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or the past 25 years, the Native American Rights
Fund (NARF) has represented over 190 Tribes in
31 states in such areas as tribal restoration and
recognition, land claims settlements, hunting
and fishing rights, the protection of Indian reli-
gious freedom, and many others. In addition to the
great strides NARF has made in achieving justice on
behalf of Native American people, perhaps NARF’s
greatest distinguishing attribute has been its ability
to bring excellent, highly ethical legal representation
to dispossessed Tribes. NARF has been successful in
representing Indian tribes and individuals in cases
that have encompassed every area and issue in the
field of Indian law. A brief review of NARF’s origin

will give a better understanding of NARF’s rol the

struggle to protect Native rights in today’s

The Founding of the Native American Rights Fun

In the 1960’s, the federal governme
private philanthropists began to address the in
of underserved populations to access legal services.
The federal government funded a network of legal
services programs to serve a variety of populations
and it soon became apparent through the work.of.
those programs that there were several popul
groups among those needing legal services w
had unique needs.

Native Americans, whose lives have lon
been governed by the hundreds of treaties, tho
sands of federal statutes, and numerous regulat
and administrative rulings which make up the:
cialized body of law known as federal Indiar
were one such group whose needs demand
cialized legal practice with a national purv

The Native American Rights Fund was
formed in California in 1970 to address the need for
a central, national perspective in the practice of fed-
eral Indian law. NAREF, then a pilot project, was
assisted in its work by the legal academic communit
and California Indian Legal Services. Funding was
provided by the Ford Foundation.

The need for NARF’s services was quickly
established, and in 1971, NARF moved its growing
staff to Boulder, Colorado, a location more central to
Indian country. Since the beginning, the national
scope of legal work undertaken by NARF as a non-
profit organization has been supported by foundation
and government grants; corporate, individual, and
tribal contributions; and limited client fees.

The accomplishments and growth of NARF
over the years confirmed reat need for Indian
legal representation on basis. This
is

( f Directors has definec
for NARF’s work:
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n 1995, the Native American Rights Fund observed the

25th anniversary of its founding. During this 25 year

period, Native nations forced an end to the federal pol-

icy of terminating tribal governments and created a

new policy of tribal self-determination and self-gover-

nance that recognizes tribal governments as perma-
nent institutions in the American system along with the
federal and state governments. NARF is proud to have
played a key role during this time by providing legal advice
and representation to Indian tribes, organizations and indi-
viduals in cases of major national significance that have
helped to forge this new policy.

NARF has continued its program of legal assistance on
priority issues during 1995 and those efforts once again
resulted in several significant victories for Native
Americans.

In Oklahoma Tax Commission v. Chickasaw Nation, the
United States Supreme Court ruled that Oklahoma had no
jurisdiction to tax sales of motor fuels where the tribe was the
retailer and sold the fuel on tribal land held in trust for them
by the federal government. On another issue, however, the
Court decided that a Chickasaw treaty did not prohibit the
state from taxing the income of tribal members who worked
e tribe on tribal trust lands but resided outside of Indian
ry. NARF filed an amicus curiae brief in the case on
f of the National Congress of American Indians and nine
es in support of the Chickasaw Nation.

An Oklahoma federal district court affirmed the decision of
e Supreme Court of the Cheyenne & Arapaho Tribes uphold-
g the authority of the Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes to impose a
erance tax on oil and gas development activities by energy
panies on allotted Indian lands held in trust for individual
enne and Arapaho tribal members by the federal govern-
‘ment. NARF represents the Tribes’ Tax Commission in this
case, Mustang Fuel Corporation v. Hatch, and is defending the
decision on appeal.

In Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes v. United States, the Court of
Federal Claims ruled that the Tribes represented by NARF did
not have to relitigate the finding of federal liability in
Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes v. Woods and could present a mone-
tary damages claim against the United States. NARF had won
the Woods case in a federal appeals court in 1992 stopping the
Bureau of Indian Affairs from illegally extending the terms of
three tribal oil and gas leases in Oklahoma at below market
rates without tribal consent and establishing a breach of the
federal government’s fiduciary duty to manage Indian trust
lands prudently.

In an important subsistence fishing rights case, a federal
appeals court held in Katie John v. United Stafes that Alaska
Natives have subsistence fishing rights in all navigable waters

in which the United States
has reserved water rights.
The court rejected the
State of Alaska’s position
which would have limited
subsistence fishing rights
to non-navigable waters
within federal lands and
wiped out most Alaska
Native subsistence fishing.
NARF represents two
Athabascan elders, the
Mentasta Village Council
and the Alaska Federation
of Natives in the case.

NARF was successful
in asserting the legal pri-
ority that subsistence fishing has over commercial fishing
under federal law in Elim v. Alaska. An Alaska state court
enjoined the state from providing for a commercial sockeye
salmon fishery at False Pass in the Aleutian chain until it
justified the taking of so many chum salmon bound for a
subsistence fishery in Norton Sound. NARF represents sev-
eral Alaska Native villages in the Norton Sound area that
have seen their subsistence fishery for chum salmon decline
due to the False Pass fishery.

NARF successfully represented the Pawnee Tribe of
Oklahoma in repatriation claims against the Smithsonian
Institution under the repatriation provisions of the National
Museum of the American Indian Act. The Pawnee Tribe,
together with related Arikara and Wichita tribal representa-
tives, reburied the repatriated remains of 300 ancestors and
associated funerary objects in their aboriginal lands in
Nebraska and many of those remains were from the
Smithsonian. When the Smithsonian refused to repatriate
an additional 50 remains, NARF appealed to the
Smithsonian Review Committee and prevailed in the first
appeal under the Act.

In these cases and hundreds of others over the last 25
years, the Native American Rights Fund has provided access
to justice for Native American people across the country on
some of the most important Native American issues of our
time and has proven that the legal system can work for
Indian people. We could not have achieved this success
without the financial support that we have received from
throughout the nation. We thank all of you who have
assisted us and encourage you to continue your support so
that we may continue to make progress on behalf of Native
American people.

John E. Echohawk, Executive Director

Jelire E. Eclelivnile

(Pawnee)
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n recognition of the 25th Anniversary of the

Native American Rights Fund, Indian leaders,

Indian lawyers, Indian advocates, and other inter-

ested individuals gathered in Boulder, Colorado,

in August of 1995 to review legal and political
challenges facing us in the next 25 years, but also
discussed achievements during the last 25 years. It
was acknowledged that many of the gains achieved
during this past quarter century can be directly
attributed to the efforts of the Native American
Rights Fund.

As we look back, it would be tempting to cel-
ebrate only the positive milestones accomplished
during these years but we know all too well the
ongoing political realities confronting Indian coun-
try. While we’ve fought long and hard for the
achievements realized, we still find ourselves
addressing many of the basic issues that were in the
forefront 25 years ago. Basic, inalienable rights
deemed sacrosanct by Indian people are continuously
in jeopardy and the fight must continue. We know
that within the legislative and judicial systems of this
nation, there are only a handful of people having
even a limited knowledge of Indian law, Indian cul-
ture, and the meaning tribal sovereignty - yet those
leaders are in charge of determining federal Indian
policy. To compound the dilemma, policy often vac-
illates with every new swing of the political pendu-
lum, leaving each of our generations to pick up the
pieces and repeatedly start the process all over again.

As we enter the new year, Indian people are
once more faced with a hostile Congress whose pri-
orities include revival of termination policies,
renewed assaults on sovereignty, and creative ways to
shirk guaranteed trust obligations owed by the feder-
al government. The systematic attack on tribal
rights covers a broad range of topics. The assault
sweeps from the denial of Indian First Amendment
rights all the way to proposed legislation designed to
dismantle emerging tribal economies for having
shown some recent positive financial gain in some of

the poorest regions
of the United
States. This being
done without
regard for the fact
that both Indians
and non-Indians
may have benefit-
ted. With the cur-
rent Congress, it
also seems that
tribal programs are
expected to absorb
an uneven and
unequal share of
budget cuts while
the disparity
between the majority society and Indian societies
continues to widen.

As was discussed at the 25th Anniversary
gathering, the critical Indian issues of today are not
contemporary ones, but issues that have evolved over
the centuries. Since the inception of the United
States, we, as Indian people, have had to appear
before Congress again and again requesting laws that
might protect cultural and religious rights as well as
tribal sovereignty. Today, we must again appear
before Congress continuing to ask for those same
protections - even though many have already been
historically and legally defined in the past.

