
brought against a non-member utility company. Mr.
Big Man appealed the ruling to the Apsaalooke
Appeals Court. In April 2017, the Apsaalooke Appeals
Court held that the trial court did have jurisdiction
over Big Horn Electric and remanded the case to the
Crow Civil Court. Big Horn Electric then filed a com-
plaint in federal district court, asking the court to find
that tribal court remedies had been exhausted and that
the tribal court lacked jurisdiction over the suit. NARF,

Preserve Tribal Existence
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representing the Apsaalooke Appeals Court judges
and Crow Tribal Health Board members, filed motions
to dismiss. Those motions were denied, and the federal
district court found that exhaustion had occurred. In
November 2019, the parties began briefing cross
motions for summary judgment on the issue of tribal
jurisdiction. Summary judgment briefing should be
completed by January 2020.

Oneida v. Village of Hobart - Amicus Support
NARF submitted an amicus brief on behalf of the
National Congress of American Indians and the Indian
Land Tenure Foundation in the 7th Circuit Court of
Appeals case, Oneida v. Village of Hobart. The case arises
from the village of Hobart, Wisconsin, imposing fines
on tribal officials for failure to obtain village permits
for the Tribe’s Big Apple Festival, which took place on
tribal property. The Tribe sued the village in federal
district court, seeking injunction and a declaration that
the village could not enforce its regulations against the
tribe within its reservation. In response, the village
alleged that allotment either disestablished or dimin-
ished the Oneida Reservation. While the federal dis-
trict court held that the Oneida Reservation was not
disestablished, it did conclude that the reservation was
diminished either by the vesting of fee title of allot-
ments to Indians, or the subsequent conveyance of
those allotments to non-Indians. This is a drastic
departure from established law, which has held that
ownership status of individual land parcels has no
bearing on reservation boundaries. Moreover, the dis-

trict court relied on a broad (and incorrect) under-
standing that Congress intended that General
Allotment Act would diminish reservations—a conclu-
sion at odds with a long line of US Supreme Court
cases. Accordingly, not only is this case important for
the Oneida Nation, but it is crucial to maintaining legal
stability and protection for more than 100 tribes that
were similarly subjected to allotment.

FeDeRAL ReCOGNITION OF TRIBAL STATuS

NARF represents Indian communities who have sur-
vived intact as identifiable Indian tribes but are not
federally recognized. Tribal existence does not depend
on federal recognition, but recognition is necessary for
a government-to-government relationship.

Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa Indians of Montana
More than 20 years ago, in 1997, the government
placed the Little Shell Tribe’s federal recognition peti-
tion on active review status. Since that time, the Tribe
has endured several about-face decisions by various
Assistant Secretaries for Indian Affairs who found first
in favor and then against recognition of the Tribe. The
Tribe simultaneously pursued legislative recognition
with the assistance of counsel in Washington, DC.
These legislative efforts ended successfully in
December 2019 with the Little Shell Tribe becoming the
574th federally recognized tribe. A stunning victory
ending a monumental struggle for justice.
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During colonization, tribes’ lands diminished to a mere
2.3 percent of their original size. Currently, there are
approximately 55 million acres of Indian-controlled land
in the continental United States and about 44 million
acres of Native-owned land in Alaska. An adequate land
base and control over natural resources are necessary for
economic self-sufficiency and self-determination. They
are vital to tribal existence. Thus, much of NARF’s work
is to protect tribal natural resources. 

INDIAN LANDS

Keystone XL Pipeline
The TransCanada (TC Energy) Keystone XL Pipeline is
a massive oil pipeline intended to link the oil produc-
ers in Canada with the refiners and export terminals on
the Gulf Coast. It stretches 1,179 miles and crosses, or
comes very close to, the boundaries of many reserva-
tions and tribal land holdings, including the Oceti
Sacowin or Great Sioux Nation lands from before the
Fort Laramie Treaty of 1868. It also crosses many rivers
and the Ogallala Aquifer, which provides water to
South Dakota and Nebraska. Moreover, the proposed
pipeline route crosses over sacred Sioux land and an
undetermined number of cultural sites and burials, yet
no consultation has occurred between the federal gov-
ernment and the tribes affected. For these and other
reasons, President Obama had rejected the permit
required for the Canada-US boundary crossing in 2015.

In March 2018, the Trump administration reversed
course and granted the necessary Presidential permit.
A complaint was filed on behalf of the Rosebud Sioux
Tribe and the Fort Belknap Indian Community in
August 2018. The President issued a second permit for
the Keystone XL Pipeline in an effort to circumvent
court rulings and injunctions preventing construction.
As a result, the Tribes amended their complaint to
reflect new claims, including claims for violations of
the Fort Laramie and Lame Bull treaties.

The government and TC Energy filed motions to dis-
miss and a hearing was held in September 2019. In
December 2019, the court denied the government's and
TC Energy's motions to dismiss. All of the Tribes'
claims relating to the new permit were allowed to pro-
ceed, including the treaty claims, constitutional claims,
trespass claims against TC Energy, and claims that TC
Energy and the Keystone XL Pipeline are subject to
tribal regulatory jurisdiction. The order is a major 
victory, and the case will continue.

Shoalwater Bay Indian Tribe
NARF is assisting the Shoalwater Bay Indian Tribe
with a litigation request to the United States. The Tribe
occupies a small, coastal reservation southwest of
Seattle, WA. A state highway crosses through the reser-
vation, and its surface water drainage inundates a por-
tion of the reservation. 

On behalf of the Tribe, NARF submitted a litigation
request requesting that the United States, as the 
Tribe's trustee, sue the Washington Department of
Transportation. 

Hualapai Tribe Fee to Trust Applications
NARF represents the Hualapai Indian Tribe of Arizona
in preparing and submitting applications for the trans-
fer into trust status of eight parcels of land owned in
fee by the Tribe. Three of the parcels have been accept-
ed into trust. Decisions on the other five parcels have
been significantly delayed. In April 2017, the Acting
Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs withdrew author-
ity from BIA Regional Directors to approve off-reserva-
tion, fee-to-trust applications and placed that authority
with the Assistant Secretary of Indian Affairs. The
remaining applications continue and are in varying
stages of completion. 

Akiachak Native Community, et al. v. Department of
Interior, et al.
In 2006, the Akiachak Native Community, the Chilkoot
Indian Association, the Chalkyitsik village Council,
and the Tuluksak Native Community IRA, represented
by NARF, brought suit in the US District Court for DC
seeking judicial review of 25 CFR Part 151 as it pertains
to federally recognized tribes in Alaska. This federal
regulation governs the procedures used by Indian
tribes and individuals requesting the Secretary of the
Interior to acquire title to land in trust on their behalf.
At the time, the regulation barred the acquisition of
land in trust in Alaska other than for the Metlakatla
Indian Community or its members.

In March 2013, the court granted Plaintiffs complete
relief on all of their claims-a major victory for Alaska
tribes. The State of Alaska and the Interior Department
(DOI) filed appeals to the US Court of Appeals for the
DC Circuit. However, while the appeal was pending,
DOI changed course. In December 2014, DOI pub-
lished its final rule rescinding the “Alaska Exception.”
On the State's appeal, DC Circuit ruled 2-1 in favor of
the tribal appellees.

Protect Tribal Natural Resources
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Pursuant to the Court of Appeals' decision, DOI com-
pleted one trust land acquisition in Alaska in January
2017 with nearly a dozen more pending. However, in
July 2018, the Trump Administration officially with-
drew the Solicitor's opinion supporting land-into-trust
for Alaska Tribes and announced the Department
would undertake a wholesale review of whether to
reinstate the “Alaska Exception” into the Part 151 reg-
ulations. Since the announcement, NARF has repre-
sented clients at tribal consultations around Alaska,
making clear Alaska tribes will tolerate nothing more
than full reinstatement of the trust lands program in
Alaska. Written comments were filed in January 2019.
The Department now is undertaking an “internal
review” period.

WATeR RIGHTS

Establishing tribal water rights, especially in arid west-
ern states, is a major NARF priority. Indian tribes are
entitled under federal law to sufficient water for pres-
ent and future needs, with a priority date at least as
early as the establishment of their reservations. These
reserved water rights are superior to all water rights
created after the tribal priority date. In most cases, this
gives tribes senior water rights in the water-short west.
Unfortunately, many tribes have not used their
reserved water rights and most of these rights are
unadjudicated or unquantified. The major need is to
define and quantify the amount of water to which each
tribe is entitled. 

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians
NARF, with co-counsel, represents the Agua Caliente
Band of Cahuilla Indians in a lawsuit filed in May 2013
in the US District Court for the Central District of
California, asking the court to declare the Tribe's water
rights as senior in the Coachella valley, quantify these
rights, and prevent Coachella valley Water District and
Desert Water Agency from further impairing the quanti-
ty and quality of water in the aquifer through the import
of lesser quality water. In March 2015, the court ruled
largely in the Tribe's favor, holding that the Tribe has a
reserved right to water and that groundwater is a water
source available to fulfill that right. In March 2017, the
Ninth Circuit unanimously affirmed the lower court's
ruling. The water districts' petition to the US Supreme
Court was denied, and the lower court's decision held. 

With “phase one” done, the parties addressed “phase
two” legal issues. Phase two dealt with the correct
method for quantifying the Tribe's water share, the

right to water of a certain quality, and whether the
Tribe owns the groundwater storage space under its
reservation. Settlement discussions were started and
then suspended in 2018. Briefing and discovery on
phase two issues occurred in early 2019. In April 2019,
the court dismissed the Phase two claims holding that,
since the Tribe could not show that it presently had a
shortage of water, it was not sufficiently injured to
prove standing. This decision was made despite unre-
futed evidence that the aquifer depth underlying the
reservation had lowered substantially and the water
had been degraded by the water districts' activities.

The Tribe has filed a motion to amend the 2013 com-
plaint, to add allegations relating to the Tribe's injuries
and the Tribe's pumping of groundwater, and to more
accurately frame the issue of the ownership of the pore
space under the reservation.

Palouse River Basin Adjudication - Nez Perce Tribe
Water Rights
NARF represents the Nez Perce Tribe in its water rights
claims in the Palouse River Basin Adjudication
(PRBA). In October 2016, the Idaho Water Court issued
a commencement order for the PRBA. An initial hear-
ing was held in January 2017. NARF and the Tribe are
working with the United States to examine the nature
and scope of the Tribe's water rights claims. In late
2019, the US and the Tribe filed claims for instream
flows in 24 reaches of the Palouse River and its tribu-
taries, for nearly 200 springs claims on private and fed-
eral lands, and for water for consumptive uses on two
allotments in the Palouse watershed.

Klamath Basin Water Rights
Represented by NARF, the Klamath Tribes' water
rights were recognized in the federal courts in United
States v. Adair in 1983, but the courts left quantification
of the Tribal water rights to the State of Oregon's
Klamath Basin Adjudication (KBA). Following conclu-
sion of the 38-year-long administrative phase of the
KBA, the Tribes were able to enforce their water rights
for the first time during the 2013 irrigation season. The
Oregon Water Resources Department's (OWRD's)
Findings of Fact and Order of Determination (FFOD)
issued in the KBA are now under review in the
Klamath County Circuit Court. The court adopted a
phased approach for the review.

