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can aecure an attorney (Legal Services (free) are available for those of low
income) •

Moreover. Adoption Records are "legally sealed" and even the Secretary of the
Interior would not have access to them unless the adoption court judges ordered
that

SECTION 102 (c)
On page 10. lines 11 through 25~ the stipulations are prepo~terous. Moreover J

they are an insult to the Indian .P~ple, e.g., "Consent by the natural parent
or parents of an Indian child given within 90 days of the birth of the child
ahall be presumed to be involuntary". It implies Indian people (or parents
of an Indian or part Indian child) do not have the same mental powers as other
raceS. If people of other races can decide and sign surrenders in the firse
90 days, so can parents of an Indian child. 1 contend Indians are as bright
and capable and responsible as anyone else. The writers of this bill must
think otherwise.

Likewise the ability of parents of an Indian child to withdraw consent anytime
up to the final decree will make it impossible to find an adoptive couple
(including Indian adoptive couples) to take such a child. They would live in
fear of losing the child for a year or more (in most states) until the final
decree. And even then if someone could show that in some way the whole
process did not comply with the complicated steps set out in this Act the
decree could be set aside. Whoever wrote this bill obviously did not consider
human nature, human love between parent and ~h~ld (adoptive and foster being
the "reaL" parent in these cases), or did nO\:.-·"C'8"t.l= about the feelings,
lives, welfare of the children and parents involved.

This Section should be totally removed from the Act.

OTHER POINTS
Page I, line 3. The Act is misnamed - it is not..'~··"i::hUd Welfare" Act. It
may be a "Tribal Welfare Act" bue the welfare of children is not its purpose
nor would it be the result.

Page 2, lines 1 through 7. The reason children are separated from the parents
was either the wish of certain parents or(in other cases) the neglect of them
by the parents. The lIagencies" stepped in to care for children who otherwise
were not being cared for by family or tribe. The blame is placed in the wrong
place.

Page 3, lines 1 and 2. My comment here is that 1 doubt the statistics show the
high rate of Ildrop outs, alcoholism, drug abuse, suicide, crime" among the
children who were reared in adoptive or foster homes.. A study might be indicated
to see if those rates are higher among those reared by natural parents or relatives,
or higher among those placed for adoption and in foster care. Here we should
separate adoption from foster care. 1 would guess that the rates are lowest
among those placed for adoption.

Page 3, lines 5 through 10. Here we have, 1 believe, the purpose of the Act.
"For Indians generally, the child placement activities of non-tribal government
agencies undercut the continued existence of tribes as self-governing communities
and, ~n particular, subvert tribal jurisdiction in the sensitive field of
domestic and family relations. "I t is stated clearly: Not welfare of the
children, but welfare of the tribe.

Also in this regard, it should be repeated, many if not most of the children
included in this Act are only part Indian. Do these children 106e their

499

rights as free U.S. citizens because they have some Indian blood. Why should
a half or predominantly White, Black,. Asian, Chicano child be SUbject to
"tribal jurisdiction in the sensitive field of domestic and family relations" ..

TITLE I CHILD PLACEMENT STANDARDS
The whole title is bad. Some I have discussed earlier. But, in general, the
complicated system of dealing with Indian or part Indian children means in
essence that no social services from private or public social agencies can be
made available to the children. who has the staff to go through all those
processes? And if, later, it could be shown that one step was missed, a
placement (even adoptive) could be claimed invalid.

Even the way in which parents of Indian and part Indian children can consent to
a placement is different than other people's methods. See my earlier comments.

. ~e saddest part, I think, is that the wishes of the natural parents are totally
Ignored. There is no option left open that if the natural parents want to
waive all this, they can be allowed to do so. In essence this is dictating
to U.S. citizens, (Indian and non Indian alike) how this is to be done. The
White or Black·girl pregnant by even a part Indian man will no longer be able
to surrender her baby for adoption like other girls. She will have to go
through this complicated process and her baby will first have to be offered
to the man's relatives. Only if they do not want the child, can the child
be placed for adoption with a family of her race.

TITLE ·II
Sections 201, 202 and 203 of this title are fine.
services, by and for Indians, on the reservations
nec~ssary development.The strengthening of Indian
removals of children. That is everyone's goal.

But Section 204, page 18 as I have already discussed, is totally preposterous
and should be totally removed from this Act.

As far as the practicalities are concerned, if the adoption related parts of
this Act were ever passed, the whole concept of adoption would be changed. No
adopted child or adoptive parent could ever feel safe. If the Federal Government
can step in retroactively and help overturn decrees of courts throughout the
land in Indian and part Indian cases, then it can do so in other cases. Why
not?

The rights of all other races are bemg ignored by the Act. The child "eligible
for membership in a tribe" is somehow to be part of and under the rule of this
Act whether the child, his natural parents (ofton at least one is not Indian)
0'- legal adoptive parents consent or not.

By being even part Indian these children and these parents lose the freedom
our Constitution gives them. Other parents (of non-Indian children) have the
freedom to plan for them as they see fit. But parents of Indian and non-Indian
children have to plan for them as this Act decrees. It is unequal protection
under the law.
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