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| THE GOOPD:

“I* MICHIGAN V. BAY MILLS INDIAN COMMUNITY (2019)
|* NEBRASKA V. PARKER (2016)

I* U.S. V. BRYANT (2016)* R
1* DOLLAR GENERAL V. MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAW (2010)** |-

* PATCHAK V. ZINKE (2018)

* UPPER SKAGIT V. LUNDGREN (2018)

* WASHINGTON V. U.S. (2018)**

* WASHINGTON V. COUGAR DEN (2019)

* HERRERA V. WYOMING (2019)

* MCGIRT V. OKLAHOMA (2020)

*U.S. V. COOLEY (2021)*

* YSLETA DEL SUR PUEBLO V. TEXAS (2022)
* DENEZPI V. U.S. (2022)*

THE BAD:
* MENOMINEE TRIBE V. UNITED STATES (2016)
* LEWIS V. CLARKE (2017)***
* YELLEN V. CHEHALIS****
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TO l.l. IF A JUDGE IS LIBERAL OR CONQE RVA

| FOUNPATION
| ‘ EVENTS?
| CONGERVATIVE.

PO THeY N A
HYPOTHESGIZE & THEIR MOST
THAT BLACK FAMOUS PUBLIC
CHILPREN UTTERANCE, “I LIKE
PREGS UP A | BeEeER' ?
JTHE RKRK.? PO THEY ARGUE WNQERVATIVE
CONGERVATIVE. x FOR THE NN
. \ INPEPENPENT
STATE
@\ ]LE&I@LATHRE
THEORY THAT
COULD ENP
PEMOCRACY?
CONGERVATIVE.

\J

a

PO THEY GO T0 A
CHURCH THAT HOLPS
WOMEN IN A POSITION
OF GUBSERVIENCE 7
CONSERVATIVE.

i

PO THEY PINE
WITH ANTI-

ABORTION
ACTVIOTS?
CONGERVATIVE.

PO THEY TENP TO
PROP THE PRETENSE
OF TEXTUALIGM N
INPIAN LAW CASES?

e

ARE THEY MARRIEP TO A RING-
LEAPER OF THE JANUARY 6
INGURRECTION ANP & AN ELECTION
PENIER ANP PROMISES FRIENPS
THEY HAVE A “FRIENP’ AT THE
COURT ?CONGERVATIVE.

e GUESS WHICH ONE®

CONGERVATWE* | T Scor ror ONE.‘J
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OUTLIER NON-
PROFITS LIKE
Ml i GOLPWATER
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ALSO, THE PEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE AS AN OUTLIER [
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PREME COURT ADVOCACY MATTE SR ® T
‘u_llf.‘sg- L2l W '_' S - -‘:;‘ ,;'. -y Voo .:,“ .-a.: q:t?v .
PATRICIA MILLETT, NOW A JUDGE Foong W W
@#”|ON THE D.C. CIRCUIT — THE ONLY i v . '
“IWOMAN TO ARGUE A CASE ON ‘ .
p+{ BEHALF OF AN INDIAN TRIBE OR AN |gremssapmimgarimasinsimaareiantisy
“-|INDIVIDUAL INDIAN SINCE THE S T S T % T S e %
BEGINNING OF THE TRIBAL SUPREME
COURT PROJECT ERA.
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NOW-JUDGE MILLETT UPON LEAVING THE
COURT AFTER ARGUING MATCH-E-BE-
NASH-E-WISH BAND OF POTTAWATOMI

INDIANS V. PATCHAK IN 20iI1.
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SINCE JIM ANAYA WAS THE
LAST INDIGENOUS PERSON
TO ARGUE A SUPREME
COURT CASE, 27 MEN AND 1 |
WOMAN — ALL NON-
NATIVES — HAVE ARGUED
ON BEHALF OF TRIBES OR
INDIANS.

INDIANS HAVE BEEN
SHOWING UP TO

ARGUMENT IN GREATER
NUMBERS THO . . . .
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© [ THIS DUDE, CARTER PHILLIPS,
=—— WHO MIGHT WISH ART LIEN
,_-.-;,.—— WASN'T DRAWING HIM RIGHT |
, ,,,g. | BEFORE ARGUMENT IN
ISALAZAR V. RAMAH.
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(J/HE BULACK HOLE OF INDIGENOUS S.CT. ADVOCATES

THERE HAVE BEEN NO NATIVE SUPREME

COURT ORAL ADVOCATES SINCE 200. ‘ S
| *-"' 2 P S AL R PR T T it

o BIGLAW wPREME
COURT PRACTICE
GROUPS RARELY
HIRE NATIVE
LAWYERS ANP
GROOM THEM FOR
SUPREME COURT

| APVOCACY.

FEPERAL JUPGES
RARELY HIRE
NATIVE CLERKS.

§ "M[THE PEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
.~ |HAS HAP ONE INPIGENOUS
B | POLITICAL_APPOINTEE.
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