In 2017 and 2018, the Klamath County Circuit Court
resolved jurisdictional and other legal issues as well as
general procedural issues. Importantly, the court

PROTECT TRIBAL NATURAL RESOURCES
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issued rulings limiting discovery and the introduction
of new evidence, preventing a complete do-over of the
administrative proceedings. However, the court ruled
that a de novo standard of review would apply, in
which the court will “look anew” at the determinations
of OWRD in the FFOD and may give deference to
OWRD's determinations. 

Now the KBA is in Phase 3, which addresses the sub-
stantive exceptions filed to the individual water right
claim determinations in the FFOD. The first of three
claim groups were resolved in September 2019. The
second claim group was argued in November 2019.
Opening motions for the third claim group (tribal
claims) were filed in December 2019.

Related case Baley v. US: After sixteen years of litiga-
tion, the Court of Federal Claims resoundingly 
re-affirmed the superiority of the senior water rights of
the Klamath Tribes and downriver Klamath Basin
tribes over other water interests in the Klamath Basin.
The Tribes were not parties to the case, but NARF filed
several amicus briefs on their behalf. In December 2017,
the irrigators appealed to the US Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit. Briefing was in 2018. In November
2019, the appeals court declared, once again, that the
Klamath Tribes' water rights are the most senior in the
region. The court also affirmed that the Klamath Tribes'
water rights include waters in Upper Klamath Lake
that secure the Tribes' treaty fishing rights.

Tule River Tribe
After almost 30 years of advocacy, the Tule River
Indian Tribe, represented by NARF, successfully set-
tled its water rights in November 2007. The settlement
agreement secured a domestic, municipal, industrial,
and commercial water supply for the Tribe. The Tribe
now seeks federal legislation to ratify the agreement
and authorize appropriations to develop the water
rights through the creation of water infrastructure and
reservoirs on the Tule River Reservation. 

The Tribe's team assisted the federal team in develop-
ing an appraisal of several alternatives. The federal
team promised to be done with the study by
November 2015 so that the Tribe could proceed to
negotiate an appropriate settlement to present to
Congress. In December 2016 the federal team delivered
its report to the Tribe. The Tribe and its team per-
formed a detailed analysis and critique of the report
and met with Interior Department officials in March
2018 to brief them and bring them up to speed on

negotiation developments. In spring of 2019, the
Interior Department committed to some funding, but
not enough to construct a meaningfully sized water
storage project on the reservation. Legislative efforts
continue. 

Kickapoo Tribe in Kansas
At times in recent decades, the water supply for the
Kickapoo Reservation has violated the Safe Drinking
Water Act of 1974. Consequently, the Kickapoo people
fear they are unable to safely drink, bathe, or cook with
tap water. There also is not enough water on the reser-
vation to provide basic municipal services to the com-
munity-the Tribe is not able to provide local schools
with reliable, safe running water, and the fire depart-
ment cannot provide adequate protection. In June
2006, the Kickapoo Tribe in Kansas, represented by
NARF, filed a federal court lawsuit to enforce express
promises made to the Tribe to build a reservoir project,
the most cost-effective way to improve the water sup-
ply. Although the Nemaha Brown Watershed Joint
Board #7, the Natural Resources Conservation Service
of the US Department of Agriculture, and the State of
Kansas made promises to the Tribe over two decades
ago, they continued to actively develop the region's
water resources. The result was the near depletion of
the Tribe's senior federal water rights. The federal gov-
ernment, the state, and the local watershed district all
concede the existence of the Tribe's senior Indian
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reserved water rights; the real issue is the amount of
water needed to satisfy the Tribe's rights and the
source of that water. 

In September 2016, the Tribe and the state executed a
settlement agreement that includes a negotiated water
right for the Tribe, as well as all of the details for the
administration of the Tribe's right in the Delaware
River watershed. The Tribe and NARF developed leg-
islation in consultation with the Kansas congressional
delegation to approve the water right negotiated with
the state. Bills were introduced and considered during
the 115th Congress, but were not enacted into law. In
June 2019 the Kansas congressional delegation intro-
duced new bills, to begin anew the legislative approval
process for the water settlement.

Pauma Band of Luiseno Indians
The Pauma Band of Luiseno Indians is one of the five
tribes party to the San Luis Rey Water Rights
Settlement. The San Luis Rey tribes' water rights were
initially addressed by a Congressionally-approved set-
tlement act in 1988. However, for a wide variety of rea-
sons, the settlement was unenforceable and did not
address the needs of the tribes. In 2016, a bill amending
the original settlement act was passed by Congress,
and the San Luis Rey Water Rights Settlement is now
in its implementation stage. NARF represents the
Pauma Band in the implementation, which includes
allocating water and funding as well as examining
groundwater management strategies. 

HuNTING AND FISHING RIGHTS 

Tribal rights to hunt and fish are grounded in tribal
sovereignty and affirmed in many treaties and agree-
ments. As with water, the overall demand for game
and fish today often exceeds the supply. In contrast,
subsistence is the sustainable Native philosophy of
taking only what you need. NARF has defended tribal
hunting, fishing, and subsistence rights in a variety of
cases, most recently focused in Alaska. There often are
no roads or stores in rural Alaska, and so no other
group of people in the United States continues to be as
intimately connected to the land and water and as
dependent upon its vast natural resources as Alaska's
indigenous peoples.

Organized Village of Saxman IRA Council Rural
Determination Status
The Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act
(ANILCA) of 1980 provides a subsistence harvest 

priority to Alaska's rural residents. However, it does
not define who qualifies as rural. Saxman village is a
coastal community of approximately 400 residents,
most of whom are Alaska Native. In 2007, the Federal
Subsistence Board (FSB) promulgated a final rule that
revoked Saxman's rural community status. The FSB
reasoned that Saxman's close proximity to the town of
Ketchikan-they are connected by a two-mile long road-
justified aggregating the two communities as one non-
rural community. NARF assisted the tribe as it sought
to reinstate its rural status. 

In May 2015, legislation to reinstate Saxman as a rural
community was introduced and soon thereafter the
FSB adopted the proposed administrative rule favor-
ing Saxman's rural status. NARF continues to work
with the Tribe on issues surrounding the FSB and 
federal subsistence management program, including
future policy issues surrounding rural community
status. 

Bering Sea Elders Group
The Bering Sea Elders Group (BSEG) is an alliance of
thirty-nine Yup'ik and Inupiaq villages that seeks to
protect the sensitive ecosystem of the Bering Sea, as
well as the subsistence lifestyle and the communities
that depend on it. NARF has designed a comprehen-
sive plan to help this group of Alaska Native villages
in their efforts to protect the area and become more
engaged in its management. 

In December 2016, NARF's work with BSEG resulted in
President Barack Obama signing an historic Executive
Order creating the Northern Bering Sea Climate
Resilience Area. However, in April 2017, President
Trump signed an executive order called
“Implementing an America-First Offshore Energy
Strategy.” While the order was aimed at re-opening
Arctic and Atlantic areas for offshore drilling, it also
entirely revoked Executive Order 13754. This reversal
occurred without notice and despite all indications
that the suite of northern Bering Sea protections-
including the focus on the role of Tribes in future deci-
sions-were not in danger. BSEG responded immediate-
ly in the media, determined to restore the important
conservation, economic, and cultural provisions. BSEG
Elders passed a resolution calling for the reinstatement
of the Executive Order and its protections. BSEG and
allies are working with federal representatives to
restore the provisions and related legislation was intro-
duced in April 2019.

PROTECT TRIBAL NATURAL RESOURCES
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Finally, NARF is working with BSEG in its ongoing
negotiations with the bottom trawl industry. These
negotiations resulted in the creation of a working
group, which is a co-management body with equal
representation between the bottom trawl industry and
Native villages that are close to the industry's primary
fishing grounds.

Pebble Mine
Alaska's Bristol Bay region is home to the largest wild
salmon runs in the world. It is also home to the Yup'ik,
Dena'ina, and Alutiiq peoples who depend on sustain-
able salmon runs for their subsistence. In 2013, NARF
helped create the United Tribes of Bristol Bay (UTBB),
a consortium of tribes in the region. UTBB was formed
for tribes to directly address regional large-scale min-
ing proposals threatening salmon-rearing streams.
Exercising its delegated governmental authority, with
NARF as counsel, UTBB has engaged the federal gov-
ernment in direct government-to-government consul-
tation on large scale mining in Bristol Bay like the pro-
posed Pebble Mine. 

The proposed Pebble Mine would sit on the headwa-
ters of the largest salmon-producing river in Bristol
Bay. In February 2014, EPA gave notice that it would
initiate a Clean Water Act 404(c) process for the pro-
posed mine. Section 404(c) authorizes EPA to prohibit
or restrict the discharge of material in waters when it
determines that such disposal would have an unac-
ceptable adverse impact on various resources, includ-
ing fisheries, wildlife, municipal water supplies, or
recreational areas. As soon as the EPA announced that
it would study the Pebble Mine, the State of Alaska
requested a stay to allow the developer to submit a per-
mit under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) process. EPA granted the state and the Corp of
Engineers an extension to respond to the notification of
404(c) process. The stay ended in April 2013, and Pebble
Limited Partnership (PLP) filed suit in May challenging
the EPA's review process. The district court and the US
Court of Appeals both dismissed the case.

So, in September 2014, PLP filed another complaint
against EPA. The court granted the preliminary injunc-
tion, thereby halting EPA's work on the 404(c) process
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in Bristol Bay. As the case continued, the judge issued
a broad order quashing PLP's subpoenas, finding that
they pushed federal discovery rules to their very lim-
its. After the order, PLP withdrew its remaining sub-
poenas, but PLP began serving narrower subpoenas,
which also were quashed. In the last days of 2016, the
parties requested a stay of the proceedings in order to
negotiate a settlement of the case. 

In May 2017, the parties reached a total settlement of
the litigation. Key terms of the settlement include: (1)

dismissing all Pebble's pending lawsuits against the
EPA; (2) EPA's agreeing to propose to withdraw the
proposed Section 404(c) determination; (3) EPA's
agreeing it will not move to finalize any Section 404(c)
action until 48 months from the date of the settlement
or until the US Army Corps of Engineers issues its final
environmental impact statement, whichever comes
first. PLP filed its federal permit application in
December 2017, thereby beginning the NEPA review
process. NARF and UTBB continue to work to protect
Bristol Bay throughout the federal and state permitting
process surrounding the Pebble Mine.

In June 2019, Gov. Dunleavy briefly met with President
Trump on Air Force One; subsequently, he told
reporters that he was convinced that the president was
“doing everything he can to work with us on our min-
ing concerns.” One day after the meeting, according to
CNN, the EPA held an internal meeting and informed
staff that they were reversing course and removing
protections for the Bristol Bay. In July 2019, the Trump
Administration announced it would formally with-
draw the proposed 404(c) determination from the
Bristol Bay watershed. 

The action was undertaken with no public input, no
tribal consultation, and no prior notice to Bristol Bay's
tribes. In response to this illegal act, local interests
formed the Bristol Bay Defense Alliance, consisting of
NARF's client the United Tribes of Bristol Bay, Bristol
Bay Native Association, Bristol Bay Regional Seafood
Development Association, Bristol Bay Reserve
Association and Bristol Bay Economic Development
Corporation. The Alliance is taking legal action on
behalf of the local people who rely on the Bristol Bay
fishery and all it sustains. The suit is based on the fact
that the agency changed its position without good rea-
son or explanation, which are required by law. NARF
and its partners filed the suit in October 2019. 

