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NationanL CoUNCIL OF STATE. - -

Pusric WELFARE ADMINISTRATORS
or THE AxERIcAN PuBric WELFARE ASSOCIATION,
Washinglon, D.C:, June 7, 1975, .-

SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE RECOMM_ENDATIONS 5.

Indian Child Welfare Act—H.R. 12533 (S. 1214)

1. Support objectives of proposed legislation to establish safe-
euards against separation of Indian children {rom their parents and
mappropnate foster care or adoptive placements outside the cultural
setting of the Indian child.

2. Recommend the council note that, while many constructive
changes over the Senate-passed bill (3. 1214) have been incorporated
in the House version, there remain & significant number of provisions
whose impact on Indian families, tnbul courts, State courts, and
State and local child welfare services programs needs to be e\plm ed
more extensively than has been done.

3. Express concern that the bill as written may W01k against its
objective of achieving stability and permanency.for the Indian child
whose home situation is such that temporary or permanent placement
becomes a necessity, and that the result may be many such children
will be well served neither by the state/local pubhc (hlld welfare system
or by the Indian community. '

4. Recommend that H.R. 12533 in its June 7. version be \1(le]y :
disseminated for discussion among affected groups, including the more .
than 270 federally recognized governing bodies of Indian trlbcs bands,
and <T10up< as well as to 1epresentatwes of State coults, ]uvemle
judges, and public and private child wellare services agencies, before -
being debated by the {ull House. :

In addition, il is my understanding that a telegram was received by
the full committee just prior to markup {from the National Council
0[ Juvenile and Family Court Judges, or a similar organization, asking
for additionsl time for review. I did not see a copy of thnt cominunica-
tion but I was advised it exists.

I apologize for this lengthy dissent because baklcally I'agree that
some legislation is needed to give Indian tribes greater voice in' the
placement of Indian childven. However, this bill ‘Foes way beyond
what is needed by authorizing a whole new layer of Indmn 1)1‘001‘1111%'
both on and off the reservations, payments to addptive parents of
adopted children, a certain impact on State courts, and the possible
upsetting of boundaries for jurisdictional questions. For these and
the other reasons outlined above I urge my colleagues to defeat this

bill.

Rown MARLENEE.

3 Approved by the National Counclil of State Publie Welfare Administrators on June 7,
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