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Natives Neg – Update
***Solvency

Plan takes 30 years
Rickert, 11 editor for Native News Network (Levi, “Senators Told: "Roads in Indian Country Are Not Safe"” http://www.nativenewsnetwork.com/senators-told-roads-in-indian-country-are-not-safe.html)
Two-thirds of roads on Indian reservations are unpaved. Twenty-seven percent bridges have been deemed structurally deficient. Floods, snow and other natural disasters have made roads and bridges worse on several reservations in Indian Country. It would take 28 years of continuous development and repairs to bring roads in Indian Country up to where they need to be. The lack of funding contributes to the transportation disparity in Indian Country.
***Healthcare Scenario
Frontline

1. Roads don’t solve – Native Americans don’t have access to cars, the 1AC Hensley-Quinn and Shawn evidence makes this argument for us – “tribal members have to depend upon friends and neighbors for rides to medical centers” – Once they have a ride, the roads are not an issue.
2. Obamacare contained the Indian Health Care Improvement Act – healthcare is no longer an issue
Trahant, 5/28 (Mark Trahant, Writer about Native American issues, “ObamaCare Is a Different Debate; Indian Health Care Improvement Act Is Permanent”, 5/28/2012, http://indiancountrytodaymedianetwork.com/ict_sbc/obamacare-is-a-different-debate-indian-health-care-improvement-act-is-permanent, RM)

Of course improving quality of health care is what the Indian Health Care Improvement Act is all about. To my mind: It’s one of the most successful pieces of legislation ever enacted. If you look at the health care disparity of American Indians and Alaska Natives before the law was passed there was a 24-year gap between life expectancy for Native Americans and the general population. Now that difference is only about 2 1/2 (depending on where you live). There has been significant progress in most Indian health statistics since 1976. But despite the law’s success, Congress did not have the votes to reenact the Indian Health Care Improvement Act, so it was folded into the Affordable Care Act by House committee chairmen, George Miller, D-Calif., and Nick Rahall, D-WV. It was a strategy many thought risky at the time. But it paid off. “The Indian Health Care Improvement Act contains provisions that will help to improve health care on the Navajo Nation. I’m relieved to see that the provisions remain undisturbed,” Navajo Nation Vice President Rex Lee Jim said in a news release. The Indian health system—the federally-operated Indian Health Service and the tribal and independently-run facilities—should continue to focus on improving quality and prevention. Yes, there will still be fights over money. The Indian health system is funded (read this: underfunded) by congressional appropriations. That is Congress must vote to spend the money every year; it’s not automatic. 

3. More than one fourth of Native Americans don’t own cars
Lui, 06 (Meizhu Lui, Executive Director of United for a Fair Economy and the co-author of the new report, "Stalling the Dream: Cars, Race and Hurricane Evacuation,"  “Stalling the Dream”,  1/10/06, http://www.nathanielturner.com/peopleofcolorowningcars.htm, RM)

A new report on racial disparities in car ownership reveals that one in four Black households (24 percent) and one in six Latino households (17 percent) does not own a car. This is compared to one in fourteen white households (7 percent) who are car-less. In the eleven coastal counties with the highest incidence and future risk of hurricanes, people without cars are disproportionately people of color. These include counties in Houston, Providence, New Orleans, Tampa, New York City and Miami. In Orleans Parish New Orleans, for example, over 35 percent of African-Americans, 26 percent of Native Americans, and 27 percent of Latinos don¹t own a car, compared to 15 percent of whites.
***Road K
1NC
The affirmative’s drive to construct roads throughout reservation land is a thinly veiled attempt to fulfill the genocidal doctrine of Manifest Destiny – the government uses the promise of freedom to mask the assimilation of Indigenous peoples into a system under which liberty is neither obtainable nor understood. 