So, what do we do for the next 25 years? The
consensus is that NARF must continue to do basical-
ly the same thing that we have done for the past 25
years - striving to safeguard the legal and sovereign
rights of tribes and Indian people. The nation and
all of Indian country can be assured that the Native
American Rights Fund will lead the way and carry
the banner into the next 25 years. |

Evelyre Stevernsern
(Salish-Kootenai) Montana

Evelyn Stevenson, Chairperson
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n the formation of the Native American Rights Fund, a governing board was assembled composed of Indian leaders
from across the country — wise and distinguished people who were respected by Indians nationwide. Since that
time, the NARF Board of Directors has continued to provide NARF with leadership and credibility and the vision of
its members has been essential to NARF’s effectiveness in representing its Native American clients. -

Chairperson
Evelyn Stevenson
(Salish-Kootenai)
Montana

Vice Chairperson
Willie Kasayulie (Yupik)
Alaska

David Archambault
(Standing Rock Sioux)
North Dakota

Roy Bernal
(Taos Pueblo)
New Mexico

Willie Kasayhe David chambault Gilbert Blue

Gilbert Blue
(Catawba)
South Carolina

Mildred Cleghorn
(Fort Sill Apache)
Oklahoma

Cliv Dore
(Passamaquoddy)
Maine

Kathryn Harrison
(Confederated Tribes of
Grand Ronde)

Oregon

| liv Dore Kath n Harri
i son Rick Hill
(Oneida) Wisconsin

Judy Knight-Frank
(Ute Mountain Ute)
Colorado

Will Mayo
(Native Village of Tanana)
Alaska

Rev. Kaleo Patterson
(Native Hawaiian)
Hawaii

Rebecca Tsosie
(Pasqua Yaqui) Arizona

RickHill  Will Mayo
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he National Support Committee was established in 1978 to assist NARF with its fundraising and public
relations efforts nationwide. Some of the individuals on the Committee are prominent in the field of busi-
ness, entertainment and the arts. Others are known advocates for the rights of the underserved. All of
the 40 volunteers on the Committee are committed to upholding the rights of Native Americans. £

Richard A. Hayward, NSC Chairman
(Mashantucket Pequot)

Owanah Anderson (Choctaw)

Edward Asner

Katrina McCormick Barnes

Debra Bassett

David Brubeck

U.S. Senator Ben Nighthorse Campbell
(Northern Cheyenne)

Harvey A. Dennenberg

Michael Dorris (Modoc)

Michael Driver

Richard Dysart

Louise Erdrich (Turtle Mountain Chippewa)

James Garner

Sy Gomberg

Will H. Hays, Jr.

Alvin M. Josephy, Jr.

Charles R. Klewin

Nancy A. Klewin

Wilma Mankiller (Cherokee)

Chris E. McNeil, Jr. (Tlingit-Nisga’'a)
Billy Mills (Oglala Sioux)

N. Scott Momaday (Kiowa)

Alfonso Ortiz (San Juan Tewa)
Amado Pefia Jr. (Yaqui/Chicano)
David Risling, Jr. (Hoopa)

Pernell Roberts

Walter S. Rosenberry III

Leslie Marmon Silko (Laguna Pueblo)
Connie Stevens

Anthony L. Strong (Tlingit-Klukwan)
Maria Tallchief (Osage)

Andrew Teller (Isleta Pueblo)

Verna Teller (Isleta Pueblo)

Studs Terkel

Ruth Thompson

Tenaya Torres (Chiricahua Apache)
Thomas N. Tureen

The Rt. Rev. William C. Wantland (Seminole)
Dennis Weaver

W. Richard West, Jr. (Cheyenne)

) NARF Board Members
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CORPORATE ORFICERS

John E. Echohawk (Pawnee)
Executive Director/Attorney

K. Jerome Gottschalk
Litigation Management Committee
Member/Attorney

Yvonne T. Knight (Ponca-Creek)
Litigation Management Commilttee
Member/Attorney

Mark Tilden (Navajo)
Litigation Management Commilttee
Member/Attorney

Marilyn E. Pourier (Oglala Lakota/Cheyenne
River Sioux)
Director of Development

Ray Ramirez
Secretary/Editor/Grant Writer

Clela Rorex
Treasurer/Law Office Administrator

BOULDER MAIN OFFICE STARF

Walter R. Echo-Hawk (Pawnee)
Attorney

Tracy Labin (Seneca)
Attorney

Melody McCoy (Cherokee)
Attorney

Don B. Miller
Attorney

Donald R. Wharton
Attorney

Ben Artichoker (Oglala Lakota/Winnebago)
Direct Mail Coordinator

Rose Brave (Oglala Lakota)
Office Manager

Belle Chase (Mandan-Hidatsa-Arikara)
Receptionist

Christine Fennimore
Micro Computer Specialist

Scott Gettman
Development Administrative Assistant

Sandra R. Janis (Oglala Lakota)
Accountant

Marla Keckler (Cheyenne River Sioux)
Legal Secretarial Assistant

T R T I T S e B

Michael Kennedy
Assistant Controller

Michel McKenzie
Documents/Records Clerk

Ghulam Nabiyar
Office Services Clerk

Sonya Paul (Navajo)
Legal Secretary/Legal Assistant

Mary Lu Prosser (Cheyenne River Sioux)
Development Assistant/Planned Giving

Donald M. Ragona
(Oglala Lakota/Mattinecock)
Director of Major Gifts

Pat Ragona (Rosebud Sioux)
Payroll/Accounts Payable Clerk

Kiohod Ramirez (Tohono O’Odham)
Office Sevices Lead Operator

Lara Smith (Cheyenne River Lakota)

Development Administrative Assistant

Debbie Raymond-Thomas (Navajo)
Assistant Controller

Rhoda M. Thompson (Navajo)
Legal Secretary/Legal Assistant

Marilyn White (St. Regis Mohawk)
Executive Assistant for LMC

INDIAN LA SUPPORT CENTER

Steven C. Moore
Director/Attorney

NATIONAL INDIAN LAW LIBRARY

deana harragarra waters
(Kiowa/Otoe-Missouria)
Law Librarian/Attorney

Marie Kindred (Northern Arapaho)
Librarian Assistant

Laura West (Native Hawaiian)
Technical Services Assistant

ANCHORAGE RFICE STARF

Lawrence A. Aschenbrenner
Atforney

Heather Kendall (Athabascan)
Attforney

Marie Jeter (Tlingit)
Legal Administrative Assistant

WASHINGTON, D.C. ORPICE STARF

Richard Dauphinais
(Turtle Mountain Chippewa)
Attorney

James K. Kawahara (Winnebago)
Attorney

Robert M. Peregoy (Flathead)
Attorney

Keith Harper (Cherokee)
Skadden Fellow

~ NARF's Staff
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FAe Preserveliers of Tadlhe! Exstereee

he most critical issue facing Indian tribes today
reservation of their existence as govern-

entails. Thus, the focus of
ves issues relating to the

ontinues its work
al jurisdiction
Indian eco-
the fact that

tions. Conflicts often
it tes, the federal
rnment, and others over

] sovereignty. During
ARF handled several
cases that affected the
gn powers of tribes.

e cases involved serious
issues of taxation and jurisdic-
tion in several states.

In A-1 Contractors v.
norable William Strate,

isdiction over a personal
njury action arising between
two non-Indians on the reservation, one of the non-
ndians challenged the Tribal Court decision in fed-
eral court. NARF undertook representation of the
ribal Court in the federal proceedings. The Eighth

® ® ® L4
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Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the federal district
court’s decision which had upheld NARF’s position
that the tribe had jurisdiction. The Court held that
tribes have jurisdiction over civil cases arising on
Indian land regardless of the race or political status
of the parties. The Court then granted A-1
Contractors’ petition in January, 1995, for a rehear-
ing before the full (en banc) Eighth Circuit. Oral
arguments have been held and a decision is now
pending.

On behalf of the National Congress of
American Indians and nine tribes, NARF filed an
amicus curiae brief in the United States Supreme
Court in Oklahoma Tax Commission v. Chickasaw
Nation supporting the Chickasaw Nation. In June,
1995, the Court ruled in favor of the Chickasaw
Nation holding that the State of Oklahoma had no
jurisdiction to tax sales of motor fuels where the
tribe was the retailer and sold the fuel on tribal land
held in trust for them by the federal government.
On another issue, however,
the Court decided that a
Chickasaw treaty did not pro-
hibit the State from taxing the
income of tribal members who
worked for the tribe on tribal
trust land but resided outside
of Indian country.

South Point, Hawaii
ual Cheyenne and Arapaho

tribal members by the federal government. NARF
represents the Tribes’ Tax Commission and secured
the participation of the United States as amicus curi-

ae in support of the Tribes. This is the first time that
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NARF’s Board Members and Native Hawaiians

a federal court ever reviewed a tribal court decision case involves the Tribe’s authority to impose a tax on
on the merits of tribal taxing authority. The ene i ivi
compames have appealed the dec1s1on

a tribal tax. A ruling by the court is pend Barrow from allowing liquor sales in the‘
NARF represents the Native Village of Venetie = community. The boundaries of the Village and the
in State of Alaska v. Native Village of Venetie. This City are roughly contiguous and the population is
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36% non-Native. Federal law prohibits the sale of

~,}the Vlllage is opposed
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liquor in Indian country without t

onsent and

infrastructures necessary to implement and adminis-
ter tribal entities such as courts and regulatory agen-
cies. NARF recognizes that independent sources of
revenue from which to fund locally derived priorities
— i.e. a tribal tax base, and greater capacity to man-
age and foster the integrity of tribal homelands as
they affect the health and the environment of Indian
country residents — is necessary to the task.

In working toward this goal, the Project has
continued to serve on the National Indian Policy
Center (NIPC) Task Forces for Natural Resources,
the Environment, the Law, and Administration for
Justice. The Project has been assisting the NIPC
with the review and prioritization of proposals for a
research paper on tribal courts and tribal taxation.

The Project continues to operate from the
perspective that environmental and economic devel-
opment issues are integrally related in Indian coun-
try. This perspective takes into account that reserva-
tions are permanent homelands for tribes and that
any planned development which affects the land,
resources or the people, must take into account their
impact for several generations to come; and, that
environmental issues are themselves serious eco-
nomic development opportunities that must be care-
fully studied and assessed.