Ch'u'itnu Traditional Cultural Landscape 
NARF represented the Native village of Tyonek (NvT)
in response to a permit proposal by PacRim to mine
coal from the Beluga coal fields in the Cook Inlet. NvT
focused on the National Historic Protection Act
(NHPA) to identify historic properties eligible for list-
ing and protections. In March 2017, PacRim Coal
announced its decision to suspend pursuit of permit-
ting efforts on the Chuitna Coal Project. Regardless of
the closed permitting process, NvT nominated the
entire Ch'u'itnu watershed for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places as a Traditional

PROTECT TRIBAL NATURAL RESOURCES
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Cultural Landscape (TCL). The designation would rec-
ognize the profound importance the Ch'u'itnu water-
shed has played in shaping and sustaining NvT's peo-
ples' culture, traditions, identity, and subsistence.

In April 2018, the Alaska Historical Commission voted
6-2 that the Ch'u'itnu Historic District, Traditional
Cultural Property was eligible for listing on the
National Register. The State Historic Preservation
Officer rejected the recommendation, but sent the nom-
ination to the Keeper of the National Register for final
determination. In June 2018, the Keeper requested
additional documentation. A revised nomination was
returned to the Keeper in June 2019. In August 2019,
the Keeper requested more documentation. NvT and
NARF continue their efforts to get the Ch'u'itnu TCL
before the Keeper for a final determination.

Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
The Arctic National Wildlife Refuge's Coastal Plain is
home to the calving grounds of the Porcupine Caribou
Herd-one of the largest wild herds in the world-and of
great cultural importance to the Gwich'in Tribes of
Alaska, who refer to the area as Iizhik Gwats'an
Gwandaii Goodlit (the sacred place where life begins).
Since 1980, when the Coastal Plain was first consid-
ered for development, the Gwich'in Tribes have
worked tirelessly to protect the Refuge and the cari-
bou. NARF represents the Native village of venetie
Tribal Government, venetie village Council, and Artic
village Council, three federally recognized Gwich'in
tribes, and advises them on their rights and strategic
options surrounding proposed development of the
Coastal Plain.

In 2017, Congress enacted tax reform legislation that
contained a provision opening the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge's Coastal Plain to oil and gas develop-
ment. The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) began
the environmental review process to open the Coastal
Plain to oil and gas leasing. 

In December 2018, the BLM published its draft envi-
ronmental impact statement (EIS). Despite months of
government-to-government meetings, the draft EIS
was based on pre-existing data and research from
other regions in Alaska that brushed aside the effects
on subsistence and cultural resources. The final EIS,
released in September 2019, identified the most devel-
opment-intensive alternative as the preferred option.
The BLM's preferred alternative offers the entire
Coastal Plain for leasing and includes the least protec-

tions for natural, cultural, and subsistence resources.
The BLM has yet to publish a record of decision, final-
izing the agency's plans.

eNVIRONMeNTAL PROTeCTION 

NCAI Climate Change Matters
The effects of climate change on indigenous peoples
throughout the world are acute and will only get
worse. NARF represents the National Congress of
American Indians (NCAI) on climate change matters
at the international level through the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFC-
CC). NARF and NCAI are ensuring that indigenous
rights are protected in any international treaty or
agreement governing greenhouse gas emissions
reductions.

In December 2015, the Paris Agreement, the first 
universally binding accord on climate change, was
adopted under the UNFCCC. The International
Indigenous Peoples Forum on Climate Change
(indigenous caucus), which NARF participates in, did
not achieve all that it sought, but it achieved significant
references that can be built on going forward. The
Agreement states that, when taking action on climate
change, the rights of indigenous peoples must be
acknowledged and that traditional, indigenous knowl-
edge shall help guide the science used to address 
climate change. It also recognizes the need to strength-
en that knowledge and establishes a platform for the
sharing of information and best practices. Since the
Paris Agreement, the indigenous caucus has made
efforts to make the traditional knowledge platform 
a reality. 

In December 2018, the 24th Conference of the Parties
(COP 24) took the historic step of establishing a
Facilitative Working Group for the platform. The
working group, which has seven country representa-
tives and seven indigenous representatives appointed
by indigenous peoples, met in June 2019. This repre-
sentation of indigenous peoples is unprecedented,
marking the first time that indigenous representatives
(chosen by indigenous peoples) are participating on an
equal basis with states within a United Nations body.
At the June meeting, the working group prepared a
two-year work plan that was taken to COP 25 and
approved in December 2019.
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To promote Native American human rights, NARF focuses
on laws providing equal protection and freedom from
discrimination in areas such as voting, education,
incarceration, and religion. NARF also helps develop
laws that provide unique protections for Native collec-
tive rights, traditions, culture, and property such as
sacred places, peyote, eagle feathers, burial remains,
and funerary objects.

ReLIGIOuS FReeDOM AND SACReD PLACeS

Bears Ears
For several years, the Bears Ears Inter Tribal Coalition,
a consortium of five sovereign Indian nations (Hopi
Tribe, Navajo Nation, Ute Indian Tribe, Ute Mountain
Ute Tribe, and Pueblo of Zuni) worked to protect the
Bears Ears region, America's most significant unpro-
tected cultural landscape. The Bears Ears region, located
in Utah, contains at least 100,000 archaeological sites,
some dated back to 12,000 BCE, and remains critical to
many tribes today for spiritual as well as hunting and
gathering purposes. In response to these efforts, in
December 2016, President Obama designated the Bears
Ears National Monument and established the Bears
Ears Commission “to provide guidance and recom-
mendations on the development and implementation
of management plans and on management of the 
monument.” The Commission included one elected
officer each from the Hopi Nation, Navajo Nation, 
Ute Mountain Ute Tribe, Ute Indian Tribe, and Pueblo
of Zuni. 

In April 2017, President Trump directed the
Department of the Interior to review the Bears Ears
National Monument to determine if it was created
without “public outreach and proper coordination.”
The suggestion that the monument's designation
lacked outreach and coordination is disingenuous. The
Bears Ears National Monument was created after years
of advocacy and many public meetings in the Bears
Ears region and in Washington, DC. The effort to pro-
tect Bears Ears was very long, very public, and very
robust.

Despite an outpouring of public support for Bears
Ears, in December 2017, President Trump issued an
Executive Order revoking and replacing the national
monument. Representing the Hopi, Zuni, and Ute
Mountain Ute Tribes, NARF sued the Administration
for violations of the Antiquities Act, the Separation of
Powers, the Property Clause and the Administrative
Procedures Act. The government filed a motion to dis-
miss and NARF responded on behalf of the Hopi,
Zuni, and Ute Mountain Ute Tribes. The court has also

granted motions to intervene by the State of Utah and
a number of other groups, but imposed stringent con-
ditions on them that the Tribes had requested. In
October 2019, the court denied the government's
motion to dismiss, but instructed the plaintiffs to file
amended complaints. The court will allow the govern-
ment to file new motions to dismiss after that. The
Tribes filed their amended complaint in November
2019 and will file a motion for summary judgment in
January 2020. 

Solonex v. Jewell
NARF represented the Blackfeet Tribe as amicus curiae
in the federal district court case, Solonex v. Jewell.
Solonex LLC challenged the authority of the United
States to cancel its oil and gas lease in areas that would
threaten the Tribe's sacred sites. In 2017 and 2018, the
parties completed briefing and oral arguments on
motions for summary judgment and in September
2018, the judge entered summary judgement in favor
of Solenex, concluding that the lease cancelation was
“arbitrary and capricious” because more than 30 years
of indecision by the agency constituted an unreason-
able delay. The judge also concluded that Department
of the Interior did not give Solenex appropriate notice
that it was canceling the lease, which violated a duty to
act in good faith. The plaintiffs appealed the decision
and NARF filed an amicus brief on behalf of the Tribe
in this case and a case with an almost identical legal
issue, Moncrief v. U.S. Dep't of the Interior. In October
2019, Moncrief settled, and the leaseholder agreed to
voluntarily relinquish its lease. The Solenex lease is the
last one remaining in the area. That appeal will be
argued in January 2020.

Standing Rock Sioux Tribe v. Army Corp of Engineers -
Amicus Brief Strategy
NARF and the National Congress of American Indians
(NCAI) are assisting the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
and their attorneys to develop and coordinate an effec-
tive amicus brief strategy in their lawsuit against the US
Army Corps of Engineers in relation to the Dakota
Access Pipeline (DAPL). In December 2016, the Army
Corps of Engineers issued a statement that it would
not grant an easement to allow the Dakota Access
Pipeline to cross under Lake Oahe. The Corps deter-
mined that further environmental review was warranted.
However, in January 2017, President Trump directed the
Corps to take “any and all actions appropriate” to
review and approve the easement, rescind or modify
the December memo, and consider any prior determi-
nations in the matter. 

Promote Human Rights
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In February 2017, the Department of Justice informed
the court that the Corps had provided notice of its
intention to grant an easement to Dakota Access, LLC,
to construct a pipeline under Lake Oahe. Both
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe and Cheyenne River Sioux
Tribe filed amended complaints and motions for sum-
mary judgment challenging the issuance of the ease-
ment. NARF, in conjunction with NCAI, coordinated
an amicus brief strategy in support of the Tribes'
motions for summary judgment. 

In June 2017, the court issued a favorable ruling for the
Tribes, finding that the Corps “did not adequately con-
sider the impacts of an oil spill on fishing rights, hunt-
ing rights, or environmental justice, or the degree to
which the pipeline's effects are likely to be highly con-
troversial.” In February and March 2018, the Cheyenne
River Sioux Tribe and Standing Rock Sioux Tribe
requested that the court issue clearer guidelines for the
Corps' consultation with the Tribes in the remand
process, asserting that the Corps has been unrespon-
sive to requests for information and otherwise not
meaningfully engaged with the Tribes in developing
an oil spill response plan. In April 2018, Dakota Access
filed its oil spill response plan, after which the court
denied the Tribes' request for clarification and consul-
tation guidelines, ruling that the request was mooted
by the filing of the oil spill response plan.

In August 2018, the Corps issued a decision affirming
its original decision to issue a construction permit for
DAPL. The Corps concluded that the “. . . review on
remand did not reveal 'significant new circumstance[s]
or information relevant to environmental concerns.'
The court ordered proposals for post-remand proceed-
ings. The Tribes filed motions for summary judgment
in August 2019. NARF filed an amicus brief supporting
the Tribes' motions for summary judgment on behalf of
14 tribes and eight tribal organizations. Responses and
cross-motions for summary judgment from Dakota
Access and the United States were filed in October
2019. NARF and NCAI continue to work with the
Tribes' attorneys and coordinate amicus strategy as
requested.

National Register of Historic Places Rulemaking
In early 2019, the National Park Service (NPS)
announced proposed rulemaking that would change
the regulations that implement the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). Among some minor house-
keeping and administrative changes, the NPS pro-
posed substantive changes that are targeted specifically
at tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations. 

