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- 41 thinke it st of ivery little iamléortaﬁoeaarirtsofarﬁs‘aé‘s%iiﬁhﬁrigﬁanfeé{of'
- property ‘on-othey- reservations is concerned. I. do: hob think:it meatis
 turn it back to our

hkes

(((((

too' much: to :th.emf.. Sdg with that I WO@L@;

Mr. PANNER.,",["'}ll‘dﬁk&éﬁ, Olney g 3

~ Senator, the Yakima Inheritance Act, section:

7, provides, ‘briefly,

~ that no one who is not a member of the Yakima. Tribe and who does

- not.have 25 percent or more of the blood of the Yakima tribal'mem-
bers can:inherit trust' property: on the Yakima Reservation, either
- rveal or personal property. This act was passed in 1946, and theére was 2,

o good bit of comment:about. it this morning by the Yakimas, = - .

kbl
I am not sure whether a vote of»ﬂthef.\Yakimafpeopflg;wgs taken before

ingsin which it was shown the tribe favored the bill, L et gy

; As it was pointed out here this morning, the Tiiterior Department
- made no report until after the Congress had passed. the bill. We are
Mot sure exactly why, but they. did recommend it after it had passed.
~ They recommended that the President signit. T

the act was passed. T do know there were some general icouncil meet-

~+ Now some 20 years have. indicated the drastic consequences of this -
~ section 7, in particular. It is bordering on unconstitutional. T think
- _probably Congress had the power and the regulation of Indian affsirs

on'individual Yakimas,

to do it; but it works 4 terrible -inj’ufst”i'ché;dn not only ether tribes but |

_ There was mentioned here this‘morh_ing by;‘the} Yakima dele,, tion

" that the Yakima Tribe has repeatedly supported the continqiation of

- this act, but these are at'general A'eoftlncilivméétil‘lvs,f;eyt’*

- réservation where the ‘presentation lins been’ made that this will

- sult in termination to the Yakima, Tribe or some drastic ¢onsequence
- tothe Yakima Tribe if this is ¢ BT T e
Every other tribe that

keifior qk

- For years we have introduced ‘reciprocity. legislatio

legislation or another, in an attempt to correct this situation.” What

~happens is that a Yakima family, where the wife'is Yakima, and the

~husbdnd is a Warm Springs, ‘have' children, Some of them may be

i -~ Yakima, children and some of them Warm Springs because; as you

know, enrollment depends on their residence at the time the ehild was
‘borny so that when a Yakima member dies the Yakima children in-
- herit all of their. parents” property on the Yakima Res
- his share of the property on the Warm ‘Springs -

- Mr. Jackson: will mention ‘Soriie ofthesespeolﬁc @xamples, and T

‘might add to that, as far as I know, I-am quite sure, that there has o

never beena vote of all of the members at any kind of a genera] :

~election other than a gemneral council meeting on the reservation, .

i “ We have attaclied to our statement four gwrittgen‘.statemqm;sx by
Yakima members who- are opposed to this provision of the act: These -

are four that we picked up at the Warm Springs Agency. They have
signed letters, and the letters are in there for the record. In addition

Cto that, I have a copy of a letter, the original of which, iwassent to
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servation, and
servation, for
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