Mathewson, 12 (Jesse Mathewson, Studied Research, Loss Prevention, Application - modern criminal justice approaches, Use of Force to Juvenile Criminal Deviance at the University of Phoenix, “They Built the Roads, Bringing Genocide to Millions”, Strike The Root, 1/11/12, http://www.strike-the-root.com/they-built-roads-bringing-genocide-to-millions, RM)

Manifest destiny: these two words were used to promote genocide, the expansion of the state and War with Mexico. This term was coined and subsequently popularized in 1845 by John Sullivan in an article titled “Annexation” written for the United States Magazine and Democratic Review. There was and remains, an overwhelming belief, among state supporters that the United States was not only destined to consume all property from sea to “shining” sea, but that we as a nation were meant to promote and defend democracy around the world. Abraham Lincoln was a firm supporter of manifest destiny and the role of the United States as international policeman. The establishment of a Britain-like empire was the primary goal of the Hamiltonians as noted in my column, Understanding Why the Constitution Was and Remains a Detriment to Individual Liberty. The government did not bring freedom when it annexed the West piece by piece, it brought genocide to the American Indian. The government allowed and promoted the enslavement of hundreds of thousands of Chinese. When the railroads were done with the Chinese, the government passed legislation making it illegal for them to stay in this land they had built. The Chinese Exclusion Act was signed into law in 1882, and effectively suspended immigration, specifically that of the Chinese, who had been brought to this nation by the thousands to build the railroads and roads. Walter Block wrote in his book The Privatization of Roads and Highways that: “We must realize that just because the government has always built and managed the roadway network, this is not necessarily inevitable, the most efficient procedure, nor even justifiable.” (Block, 2009) I tend to disagree with his opinion regarding the government always building and maintaining or managing the roads. In fact, I would direct the reader to the various waterways around the Great Lakes that were built and adjusted for better commercial transportation by none other than individuals. I would also direct the reader’s attention to the many roads that crossed the plains and land west of the Mississippi. These were not put in place by the state but by the hundreds of wheels of wagons and hooves of horses of those individuals moving west to secure liberty. I can accept that the modern interpretation of the road in its paved condition is financed by government theft. However, they are still built by private companies, using the proceeds of government theft from the private individual. The creation of new railways and dedicated roads brought the state. The many stories of the Wild West and of the U.S. cavalry riding in to save the day are at best inflated. The terrible truth was that the United States sent its army to take the native tribesmen off of their land. The shocking truth is that until the state’s military enforcement authority was sent into this land of liberty, massacres were isolated. Yes, they occurred, however, almost every one of the major atrocities against whites by Indians were precipitated by the state and were the result of the state’s drive to remove the Indian from land it claimed as its own through the genocidal doctrine of Manifest Destiny. I was raised to believe that Custer was a hero and that those poor Indians were bloodthirsty savages. And yet, the truth is that Custer visited several atrocities upon innocents in his campaign to rid the West of the Indian menace. In the Battle of Washita River, he murdered women and children and took several more captive. So his eventual death at the hand of those who would defend their country from invasion by the state was fitting. Genocide was the result of the campaigns, roads and railroads. Manifest Destiny can be seen in the plethora of Indian casinos and skyrocketing rate of diabetes among the contemporary Native Americans. Yes, the state and its enforcers in uniform brought roads, rails and easier ways to tax the minions who accepted their authority. However, with that they also brought genocide to millions. The end of the Wild West is not something to be celebrated, but mourned. Liberty and freedom are no longer real ideals; they are words bandied about without thought. We bring freedom at the point of a gun, and liberty is dropped by the ton from airplanes. What exists now is a road building entity that taxes, enslaves and ensures that liberty is neither obtainable nor understood. What exists now is a state bent on dominating the world and enforcing democracy whether you want it or not. Voluntary societies have existed; liberty is obtainable, and anarchy is not a dirty word. Only when each of us begins to realize that liberty cannot be had without hard work, only then, will we also begin to embrace the sense that it is again possible. We need a new Wild West; maybe space is the new frontier? 