The changes are intended to prevent traditional cultur-
al properties, cultural landscapes, and places of tradi-
tional religious and cultural significance from being
listed on the NRHP and considered in the Section 106
review process. The proposed changes discredit the
value of protecting these types of cultural resources
and sideline tribes and Native Hawaiian organizations
in Federal regulatory, planning and permitting. NARF
represents the Native village of Tyonek in this rule-
making. The public comment period closed in April
2019. Initially, the NPS refused to consult with tribes
(and Native Hawaiian organizations), but relented
under significant pressure. The NPS held a single “con-
sultation” meeting in Nevada in June 2019, and a sin-
gle teleconference in July 2019. The NPS also extended
the time tribes could comment on the proposed rule-
making to July 2019.

Along with over seventy tribes and Native organiza-
tions, NARF submitted extensive comments on the
proposed rulemaking on behalf of the Native village of
Tyonek and attended the “consultations.” Of the over
3,000 comments the NPS received, only five were in
support of the rulemaking. Currently, the NPS is
reviewing the comments it received. 

Native American Church of North America
NARF has represented the Native American Church of
North America (NACNA) and its member chapters for
four decades in litigation and legislative action. For the
past two years, NARF has worked to develop and sup-
port access to and the use of peyote for NACNA.
Importing from Mexico, where most naturally occur-
ring peyote grows, is presently not legal, and artificial
cultivation is difficult and extraordinarily expensive,
so North American peyotists depend on the only
region where peyote abundance occurs in the United
States, the Rio Grande River valley in south Texas.
That supply of peyote is becoming less sustainable due
to a myriad of factors: growing Indian demand;
exploitation and commercialization by non-Indian
people; damage from land use practices including cattle
ranching; and damage from incorrect harvesting 
practices and over-harvesting of the peyote cactus. 

For the last few years, the Peyote Research Project has
focused on raising awareness in Texas of the need to
protect the sacrament. NARF and NACNA representa-
tives have held many meetings with landowners, pey-
oteros, and botanists to develop relationships. A meet-
ing with Texas Department of Public Safety officials
was held in January 2018 to brief them on the Project

PROMOTE HUMAN RIGHTS
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In 2017, NARF closed on the purchase of 605 acres of
south Texas land, made possible by a grant from the
RiverStyx Foundation of California. NARF worked
with Native American Church representatives and the
philanthropy community to create a nonprofit organi-
zation to hold title to the land and put a peyote conser-
vation project in place. Meetings on the land took place
throughout 2019. Work coordinating with the local
ranching community continues, and the first of several
adobe structures is underway on the land. 

Graduation Eagle Feather and Regalia Project
Every spring, NARF is contacted by Native American
students from across the country who are being pro-
hibited from wearing eagle feathers at graduation cer-
emonies. By and large, once schools come to under-
stand the religious and cultural significance of eagle
feathers, they make accommodations and exceptions
for Native American students. Unfortunately, there are
still a handful of school districts that persist in restrict-
ing Native American religious liberty and speech. This
insistence on uniformity of dress puts Native
American students in the position of having to choose
between participating in the celebration of a great
accomplishment with their classmates or following
their Native religious and cultural traditions. 

For 2019, NARF received more than a dozen student
requests for assistance. When appropriate and as
resources permit, NARF may send a letter to the school
explaining the religious significance of eagle feathers, and
how both federal and state law protects their use. On occa-
sion NARF will pursue litigation on behalf of aggrieved
students. Additionally, we are in the early stages of explor-
ing the viability of targeted legislative campaigns that
could lead to a “fix” on a state by state basis.

INDIAN eDuCATION

Tribal Education Departments National Assembly
NARF founded the Tribal Education Departments
National Assembly (TEDNA) more than fifteen years
ago with funding from the US Department of
Education to start a national membership organization
for Tribal Education Departments (or Agencies). With
NARF's assistance, TEDNA has become a leading
Indian education organization that focuses on tribal
governance over K-12 education provided by state,
federal, and tribal schools. NARF continues to repre-
sent TEDNA on national legislative and administrative
matters. Recently, NARF has reviewed tribal education
codes to identify areas for increased tribal governance.

NARF also provides training for TEDNA and its part-
ners on various national, state, and tribal education
legislation and other legal matters. 

In October 2019, TEDNA was awarded a one-year
State-Tribal Education Partnership 
grant to assist five tribes in virginia (the Chickahominy
Indian Tribe; the Chickahominy Indian Tribe Eastern
Division; the Monacan Indian Tribe; the Upper
Mattaponi Indian Tribe; and, the Pamunkey Indian
Tribe) establish education departments, develop edu-
cation codes, and work with the state to improve edu-
cation for tribal students. TEDNA has subcontracted
with NARF to assist with this work.

Also, in October 2019, TEDNA was awarded a
Regional Comprehensive Center grant to assist tribes
in Washington, Oregon, and Alaska with their educa-
tion departments and state partnerships to improve
education for tribal students. TEDNA will subcontract
with NARF to assist with the Alaska Native tribes
served by this grant. 
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McCoy v. Salish Kooetnai College
NARF represents the American Indian Higher
Education Consortium (AIHEC) as amicus curiae in this
case brought against a tribal college by a former
employee of the college alleging that he was discrimi-
nated against by the college in violation of Title vII if
the Civil Rights Act. The college has moved to dismiss
on the ground that the Confederated Salish and
Kootenai Tribes have sovereign immunity and the 
college is an arm of the Tribes. AIHEC sought to partic-
ipate on behalf of its 36 member tribal colleges and 
universities. In April 2018, over the employee's opposi-
tion, the court granted AIHEC's motion to file its 
amicus brief. The court heard oral argument on the 
college's dismissal motion in August 2018. The court
granted the tribal college's motion to dismiss, but the
individual appealed to the US Court of Appeals for the
Ninth Circuit. In March 2019, AIHEC filed an amicus
brief in support of the college and the Tribes. 
In November 2019, the appeals court affirmed the 
district court's dismissal. 

Rosebud Sioux Tribal Education Code Revision Project
In 1987 NARF accepted the request of the Rosebud
Sioux Tribe to develop a precedent-setting tribal edu-
cation code to regulate all K-12 schools on it reserva-
tion. The Rosebud Sioux Tribe adopted its Education
Code in 1991. In 2015, the Rosebud Sioux Tribe
received a grant from the Department of the Interior to

revise its 25-year-old Education Code. The Tribe
retained NARF to do this revision, which is ongoing.

Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe Education Code
NARF represents the Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe in
drafting a comprehensive education code. NARF met
with the Leech Lake Education Director, the Tribal
Council, and in-house legal staff in October 2018, and
is proceeding with developing the code and gathering
input from stakeholders.

INDIAN CHILD WeLFARe ACT DeFeNSe 

The Indian Child Welfare Act (ICWA) was passed by
the US Congress in 1978 in response to the dispropor-
tionate numbers of American Indian and Alaska
Native children being removed from their families by
state agencies and state courts and placed in non-
Native foster or adoptive homes or residential institu-
tions. Congress found that many of these removals and
placements were due to state officials' inability or
unwillingness to understand tribal cultures and soci-
eties. The impact of the removals and placements was
extremely detrimental to the children, their families,
and tribes. 

In 2016, the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) issued regu-
lations and guidelines for the implementation of ICWA.
The past several years have seen a dramatic increase in
the number of legal challenges brought by opponents
of ICWA, all with the goal of undermining ICWA and
tribal sovereignty. The ICWA Defense Project is a part-
nership formed to protect the rights of children, fami-
lies, and tribes in ICWA proceedings nationwide.

Most recently, in October 2018, in the case Brackeen v.
Zinke (in the US District Court for the Northern District
of Texas) the judge ruled that both ICWA and the 2016
ICWA regulations are unconstitutional. The arguments
Judge O'Connor relied upon to hold ICWA and the reg-
ulations unconstitutional are contrary to the
Constitution, congressional intent, and decades of
well-established federal Indian law. Tribe defendants
asked the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit to stay the decision, which it did, and initiated
the appeal. NARF worked closely with partners to
coordinate amicus briefs, including a tribal brief, which
was signed by 325 Tribes and 57 Native organizations.
The Fifth Circuit held oral argument in March 2019.We
are delighted to report that in August 2019, the Fifth
Circuit overturned the district court's opinion and
affirmed the constitutionality of ICWA.

PROMOTE HUMAN RIGHTS
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Finally, NARF has been heavily involved in recent
efforts in Alaska to transfer more control over the
state's child welfare system to tribes through a com-
pacting process. The Alaska Tribal Child Welfare
Compact was signed in October 2017. It allows tribes
to enter into an agreement with the state to provide
services and functions that currently are provided by
the Alaska Office of Children's Services. Negotiations
are ongoing.

VOTING AND CIVIL RIGHTS

Brakebill, et al. v. Jaeger
In 2016, NARF, on behalf of seven Native Americans
from North Dakota fought the state's voter ID law,
which disproportionately prevented Native Americans
from exercising their right to vote. Judge Daniel L.
Hovland of the US District Court for the District of
North Dakota found “[i]t is undisputed that the more
severe conditions in which Native Americans live
translates to disproportionate burdens when it comes
to complying with the new voter ID laws.” Judge
Hovland, therefore, held the law likely violated the US
Constitution because it disproportionately kept Native
Americans from voting. He required the state to pro-
vide a fail-safe mechanism for those without IDs in the
2016 general election. Judge Hovland wrote, “… it is
clear that a safety net is needed for those voters who
simply cannot obtain a qualifying voter ID with rea-
sonable effort.”

The state legislature amended the law in 2017, but still
failed to include meaningful protections for voters'
rights. In December 2017, Plaintiffs filed an amended
complaint alleging the new law violated the voting
Rights Act and the US and North Dakota Constitutions
because of the disproportionate impacts on Native
Americans. Plaintiffs also alleged that the law's intent
was to burden Native American voters in order to sup-
press their vote and that the new law constitutes an
illegal property requirement to vote. In April 2018, the
court stopped enforcement of the new voter ID law.
The court ordered the state to accept a much broader
swath of IDs for voting purposes and put a significant
amount of power back under tribal control. The state
appealed to the US Court of Appeals for the Eighth
Circuit. In late September, after absentee voting had
begun, the Eighth Circuit changed the rules of the elec-
tion and permitted the state to use residential street
addresses even though Native communities in the
state often lack them. The Supreme Court upheld that
decision. 

In October 2018, the Spirit Lake Tribe and six individ-
ual plaintiffs filed a separate suit the week before the
election seeking a temporary restraining order against
the implementation of the law. The suit differed slightly
from the Brakebill case in that these were individuals
who lacked residential addresses, not just ID. They
were about to be disenfranchised by the law despite
being qualified to vote. The Spirit Lake Tribe also
joined on its own behalf and in its parens patriae
capacity on behalf of its many members whose homes
are unmarked or who are moving from home to home
and lack a permanent address. The court denied the
order, citing the closeness to the election, but voiced
concerns. The court also approved an order that
allowed the six individual plaintiffs to vote in the elec-
tion. In February 2019, plaintiffs amended the com-
plaint and the Standing Rock Sioux Tribe joined the
suit. The state moved to dismiss the complaint. That
motion is now fully briefed. We are waiting for the
court to decide the motion to dismiss.

In July 2019, a divided Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals
vacated the lower court's injunction in Brakebill. The
court acknowledged that Native American voters may
be disenfranchised, but found the lower court's injunc-
tion was too broad. Disappointingly, the order from the
Eighth Circuit again allows North Dakota to continue
using the discriminatory new law, providing no relief
to disenfranchised Native voters.

The plaintiffs in Spirit Lake asked for the case to move
forward so that the case could be decided before the
2020 election. The court set a May 2020 trial date. 

