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   Today's edition will be brief with in-depth coverage of the Report continuing next week.
   The Marshall trilogy previously discussed can only be described as nothing more than gut arrogance, invoked and derived from the European/England's colonial practices – a policy England used to colonize and for centuries rule countries worldwide, including India, Australia and Canada.
   There were three cases that made up the Marshall Trilogy which will be reviewed in detail next week:
· Johnson v. McIntosh (1823)
· Cherokee v. Georgia (1831)
· Worcester v. Georgia (1832)
   In the meantime, give careful thought to indigenous scholar Steve Newcomb's assessment of the Marshall trilogy:
· The Johnson decision is “truly ingenious and from an indigenous perspective, quite diabolical. Marshall used the Christian religion and Christian nationalism, combined with the cognitive powers of imagination and assumption to construct a subjugating reality for American Indians.
· More than 180 years after Marshall set feathered pen and ink to write the Johnson ruling for a unanimous Supreme Court, this subjugating reality still serves as the cornerstone of federal Indian law and policy.” (writer's emphasis)
   Writer's comments:
   The United States Government had no legal basis for setting itself up as owner of America. The medieval doctrine of discovery was fictional, with Marshall endorsing it as the “'root of all land titles under U.S. laws in contravention of 'natural law.'”
   Marshall's declarations “effectively consolidated the ideology of cultural superiority with John Locke's utilitarian notions of property ownership.”
Repeating Marshall's declaration included in last week's edition:
· “But the tribes of Indians inhabiting this country were fierce savages, whose occupation was war, and whose substance was drawn chiefly from the forest. To leave them in possession of their country was to leave the country a wilderness; to govern them as a distinct people was impossible, since they were as brave and as high spirited as they were fierce, and were ready to repel by arms every attempt on their independence.”
   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