The forcible expansion of modern day road systems into Native American reservations with the explicit purpose of accommodating the automobile is a form of cultural assimilation rooted in a racist mindset of colonization

McNab, 12 (Paul-Emile McNab,  MES York University, HBA University of Toronto, “THE CONSTRUCTION OF ROADS ON WALPOLE ISLAND IN THE 20TH CENTURY: ACCOMODATION AND RESISTANCE”, 4/18/12, http://paulemilemcnab.blogspot.com/2012/04/construction-of-roads-on-walpole-island.html, RM)

Note: Walpole Island is an island and Indian reserve in southwestern Ontario, Canada, on the border between Ontario and Michigan in the United States. 

The arrival of white cottagers and the automobile in the early twentieth century played a prominent role in the modern day road construction on the Walpole Island First Nation as well as across Ontario. The Miikaans (paths) were sacred and not known to the white visitors who began to flock to Walpole Island in the spring and summer months. According to oral history, the use of these Miikaans existed for centuries through the waterways that lead to Walpole Island and the trails on the Island itself. However, the decision to “take” the roads, and use them for provincial and public purposes, on the Walpole Island unceded Reserve was accomplished by the Indian Agent and the D.I.A. Of course the visitors (white cottagers, I.A. and D.I.A.) did neither understand nor know about the Miikaans and traditional knowledge. In fact, the people of WIFN were dealing with “fraud, white speculators and corrupt Indian Agents”, all of which were under the framework of the Indian Act. The construction of the roads was undertaken by the Department of Indian Affairs, without a treaty or surrender which was contrary to the Indian Act. Moreover it was accomplished without any compensation on this unceded Reserve. Indian Affairs wanted “modern gravel roads” to expand and develop the road system to accommodate the automobile, the non-Indigenous summer cottagers and the federal government buildings which included the Indian Affairs office and the customs house. However, Miikaans and traditional knowledge did not disappear in spite of this assimilationist Indian Affairs policy of infrastructure through road building on the Island. The construction of roads on Walpole Island was a direct correlation with the official policy of assimilation under the D.I.A. and its Deputy Superintendent, Duncan Campbell Scott, who was an Indigenous person himself. This policy was not solely invented by Scott. It had been around for centuries in North America and specifically in Canada since the 1820s. Like others of his generation, as well as other non-Indigenous North Americans since the early 19th century, Scott, and his father (William Scott), who was an English Methodist missionary (with his first station at the Lower Indian Reserve and Walpole Island), ironically viewed First Nations as “a waning race”. The implementation of the modern day road and automobile was an extension and example of official assimilationist policy that became the practice throughout Canada and specifically at the residential schools with far-reaching consequences for First Nations to this day. The response of Walpole Island citizens to the Indian policy of the day was “seeing with two eyes” of resistance to this policy as well as syncretism. The policy of assimilation for First Nations’ citizens (although there were differences for the Metis, non-status Indians and the Inuit who were not under the Indian Act) had been adopted by the colonial government and later under the auspices of the Department of Indian Affairs, in Ottawa through the Indian Act of 1876, and its successors to this day. They would use and enforce these policies directly through a civil servant (the Indian Agent) up until the 1960s on Walpole Island. The job of the Indian Agent was to manage and control the day to day affairs of Aboriginal peoples on reserve lands. In 1965 the Reserve became self-governing-the first one to do so in Canada. For well over a century, Aboriginal peoples had no control or power over their own affairs. The band and council on the many reserves did not have authority and the Indian Agent dictated the colonial and then federal policies. Robin Jarvis Brownlie has summarized this context in her study, entitled A Fatherly Eye: Indian Agents, Government Power and Aboriginal Resistance in Ontario, 1918-1939: Examining the interaction between Indian Agents and Aboriginal people. From the 1830s, when the assimilation policy was adopted, to the 1960’s, this was where the government and its wards met face to face. His job was to implement federal policy and