Native American Voting Rights Coalition
In 2015, NARF founded the Native American voting
Rights Coalition (NAvRC), a non-partisan alliance of
organizations, scholars, and activists advocating for
equal access for Native Americans to the political
process. NARF developed the project to coordinate
efforts at overcoming the barriers Native Americans
face in registering to vote, casting their ballot, and hav-
ing an equal voice in elections. NAvRC employs three
primary methods to achieve its goal. It educates the
public about the unique challenges Native voters face.
It works with policy makers and election officials to
address those challenges. And, when necessary,
NAvRC members may pursue other legal avenues,
including litigation, to stop practices that have a dis-
criminatory purpose or effect on Native voters.

One of the significant achievements of the Coalition so
far is the completion of a thirty-tribe survey of over
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5,000 voters in Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico, and
South Dakota. The results documented widespread
discrimination and disenfranchisement. The final sur-
vey was released in January 2018. Subsequently, the
Coalition completed its second ambitious project: to
conduct field hearings throughout Indian Country to
document barriers to registration and voting in non-
tribal elections. Information from the hearings will
help promote public education, identify policy solu-
tions, and consideration of other legal remedies to
expand Native access to voting. NARF completed a
public report detailing the findings and is working
toward a plan to address the problems encountered.
That report has been submitted to Congress and will be
published in early 2020.

The NAvRC, led by NARF, developed a detailed
strategic plan for the 2020 elections and is working on
funding and meeting its many objectives. We have
helped with access efforts, such as opening polling
places in Nevada and Arizona for the 2018 election,
and now are working to prepare for the 2020 Census in
Indian Country. 

Smith v. State
For decades, the Alaska Court System has excluded the
residents of over 150 rural villages from being called
for jury service. The courts claim that it's too expensive
to include rural residents; however, the exclusion of
rural residents disenfranchises communities with
lower incomes and that are predominately Alaska
Native. Not including those communities in the jury
pool results in thirty percent of Alaska Natives being
excluded from participating in the justice system. It
affects perceptions of the justice system-when exclud-
ed from jury service, then one only encounters the
courts as a victim, witness, or defendant. And, it results
in unrepresentative juries and likely disproportionate
sentences.

In February 2017, NARF filed an amicus brief before
the Alaska Court of Appeals in support of Appellant
Smith's arguments that costs savings alone are not a
sufficient government interest, under an equal protec-
tion and due process analysis, to exclude thirty percent
of the Alaska Native community from serving on
juries. In March 2019, the appeals court held that it was
an error to refuse Smith an evidentiary hearing on the
issue of whether the transportation and housing of
prospective jurors from two Native villages would
pose an unreasonable expense. The case is now back
before the Superior Court.

INTeRNATIONAL ReCOGNITION OF
INDIGeNOuS PeOPLeS

United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples
Since 1999, NARF has represented the National
Congress of American Indians (NCAI) in the interna-
tional arena to protect indigenous rights. In September
2007, the United Nations General Assembly over-
whelmingly adopted the Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples (Declaration). The Declaration rec-
ognizes that indigenous peoples have important col-
lective human rights in a multitude of areas, including
self-determination, spirituality, cultural and linguistic
heritage, and lands, territories and natural resources. It
sets minimum standards for the treatment of indige-
nous peoples and can serve as the basis for the devel-
opment of customary international law. 

NARF's most recent actions on behalf of the NCAI
have focused on the participation of indigenous insti-
tutions at the United Nations (UN). Until now, indige-
nous peoples have had to appear in most UN bodies as
non-governmental organizations, which is precisely
what they are not. Indigenous peoples' representatives
from around the world, including one from NCAI, met
in November 2016 to discuss areas of consensus.
Informal consultations with member states began in
December 2016 and continued through July 2017. This
series of consultations concluded without any real
movement on the issue, but the UN General Assembly
committed, in September 2017, to continue to consider
the issue for the next five sessions.

In 2018, the Human Rights Council began to establish
an appropriate status for indigenous peoples represen-
tatives and institutions to participate. Discussions con-
tinued through 2019 and will be taken up at a special
meeting to be held in Ecuador in January 2020.

UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
in Domestic Law Project
NARF and the University of Colorado Law School (CU
Law) are initiating a project to guide the implementa-
tion of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples (Declaration) in the United States.
The Declaration provides an impetus to redress historic
wrongs committed against indigenous peoples and
advance the arc of justice. Guided by traditional values,
contemporary challenges in Indian Country, and the
needs of future generations, the goal of the project is to
realize the promises of the Declaration in the US.

PROMOTE HUMAN RIGHTS
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The project will research, develop, and execute strate-
gies to bring US law into compliance with the
Declaration. These efforts will include educational
events and working closely with Native American
leaders. The project held a conference in March 2019 to
share experiences implementing the provisions of the
Declaration. The event generated substantial input and
valuable discussion. The next step is to generate sum-
maries of those discussions, and develop concrete pri-
orities and tasks. 

Organization of American States Draft Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
The Organization of American States (OAS) has been
working on an American Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples for over twenty-five years. NARF
has been representing NCAI on this matter. The
General Assembly of the OAS approved the American
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples in
June 2016. This Declaration marks a major victory for
indigenous peoples. The American Declaration goes
beyond the United Nations Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples in several respects including
addressing treaties, the rights of children, and the
rights of peoples in voluntary isolation. The United
States commented it had been a persistent objector to
the text and could not be bound by it. NARF attended
the first Inter-American week for Indigenous People in
2018 and made office space available to Central
American indigenous representatives presenting at the
Inter American Commission on Human Rights in
December 2018.

World Intellectual Property Organization
NARF represents NCAI in the ongoing negotiations for
an international instrument to protect various intellectu-
al property, including Traditional Knowledge, Genetic
Resources and Associated Traditional Knowledge
(GRAATK), and Traditional Cultural Expressions (TCE).
The United States has been participating in these nego-
tiations at the World Intellectual Property Organization
(WIPO) since 2000. Since 2009, the negotiations have
centered on the draft text of the three potential instru-
ments concerning TK, GRAATK, and TCE. 

In May 2017, NARF and the University of Colorado
(CU) Law School hosted a drafting session on the TCE
instrument. NARF took draft provisions to the 34th
WIPO session in June. The WIPO Indigenous Caucus
approved the draft and some of that text was introduced
into the WIPO draft TCE instrument. In October 2017,
the new WIPO Intergovernmental Committee on
Intellectual Property and Genetic Resources, Traditional

Knowledge and Folklore (IGC) mandate and work plan
were approved by the WIPO General Assembly. 

Building on that experience, NARF and CU Law host-
ed another drafting session in May 2018 focusing on
the GRAATK instrument. Once again, the draft text
was approved by the Indigenous Caucus, thus
strengthening the Caucus' ability to participate in
negotiations. In June 2018, NARF spoke on the IGC
Indigenous Panel on “Practical Measures Relating to
Intellectual Property and Genetic Resources: Databases
and Contracts - Indigenous Peoples' and Local
Communities' Perspectives.”

At IGC 39 in March 2019, the Indigenous Caucus met
with the WIPO Secretariat concerning a proposed proj-
ect to help educate about indigenous perspectives on
several issues. NARF is part of the committee that was
formed to spearhead the project. A NARF article sum-
marizing the 2018 WIPO IGC negotiations was pub-
lished in The Indigenous World 2019 (https://
www.iwgia.org/images/documents/indigenous-
world/IndigenousWorld2019_UK.pdf).

The theme of the 18th Session of the UN Permanent
Forum on Indigenous Issues in April 2019 was “tradi-
tional knowledge.” NARF delivered a statement on
behalf of NCAI requesting recommendations from the
Forum to the WIPO IGC. Subsequently, in its official
report of the session the Forum made multiple recom-
mendations to WIPO. 

Also in May 2019, in preparation for the IGC 40 
session, a conversation was held in Montreux,
Switzerland. NARF, on behalf of NCAI, was the only
indigenous organization represented at the meeting.
The meeting addressed two issues: the status of the
negotiations on genetic resources and associated tradi-
tional knowledge; and the mandate and work program
for the 2020-2021 IGC biennium.

IGC 40 took place in June 2019. The text focus was the TK
and TCE texts. Because IGC 40 was the last session of the
current biennium, the session also included negotiations
on the work program for the 2020/2021 biennium. The
Indigenous Caucus was able to obtain recommendations
from the Committee to the WIPO General Assembly for
updating a 2016 technical review and convening an
Indigenous expert workshop. Progress also was made
funding indigenous participation, although further work
remains to be done. The WIPO General Assembly
approved the proposed 2020-2021 mandate and work
program during its annual meeting in fall 2019.
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Within the unique trust relationship between the
United States and Native nations is the inherent duty
for all levels of government to recognize and responsi-
bly enforce the laws and regulations applicable to
Native peoples. NARF is committed to hold govern-
ments accountable to Native Americans. 

TRuST FuND MATTeRS

Pembina Chippewa v. United States
NARF represents the Turtle Mountain Chippewa,
Chippewa Cree, White Earth Band of Minnesota
Chippewa, and Little Shell Chippewa Tribes in this
case against the federal government for misaccounting
and mismanagement of their tribal trust fund, the
Pembina Judgment Fund. Starting in August 2007, the
parties engaged in alternative dispute resolution pro-
ceedings in the Court of Federal Claims. In July 2015,
the parties reached agreement on a monetary amount
for a potential settlement of the Plaintiffs' claims in this
case. In March 2018, the parties reached agreement on
the non-monetary components of a potential settle-
ment. The parties now seek their formal approvals of
the settlement.

Intertribal Council of Arizona v. United States 
In April 2015, NARF filed on behalf of the Intertribal
Council of Arizona (ITCA) a breach of trust case
against the United States seeking damages for mis-
management of the Arizona Intertribal Trust Fund
(AITF). The AITF was established by Congress in 1988
to compensate Arizona tribes for the closure of the
Phoenix Indian School, an off-reservation boarding
school operated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs since
1891. The school’s closure allowed the Department of
the Interior to exchange the land on which the school
had been located for privately owned lands of the
Barron Collier Company in Florida that would become
part of a national wildlife refuge. The Phoenix lands
were more valuable than the Florida lands, and
Congress approved the land exchange only if the dif-
ference in value of the properties went to the AITF and
a trust fund for the Navajo Nation. Collier paid some,
but not all, of the property value and then gave notice
that they would no longer make payments. The law-
suit seeks to hold the United States liable for the
remaining payments into the AITF. After failed negoti-
ation efforts, ITCA filed its Second Amendment
Complaint in April 2018, which the United States

Hold Governments Accountable
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moved to dismiss. The court granted virtually the
entire motion, dismissing all but a portion of one of
ITCA’s claims. In March 2019, the court granted ITCA’s
motion for entry of final judgment on the dismissed
claims, allowing ITCA to appeal those claims to the US
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. Briefing has
been completed, and the oral argument is scheduled
for February 2020.