NARF has played a key role in the implemen-
tation of federal environmental law and policy that .
recognizes tribal governments as the primary regula-

NARF’s 25th Anniversary PowWow




tors and enforcers of the federal environmental laws
on Indian lands. NARF will continue to work with
tribes, the National Tribal Environmental Council
and other Indian organizations to maintain the
progress that has been made with the Environmental
Protection Agency and other federal agencies. As a
member of the Green Group, the coalition of nation-
al environmental organizations, NARF will continue
to educate the environmental community on the role
of tribes in environmental law and policy.

NARF continued its work with the Klamath
Tribe of Oregon on their Economic Self-
Sufficiency Plan (ESSP) which was mandated by
Congress in 1986 in the Klamath Tribal
Restoration Act which reversed the Tribe’s termi-
nation in 1954. A final draft is circulating in the
Bureau of Indian Affairs before it must be finalized
by the Secretary of the Interior and submitted to
Congress. The ESSP’s chief recommendation is
the return of federally held tribal lands. It assess-
es the loss of tribal reservation lands to federal
management as well as the costs of termination of
the government-to-government relationship.

Pederal Recognition and Restoration

NARF currently represents six Indiar
munities who have survived intact as ident
Indian tribes but who are not federally r
These Indian tribes, for differing reasons
have a government-to-government relati
between themselves and the federal gove
Traditionally, federal recognition was a
tribe through treaty, land set aside for
by legislative means. The majority of thi
clients are seeking an administrative det
tion by the Department of Interior that t
fact, have continued to exist as Indian tr
the time of significant white contact to th
sent day and have continued to govern them
and their members. NARF, therefore, prepar
necessary historical, legal, and anthropologica!
documentation to support a petition for acknowl
edgment.

For more than 100 years, these Indian
communities have been foreclosed from the bene-
fits of a formal federal relationship with the feder-

al government. Through administrative acknowl-
edgment, NARF is now trying to bridge that gap.

On behalf of the United Houma Nation of
Louisiana, NARF is responding to proposed find-
ings against federal acknowledgment issued by the
Bureau of Indian Affairs after NARF had filed a
recognition petition for them. NARF is also moni-
toring litigation in Louisiana on behalf of the
United Houma Nation that might affect their
interest in land claims.

On behalf of the Mashpee Wampanoag
Tribe of Massachusetts, NARF is responding to a
notice of obvious deficiency issued by the Bureau
of Indian Affairs after NARF had filed a recognition
petition for them. NARF has also supplemented
the petition for federal recognition filed on behalf
of the Little Shell Tribe of Chippewa Indians of

the Bureau
their pet1-
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The releetiors of Vasle! Netvne) PReserrees

he protection of tribal natural resources is

closely linked to the preservation of tribal exis-

tence. Without a sufficient natural resource

base to sustain it, the practice of tribal sover-

eignty is difficult. NARF helps Indian people to

establish and maintain ownership and control
of land and to assert their rights to water and hunt-
ing and fishing.

Protection of Tian Lands

Without a sufficient
land base, tribal existence is dif-
ficult to maintain. In this area,
NARF helps Native American
people establish ownership and
control over lands and natural
resources which are rightfully
theirs.

After obtaining a forum
in the United States through a
Senate resolution for the
Keewattinosagaing or
“Northern Lakes” Pottawatomi
Nation of Canada to present
their claim against the United
States for compensation for
outstanding treaty entitlements,
NARF filed suit on their behalf
in the United States Court of
Federal Claims in February,
1995. They had been foreclosed from bringing suit
based on jurisdictional grounds because their ances-
tors had fled the United States in the early 1900’s to
escape forced removal to western lands. As a result
of this flight, the United States has denied them
their share of entitlements under Pottawatomi
treaties.

In May, 1995, the Court of Federal Claims
ruled in NARF’s favor in Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes v.
United States. The Court held that the Tribes repre-
sented by NARF did not have to re-litigate the find-
ing of federal liability in Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes v.
Woods and could present a damages claim against
the United States. NARF had won the Woods case in
the Tenth Circuit Court of Appeals in 1992 enjoining
the Bureau of Indian Affairs from illegally extending

L] ® L
L3 L4 L ®

n - ANARF 1995

NARF’s 25th Anniversary PowWow

the terms of three tribal oil and gas leases in
Oklahoma at below market rates without tribal con-
sent and establishing a breach of the federal govern-
ment’s fiduciary duty to manage Indian trust lands
prudently. In July, 1995, the General Council of the
Cheyenne-Arapaho Tribes approved a $1.5 million
settlement offer from the energy companies involved
in the Woods case.

NARF continued to advise
the Catawba Tribe of South
Carolina with implementation
of the 1993 Catawba Indian
Land Claim Settlement Act
which NARF successfully
worked with the Tribe to
obtain. The Settlement Act
provided a $50 million settle-
ment and restored tribal status
for the Catawbas. Research
and advice is necessary as the
Tribe asserts its governmental
powers, develops a tribal court
system and federally chartered
tribal corporations, revises the I
tribal constitution and by-laws, |
and exercises its sovereign ¢
immunity from suit. j

The Stockbridge-Munsee
Tribe of Wisconsin, represent-
ed by NARF, has a land claim
to 26,000 acres in New York pending.in federal dis-
trict court in New York against of New York
and various local governments. m is bas:
on the 1790 Non-intercourse Act '
invalidates any Indian land transa
made without federal appro
for negotiati
York which
the Tribe, »
the United States Suprem

cal issue in this case.
In other Non-intercourse Ac
the Alabama-Coushatta Tribe is argu



established its aboriginal title to 6.5 million acres in
what is now eastern Texas in proceedings before the
United States Court of Federal Claims under a spe-
cial jurisdictional act from Congress. The Tribe has
a claim for monetary damages from the United
States for failure to protect the Tribe’s possession of
its aboriginal land. NARF has represented the Tribe
since 1981 and is currently awaiting a decision of a
review panel. NARF has also

Water Rihts

Establishing tribal rights to the use of water
in the arid west continues to be a major NARF
involvement. Under the precedent established by the
United States Supreme Court in 1908 in the case of
Winters v. United States and confirmed in 1963 in
Arizona v. California, Indian tribes are entitled
under federal law to sufficient

resumed representation of
the Ysleta del Sur Pueblo on
their claim to aboriginal
lands in west Texas and
research is in progress.
NARF continued rep-
resenting the San Juan
Southern Paiute Tribe in the
consolidated cases of
Masayesva v. Zah v. James
and Navajo Tribe v. U.S. v.
San Juan Southern Paiute
Tribe, involving the Navajo
and Hopi Tribes in a dispute
over an area of land in
northern Arizona claimed by
all three tribes. An Arizona
federal district court in 1992
held that the San Juan
Southern Paiutes had estab-
lished exclusive use to 75

“We need places like this (Wai ’
Opio) to restructure ourselves back
to our source, the culture, the family.
Each family has its own function
and purpose. And each is called
upon to contribute to the whole.
That’s why over there on the lele
(the alter next to the Heiau) we have
consecrated the ahu to Tutu Pele, the
first level. The second level, to
Kamapua’a. The third level, to the
family, which has the responsibility
to care for the culture.”

Mahealani Pai
(NARF client & Native Hawaiian)

water for present and future
needs, with a priority date at least
as early as the establishment of
their reservations. These tribal
reserved water rights are superior
to all state-recognized water
rights created after the tribal pri-
ority date, which in most cases
will give tribes valuable senior
water rights in the water-short
West. Unfortunately, most tribes
have not utilized their reserved
water rights and most of these
rights are unadjudicated or
unquantified. As a result, tribal
water claims constitute the major
remaining water allocation issue
in the West. The major need in
each case is to define or quantify
the exact amount of water to
which each tribe is entitled.

acres and joint use with the
Navajo Tri her 48,000 acres of land. Those
findings led to the Ninth Circuit
Court of appeal is pending while set-
rties have

ite Earth Band of

>n unsuccessful in its efforts
hey are now involved

Y negotiations with the
ildlife Service fo manage

NARF pursues these claims on
behalf of tribes through litigation or out-of-court
settlement negotiations.

In Klamath Tribe v. Oregon, NARF repre-
sents the Klamath Tribe in seeking Supreme Court
review of a 1994 decision by the Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals that rejected the Tribe’s assertion that
Oregon’s water adjudication process does not meet
the standards necessary for the State to assert juris-
diction over the Tribe’s water rights. NARF also con-
tinues to assist the Tribe in obtaining and reviewing
the hydrological, biological and other studies
required to adjudicate the Tribe’s reserved water
rights to support its 1864 treaty hunting and fishing
rights. In January, 1995, on behalf of the Klamath
Tribe, NARF was successful in convincing the Bureau

NARE 1995 - 12
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of Reclamation to develop a written interim water
management plan for 1995 for Upper Klamath Lake
in order to better protect the Tribe’s treaty protected
fishery, including two species of fish which have
been listed as endangered pursuant to the
Endangered Species Act. These favorable manage-
ment changes support the Tribe’s pending water

rights claims by adopting the Tribe’s proposed water

level for fishery purposes, agreeing to develop a long-
term water plan, and re-initiating consultations
under the Endangered Species Act to determine bet-
ter ways to protect the endangered fishery in Upper
Klamath Lake.

