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Is that generally always worked out previously so we are not deal-
ing with any guardianship arrangements even on a temporary basis?

Mr. BARKER. Yes, Ms. Marks.

It is fully understood by the States in which these families are
serving as host families. This arrangement is worked out and there
is no legal guardianship. They fully understand that the Indian
children are merely coming to reside i the home of the host family.
They are coming there along with the other children from that home,
but they belong, for example, at Navajo or they belong at Hopis or
Fort Hall or someplace and they are members of the families of
those reservations.

Ms. Marks. The last quick question, you mentioned to Ms. Foster
that all the children generally leave together.

Are they generally returned together at the same time? So in other
words, if a child is not returned when at the end of the school year
for some reason——the family wishes him to stay——what is the
procedure ? :

Are you aware of these as the church is aware of these? Do they
get special permission from church staff as well as the parents or
does this become an interpersonal relationship between the two sets
of parents?

Mr. Barxer. I am sure the program operates this way. We have a
rule that a child must be returned and the only exception to that is if
the natural parents request for some reason that they be retained—that
is a very, very rare exception, about the only case I know of is where at
home there was serious llness in the natural parents. One passed away
and the other was very seriously ill and the father asked by letter if
they could keep the child over the summer because he wanted to come
back in the fall. This was taken up by the host parents with the church
and they looked into it. They found it to be a genuine condition and
approved it.

That would. be a rare exception, but it is probably the only example
I can think of where they would stay on.

Ms. Marks. Thank you.

Mr. Ducueneaux. Thank you very much, Mr. Barker, we appreciate
your testimony. . .

The Chairman has agked that the following correspondence be in-
serted in the record : _

A letter from the late Gov. Wesley Bolin of Arizona in support of
the bill with specific comments.

A mailgram from the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of Wind River
Reservation in Wyoming.

Additional testimony by the Central Maine Indian Association.

Testimony from the Seattle Indian Center, Inc,

Also other letters from State officials commenting on the legislation.

[The additional material referred to may be found in the appendix.]

Mr. DucuenNeavx. I think that concludes our hearing. The chairman
normally indicates that the record will remain open for 10 days for
any additional statements or testimony.

That will close the hearing.

Thank you very much.

[Whereupon, at 1:10 p.m., the subcommittee adjourned, to recon-
vene at the call of the Chair.]

APPENDTIX

Additional Material Submitted for the Hearing Record

STATEMENT OF RICK LAVIS, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY-INDIAN AFFAIRS

(PROGRAM OPERATIONS) BEFORE THE HEARING OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON INDIAN
AFFAIRS AND PUBLIC LANDS OF THE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ON S. 1214, THE "INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

OF 1977", FEBRUARY 9, 1978.

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity to appear before this Subcommittee
today to present the Interior Department's testimony on S. 1214, “The Indian

Child Welfare Act of 1977".

We agree that too often Indian children have been removed from their parents
and placed in non-Indian homes and institutions. We alsu agree that the
separation of an Indian child from his or her family can cause that child to
lose his or her identity as an Indian and to lose a sense of self-esteem
which can in turn lead to the high rates among Indian children of alcoholism,

drug abuse, and suicide. However we do not believe that S. 1214, in its

(173)