Repeal of the Klamath Tribe Distribution 
of Judgment Act
The Klamath Tribe retained NARF to seek repeal of the
Distribution of Judgment Fund Act, which was adopt-
ed as part of the legislation that terminated the Tribes'
government-to-government relationship in 1954. That
relationship was restored in 1986, but the remnant leg-
islation was not repealed. The Distribution Act
requires distribution of judgments from the United
States Treasury to descendants of those who appear on
the final roll compiled pursuant to the Termination
Act. That would include distribution of tribal funds to
a significant number of non-Indians and individuals
who are not enrolled members of the Tribes. Repeal
would result in funds deposited in the Treasury from
judgments against the United States being distributed
pursuant the Distribution of Judgment Funds Act for
all Tribes. Senators Merkley and Wyden introduced
S.46 to repeal the act. S.46 was adopted by the Senate
and forwarded to the House. The House Subcommittee
on Indigenous Peoples of the United States held a hear-
ing; NARF provided testimony in support of adoption
and responded to follow-up questions. S.46 now goes
to the full Interior Committee for mark-up; then to the
full House for consideration.

Center for Biological Diversity, et al. v. US Army
Corps of Engineers, et al.
NARF represented the Santa Ynez Band of Chumash
Indians in a case challenging the issuance of a Clean
Water Act Section 404 permit. The proposed Newhall
Ranch Project area encompasses 12,000 acres along 5.5
linear miles of the Santa Clara River and calls for the
construction of nearly 21,000 homes on approximately
2,550 acres. The project area is also the ancestral home-
land of Chumash and includes at least two significant
archaeological sites as well as a number of ancient
burials. The Corps issued a Clean Water Act Section
404 permit to Newhall in October 2012; the suit soon
followed. The Tribe joined this case to protect their
right to government-to-government consultation
under the Administrative Procedure Act (APA) and the
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The

Tribe’s claim is simple: the Corps never contacted,
much less formally consulted, the Tribe about the proj-
ect. Thus the Section 404 permit the Corp’s granted to
Newhall is in violation of the NHPA and APA. Oral
argument was held in February 2017. Subsequently,
Newhall began settlement discussions in earnest and
the case was settled in September 2017. The Tribe nego-
tiated for cultural resource protections that exceed
what is required by California and federal law, support
for their cultural center, and amending of the flawed
agreement that previously applied to the project.
NARF is now counsel to Santa Ynez to implement the
terms of the settlement agreement, including renegoti-
ating the programmatic agreement that had previously
excluded them.

Blackfeet Tribe et al. v. Federal Communications
Commission, et al.
In 2018, the FCC exempted 5G wireless cellular infra-
structure from the Section 106 process and tribal con-
sultation requirements of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). (Section 106 requires federal
agencies to account for the effects of undertakings on
historic properties and consult with any tribe that may
attach significance to those properties.) The NHPA
give the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
authority to administer the Section 106 process. 

In June 2018, NARF and co-counsel, on behalf of the
Blackfeet Tribe, the Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana, the
Fort Belknap Indian Community, the Rosebud Sioux
Tribe, the Ute Mountain Ute Tribe, and United South
and Eastern Tribes, Inc, sued the FCC in the United
States Court of Appeals for the DC Circuit. Briefing
was completed, and oral argument was held in March
2019.

In August 2019, the court issued its opinion largely
holding the FCC’s rulemaking as unlawful. In particu-
lar, the court held that the FCC had failed to provide a
reasoned explanation for why it was within the public
interest to exempt the deployment of 5G infrastructure
from review. In October 2019, the FCC issued a new
order reinstating review for 5G infrastructure. NARF
will continue to work with its clients and partners to
ensure that places of traditional religious and cultural
significance are protected from 5G infrastructure
deployment.
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NARF’s maintains several projects to develop Indian law
and educate the public about Indian rights, laws, and issues.
NARF also participates in numerous conferences and
events to share its knowledge and expertise in Indian
law. NARF is firmly committed to sharing its legal
expertise in support of Indian rights.

INDIGeNOuS PeACeMAKING INITIATIVe 

Indigenous peacemaking is a community-directed con-
flict resolution process that addresses the concerns of
all interested parties. The peacemaking process uses
traditional rituals such as the group circle and Clan
structures to involve the parties to a conflict, their 

supporters, elders and interested community mem-
bers. Within the circle, people can speak from the heart
in a shared search for understanding of the conflict,
and together identify the steps necessary to assist in
healing all affected parties and to prevent future occur-
rences and conflicts. Learn more from the IPI video at
http://bit.ly/IPI-video. 

The IPI team continues to be very busy. Trainings and
technical assistance for tribes are a primary focal point
for the project. In November 2019, we completed a
two-day advanced level peacemaking training for the
Pueblo of Isleta Tribal Courts. The Oglala Lakota
Children’s Resource Center continues to coordinate
with IPI as they seek a peacemaking option for chil-
dren-at-risk cases. Other recent presentations include
Naropa University Peace Studies, Assembly of
Manitoba Chiefs, Winnipeg, Boulder Quaker
Indigenous Peoples Concerns Committee, law schools,
bar associations, and indigenous communities. We also
recently produced a paper on the support for peace-
making found in the United Nations Declaration of the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples. 

THe NATIONAL INDIAN LAW LIBRARy 

The National Indian Law Library (NILL) is the only
publicly available law library in the United States
devoted to Indian law. In addition to the service that it
provides to NARF’s attorneys, the library is an invalu-
able resource supporting Indian Law and educating
the public on Indian Law issues. For example, the
library’s website (www.narf.org/nill/) recorded
266,000 users and 349,000 sessions in 2019.
Additionally, each week, NILL provides free updates
through the Indian Law Bulletins (www.narf.org/
nill/bulletins/). Almost 8,000 subscribers receive the
bulletin updates by email. In August 2019, Library
Director Anne Lucke was one of three speakers for an
American Bar Association, Native American Resources
Committee, webinar on Researching Federal Indian
Law and Tribal Law. She also will present a webinar 
on NILL resources for 6th Circuit court librarians in
early 2020.

Develop Indian Law
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Based on our audited financial statements for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2019, NARF reports total revenue and
net assets of $13,044,003 and $44,426,252, respectively.  Due
to presentation requirements of the audited financial state-
ments in terms of recognizing the timing of certain revenues
and expenses, they do not reflect the fact that based on
NARF’s internal reporting, revenue exceeded expenses and
other cash outlays resulting in an increase of $19,934 to
NARF’s reserve fund.

When compared to fiscal year 2018:  The increase in public
contributions is mostly due to receiving almost $1.2 million
more in bequests (this area can vary widely from one year to

the next).  The increase in tribal contributions is mostly due
to a generous $1 million donation from a tribe that we’ve had
a long-time relationship with.  Federal awards relate to our
Bureau of Justice Assistance contracts, the majority of which
is also included in expenses since it is paid-out to sub-recip-
ients.  The decrease in foundation grants is due to receiving
additional new grants in the prior year restricted to our
important projects and cases (many of these grants are mul-
tiyear and continued on into fiscal year 2019 and beyond).
The decrease in legal fees is mostly related to the reduced
needs for two of our largest clients/cases.   

FY 2019 Financial Report

EXPENSE COMPARISON

Note: This summary of financial information has been extracted from NARF’s audited financial statements which received an unmodified
opinion by the accounting firm of BKD, LLP. Complete audited financials are available, upon request, through our Boulder office, or at
www.narf.org.

SUPPORT AND REVENUE COMPARISON
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NARF’s success relies on the generosity of our donors
throughout the nation. We invite you to learn more
about the benefits associated with each program listed
below, please contact our Development Department at
303-447-8760.

We gratefully acknowledge these donors for fiscal year
2019 (October 1, 2018 through September 30, 2019).

Tribes and Native Organizations
AmerindRisk, Cherokee Nation, Chickasaw Nation,
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Confederated Tribes of
Siletz Indians, Confederated Tribes of the Grand
Ronde, Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of Indians,
Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, Miccosukee Tribe of
Indians, Mohegan Sun Casino, Mooretown Rancheria
of Maidu Indians, National Indian Gaming
Association, Nome Eskimo Community IRA,
Nottawaseppi Huron Band of the Potawatomi, Pascua
Yaqui Tribe, Pechanga Band of Luiseno Mission Indian,
Poarch Band of Creek Indians, San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians, San Pasqual Band of Diegueno
Mission Indians, Santa Ynez Band of Chumash
Mission Indians, Seminole Tribe of Florida, Seven
Cedars Casino/Jamestown S’Klallam, Shakopee
Mdewakanton Sioux Community, Stillaguamish Tribe
of Indians, Sycuan Band of the Kumeyaay Nation,
Tanana Chiefs Conference, Tulalip Tribes of
Washington, Yavapai-Prescott Tribe, Yocha Dehe
Wintun Nation

Foundations, Corporations and Law Firms
444S Foundation, Acorn Hill Foundation, Agua Fund,
Alaska Conservation Foundation, Amalgamated
Foundation, Arches Foundation, Better Way
Foundation, Broad Reach Fund, Carroll Petrie
Foundation, Casey Family Programs, Charles P. &
Mary E. Belgarde Foundation, Chorus Foundation,
Comcast NBCUniversal Foundation, Compton
Foundation, Croll Fund, Darby Foundation, Dr.
Bronner’s Magic Soaps, Edgerton Foundations,
Edward & verna Gerbic Family Foundation, Ethel
Kennedy Foundation, Ford Foundation, Foundation to
Promote Open Society, Gary NFP, George Sarlo
Foundation, Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation,
Grove Foundation, Hanuman Foundation, Harman-
Mayes-Sooch Family Fund, Headwaters Foundation
for Justice, William and Flora Hewlett Foundation, I &

G Charitable Foundation, Kendeda Fund, Life Comes
From It, Limina Foundation, MALDEF, McNeill
Charitable Foundation, Mericos Foundation, Morton K.
and Jane Blaustein Foundation, Movement voter Fund,
NEO Philanthropy, Nint Foundation, Novo
Foundation, Oak Foundation, Open Space Access
Fund, Padosi Foundation, Patagonia, Pew Charitable
Trust, RiverStyx Foundation, Sawaya Law Firm,
Solidarity Giving, Sprocket Foundation, Steiner Family
Foundation, Threshold Foundation, The Tides
Foundation, Trillium Asset Management LLC, True
North Foundation, Turnbull Family Foundation, The
Tzo'-Nah Fund, The Ungar Foundation, The
Whitehead Foundation, The Wilderness Society,
Wunderkinder Foundation

Living Waters endowment–The Living Waters
Endowment allows donors to honor friends and loved ones
by making an endowment gift of $10,000 or more, where the
principal is invested and interest income is used for NARF’s
programs. By designating a gift to endowment, contribu-
tions generate annual funds and provide legal representation
to our tribal clients in perpetuity. 
Elwood H. Brotzman Memorial Fund, Jerome Davis
Living Waters Endowment Fund, Kathleen & Ruth
Dooley Family Fund, John Echohawk, Kim Gottschalk,
Susan K. Griffiths Memorial Fund, The Robert & Joy
Hanson Leland Endowment, Frank J. McCormick
Family Fund, Melody McCoy, Marvin W. Pourier Jr. &
Donna M. Deans Memorial Fund, Mary Lou Mosca-
Ragona Memorial Fund, Ernest L. Schusky
Endowment, The Snoqualmie Indian Tribe, Helen &
Sidney Ungar Memorial Endowment Fund, Dan &
Beth Whittemore, Joel Williams

Bequests and Trusts
Jimmy R. Ballard, John M. Bobbit, Don Burnet, Dorothy
Elaine & Phil Mark Davis Trust, Nelvada Dean, Diane
D. Delp, Carolyn Ferriday, William H. Gebel, Wanda K.
Gregory, Janet Griffiths, William Guimond, Garnet W.
Hammond, Patricia Heidelberger, Martin Karan, The
Selma & Raymond Kramer Foundation, Larry
Leventhal, Margaret Manella, Shawn Maxwell, Martiha
McEldowney, Donald G. McKinley, Rudolph Meyer, Joe
L. Randles, Ola Mildred Rexroat, Nelson H. Rose,
Dorothy Schieber, Arlette Ann Sharp, John L. vaupel,
vivian White

NARF Acknowledgment of Contributions: 
Fiscal Year 2019
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Peta uha–Peta Uha in the Lakota (Sioux) language means
firekeeper, an individual who makes a solemn commitment to
ensure that the sacred flame—source of light, heat, and ener-
gy for the people—will be kept burning. Peta Uha is a mem-
bership program for donors making substantial annual com-
mitments to NARF. Like the firekeepers of old, members of
the Peta Uha Council demonstrate constancy and vigilance
to ensure the protection of justice for Native Americans.