NARF continued to implement and monitor
the Fort McDowell Indian Community’s water rights
settlement in Arizona which was approved by
Congress in 1991 and provides for 36,350 acre- feet of
water, $25 million for economic development and a
$13 million loan to assist the Tribe in putting its
water to use. Part of the Tribe’s water comes from
the Central Arizona Project managed by the Bureau
of Reclamation, which is in the process of transfer-
ring management to the Central Arizona Water
Conservation District. NARF is involved in these
negotiations to protect the interests of the Tribe.

NARF is asserting the Chippewa-Cree Tribe’s

rights to water flowing on and through the Rocky
Boys Reservation in Montana in settlement negotia-

B Tt e I Bl S g T I R g L
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~ neously with litigation, but the litigation is now
stayed to allow negotlatlons to proceed w1thout

; Resource D1v1$10n and conduct a domes
supply needs assessment.

- use of water resources and submit a report of fmd- L
_ings and recommendations to Congress in 1997.

tions with the Montana Reserved
Water Rights Compact
Commission and the federal gov- \
ernment. Settlement negotiations
are now focused on the concept of
a regional pipeline which would
serve both Indians and non-
Indians with storage water from
an off-reservation federal reser-
voir. If the parties can agree, a
bill authorizing the pipeline and
settling the Tribe’s water rights
claims will be introduced in
Congress.
NARF is also representing
the Nez Perce Tribe of Idaho in
efforts to secure their reserved
water rights in the Snake River
Basin adjudication. The Tribe is claiming suffi-
cient water for instream flows to protect tribal
fisheries and for irrigation and domestic uses.
Settlement negotiations with the State of Idaho =~
and private parties have been proceeding simulta- =~

NAREF staff

dlstractlons ;

~ For the past several years NARF has been u
advising the Tule River Tribe in California on iden-
tifying the existence and scope of the Tribe’s water
rights and demgnmg a conceptual water develop-
ment plan for the Reservation. The Tribe antici-

“pates requesting a federal water rights negotiating
,tearn soon to commence settlement negotlatlons
e over 1ts water r1ghts clalms The Tr'be has .

NARF is represented on the Western Water
Pollcy Review Advisory Commission which is com-
posed of members appomted by the Pre51dent and
the Congress. The Commission is to undertake a
comprehenswe review of federal act1v1t1es in the
19 western states which affect the allocatlon and

It is hoped that the recognition and development




of Indian reserved water rights and other Indian
water issues can be prominently featured in the
final report.

In September, 1995, NARF co-sponsored with
the Western States Water Council the fourth
Symposium on the Settlement of Indian Reserved
Water Rights Claims. There is continuing wide-
spread interest among Indian and non-Indians alike
in resolving Indian water rights issues through out-
of-court settlements. These meetings responded to
that interest by featuring speakers involved in suc-
cessful settlement negotiations and related topics
and encouraging discussion by participants.

Hunting aud Fishing

The right to hunt and fish in traditional
areas, both on and off reservations, and for both sub-
sistence and commercial purposes, remains a vital

mental in assisting tribes to assert hunting and fish-
ing rights, which are guaranteed by treaty or other
federal law.

NARF won a substantial victory in Apr11

1995, when the Ninth Circuit Court of Appea de01d-

ed John v. United Stafes. Federal law recogmze‘s

cial and sport hunting and fishing on pubhc lands.

In John, the Court held that public lands to which
subsistence hunting and fishing rights attach
include navigable waters in which the United States
has reserved water rights. The Court rejected the
State of Alaska’s argument that public lands included
no navigable waters, which would have wiped out

- subsistence fishing rights that Natives have been r .

~ exercising since time immemorial.

In May, 1995, NARF filed Native Vzllage of
FEyak v. Trawler Diane Marie, Inc. which asserts abo-
riginal title on behalf of Alaska Native tribes to the
Outer Continental Shelf in Prince William Sound
and the Gulf of Alaska. It challenges the Department
of Commerce’s Individual Fishing Quota (IFQ) regu-
lations for halibut and sable fish on the ground that
such regulations authorize non-tribal members pos-
sessing IFQ’s to fish within exclusive tribal fishing
grounds without tribal consent, while at the same

_priority that sub51stence
~ fishing under federal lav

hunt and fish for subsistence purposes over commer—, _ for

S L g e,

time prohibiting tribal members without IFQ’s from
fishing within their own aboriginal territory. The
issue presented is whether the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of 1971 extinguished aboriginal title
outside the three mile limit.

In the case Nome Eskimo Community v.
Babbitt, NARF is assisting Nome Eskimo Community
in asserting its rights and authority to manage its
historic and traditional subsistence fishery. The
Tribe has claimed aboriginal title in the Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS) beyond the State’s three
mile limit. This case was dismissed in October, 1995,
by the United States Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.
The Court held that the case was moot since the gold
lease sales on the OCS complained of by the Tribe
were cancelled by the federal government.

In Elim v. Alaska, NARF represents several

- Norton Sound area Alaska Native villages that
issue in Indian country. NARF has long been instru- -

depend on Norton: Sound chum salmon stocks for a
subsistence fishery that is now in decline because the

State allows those fish to be intercepted and harvest-

ed in the commerci: e salmon flshery at False

Pass in the Aleutiar he suit asserts the legal

ing has over commercial
';September 1995, the

;he State from providing -~

: ; ,1st1ng'ﬁ the Gwrch’m Natlon of
Alaska and Canada in their opp051t10n to ongomg
Congressional efforts to open up the Arctic National
Wildlife Refuge to oil development. The Gw1ch’1n
depend on subsistence hunting of the Porcupine

. caribou herd whlch has its calving grounds in the -

Refuge and fear that the herd would be adversely
impacted by such development i
-In Kluti Kaah Native Village of Copper

Center v. Rosier, NARF is assisting the Village in )

changing state and;federalregulatlons governing the
subsistence harvests of caribou.and moose in the
Copper River Basin. NARF argues that the Board of
Game violated the state subsistence law by failing to
provide an adequate hunting season to obtain moose
for subsistence uses, and seeks to establish that the
subsistence priority include consideration of custom-
ary and traditional uses of a resource. [ :

B Tt S A T g Tl g il B A
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n 1995, NARF provided assistance in seve:
matters involving religious freedom an
tion. NAREF, on behalf of its clients, s
enforce and strengthen laws which are design
for the unique needs and problems of Native
Americans in this area.

Religious Freedom

Because religion is the foundation that holds
Native communities and cultures together, religious
freedom is a NARF priority issue. As a result, NARF
has utilized its resources to protect First
Amendment rights of Native American religious lead-
ers, prisoners, and members of the Native American
Church, and to assert
tribal rights to repa-
triate burial remains.
Since Native
American religious
freedom affects basic
cultural survival of
Indian tribes, NARF
believes that
American law and
social policy must
provide adequate
legal protection.

NARF is
working on two ini-
tiatives designed to
protect the religious
freedom of Native
American prisoners
whose religious
rights have been seriously eroded since 1987 when
United States Supreme Court decisions began weak-
ening protections of the free exercise of religion by
prisoners under the First Amendment of the
Constitution. First, on behalf of the Native American
Church of North America and a national coalition of
Native prisoner advocates, NARF is seeking a direc-
tive from the Attorney General of the United States
protecting the free exercise of religion rights of
Native prisoners confined in federal prisons. Second,
NAREF is targeting and encouraging the filing of sev-
eral federal court actions to protect the free exercise

-

of religion rights of Native prisoner

gious use of peyote by Indians in bon
tional ceremonies from controlled subs
of the federal and state governments. NARF repre-
sented the Native American Church of North
America and played a key role in the passage of the
legislation. It also prohibits discrimination
against Indians for such religious use of peyote,
including the denial of otherwise applicable bene-
fits under public
assistance programs.
The bill closes the
door to governmen-
tal prohibition of
sacramental use of
peyote by Indians
and effectively

,  reverses a 1990

* United States
Supreme Court
decision in Smith v.
Oregon that denied
First Amendment
protection to the
Native American
Church. NARF con-
tinued to assist the
Native American
Church of North
America on issues involving the cultivation and
importation of peyote for religious purposes.

