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ing the land of a Jeceased because of section 7. It is hot'a question of oL

enrollment; it is a question of property inheritance.
jsright. SR STy e

I do not think that

. Mr. Hovis. I am James Hd{ris-,: the attorney for the YaklmaTmbe e

T might try to clarify some things for the Senator in regard to this b
matter. ‘ : ‘ R I

STATEMENT OF JAMES HOVIS, ATTORNEY, THE YAKIMA TRIBE

Mr. Hovis. Other tribes have introduced, or have requested; as has

Warm Springs, a similar type of legislation.

Senator Harrrerp. They have ot requested this.
Mr. Hovis. This is the thing, They have requested their Congressmen

to introduce it, and it has been infroduced in the past. We thought it
~was an internal tribal matter for the tribes and if Warm Springs

wanted to do it, let them do it. We did not oppose their bill. As a mat- e

ter of fact, we believe in our hearts and in our.own minds that this is

the salvation for a lot of the multiple-heirship problems that we have.

We think it would be a good thing for all tribes to have similar legisla-
tion. It would help solve a aultiplicity of inheritances that are bug-
ging eyery other tribe in the country. We have the best program, V¢

think, in this x;egja;rd,gof any other tribe in the country, and we would

suggest that we think it is an internal tribal matter. 1f they want to

ido 1t, that is their business, and we not only do not.oppose it, we sug-
‘gestéuchlegislation foralltribes. L L

Senator HATFIELD. Let me clarify the record. I think it needs clari-
fication here. I do not want to let it go on the record this way. Warm
Springs at no time has proposed Similarlegislajcion. I think you are
actually wrong when you ing ca

icate that. What Warm Springs has pro-

osed is that proper legislation be enacted, and if the Yakimas persist -
in this type of legislation that, there then be the type of legislation

enacted that would permit, if you please, an: action that is corollary

to this, a reciprocity action—retaliation to put it bluntly—which would

permit retaliation. But at no time have they ‘proposed similar legisla-
tion to this. e i ,

Mr. Hovis. This can be furnished for the ré'cordf; of the commltte& e

Senator ANDERSON. I wish that you would. (Give your own statement
and presenta’it. IR, L L .

Mr. Hovis. We will insert that in the record. But, again, we might
say this is what Warm Springs wants to do. We did not oppose that
Dbill, that legislation. W feel like this is an internal tribal matter. If
 Warm Springs wants to do something, wants a prog am, then that is
their business. Basically, our objection to the amen Tment of section 7
has been, in a large part, dictated by the law of the State of Oregon.
Inheritance in Oregon is much different than in Washington. In Ore-

gon, you only get one-half interest. Under the State law in Waghing:
ton, if you inherit {r)ouget the full one-half, and it is forever. This is
in the case of distribution. Kvery different tribe has a different enroll-
ment, a different distribution statute in the State, so that in a 1&1‘{1_53 E
sense, at least, if we go back to State law, then the Oregon law would

be discriminating against the Yakima, not Warm Springs. The Oregon
law would be discriminating against the Yakimas. If the committee

wants to attack this program, we would like to see a uniform one.