manage First Nations communities. During the era under consideration, the Indian agent was always Euro-Canadian. This official was thus a pivotal figure in Aboriginal-government relations. His views, attitudes and personal qualities decisively influenced the experiences of First Nations people in their interactions with government. The Indian agent system had a deep psychological impact on Aboriginal people, one that appears to be almost entirely negative. That impact is almost starkly revealed in present day comments on Indian Agents, which uniformly depict these officials as agents of oppression, neglect and injustice. The purpose and role of the Indian Agent was assimilation and control. Assimilation was highly regarded as the most appropriate measure and action toward Aboriginal peoples. The challenge in the developmental process between Canada and its First Nations Peoples has been dominated by European colonialism. The process and domination of Aboriginal peoples occurred initially after first contact and evolved into a form of colonial domination by way of cultural assimilation, racism and by a denial of traditional knowledge and to environmental sustainability. This form of colonialism, albeit informally under the Indian Act, currently exists today and directly impacts the many issues affecting Aboriginal people across Canada, in terms of the development process relating to the social, political, economic and environmental issues that confront aboriginal peoples today. J.R. Miller puts it succinctly, it is “a national disgrace”. The Indian Act, 1876 as Policy The process of reconciling past grievances with respect to Aboriginal and Canadian relations has been a continuous struggle in development, in terms of cultural assimilation into non-Aboriginal society, the Indian Act 1876, residential schools and numerous failures in development and policy (First Nations Governance Act 2002 and the Kelowna Accord 2005). All of these issues have had a profound impact on the current developmental process as well as environmental issues. This process is still ongoing as a result of government inaction and delay for many decades in Canada. The Indian Act has played a fundamental role in the lack of progress, development and contemporary policy failures. The development of roads on Walpole Island at the turn of the twentieth century is in direct correlation with the current crises facing Aboriginal development or as Gilbert Rist has written as “underdevelopment” in contemporary Canada. The current crises in Aboriginal development is not uncommon and rather an example of colonialism in development studies across the world. One of the most prominent scholars on the culture of development policy is Ilan Kapoor, who stated the following in an article entitled The Postcolonial Politics of development: Modernization theory, over four decades old now but still influential, makes culture a central area of concern. Development is deemed to require modern (i.e. Western) values, attitudes, personalities and institutions. Emphasis is placed on the cultivation of self-motivation, entrepreneurialism, scientific beliefs, thrift, investment, and a free and thriving media. The implication is that the cultural infrastructure of non-Western societies is at least in part to blame for their socioeconomic backwardness. ‘Traditional’ practices (superstition, ethnicity, religion, caste) are seen as hindering modernization, they need to be summoned if growth is to take root. These stages and the progression of the world economy initially dominated by periods known as mercantilism and imperialism and later expanded to a form of colonial domination in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. The arrival of Europeans to the North American continent has gradually changed the traditional holistic Indigenous way of life of hunting, fishing and gathering. Uma Kothari, has further explored the issues of early European exploration and expansion in the article An agenda for thinking about ‘race’ in development: “During early European exploration and expansion, these spaces were imagined as “empty”, uninhabited, and thus open to unhindered exploration and exploitation. Once it was acknowledged that “others” dwelled in these places, colonizers had to adapt their previous racialized constructions and re-imagine their task as a ‘civilizing mission’, implying that the colonized were not immutably inferior but could change through their encounters with the west”. The establishment of both British and French colonies infringing (in what is now Ontario and Quebec) on traditional Aboriginal territories was in an effort to expand their own economies. 