NARF represents the Pawnee Tribe of
Oklahoma in repatriation claims against the
Smithsonian Institution under the repatriation pro-
visions of the National Museum of the American
Indian Act. In June, 1995, the Pawnee Tribe, togeth-
er with related Arikara and Wichita tribal representa-
tives, reburied the remains of 300 ancestors and
associated funerary objects in their aboriginal lands
in Nebraska. Many of the remains were from the
Smithsonian. However, the Smithsonian refused to

NARF Board Member

12 - ANARE 1995
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by the Tribal Education Code in 1991, Negotiations

" e s . . are in progress on an agreement for a joint tribal-
..don’t sit silent, silence can state system for teacher certification and school

. . . accreditation of public schools on the Rosebud
kill the Si””t Of who you are and Reservation. NARF is also assisting the Department

what you believe in.” with administrative procedures and a policy manual.
NARF also represents the Assiniboine-Sioux
Gloria Mendoza (Sante Fe, NM) Tribes of the Fort Peck Reservation in Montana in

preparing a tribal education code. A draft code pre-
pared after extensive meetings on the Reservation
has been the subject of Reservation-wide hearings
repatriate some 50 remains and the Tribe appealed to  and NARF is in the process of finalizing the code for

the Smithsonian Review Committee. In October, consideration by the Tribal Council. It addresses
1995, in the first appeal under the Act, the claim of parental and community involvement, curriculum
the Tribe was upheld. relevance, student performance, Indian staff, tribal

government policy and fina

Rlueation

NARF has implemented an Indian Education
Legal Support Project with its central theme of “trib-
alizing education.” The goal is to give tribes more
control over their most precious resource, their chil-
dren, and help them to improve Indian education
and tribal societies. Rather than focusing on tradi-
tional civil rights work such as racial discrimination
claims, NARF’s efforts are devoted to confirming the
unique sovereign rights of Indian tribes based on
principles of Indian law. To date these rights and
principles have not been addressed adequately in the
context of education. '

Under the Project, NARF strives to
strengthen tribal rights in education. This mean
helping tribes gain control of the formal educati
of their members, regardless of the government
that primarily provides the education — federal,
state, or tribal. As NARF continues to develop an
successfully promote cutting-edge legal theories
about tribal control of education, work continues i
developing tribal education laws, such as education
codes, policies, and plans; developing tribal-state
agreements and compacts as necessary to imple-
ment tribal laws; reforming federal and state educa-
tion laws and policies; and litigation to enforce trib-
al rights in education.

NARF continued its precedent-setting work
with the Tribal Education Department of the Rosebud
Sioux Tribe of South Dakota which was established

B i e e I S g R e L,
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ARF works to hold all levels of government
accountable for the proper enforcement of the
many laws and regulations which govern the
lives of Indian people. NARF continues to be
mvolved in several cases which focus primarily

~on the accountablhty of the federal and state
governments to. Indians;:

~ InaCourtof Federal Claims action, NARF

represents the Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewas

in North Dakota, the ‘Chippewa-Cree of the Rocky
~ Boys ‘se’rvatlon in Montana and the Little Shell
ipp Was 1n Montana against the Bureau of

al dlstrlbutlon to the’trlbes in
yted portlon was held

| progress in assert-
wanan rlghts

waiian Legal Corporation

for a favorable ruling

the Hawaii state court that

~would allow for traditional Native
Hawaiian access rights to rainfor-
est lands traditionally exercised by
Native Hawaiians on those lands
before they were exchanged in
1983 by the State of Hawaii for
other lands in order to accommo-
date a geothermal developer. The
decision is expected to be appealed
to the Hawaii Supreme Court. The

case was previously before the Hawaii Supreme
Court in 1992 when it upheld the land exchange but
remanded the case for trial on the traditional access
rights issue. That ruling was precedent for a land-
mark 1995 ruling by the Court in Public Access
Shoreline Hawaii v. Hawaii County Planning
Commission which alerted government agencies of
their responsibility under the Hawaii State
Constitution to consider Native Hawaiian rights in
all permitting rather than forcing traditional access
practitioners to resort to litigation in order to con-
tinue such customary usage.

NARF represents Mahealani Pai, a Native
Hawaiian, and the Pai ‘Ohana Association in an effort
to resolve their claim to use and occupy their ances-
tral homelands within the boundaries of a national
historic park on the island of Hawaii. The Pai family
(‘Ohana means family) is currently represented by
the Native Hawaiian Legal Corporation in its federal
quiet title lawsuit to establish individual aboriginal
title to and traditional uses of their aboriginal home-
lands. NARF is beginning negotiations with senior
Interior Department officials on a settlement agree-
ment between the National Park Service and the Pai
‘Ohana Association to permit continued occupancy
and traditional use of the lands within the histori-

cal park.

Native Hawaiians

T R T I T i g T g I B S
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he systematic development of Indian law is

essential for the continued protection of

Indian rights. This process involves distribut-

ing Indian law materials to, and communicat-

ing with, those groups and individuals working

on behalf of Indian people. NARF has two
ongoing projects which are aimed at achieving this
goal.

[ndian Law Support Conter

Since 1972 the Indian Law Support Center
(ILSC) of the Native American Rights Fund has
received funding from the Legal Services
Corporation to serve as a national support center on
Indian law and policy for the national Indian legal
services community and other basic field programs
serving Native American clients on Indian law relat-
ed matters. Since its inception literally hundreds of
requests fo , reas of Indian law

has been a551st1ng
grams as a project o
ly reduced level o

ing. With limited al support funding,
however, the Center wi able to continue fur-
nishing periodic newsletters or mailings with
Indian legal information and will be able to provide
telephone advice and co The Center will no

longer be able to assist with litigation and training

nor cover the cost of research materials from the
National Indian Law Library. NARF will continue
efforts to find sources of support to fund the
Center’s assistance to the 32 Indian legal services
programs and components.

The National [ndian Law Library

The National Indian Law Library (NILL) is
the only law library specializing in legal practice
materials which are essential for practitioners of
Indian law. Thousands of legal pleadings and opin-
ions from virtually every major Indian law case
since the 1950’s exists within the NILL collection.

_ These pleadings, the crux of NILL, are deeply appre-
_ ciated by those familiar with traditional law library

resources.

NILL houses the only comprehensive lend-
ing collection of past and present Tribal government
documents. In the seven years since its inception,

- the Tribal Government Collection consisting of con-
stitutions, codes, ordinances, resolutions, by-laws

and charters has surpassed 750 documents. It pro-
vides an invaluable partnership network for those
involved in the drafting, correcting and revising of
Tribal government documents.

NILL actively collects Indian law related
documents. These documents cover a spectrum
which includes books, pamphlets, federal govern-
ment and agencies documents, state government
and agencies documents, law review articles, schol-
arly reports, journal articles, newspaper articles,
student reports, and conference and seminar papers.

O g S e,
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Access to the contents of the NILL collection
is provided through a computerized database.
Numerous access points are assigned each record
entered in the database. In addition to the basic
author, title and subject headings, other access
points include the Tribe involved, the jurisdiction,

“See, Brothers, spring is

the parties to the lawsuit, the judges, the attorneys, here- The earth h&lS taken

the citation, the docket number and the NILL subject

headings. the embrace of the Sun,
The NILL collection has proven to be an

unique resource for those working in the arena of fed- and soon we shall see the

eral Indian law. In addition it is invaluable for attor-

neys and legal advocates working in geographically :
isolated areas throughout Indian country. These Chlldren Of that love. All

NILL clients make ready use of the telephone, telefax
and postal service to acquire legal reference assistance

since many of them are without access to even the ] ]
most basic law library materials. animals. From this great

Other Aotivities

In addition to its major projects, NARF con-
tinued its participation in numerous conferences and lw es. An d th erefore we
meetings of Indian and non-Indian organizations in ’ 4
order to share its knowledge and expertise in Indian
law. During the past fiscal year, NARF attorneys and
staff served in formal or informal speaking and lead-

seeds are awake and all

power we too have our

concede to our fellow

ership capacities at numerous tribal, state, academic, creatures, even our
and national Indian meetings such as the American .
Indian Resources Institute’s Tribal Leaders Forums, animal fel lO’ZxUS, the same

the National Congress of American Indians and the
Federal Bar Association.

NARF also hosted an Indian law symposium of
its own in August, 1995, as part of its 25th anniversary
commemoration. The symposium focused on the
major legal issues facing tribes in the next 25 years
which were identified by NARF board and staff during
a review of NARF’s program priorities. .

NARF remains firmly committed to continu- (Slttlng Bull)
ing its effort to share the legal expertise which NARF
possesses with these groups and individuals working
in support of Indian rights and to foster the recogni-
tion of Indian rights in mainstream society. [&§

rights as ourselves, to

live on this earth.”
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GSB Associates, Inc.
Stan P. Gardinich
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* Mrs. Kathleen M. Ameen
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‘Linda & Steve Schector
Mr. & Mrs. Emil Mosca
Mr. & Mrs. Ralph Mosca
Mr. & Mrs, Arthur J. Hlinka
Jim & Sue Mullins .
Theodore & Susan Killian
Michael & Barbara Litrell
Mr. & Mrs. John Cota
Mr. Martin Deaner -
The Data Center
The Holland Family
Rose & Gary Molinari
Mr. & Mrs. Thomas M. Smith
Mr. & Mrs. Sam A. Biscuso
Mr. & Mrs. Jack A. Parson
Mr. & Mrs. Rudy Goldasich

~ William O. Brown f, .
M. Gilbert Burford -
 Patricia and Don Bumet
Mary Casmus

" Prof. Ed Chasteen

- Janet Congero

Mr. & Mrs. James Crist

Ms. Linda Mosca

Mr. & Mrs. Frank Mosca, Sr.
Nick A. Mosca

Ms. Anita Izinerry

Marc & Pam Rudick

The Ragona Family

CIRCLE OF LIFE MEMBERS
(Contributors providing a lasting legacy to NARF through
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Audrey A. Baldwin

Louise Gomer-Bangel
Nina Barghoorn

Maxwell Barnard: ,
Katrina McCormick Barnes -
Barbara and Harry Beasley
Joyce Beaulieu

