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The ink was hardly dry on the Equallzation’Act before Conéress
and the Department began rece1v1ng complaints from the Indians Ink“
1961, the Department reprimanded an’ attorney for confllct of 1nterestsi
‘arlslng out of his COlleCtng fees from the 1essee for services:
~rendered theyestate of»an Indian in;connectioniWith*the making,of:a
lease, | |

CIn 1962, the House Committee on Government Operations made
oinquiries, and the Department taking a narrow view of 1ts residual
: responsibilities conducted a truncated 1nvestigation of certain

~act1v1ties of Indian guatrdians and conservators and reported its

'fi,conctu31ons to the Chairman in 1963 EXhiblt 2,

Early in 1964, the Tribal Counc11 transmitted -an extensive list
of grievances to the Comm1551oner of Indian Affairs about the manner
in which the program was being handled Thereafter 1n'1965’
bepartment appoxnted a Resources Trust Offlcer in the Palm Springs
offlce to work 1nforma11y w1th -the Superior COurt in its adminis-
tration of the program and to 1nqu1re into past operations In'a
‘kJune 1966 report to the Area Director, Bureau 6F Indian Affairs
vSacramento .the Trust Officer reported that in 1965 approx1mate1y-
37 ‘percent ‘of the ordinary 1ncome—-exclus1ve of income from sales
of land--accrﬁing~to‘lndian estates Was,consumed~by fees and other
'administrative‘ekpensesi~'

| On Julyylé,!1966, the’Area Director forWardedktheireport to

kWashington.; Itvwas returned in January 1967 for'fnrther work.