Other 
Ev about the genocide that happened when we built the transcontinental railroad – not sure how one would deploy this
Langston, 12 (Langston, Student of international politics, “ Exploitation, Exclusion and Extermination: American Minorities in the Construction and Aftermath of the First Transcont”, HubPages, 2/24/12, http://anonemuss.hubpages.com/hub/The-Transcontinental-Railroad, RM)
While the Central Pacific struggled with the natural barriers of the Sierras, the Union Pacific clashed with the indigenous population of the Plains: the Native Americans. Knowing their ways of life were threatened by the railroad, Native American tribes across the Plains united to resist the railroad’s advances. The three most belligerent tribes, the Sioux, Cheyenne, and Arapaho, began launching guerilla attacks to sabotage the railroad. During these attacks, the Natives damaged track, derailed cars, and scalped workers.[22] At one attack, the Plum Creek Massacre, twelve railroad workers were killed. The Cheyenne warrior, Porcupine, recalled: We said among ourselves, now the white people have taken all we had, we are to do something… The railroad is death to us, when the people hear the sound of the bell of the iron horse they mourn; it is the signal that the life they have known is over. [23] Disgusted by the killings, Union Pacific Chief Engineer Grenville Dodge began a campaign against the Native Americans. Dodge implemented new security measures ordering workers to carry guns 24/7. Dodge also requested military assistance from the government, and received support from one of the most ruthless generals in the nation: William Tecumseh Sherman. The infamous Sherman was best known for his use of total war during his campaign against the Confederacy. During his march through Confederate cities and countryside, Sherman ravaged buildings, razed cities, destroyed supply lines, and slaughtered anyone who stood in his path.[24] Although initially hesitant to join the struggle against the Native Americans, Sherman later accepted the position after hearing of the Bozeman Trail Massacre, where Native American decoys led a small regiment of American troops into an ambush and all 80 soldiers were killed. An infuriated Sherman addressed the growing “Indian Menace”:[25] The more we can kill this year the less will have to be killed the next year, for the more I see of these Indians the more convinced I am that they all have to be killed or be maintained as a species of paupers… we must act with vindictive earnestness against the Sioux and the Cheyenne even to the point of their very extermination; men, women and children [26] When he arrived at the railroad, Sherman ruthlessly began employing annihilation tactics against the Natives. Sherman hunted down the Natives responsible for several attacks and slaughtered them. Throughout the final years of the railroad’s construction, Sherman and the Natives would engage in small scale skirmishes. Despite early successes, the Native American resistance soon proved futile, and as time passed, the railroad pushed forward. Back at the Central Pacific, trouble was stirring in the Sierras. The Chinese laborers finally fed up with their inferior salaries, substandard conditions, and hazardous tasks, went on strike. The workers demanded $40 monthly salaries instead of their current $35, a 10 instead of 14 hour work day, and safer working conditions.[27] During the strike, the Chinese workers employed non-violent protesting tactics. Crocker would later recall “If there had been that number of white laborers... it would have been impossible to control them, but this strike of the Chinese was just like Sunday all along the work. These men stayed in their camps. That is, they would come out and walk around, but not a word was said. No violence was perpetrated along the whole line." [28] In response to the strike, Crocker made it clear the he would refuse to even consider the workers demands. Instead of negotiating, Crocker cut off all food supplies to the Chinese. Starved into submission, most of the Chinese resumed work one week later.[29] After the strike, the Central Pacific would have one final obstacle in the Sierras: Donner Summit.Donner Summit was a wall of 1600 feet of solid granite 7,000 feet above sea level. [30] Harsh snowstorms slowed work, and hundreds of workers died in avalanches. Others succumbed to the weather and lost their lives to pneumonia. [31] The workers pushed through the mountain for over fifteen months, until finally, light shown from the end of the tunnel.The Central Pacific had broken through the Sierras. [32] With the end approaching, both companies raced towards the finish line. On May 10th 1869 the two railroads joined at Promontory Summit, Utah.