Diane Ben-Ari

Noel Benson

Roy Benson L
Mary Helen Bickley =
Oliver C. Binney -

Mary and Charles Bowers

Don M. Chase

Charles Cole

*Dr. Danielle C. Coop er
Starr Dorman

Laurie Desjardins
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Suzanne Gartz.
Laurence Geller
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Sheldon Haffner
Margaret Harnett
Mrs. Charles Heidelberger
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David Lawson

Ingrid LeBlanc

Rima Lurie

Suzanne MacDonald
Virginia S. W. Norton
Sara Osborne

Moses Peters

Randall Petersen

Mrs. Rose Pilcarsky

B. Frederique Samuel
Arthur E. Schroeder
Leroy E. and Mary F. Seaver Trust
Michael and Gillian Seeley
Katey Flynn Simetra

Nita and Charles Smith
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Rennard Strickland
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Valeria Tenyak
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Hazel Mann Trust
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Dale T. White - Boulder/Denver-Advisory-Committee

Jeanne Whiteing - Boulder/Denver-Advisory Committee

Professor Robert A, Williams - University of Arizona Law
School

Charles Wilkinson - Boulder/Denver-Advisory Committee




The audited financial statements of the Native Total expenditures for FY95 increased by $87,340, a

American Rights Fund, for the fiscal year ended 1.41% increase over FY94 expenditures. NARF con-
September 30, 1995, show that we received an
unqualified auditor’s opinion from our independent
auditing firm, Coopers & Lybrand. Of significant
note for FY95 is the increase of $830,892 in NARF’s
unrestricted reserve fund balance, for a total of
$1,597,782. NARF’s total support and revenue
increased by $1,735,280, or 31.7%, from the pre
ous fiscal year for total revenue of $7,210,318. Ar
increase of government grant revenue accounted
most of the increase and was largely attributable to
timing differences of receipts for grant awards.
Legal fee revenue also increased substantially due to
the receipt of the first installment of a large fee set
tlement. Contributions from individuals, corpora
tions, and foundation grants show smaller gains.

A breakdown of revenue sources for FY95 is shown
below.

FUNCTIONAL EXPENDITURES
as a percent of total revenue

dollars percents

Government Grants $ 3,056,154 42.4% Litigation & Client Services 58.6%

Foundation Grants $1,101,913 15.3% National Indian Law Library

Contributions $ 1,854,403 25.7% Program Services 61.7%

$ 878,521 12.2% Management and General 13.3%

Legal Fees

Other $ 319,327 4.4% Fundraising 12.0%

100.0%

Total $7210,318 Support Services
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Holy people have placed all of the gifts at the east.
Horses, cattle, sheep, children, old age,

medicine, songs, prayers -

placed all these things at the east.

The sun, as it comes over, penetrates into the home.
When we awake, we see that light. We know there is life.

NAVAJO




COO ers | Coopers & Lybrand L.L.P.
&Lybrand

a professional services firm

Native American Rights Fund, Inc.

Report On Audit of Financial Statements
As Of And For The Year Ended September 30, 1995

REPORT OF INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANTS

To the Board of Directors of
Native American Rights Fund, Inc.:

We have audited the accompanying balance sheet of Native American
Rights Fund, Inc. ("NARF") as of September 30, 1995, and the related
statements of support and revenue, expenses, capital additions and
changes in fund balances and cash flows for the year then ended.
These financial statements are the responsibility of NARF’'s manage-
ment. Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial
statements based on our audit.

We conducted our audit in accordance with generally accepted auditing
standards. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit
to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements
are free of material misstatement. An audit includes examining, on
a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in the
financial statements. An audit also includes assessing the accounting
principles used and significant estimates made by management, as well
as evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. We
believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, the financial statements referred to above present
fairly, in all material respects, the financial position of NARF as
of September 30, 1995, and the results of its operations and its cash
flows for the year then ended in conformity with generally accepted
accounting principles.

As discussed in Note 1 to the financial statements, a substantial
portion of NARF’'s assets consists of a challenge grant from the Ford
Foundation. The ability of NARF to raise funds to satisfy the terms
of the grant is contingent upon future events which cannot be
determined at this time.

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming an opinion on the
basic financial statements taken as a whole. The supplementary
information presented on page 16 is presented for purposes of
additional analysis and is not a required part of the basic financial
statements. Such information has been subjected to the auditing
procedures applled.ln the audit of the basic financial statements and,
in our opinion, is fairly stated in all material respects in relation
to the basic financial statements taken as a whole.

lroguns | Gbuond L/

Denver, Colorado
December 20, 1995

Coopers & Lybrand L.L.P. is a member of Coopers & Lybrand International, a limited liability association incorporated in Switzerland.



NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.
BALANCE SHEETS
at September 30, 1995 with comparative totals for 1994

1995 1994
The
NARF 21st
Current Funds Century General
Non-ILSC Endowment Fixed Total Total
ASSETS Unrestricted Restricted ILSC Fund Agset Fund All Funds All Funds
Cash and cash equivalents $ 92,730 $ - $72,097 $ - $ - $ 164,827 §$ 382,176
Cash escrow accounts - - - - - - 14,112
Marketable securities 760,827 - - 1,046,766 - 1,807,593 2,209,371
Grants receivable - 1,526,547 - - - 1,526,547 790,129
Bequests receivable 231,628 - - - - 231,628 432,500
Other receivables, net of allowance
of $43,000 in 1995 198,801 - - - - 198,801 371,259
Employee advances 13,101 - - - - 13,101 15,539
Prepaid expenses and other assets 35,185 - - - - 35,185 33,451
Interfund receivable (payable) 1,187,384 (1,187,384) - - - - -
Property and equipment, at cost:
Land and buildings - - - - 313,937 313,937 313,937
Improvements to land and
buildings - - - - 204,806 204,806 181,757
Office equipment and furnishings - - 17,411 - 419,072 436,483 352,492
Profegssional library - - - - 225,390 225,390 193,198
Less accumulated depreciation - - (13,982) - (628,745) (642,727) (583,640)
Total assets $2,519,656 $ 339,163 $75,526 81,046,766 $534,460 $4,515,571 $4,706,281
LIABILITIES AND FUND BALANCES
Accounts payable $ 130,274 $ 174,520 s - $ - s . - $ 304,794 $ 282,932
Other accrued expenses 74,775 - - - - 74,775 109,958
Accrued vacation pay 154,785 - - - - 154,785 156,776
Deferred revenue 562,040 164,643 72,097 - - 798,780 1,924,083
Mortgage and notes payable - - - - - - 26,680
Fund balances 1,597,782 - 3,429 1,046,766 534,460 3,182,437 2,205,852
Commitments - - - - - - -
Total liabilities and
fund balances $2,519,656 $ 339,163 $75,526 $1,046,766 $534,460 $4,515,571 $4,706,281

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements.
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND,

INC.

STATEMENTS OF SUPPORT AND REVENUE, EXPENSES, CAPITAL ADDITIONS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES

for the year ended September 30, 1995 with comparative totals for 1994

1995 1994
The
NARF 21st
Current Funds Century General
Non-ILSC Endowment Fixed Total Total
Unrestricted Restricted ILSC Fund Asset Fund All Funds All Funds
Support and revenue:
Governmental grants $ - $2,762,359 $293,795 S - $ - $3,056,154 $2,101,464
Foundation and trust grants - 1,091,913 10,000 - - 1,101,913 1,067,202
Contributions 1,854,403 - - - - 1,854,403 1,693,478
Legal fees 878,521 - - - - 878,521 376,702
Other 167,913 - 6,308 - - 174,221 125,637
Interest income and net gain
on investment transactions 87,876 - - 57,230 - 145,106 110,555
Total support and revenue 2,988,713 3,854,272 310,103 57,230 - 7,210,318 5,475,038
Expenses:
Program services:
Litigation and client
services 1,442,970 2,457,286 204,822 - - 4,105,078 4,135,728
National Indian Law Library 77,339 131,703 10,829 - - 219,871 323,588
Total program services 1,520,309 2,588,989 215,651 - - 4,324,949 4,459,316
Support services:
Management and general 295,389 566,352 83,753 - - 945,494 791,801
Fund raising 302,753 552,246 - - - 854,999 699,329
Total support services 598,142 1,118,598 83,753 - - 1,800,493 1,491,130
Interfund cost allocations (11,915) 11,915 - - - - -
Bad debt expense 68,269 - - - - 68,269 51,000
Loss on disposal of property
and equipment - - - - - - 41,358
Loss on disposal of donated art - - - - - 88,396
Depreciation - - 2,370 - 76,472 78,842 54,013
Total expenses 2,174,805 3,719,502 301,774 - 76,472 6,272,553 6,185,213

