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It has been a slow process of a ‘11tumtion which Congre@s*‘ does not hear
or feel—the social and polit jus 7 to the 'other. I
would like to quote a scholar from tha (JUP &N project : “'l e ideas and experi-
ences that will enable other tras mal students to ite the nthesis of
their n culture and estern culture by enabling them to understand the
strengths and weakne of s of life while at the same time increasing
their own sonal sense of

This has been a radical re ] . old orientation of the United
States of America policy that we are going to p the Indians. The American
policy. v and is “we have to do it for them.” This policy has not worked
nor. will it work. This has been the policy since the creation of the BIA in
March of 184¢

Has the BIA failed? Or has America failed? The BIA has been a microcosm
of American commitment to help or enable the American Indian. I cannot blame
the Bureau officials but only the American citizens at large who have had this
type of policy toward the American Indian. But BIA is its own creation and
its commitment and answer to the social, economic and political development of
the American Indian under the auspices of Congress.

Historically the Federal government has maintained a responsibility by act
of law for the welfare of the American Indians. It was not until 1 that the
Indian citizenship bill was passed. It was not until 1934 that the Indian Re-
organization Act was passed. is le; on provided for development of tribal
self-government and extended the Federal trusteeship over Indian lands.

Another milestone was the Indian Claims Comn on Act of 1946 which set
up a special commission to hear Indian tribal claims, primarily land claims
against the Federal government.

What was the role of BIA with respect to the Indian Claims Commission Act
of 1946? The BIA had only one resource perso . arles Jones. Mr. Jones did
not travel within Alaska to explain the Claims Act. sult, t ative people
in Alaska were unaware of the Act and very few claims were filed. Those that
were filed are the result of individual teachers initiating the claims.

What was its effect on the Native communities? As a consequence of this fact
few Alaskan native groups now have cases pending before the Indian Claims
Commission. In fact, only the following filed claims prior to the deadline of 1951
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: Natives of Chitina.

Athapascan Indians of Stevens Village.
atives of Tatitlek.
git-Haida Indians
Gambell and St. ence Island Eskimos.
Unalakleet & Unaligmut-Malemut Eskimos.
Shugnak and Kowagmiut Eskimos.
Niggah Tribe.
claims) Aleut mmunity of St. Paul Island.
Aleut Tribe, et al.
Nati of Palmer, Alaska.

ource : Report to the Secretary of the Interior by the Task Force on Alaskan Native
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How has this legislation affected Alaska? Let us examine the Indian Reor-
ganization Act and its effects on Alaska. There are thirty-three community stores
that are Eskimo, Indian or Aleut owned and operated. In 1958 a congressional
committee was appointed to investigate the Howard-Wheeler Revolving funds

. The findings were :
1. It has failed to establish any program in the schools, on the job or other-
e to train Indians or Eskimos to assume top managerial positions in what
supposed to be their own business undertaking.

2. It ha.d fai]ed to carry out the Howard-Wheeler Act objectives of fostering

tion of the Indian and the Eskimo e momic

These were '11t1c1s ns of a senior economist, Dr. George Rodgers
because of the remoten from the scene and the limited first h‘illd exp
of personnel of the Washington office of the BIA, the retention by the office of

details of Nawtn owned programs, and conflicts with sound ad-

p These were the analysis of Dr. Rodgers, a senior research

economist at the University of Alaska. But does this mean that the natives can-
not manage their own affa s‘? I simply will state the recent developments of