Peta uha Pipestone 
Katherine Coder, Lucille A. Echohawk, English Family,
Goldstein & Feuer, Ann E. Larimore, Lynn Marran,
O.C. Ph.D., Roger & Delores Odell Private Trust, Sonia
Tamez & Kenneth Whistler, Susan Templeton, Livia
Stone, William M. & Elizabeth W. Jones Fund, Davis
Trust, Harman-Mayes-Sooch Family Fund, Yemaya
Fund, McEldowney Family Trust

Peta uha Turquoise
Beane Family Foundation, John Bevan, Rev. & Mrs.
Frederick & Judith Buechner, Sheila, Dave, & Sherry
Gold Foundation, Lionel Dripps, Joyce & Irving
Goldman Family Foundation, Willodean Harness, Al &
Char Hatfield, CSP Fund, Miche Jo-Keeling, Jill

Kirshner, Laurie Lee, Mr. & Mrs. Paul LeFort, Marcia E.
Macarthur, Carolyn Mugar, Molly Peterson, R Eric
Reuss, Michael G. Sawaya, Kieran Suckling, Derek
valdo, Dan & Beth Whittemore, Naomi Wolf

Peta uha Granite
Bonnie Chafe, Lori Dudar, Donald S. Fitch, Richard
Holmstrom, Carla Kaatz, Karen Kehoe, Living Room
Trust, Samuel Marquis, Jr., Josie Merck, Gina Priestley,
Robert Rosner, Lisa Rowles, Sophia Samuels, Ph.D.,
Robert Saunooke, Jerry Wayne, Mary Lee Zerby

Peta uha Flint
Joy Alwan, Sal Amendola, Julia Appel, Cynthia Argani,
Tauba Auerbach, Kent Bach, David Bahr, Carlin
Barton, Bassett Foundation, Jay Bear, Karen Benjamin,
Pam Best, Jessica Bloomer, Michael C. Blount, Michael
Blum, Loretta Bober, Kyra Bobinet, Mitchel Bollag,
Lynne Bonnett, Cathryn Booth-LaForce, Elise
Bornstein, Pastor Charles L. Boss, Stephanie Breslow,
Ellen Briggs, Alice L. Broner, M.S.W., Max Brunsfeld,
Sean Buffington, Meaghan Calcari Campbell, Kathryn
Campbell-Kibler, Candelario & Elizabeth Celio,
Michael & Beth Chardack Charitable Fund, Samuel M



Chen, Richard W. Cobb, Charles Cole, James Cole,
Karen J. Crook, Toni M. Crowley, James Cuny, Lila G.
Dadolf, Eric Dahlstrom, Gayla Darrah, Ariel Davis,
Bonnie Dee, Kathryn Marie Dejak, Jean Del vecchio &
Lenora Egli, Caroline DeLuca, Anne DeMuth, Austin
DesLauriers, George Desmond, Karen Downing,
Neville & Doreen D'Souza, Craig J. Du Prey, Alan
Duanmu, Rosemary Duesterhaus, Dorothy Dunn, Bert
& Jo Ann Eder, Susan E. Eichhorn, Daren & Amy Eilert,
Catherine Elliott, Peter Ember, Serena Epstein, Mb
Fafunwa, Eli Feldman, Herbert D. Floyd, Andrew &
Audrey Franklin, Daniel French & Rosann Tung,
Phyllis Friedman, James Gage, John Gaguine, Brookie
Gallagher, Larry & Mary Galligan, William H. Gebel,
Susan Gefter, Ann Getches, Gary Gillette, Michelle
Grage, Thomas Green, Laura Grossman, Gyongy Laky,
Rosemary Haas, Wayne Hardwick, Catherine Harris,
Eileen Heaser, David Heinsler, John & Emile Heller,
Ralph Helms, Anne Hines Young, Hollie A. Hirst, Ken
D. Holm, Jeff Hoyme, Anne Humes, Wayne Hyatt,
Lawrence E. & Elaine Smith Irell Foundation, Jean
Jamison, Janet Johnson, Jacqueline Jones, Nancy
Kalina, Rochelle Kaplan, Julie Karbo, Lois Katnick, Jim
& D'Arcy Kirkland, Frederick K. Kleene, Bill & Ildiko
Knott, Richard K. Knutson, Michael S. Kondra, Ricki &
Scott Kresan, Eva Lee, Yvonne T. LeMelle, Diane
Loeffler, Alexandrine Lyons-Boyle, Melody
MacKenzie, Florence Maher, Nancy Main, Joan
Makurat, Dr. & Mrs. Alex Malaspina, John & Susanne
Manley, Michael Margolis, Margolis Greenbaum
Family, James Marienthal, Patricia E. Mautner, Peyton
Mays, Milla McClellan, Robert & Margaret McNamraa
Foundation, Barbara J. Meislin, Gail Miliken, Mary
Anne Mills, John Montgomery, Susan Morris,
Cassandra S. Naylor, Robert Nevil, Alex Nisnevich,
Frannie Oates, Beth Peisner, Nick Poeppelman, David
R. Pokross, Jr. & Laurie S. Gill, Noelle Poncelet, Helene
Presskreischer, Carol Puri, Dan & Helen Quinn, Sara
Ransford, Amy Rathke, Siva Raven, Sarah Reed,
Arthur & Maria Richmond, Ellen Rifkin, Peggy
Robinson, Faith Roessel, Margaret Sass, Ernest  & Mary
Sue Schusky, Martin Selbrede, Sarah Julia Seldin,
Gloria Sells, William T. Sherman, Marianne Sicking,
John B. Slater, Steven Slomka, Christopher Smith,
Mary Gabrielle Sprague, Jennifer Stanley, Wayne Ross
& Nancy Starling Ross, Elizabeth Steele, Isabel Suhr,
David Sullivan, Daniel J. Taaffe, Steve Tait, Jan Talamo,
Rick Tallman, Beverly Terry, Tom Tremaine, Clo Ulrich,
Ungar Foundation, Unitarian UNiversalist Church of
Boulder, Abigail P. van Alstyne, Margaret verble,
vlach/Yasskin Family, Esther voorhees, Stephen
Waldman, Linda Walsh, Linda & Chris Warren, Carol

L. Weale, Alexander Weiss, Margaret N. Weitzmann,
Aaron Wernham, Deborah Wickersham, Williard &
Katharine Wilcox, Catherine S. Williams, Rick & Sally
Williams, Angie Williams, Katharine Wilson, Kathleen
Winder, Emma Wohlgemuth, Harry & Belle Yaffe,
William Yenisch, Julian & Stacy Yochum, David Young
Iv, Rossano Zanga

Peta uha Obsidian 
Maureen L Abel, Shannon Adams, Debo Adegbile,
Andre Alguero, Keith Allison, Melissa Apfelbaum, Dr.
Johnny Armstrong, Nancy A. Arthur, Dorothy E
Aylward, virginia Ayres, Theresa K. Bagent, Bill Bajari,
Ann Bassetti, Judith Belsky, Terry Benjamin, Robert &
Ellie Bernstein, Bryan Bigelow, Maude Blair, David &
Barbara Boerner, Nancy Bonvillain, Laura Borst,
William & Elsa Boyce, Kristen Boyles, Anna Bradberry,
Herbert Brentlinger, Kristin Briggs, Nancy Brinkman,
Peter Brock, Charles Brooks, Mary Bucholtz, Amy
Buckli, Jimmy Burchfield, Robert Busey, Elizabeth
Caplan, Mr. & Mrs. Michael Caputo, Ruth O. Carroll,
Anna Carson, Casey Carter, Robert Casselman, Robert
Cathcart, Ryan Challis-Jones, Bruce Clay, Henry
Clayton, George Cloward, Bruce Cobern, Jon Cohen,
Charles E. Coleman, Samuel T. Cook, Daniel Cooley,
Lauren Cooper, valerie Cooper, Roger Coupal, Keith
Cowan, Doris Crabtree, Phillip & Julie Croll, Doris
Cross, Jai Cross, Friar George W. Cummings, Susan
Curtiss, Joanna P. Dart & David Novros, David Boyd &
Ms. Misae Nishikura, Geoffroy & Lisa Davis, Charles
Davis, Judith A. DeJong, Carol DeWever, Tom Dorsey,
Elizabeth Downie, Robert Duffield, Nina R. Dugger,
Patrick Dyer, Glenn Ehrstine, Christopher Elkins,
Cathlin Endres, Robert Endres, Joan Eshler, Susan
Estes, John & Barbara Everett, Lenore Feigenbaum,
Benedict & Mary Feinberg, Lucille N. Ferguson, Janice
Figueroa, Anita Fineday, Kenneth Fisher, Winston
Fitzhugh, P Douglas Folk, Thorman Boyle Foundation,
Carla Fredericks, Ellen Ettlinger Furnari, Corrine
Garza, The Lawrence H. Geller Family, Christopher
Georgacas, Urban and Amelia Giff, Eric & Jeff
Ginsburg, Samuel Gluskin, Jayashree Gokhale, Carole
Goldberg, Jummy K. Goodman, Pamela Gordon, Ed
Graves, Sadja A. Greenwood, Jan Griesinger, Martin
Griffith, Heide Gulgowski, Julian Hagood, Moses
Haia, Gene L. Hair, Derek Hancey, Collier Hands,
Carolyn Haney, William Harley, Jana Hartman,
Charles Russell Head, Eric Heath, Elizabeth
Heineman, Ralph Hendren, Robert Henry, Brian
Highland, William R. Hintzman, Shirley Hirschel,
Larry Hoellwarth, Eileen Hoff, Alison Holman,
Raymond Honeywell, Katherine Horn, Jynx Houston,