Continued

-3-



NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

STATEMENTS OF SUPPORT AND REVENUE, EXPENSES, CAPITAL ADDITIONS AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES, Continued

for the year ended September 30, 1995 with comparative totals for 1994

1995 1994
The
NARF 21lst
Current Funds Century General
Non~-ILSC Endowment Fixed Total Total
Unrestricted Restricted ILSC Fund Asset Fund All Funds All Funds
Excess (deficiency) of
support and revenue
over expenses before
capital additions S 813,908 $§ 134,770 $ 8,329 S 57,230 $(76,472) $ 937,765 $ (710,175)
Capital additions:
Contributions - - - 5,000 - 5,000 100,000
Investment income - - - - - -
Net loss on investment
transactions - - - - - - - (1,449)
Total capital additions - - - 5,000 - 5,000 98,551
Excess (deficiency) of support
and revenue over expenses
after capital additions 813,908 134,770 8,329 62,230 (76,472) 942,765 (611,624)
Fund balances, beginning of -
year 766,890 - 5,799 1,007,898 425,265 2,205,852 2,923,129
Other changes in fund balances:
Acquisition of property and
equipment (34,621) (115,219) (9,147) - 158,987 - -
Repayment of mortgage and
notes payable (5,577) (19,551) (1,552) - 26,680 - -
Realized gains and investment
income on endowment
funds utilized 55,781 - - (55,781) - - -
Unrealized loss on endowment
fund - - - - - - (105,653)
Recovery of unrealized loss
on investments 1,401 - - 32,419 - 33,820 -
Fund balances, end of year $1,597,782 N - $ 3,429 $1,046,766 $534,460 $3,182,437 $2,205,852

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements.
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for the year ended September 30,

NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.
STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS

1995 with comparative totals for 1994

1995 1994
The
NARF 21st
Current Funds Century General
Non-ILSC Endowment Fixed Total Total
Unrestricted Restricted ILSC Fund Asset Fund All . Funds All Funds
Cash flows from operating
activities:
Excess (deficiency) of support
and revenue over expenses
after capital additions $ 813,908 $ 134,770 $ 8,329 $ 62,230 $ (76,472) $ 942,765 $ (611,624)
Adjustments to reconcile excess
(deficiency) of support and
revenue over expenses after
capital additions to net cash
provided by (used in) operat-
ing activities:
Bad debt expense 68,269 - - - - 68,269 51,000
Depreciation - - 2,370 - 76,472 78,842 54,013
Recovery of loss on sale of
investments - - - (1,449) - (1,449) -
Loss on sale of investments - - - - - - 31,773
Unrealized loss on investments - - - - - - 14,358
(Gain) loss on disposal of
property and equipment (2,600) - - - - (2,600) 41, 358
Loss on disposition of donated
art - - - - - - 88,396
Change in operating assets and
liabilities:
Decrease (increase) in
cash escrow accounts 14,112 - - - - 14,112 (14,112)
Decrease (increase) in grants
and bequests receivable 200,872 (743,006) 6,588 - - (535,546) (281,730)
Decrease (increase) in other .
receivables 106,789 - - - - 106,789 327,352
Decrease (increase) in prepaid
expenses and other assets 704 - - - - 704 14,850
Decrease (increase) in inter-
fund receivable/payable (1,046,549) 1,046,549 - - - - -
Increase (decrease) in
accounts payable (143,957) 165,819 - - - 21,862 (63,606)
Increase (decrease) in other
accrued expenses (37,174) - - - - (37,174) (130,948)
Increase (decrease) in '
deferred revenue (700,872) (469,362) 44,931 - - (1,125,303) 1,068,375
Net cash provided by {(used
in) operating activities (726,498) 134,770 62,218 60,781 - (468,729) 589,490
Continued
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.
STATEMENTS OF CASH FLOWS,

for the year ended September 30,

Cash flows from investing
activities:
Additions to investments
Proceeds from investments
Purchase of fixed assets
Proceeds from sale of
donated art

Net cash provided by
(used in) investing
activities

Cash flows from financing
activities:
Net fund balance transfers
Payment of debt

Net cash provided by
(used in) financing
activities

Increase (decrease) in cash

Cash and equivalents at
beginning of year

Cash and equivalents at end
of year

The accompanying notes are an

1995 with comparative totals for 1994

Continued

1995 1994
The
NARF 21lst
Current Funds Century General
Non-1LSC Endowment Fixed Total Total
Unrestricted Restricted ILSC Fund Asset Fund All Funds All Funds

$ (457,953) $ - $ - ${190,000) $ - $ (647,953) $(1,706,600)
900,000 - - 185,000 - 1,085,000 1,566,430
- - - - (158,987) (158,987) (101,111)
- - - - - - 11,129
442,047 - - (5,000) (158,987) 278,060 (230,152)

15,583 (134,770) (10,699} (55,781) 185,667 - -
- - - - (26,680) (26,680) (26,731)
15,583 (134,770) (10,699) {55,781) 158,987 (26,680) (26,731)
(268, 868) - 51,519 - - (217,349) 332,607
361,598 - 20,578 - - 382,176 49,569
S 92,730 $ - $72,097 S - 5 - $ 164,827 S 382,176

integral part of these

financial statements.



NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

Organization and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies:

Organization:

Native American Rights Fund, Inc. ("NARF") was incorporated in
1971 under the nonprofit corporation law of the District of
Columbia and has a primary objective of providing legal
representation, assistance and education to Native American
people. NARF derives financial support from private founda-
tions, the United States Government, public contributions and
a limited fee policy.

NARF is a tax-exempt organization as described in section
501(c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code and, as such, is subject
to federal income taxes only on unrelated business income.

NARF prepares 1its financial statements in accordance with
generally accepted accounting principles as prescribed by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants Audit Guide
for Audits of Certain Nonprofit Organizations.

The significant accounting policies followed in the preparation
of these financial statements are described below.

Fund Accounting:

Separate funds have been established according to the restric-
tions, nature and purposes of the funds as follows:

Current Funds - Unrestricted — Represents unrestricted resourc-
es available to NARF for support of its programs. Contribu-
tions and donations from unrestricted sources are generally
recognized when received. Unrestricted donations of marketable
securities or other in-kind contributions are recorded as
revenue at their estimated fair market value at the date of
contribution.

Bequests are recorded as a receivable and deferred revenue in
the unrestricted fund when the amount of the bequest can be
reasonably determined. Such bequests are recorded as revenue
when the receipt of the funds is imminent.

Current Funds - Non-Indian Law Support Center ("ILSC")
Restricted — Represents support in the form of restricted
government and foundation grants and contracts excluding that
received from Legal Services Corporation ("LSC"). NARF's
paying clients are concentrated among Native American Tribes.

Continued
..'7_



NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Organization and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies,
continued:

Fund Accounting, continued:

Revenue from restricted grants and contracts is deemed to be
earned when NARF has incurred costs or other expenditures which
satisfy restrictions imposed by the respective grants or
contracts. Funds received from restricted sources in excess of
costs incurred are reported as deferred revenues. For costs
incurred in excess of funds received from restricted sources,
revenue and related receivables are recognized to the extent of
such costs unless, in management’s opinion, future grant or
contract funds will be insufficient. In such cases, costs are
charged to unrestricted funds.

Current Funds - ILSC — Represents restricted support from LSC
and private foundations for operations of the ILSC.

Endowment Fund — The NARF 2l1lst Century Endowment Fund (the
"Endowment") was established on October 1, 1991, with a
$1,000,000 challenge grant from the Ford Foundation. Under the
terms of the grant, NARF has five years to match Ford’'s
contribution on a $2 for $1 basis. At the end of the five-year
period, Ford will reconsider its initial contribution 1f its
challenge has not been met. All endowment contributions have
been recognized as capital additions.

Endowment funds are invested in mutual funds managed by an
outside investment manager. Interest earned on the Endowment
investments is unrestricted and has been used currently to
finance NARF programs. Interest and earnings of the endowment
fund, reinvested in the endowment mutual funds, are reported in
the current fund investments and support and revenues.

The Endowment period ends on September 30, 1996. As of
September 30, 1995, $120,000 has been raised in support of
matching the grant. Based on contributions received to date,
an uncertainty exists with respect to NARF’s ability to meet
the grant matching requirements.

Continued
..8_
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Organization and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies,

continued:

Fund Accounting, continued:

General Fixed Asset Fund

The general fixed asset fund accounts for NARF’s recorded fixed
assets and related debt obligations. Uses of current operating
funds for acquisition of property and equipment and principal
debt service are accounted for as transfers to the general
fixed asset fund. Proceeds from issuance of debt obligations
or the sale of fixed assets are accounted for as transfers to
the current unrestricted and restricted funds.

Property and equipment acquired solely with LSC funds are
considered to be owned by ILSC while used in the program or in
future authorized programs. However, LSC has a reversionary
interest in these assets. In addition, LSC has the right to
determine the use of any proceeds from the sale of assets
purchased with its funds.

Interfund Receivable (Payable):

All funds received by NARF, which are not specifically identi-
fied as endowment funds, are deposited in a general bank
account. Segregation of cash and certain other assets and
liabilities between non-ILSC restricted and unrestricted funds
is not maintained in the accounting records. The restricted
cash of the ILSC fund represents cash received from the LSC and
deposited in the general account, which has not yet been ex-
pended. Segregation of revenue and expenditures applicable to
restricted funds (including segregation within the restricted
fund by grant source), unrestricted funds and the general fixed
asset funds is maintained in the accounting records. The
interfund receivable (payable) results from the difference
between restricted assets received and deposited in the current
fund, and the actual expenditures of those funds in the
restricted fund.

Allocation of Expenses:

Expenses are allocated to grants based on time devoted to
projects by attorneys, except where expenses are specifically
identifiable with a particular grant or project.

Continued
_9_



NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Organization and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies,
continued:

Allocation of Expenses, continued:

The costs of providing the various programs and other activi-
ties have been summarized on a functional basis in the state-
ment of support and revenue, expenses, capital additions and
changes in fund balances. Accordingly, certain costs have been
allocated among the programs and supporting services bene-
fitted.