[33] Across the nation cannons fired and bells rang in celebration of the railroads completion. The day would mark the beginning of Americas transition from the post war era to the industrial powerhouse she would become in the twentieth century. Following the completion of the railroad, America entered a golden period of prosperity. With the railroad complete, it took only 7 days and $65 to travel across the continent.[34] Waves of settlers flooded into the previously isolated Midwest from the temptations of free land. Agriculture boomed in the Great Plains, and soon, the U.S. was producing over 50 million tons of wheat annually. For the first time America could feed herself. [35] Duringthe remainder of the nineteenth century, five more transcontinental railroads were built. By the turn of the century, the United States had over 200,000 miles of track: more than the rest of the world combined.[36] The railroads became the single largest employer in the country, and standard time was developed to coordinate train schedules. With the railroads connecting the country, previously isolated settlements, which had to be self sufficient, could now conveniently ship in goods and products. Professor, H.W. Brands described “The railroads laid the basis for the single largest market in the world economy, and this made it possible for the United States to become the global economic power that it did by the end of the 19th century”. [37] However, the railroad was a zero-sum enterprise. Problems of depressed wages and rising unemployment emerged in certain western states, and Chinese immigrants became scapegoats of these problems.[38] Anti-Chinese sentiment spread rapidly among politicians and blue collar Americans alike: the country had fallen victim to Yellow Peril. [39] In the following years, race riots erupted, including the infamous Massacre of 1871 where 500 white men assaulted and robbed Chinese in the Los Angles area leaving 84 dead, and hundreds injured. [40] To appease the public, Congress passed a series of discriminatory laws against Chinese immigrants. The Chinese Exclusion Acts barred nearly all Chinese immigrants from the United States for a period of ten years, later extended to an indefinite amount of time. [41] In addition, Chinese Americans lived in constant fear of deportation, often adopting false identities and aliases to remain in the States. With a sudden halt in Chinese immigration, Chinese communities in America found it increasingly difficult to grow and assimilate like other ethnic minority communities.[42] Native Americans suffered equally with the completion of the Railroad. When the government ordered them to leave their lands to make way for settlers and more railroads, the outraged Natives refused. In response, the government sent troops to enforce the order. Although initially able to resist the advance of the troops, the Natives soon found themselves outnumbered and outgunned. On several occasions, peaceful Native Americans were massacred. One infamous instance occurred at the Wounded Knee Massacre. During a Native American surrender, a firearm accidentally went off. In the chaos that ensued, hundreds of Native Americans were slaughtered within minutes.[43] The Sioux survivor, Black Elk, described “When I look back now, I can still see the butchered women and children lying scattered as plain as when I was still young and I see something else died there. A peoples dream died there. It was a beautiful dream.” [44] After the massacre, most resistance crumbled. The Natives Americans were split up and forced onto small government reservations.[45] Settlers who moved into the lands would later renounce the Natives who had preceded them. In the city of Cheyenne, the first mayor spoke to an approving audience "Here is the City of Cheyenne, may she ever prosper, and the tribe of Indians after whom she is named be completely exterminated".[46] Over the next 150 years, the mistreatment of minorities continued. Chinese immigrants remained unjustly barred from the nation for half a century, severing diplomatic potential between the United Sates and China. Native Americans were forced to either assimilate or die out. They slowly lost their culture, and their way of life. Discrimination against minorities persisted, shifting from one group to another. The railroad left America more powerful, but divided. While an apparent commercial success, the railroad was also an ethical failure. Historical records portray the railroad as a technological wonder that revolutionized transportation and propelled America into a golden age of economic prosperity. However, the railroad also promoted corporate exploitation and triggered a cultural genocide. Minorities were segregated, massacred and denied fundamental liberties. The railway gave the nation new life, while destroying its old life. America was forever transformed by the first transcontinental railroad, for better, and for worse. 

***PIC out of American Indian/Native American
Counterplan: The United States federal government should substantially increase funding for roads and bridges on First Nation Peoples’ reservations.