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
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William Hoyt, Elizabeth Hunt, Elizabeth Hurkes, Sadik
Huseny & Doniece Sandoval, Michael Huwaldt, Rob
Jackson, Madeline Brandt Jacquet, Nora Jaffe,
Raymond James, Michael Jelf, Chris Jendrisak, Roberta
Johnson, Rodolfo Juarez, Jamie Judkins, Patricia L.
Kalbac, Brian Ewert & Kathleen Rulka, Elizabeth
Keenan, Frank J. Kernan, Julie Kiene, Graydon C.
Kingsland, Eileen Koffler, Lavanya Kraus, Richard
Krause, Karen A. Krueger, Jameson Lacy, Karen
Laduex, Timothy Lange, Richard Latterell, Iona
Laveine, Robert Law, James & Cynthia Leonard,
Joshua & Rebecca Levinson, Gerald Liang, virginia
Lincoln, Birgit Loewenstein, Reed Loy, Carol J.
Ludwig, Bret Lyon & Sheila Rubin, James MacArthur,
Stewart Macaulay, Margarita Maestas, Luisa Magarian,
virginia Marshall, Jill A. Martin, Gilbert H. Martinez,
Sr., Richard C. Marx, Carolyn Mason, Aaron Dorfman
& Geneen Massey, Kaija Matiss, Richard L. McCall, Jr.,
vicky McLane, John R. McLeod, John McMahon,
Kenneth Mendelson, Megan Micco, Charles Miller,
Alessandro Mingione, Mary Ann Moran, R.
Mortzfeldt, Marcia Mosimann, Thomas v. Muller,
Barbara J. Musicus, Russ Nekorchuk, Lorrin Nelson,
Judith R. Nelson, Grant Nelson, S. Nelson-Benway,
Alan P. Neuman, Chieu Nguyen, Marianne E. Nick,
Lee Offen, Toni Otello, Joaquim Panozzo, Dorothy
Parris, Maureen Perata, Patricia Perfect, Jan P.
Peterson, Jeffrey & Joan Petertil, Frederick F. Porter, Sr.,
Sharon Priven, Lawrence Procell, Jacqueline Quinn,
Ingeborg Radel, Mary L. Rapczynski, Therese Ratelle,
Amelie Ratliff, Catherine Ravinski, Lenox Rector, John
R. Reed, Mr. & Mrs. James S. Rettig, Mark Richardson,
Susan Richman, Jeffrey & Teme Ring, Martin C. Ritter,
Jean Roberts, Tony Roberts & Karen Filipovich, Jimmy
Roberts-Miller, Mary Rose, Lorna Rose-Hahn, Robert
Rosenfield & Marjorie Halperin, Robert C. Rothhouse,
Gordon Rothrock, Daniel Rothschild, William Rowan,
Andrew Rowen, Milton Russell, Margaret Sanborn,
Dicksie Sandifer, Marna L. Schenck, James
Schlessinger, Cynthia Schmidt, Karl Schults, Lainie
Schultz, Debbie & vikram Shah, James D Sharp, Mary
Ann Shaw, Noel Sheer, Peter L. Sheldon, Susan
Slaughter, Terri Slivka, Kaighn Smith, Society of the
Transfiguration, Christopher Soulard, Joseph Spacek,
John Squires, Kelley Stanley, Lyle Steinfeldt, Sally Lee
Stewart, Roger A. Stoll, Wes Studi, Michael Stutz,
Jonathan Sunshine, Aspen Swartz, Samantha Swig,
Rosanna Tavarez, The Susan & Ford Schumann
Foundation, Pilar Thomas, Peter Titcomb, Isaac Torrin,
Mary L. Trammell, Demian Trask, Carl W. Trygstad,
Robert O. Tyler, van Wyck, David vandre, H. Brenda
veney, Charles vetzner, Mary Wahl, Carmen Waller,

Christine Walter, Reino I. Wantin, Rev. William
Wantland, Marnie Ware, Albert & Maxine Ware, Janice
Warner, Jacqueline & Charl Warren, Stephen L. Wasby,
Barbara Weldon, Cynthia Gail Werner, Aaron Wheeler,
Paul Wilhite, Tamar Diana Wilson, David Winston,
Elisabeth Wood, Nancy Wood, Catherine Wood,
Thomas & Lois Worcester, Gary Wright, Philip &
Carolyn Wyatt, Lee-Andra Yeargans, Mary Young,
Michael Young, Rita Zowader, Amy J. Zuckerman,
Edward Zukoski
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Circle of Life– The circle is an important symbol through-
out Native American cultures, representing unity, strength,
and the eternal continuity of life. NARF’s Circle of Life
donors provide a lasting legacy to the Native American
Rights Fund by including NARF in estate planning or
deferred gifts. 

Catches Bear & Judy Adams, Rodney Addison, Diane
Ben Ari, Nanette Bohren, Nina Brilli, Samuel Broaddus
& Sandra Jensen, Harvey Dennenberg, Gary
Dickerhoof, Susan Eichhorn, Allison Emerson, James
Fee, Pete Floros, Jan Freeman, Lyle Funderburk,
Suzanne Gartz, Lawrence Geller, Louise Gomer
Bangel, Merrill Hakim, Michael Hall, Margaret
Hartnett, Theodora Haughton, Karin Holser, Barbara
Humes, Elizabeth Johnson, vusama Kariba, Betty
Kleczy, Edward Kriege, Sharon Laughlin, Ingrid
LeBlanc, James Lehnerer, Jane Libby, Rima Lurie,
Helen McCahill, Marion McCollom Hampton, William
Milligan, Gary Montgomery, Leila Moore, Jeanne
Moskal, Anthony Pampena, Moses Peter, Randall
Petersen, Denise Pfalzer, Robert & Mary Resnik,
Andrea Robinsong, June Rosenthal, William Rozier, B.
Sampson, LaRoy & Mary Seaver, Michael Seeley,
Charlotte Selver, Kirk Sperry, James & Patricia Straus,
Michael & Carol Sullivan, Louis Tabois, valeria
Tenyak, Charlotte Thompson, Rene vivo, William
Wade, Robert & Mary Wellman, Roger Welsch,
Timothy Wernette, Dan & Beth Whittemore, Karen
Williams-Fast Horse

Corporate Matching Gifts – Many companies support
causes that are important to their employees by matching
their charitable contributions—sometimes doubling or even
tripling their donation. See if your employer participates at
https://doublethedonation.com/narf.
Abbvie Employee Engagement Fund, Accenture LLP,
AT&T, Bank of America, BD, Boeing, Boston Scientific
Employee Giving, CDK Global, Cengage Learning,
Dell Giving, Edwards Lifesciences Foundation, ETS
Cares, Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation, Henry
Luce Foundation, Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, Kaiser
Foundation, Medtronic Foundation volunteer
Program, Pacific Gas & Electric, Pfizer Foundation,
Stanley Black & Decker, The Ford Foundation, The
Pew Charitable Trusts, Thrivent Financial Foundation,
Union Pacific Give Plus Program, verisk Analytics,
W.K. Kellogg Foundation, YourCause

NARF employee Giving – NARF employees commit
thousands of hours to protecting the rights of tribes. They
also commit their own funds to help NARF. We appreciate
their steadfast dedication.

In-Kind Donations
Dr. Nora Antoine, Jamie Azure, Kurt v. BlueDog, Chief
Justice Kevin Briscoe, Chief Judge Tim Connors, Rich
DeBodo, Justice Cheryl Demmert Fairbanks, Tom
Dickson, Natasha Gourd, Lacey A. Horn, Dr. Polly
Hyslop, Mike A. Jackson, Kenneth Kahn, Robert
McGhee, Robert Miguel, Anita Mitchell, Rhonda Pitka,
Chief Judge Michael Petoskey, David Raasch, Natasha
Rigg, Carson Smith, Laurie vilas, Chief Justice
Emeritus Robert Yazzie, Derek valdo

Boulder-Denver Advisory Committee
Lucille A. Echohawk, Thomas W. Fredericks, Ava
Hamilton, Jeanne Whiteing, Charles Wilkinson.

OTHeR WAyS TO SHOW yOuR SuPPORT FOR
THe RIGHTS OF NATIVe PeOPLeS

Tsanáhwit Circle–Tsanáhwit is a Nez Perce word mean-
ing equal justice. Tsanáhwit Circle members recognize
the constant need to stand firm for justice by making
monthly contributions. With cases that can span years,
monthly ongoing contributions make a real difference
for protecting the rights of the tribes we serve. visit our
online donation page at www.narf.org to pledge your
monthly support.

Otu’han–Otu’han is the Lakota (Sioux) word translated
as giveaway. Otu’han gifts are memorial and honoring
gifts modeled after the tradition of the Indian give-
away in which items of value are gathered over a long
period of time to be given away in honor of birthdays,
marriages, anniversaries and in memory of a departed
loved one. visit our online donation page at
www.narf.org to make a tribute gift.

Follow us–Sign up at www.narf.org for our e-news or
like and follow us on social media. These are both great
way to get case updates, calls-to-action, special events
information, and invitations. Your e-mail address is
confidential and we will not share it with any outside
sources.
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John E. Echohawk (Pawnee)
Executive Director/Attorney

Matt Campbell (Native village of Gambell)
Litigation Management Committee
Member/Attorney

David Gover (Pawnee/Choctaw)
Litigation Management Committee
Member/Attorney

Natalie Landreth (Chickasaw)
Litigation Management Committee
Member/Attorney

Michael Kennedy
Chief Financial Officer

Donald M. Ragona (Matinecock)
Director of Development/House Counsel

Ronald P. Mack 
(Cheyenne River/Lakota Sioux)
Corporate Secretary

BOuLDeR MAIN OFFICe STAFF

John E. Echohawk (Pawnee)
Executive Director/Attorney

Matt Campbell (Native village of Gambell)
Attorney

Jacqueline D. De León (Isleta Pueblo)
Attorney 

K. Jerome Gottschalk - Attorney

David Gover (Pawnee/Choctaw)
Attorney

Melody McCoy (Cherokee) - Attorney

Steven C. Moore - Attorney

Sue Noe - Attorney

Brett Lee Shelton (Oglala Lakota)
Attorney

Joe M. Tenorio (Santo Domingo Pueblo)
Attorney

Donald R. Wharton - Attorney

Nate Ahrens - Systems Administrator

Candace Bonham (Cochiti Pueblo)
Accountant

Kevin Cheng - Paralegal

Cita Gover (Diné)
Development Donor Accounting Analyst

Nicole Keller - Paralegal

Michael Kennedy
Chief Financial Officer

Ronald P. Mack 
(Cheyenne River/Lakota Sioux)
Office/HR Administrator

Mireille Martinez - Annual Giving Director

Katrina Mora (Oglala Lakota)
Administrative Assistant

Mauda Moran
Communications Manager

Donald M. Ragona (Matinecock)
Director of Development/House Counsel

Jennifer Redbone 
(Apache/Comanche/ Kiowa)
Donor Information/Gift Processing
Manager

Jeff Schmidt - Paralegal

Debbie Raymond-Thomas (Navajo)
Controller

Jennie Tsikewa (Zuni) - Accountant

NATIONAL INDIAN LAW LIBRARy

Anne Lucke
Director, National Indian Law Library

Nora Hickens
Library Assistant

ANCHORAGe OFFICe STAFF

Heather Kendall-Miller 
(Athabascan) - Attorney

Natalie Landreth (Chickasaw) - Attorney

Erin Dougherty Lynch - Attorney

Matt Newman - Attorney

Wesley Furlong - Attorney 

Megan Condon - Alaska Fellow

Jill Rush
Office Manager/Legal Assistant

WASHINGTON D.C. OFFICe STAFF

Joel Williams (Cherokee) - Attorney

Dan Lewerenz (Iowa Tribe of Kansas and
Nebraska) - Attorney

S. Denver Jacket 
(Ute Mountain Ute/Navajo) 
Office Manager/Paralegal

NARF Staff
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Boulder, CO 80302
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