Professional Staff:

Personnel classified as professional staff include attorneys,
librarians and office management personnel.

Fund Raising:

Fund raising expenses are comprised of costs associated with
contribution revenue and costs associated with obtaining grants
from private foundations and governmental agencies. Expenses
are allocated based on time devoted to fund raising, except
where expenses are specifically identifiable with fund raising.

In 1995 and 1994, NARF incurred joint costs of $842,132 and
$606,210, respectively, for informational materials and
activities that included fund raising appeals. These costs
were allocated between program and fund raising expenses as
follows:

1995 1994
Program expenses $413,156 $374,270
Fund raising expenses 428,976 231,940

$842 ,132 $606,210

Property and Equipment:

Property and equipment are recorded at cost and depreciation is
provided over the estimated wuseful 1lives utilizing the
straight-line method for buildings (25 years), the professional
library (30 years), copilers (5 years), computer hardware and
software (5 years), and for other property and equipment (10
years) . Maintenance and repairs are expensed as incurred.
When properties are retired or disposed of, the related costs
and accumulated depreciation are removed from the respective
accounts and the gain or loss on disposition is reflected in
the results of operations for the period.

Continued
._10_
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Organization and Summary of Significant Accounting Policies,

continued:

Donated and Contributed Services:
No amounts have been recorded in these financial statements for
the value of donated or contributed services performed by
volunteers.

Statement of Cash Flows:
NARF considers all highly 1liquid short-term investments
purchased with an original maturity of three months or less to
be cash equivalents. Interest paid during fiscal years 1995
and 1994 was $1,385 and $3,481, respectively.

Marketable Securities:

Marketable securities are presented in the financial statements
in the aggregate at the lower of cost or market.

Cost Market
Current unrestricted fund $§ 773,819 $ 760,827
Endowment fund , 1,120,000 1,046,766

$1,893,819 1,807,593

The activity in the endowment fund for the year ended Septem-
ber 30, 1995 is as follows:

Endowment fund account, lower of cost or

market, September 30, 1994 $1,007,898
Plus:
Contributions received 5,000
Net earnings on investments 57,230
Recovery of unrealized decline in value 32,419
1,102,547
Earnings transferred to current fund (55,781)
Lower of cost or market, September 30, 1995 $1,046,766
Continued
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Marketable Securities, continued:

Investments are composed of the following:

Cost Market
Temporary investments $ 604,862 $ 604,862
Fixed income securities 1,147,548 1,034,076
Equity and convertible securities 141,409 168,655

$1,893,819 $1,807,593

The following tabulation summarizes the relationship between
carrying values and market values of investment assets.

Excess
of Cost
Over
Cost Market Market
Balance at end of year $1,893,819 $1,807,593 $ (86,226)
Balance at beginning ,
of year §2!329!417 §2!209,371 (120,0456)
Decrease in unrealized
depreciation 33,820
Realized net gain for year 10,029
Total net gain for year § 43,849

Continued
_12_
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND,

INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Restricted Grants Receivable and Deferred Revenue:

Restricted grants receivable and deferred revenue consist of the
following individual restricted grants or contracts:

Septembexr 30,

1995 1994
Grants Deferred Grants Deferred
Receivable Revenue Receivable Revenue
Bureau of Indian Affairs $ 835,000 $ - $783,541 $ -
The Rockefeller Foundation - 40,625 - 40,625
The John D. and Catherine T.
MacArthur Foundation - - - 15,752
Department of Health
and Human Services -
Administration for
Native Americans 691,547 - - 278,642
Ford Foundation - 400,000 - 1,000,000
Carnegie Corporation - 48,004 - 112,028
Legal Services Corporation - 72,097 6,588 27,166
Bequests - 231,628 - 432,500
Other - 6,426 - 17,370
81,526,547 $798,780 $790,129 $1,924,083

$333,333 of the Ford Foundation grant and the bequests deferred
revenue of $231,628 are recorded in the current unrestricted
fund. This portion of the Ford Foundation grant is to be used
for general and fund raising purposes.

Changes in deferred restricted amounts

follows:

Balances at beginning of year
Additions, contributions and bequests
Deductions, funds expended during

the vear

Balances at end of year

Continued
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during the vyear are as

Non-ILSC
Restricted ILSC

$ 634,005 $ 27,166
1,102,704 351,822
(1,572,066) (306,891)
$§ 164,643 S 72,097




NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Mortgage and Notes Pavable:

At September 30, 1994, NARF had a note payable bearing interest
at the rate of 7.25% with a balance due of $21,000 and a promis-
sory note bearing interest at the rate of 11% with a balance due
of $5,680. The total 1liability at September 30, 1994 was
$26,680. During 1995, NARF retired the note payable due in 1995
and the promissory note due in 1996.

NARF has an unused $300,000 line of credit with a bank at the
bank’s prime rate which expires January 31, 1996, which may be
renewed annually by the bank at the bank’s approval. Outstanding
loans under the line of credit are to be collateralized by NARF’s
real property in Boulder, Colorado. The line of credit agreement
contains covenants which include minimum working capital, limita-
tions on capital expenditures without bank approval and limits on
operating expenses that may exceed total annual committed
support. No amounts were outstanding at September 30, 1995.

Commitments:

NARF leases certain space and equipment under operating leases.
Annual future minimum rental payments under operating leases are
as follows (fiscal years):

1996 $ 85,448
1997 85,236
1998 67,406
1999 26,982
2000 8,972

$274,044

Rental expense was $98,300 and $93,373 for 1995 and 1994,
respectively.

Retirement Benefits:

On August 6, 1994, NARF's Board of Directors authorized the
adoption of a noncontributory defined contribution plan, effec-
tive as of October 1, 1993, for its employees. All employees are
eligible to participate in the plan subject to a minimum of six
months of employment and attainment of age 21. Benefits payable

Continued
_14_
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, Continued

Retirement Benefits, continued:

under the plan are based upon a percentage of participants’
eligible compensation, funded by a contribution made by NARF.
The  election to make the contribution and the percentage of
employee compensation to be contributed is at the discretion of
the Corporate Officers on the last dav of each calendar quarter.
In fiscal years 1995 and 1994, NARF recognized approximately
$122,000 and $87,000, respectively, in costs relating to contri-
butions to the participants’ accounts.

Concentrations of Credit Risk:

NARF’'s general bank account and investments are maintained and
managed by a single, federally insured depository institution.

NARF's other receivables arise from providing legal representa-
tion, assistance and education to Native American people and
tribes. The grants receivable are principally due from the
Bureau of Indian Affairs and Administration for Native Americans.

New Accounting Pronouncements:

Effective September 30, 1996, NARF will be required to implement
SFAS No. 116, "Accounting for Contributions Received and Contri-
butions Made," and SFAS No. 117, "Financial Statements of Not-
For-Profit Organizations." The most significant provision of
SFAS No. 116 1is the recognition of pledges in the financial
statements. SFAS No. 117 requires a change in the display of
financial statements from those based on fund accounting to a
display based on the concept of "net assets." The impact of
these pronouncements has not been determined, but is not expected
to have a material impact on the fund balance of NARF.
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NATIVE AMERICAN RIGHTS FUND, INC.
STATEMENTS OF FUNCTIONAL EXPENSES - SUPPLEMENTARY SCHEDULES
for the year ended September 30, 1995 with comparative totals for 1994

1995 1994
Program Services Support Services
Litigation National Management
and Client Indian Law and Fund Total Total
Services Library Total General Raising Total Expenses Expenses
Salaries and wages:
Professional staff $1,181,163 $ 71,998 $1,253,161 $361,670 $223,554 $ 585,224 $1,838,385 $1,808,573
Support staff 389,717 32,780 422,497 118,339 73,065 191,404 613,901 596,004
Fringe benefits 329,530 43,335 372,865 120,562 104,615 225,177 598,042 573,463
Total salaries and :
related costs 1,900,410 148,113 2,048,523 600,571 401,234 1,001,805 3,050,328 2,978,040
Contract fees and
consultants 1,045,596 291 1,045,887 39,250 117,016 156,266 1,202,153 1,323,216
Travel 371,839 8,588 380,427 69,632 27,495 97,127 477,554 387,033
Space costs 107,055 13,863 120,918 32,483 20,351 52,834 173,752 181,930
Office expenses 522,433 32,271 554,704 181,802 273,197 454,999 1,009,703 897,216
Equipment maintenance
and rental 55,659 9,508 65,167 19,310 10,685 29,995 95,162 77,482
Litigation costs 24,087 300 24,387 - - - 24,387 44,919
Library costs 77,899 6,937 84,936 2,446 5,021 7,467 92,403 60,610
Expenses before bad
debts and property
transactions 4,105,078 219,871 4,324,949 945,494 854,999 1,800,493 6,125,442 5,950,446
Bad debt expense 68,269 - 68,269 - - - 68,269 51,000
Loss on disposal of
property and equipment - - - - - - - 41,358
Loss on disposal of
donated art - - - - - - - 88,396
Depreciation 53,703 2,878 56,581 12,377 9,884 22,261 78,842 54,013
Total expenses $4,227,050 $222,749 $4,449,799 $957,871 $864,883 81,822,754 56,272,553 $6,185,213

The accompanying notes are an integral part of these financial statements.
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