“Native American” is a dehumanizing term that reflects a linguistic imperialism and subjugates the identities of the peoples it attempts to describe - we must discard it in favor of the term “First Nations” Peoples as an act of intellectual liberation that corrects a distorted narrative of imperialism
Yellow Bird, 99 (Michael Yellow Bird, Assistant Professor and Director of the Office for the Study of Indigenous Social and Cultural Justice in the School of Social Welfare, University of Kansas, “Indian, American Indian, and Native Americans: Counterfeit Identities”,  Winds of Change: A Magazine for American Indian Education and Opportunity, http://www.aistm.org/yellowbirdessay.htm#1, RM) 
In his recent article "The Colonialism of Names" (Winds of Change, Winter, 1997), Dr. Jack Forbes argued for throwing off the names of colonialism and insisted that Indigenous Peoples be treated as human beings worthy of respect. I totally agree with his thinking and suggest we begin by refusing to use "Indian," "American Indian," or "Native American" to identify the Indigenous Peoples of the United States. I believe these words are names of colonialism and reflect the linguistic imperialism that Howard Adams cautions us about in the above quote. Colonialism refers to when an alien people invade the territory inhabited by people of a different race and culture and establish political, social, spiritual, intellectual, and economic domination over that territory. Colonialism includes territorial and resource appropriate by the colonizer and loss of sovereignty by the colonized. In my most recent writings, I consistently use the terms "Indigenous" and "First Nations" Peoples. For me, using these terms is an important part of my intellectual decolonization and liberation from linguistic imperialism. I prefer using Indigenous Peoples because it is an internationally accepted descriptor for peoples who are the descendants of the original inhabitants of the lands, and have suffered and survived a history of colonialism (for example, see the U.N. Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, www.halcyon.com/FWDP/drft9329.html). I like the term because it is accurate and reflects who we really are. For instance, Webster’s New Collegiate Dictionary, 1981, defines indigenous "as having originated in...or living naturally in a particular region or environment" whereas, Indian is defined "as a native inhabitant of the subcontinent of India or of the East Indies." Adding American to the term Indian does little more than reflect the more recent colonization of Indigenous Peoples by the United States government. I also prefer First Nations because it suggests that such persons are the original peoples of the land and hold aboriginal title to the lands they occupy. The term also has a strong spiritual foundation because it comes from tribal elders in British Columbia who maintain the traditions of First Nations include a belief in a Creator who placed their Nations on the land to care for and control them. The terms Indigenous and First Nations Peoples still generalize the identity of the more than 550 Indigenous groups in the lower forty-eight states and Alaska. However, I believe they are empowering "generalized" descriptors because they accurately describe the political, cultural, and geographical identities, and struggles of all aboriginal peoples in the United States. I no longer use "Indian," "American Indian," or "Native American" because I consider them to be oppressive, "counterfeit identities." A counterfeit identity is not only bogus and misleading, it subjugates and controls the identity of Indigenous Peoples. There are several additional problems with using the terms Indian, American Indian, and Native American. First, they are inaccurate and confusing labels. For example, Indigenous Peoples in the United States are not from India and, therefore, not Indians. They are the descendants of the First Nations of these lands. The term Native American is confusing because anyone born in the Americas can be referred to as a native American. Second, the terms threaten the sovereignty and nationhood of Indigenous Peoples and undermine our right to use our tribal affiliation as our preeminent national identity. The terms also subsume our original identity ("Indigenous Peoples," who are the first peoples of the land) and imply foreigners ("Indians"). Moreover, they are highly inaccurate for tribal groups who continue to resist European American "citizenship" and colonization. Third, they are historically entangled in American racist discourses that claim Europeans "discovered" a "new world" that needed to be "settled," "claimed," and "civilized." This myth-making has promoted the notion that the original inhabitants were unable to settle, claim, and civilize these lands because they were "nomadic " (unsettled) and "savage" (uncivilized) peoples. Fourth, the terms dehumanize and stigmatize Indigenous Peoples by using stereotypical "American Indian" images as emblems for selling products and mascots for sports teams. Indeed, educator Paulo Freire, who is most noted for the promotion of critical consciousness among the oppressed, suggests that through the process of dehumanization the consciousness of the oppressor transforms Indigenous identity into a commodity of its domination and disposal. The continued use of Indian, American Indian, and Native American maintains counterfeit identities for Indigenous Peoples. As part of the decolonization of Indigenous scholarship and thinking, I suggest these terms must be discarded in favor of more empowering descriptors. To me, ceasing to call Indigenous Peoples Indians, American Indians, or Native Americans is more than an attempt at "political correctness," or a change in semantics. It is an act of intellectual liberation that corrects a distorting narrative of imperialist "discovery and progress" that has been maintained far too long by Europeans and European Americans. 
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