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~ Introduction

. ‘The purpose of this paper is tobprovide'a document essentially
- duplicating our oral presentation to the Office of Management and Budget
i ¢
2.om October 4, 1973. The presentation was made with a set of v1sual aids

OUtlining a rationale for full funding not only for Title IV, P.L. 92-318,

: 1'!he Indian Education Act but also a rationale showing the need for

"-eontinued funding of the Johnson O'Malley Act, and P.L. 874 Impact Aid.
:‘iﬂbr this reason, I will reproduce the content of the visual aid and
;‘}grovide a summary of the acconpaning oral presentation.

Although a recommendation is included for funding through Fiscal
:{‘!tars 1975~ 1978 this recommendation was made primarily for the O.M.B.

"'-'planning process and by no means'indicates that we are not recommending

et - :’full funding for FY l974 The Congress has voted to appropriate 40

;million dollars for FY '74 25 million for part A, 12'million for part B,

:Tand 3 million for part 0o BE the Pre51dent does not include this amount

- 4n his FY '74 budget message to Congress the Indian Community will be in

'h"exactly the same position ve were in last year which resulted in an

'”;fanti impoundment lawsuite culminating in the Court ordering the Office

- .of Education to release the 18 million dollars appropriated for FY '73.

.i we are. therefore emphatically recommending that the appropriated amount
Q”“;be included in the expenditures projected by the Administration for FY '74.

:f We will note here that the preaent authorization is for three years,

‘}FY 1973 through rY 1975. Our underStanding from discussion with the

..Cbngreesional people is that the'Bill will be reauthorized thus we have

.projected beyond FY 1975. Part D of the Act establishes the Office of



appropriated pursuant to section 400(c) of the General Education

;Aaresentation the amount of money necessary under part D to Administer the’

‘Indian Educetion, the Administrative arm of 0.E. which administers the

" Indian Education Act,»in addition it establishes the National Advisory

Council on Indian Education. Part D states, (d) "From the sums

‘Provisions Act‘which'are available for the purposes of section 411 of such

Act and for part D of such Act the Commissioner shall make available =

- 'Ouch sums as may be necessary to enable the National Council to carry

~out its functions under this section. " VWe had not included in our initial

.program as well as to carry out the act1v1ties of the National Council.
';After conSulting thh the Executive Director of the National Advisory
'Z.COuncil on Indian Education we understand that the minimal figure for
- carrying out the duties of the National Council as required by Iaw is an
-;1nitial $260 000 00 with a projected 5% increase per annum. We understand
. nlso that the office of Education has projected a 2.5 million 1n1tial
Jfannual administrative budget for carrying out this program. However,

.}:'since this Administrative figure must be justified by 0.E. we would

i tnther not make any projectiOns for the Offioe of. Education.

The almost unanimous support by the Indian Cowmunity for funding and

. :.{implementation of the Indian Education Act as documented by the history of‘
‘.ffhe appropriations process, the lawsuits, the application process. for

iJipgrants and entitlements, as well as the unanimity of support for this

"Lfipresentation is a phenomenon that can only be understood by a careful

_consideration of the facts herein presented

L



INDIAN EDUCATION

"."Ihe puipoée for this presentafion is to focus upon one subjecf;

3‘iNﬁIAN EDUQATION; Ve will further restrict our focus to Indian
' Eduéétion'ih Public Séhoéls. This will become apparent as we proceed

thréugh the,preseﬁtafion. s _ :



. WHO PARTICIPATES IN INDIAN EDUCATION?

b [ "I'he Federal Government‘

S Y Interior

9.,‘

B) REN.
o) il._S.D‘;.A;'._ |
: 2. ~: étate Edima.t:li_onal. -Aigenc.ies. .
3 3. - Local Educetiohai‘ Age:ncies‘
h éﬁﬁtéofgmi_;éuéﬁs »

— Bypa.rticipatlonwe .mean'- tlte’- Agencf eitﬁer provides funds for the
"operation or support of schools attended by Indian children a.nd/or

actually operates the school - ’ ‘ ) :

| 4 The Federa.l Government pa.rticipates th.rough the Interlor Department's

Bureau of Indian Arfalrs in the actual operation of B.I.A. schools, it

prowides Johnson O'Malley monles to publlc schools and contracts with a

token number of Indian Communltles which run their own school operatlons.

: "-;:We will not dlscuSS the B. I A. pa.rtic1pation in Indian Education today,

.,although we fully intend to address ourselves to this subject and hope

to be able to ma.ke a presentation to y‘ou focusmg on the B.I.A.

Educational Effort in the very near future.
The Ofﬁ.ce of Educa.tlon in H. E W. pa.rtlcipates through various

programs " primarﬂy Impact Aide, PL-BTIL and the most recent a.nd

'contrm_rersial being the Tndian Education Act, Title IV, of PL-92-318.



.

"l!hese are the p&rticipating Agem:les but where does the prima.ry

: {responsrbnity et -
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’she Agriculture Department participates ta the extent that Schoo"l

'hmch programs f1nd their vay 1nto schools attended b’y Indian students./'

Other pamticipation 13 'by State, local and prlvate orga.nlza.tlons

'
Ry,



'WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR INDIAN EDUCATION?

The Federei Government provides educa.tion to all Indian children.
' Non-Indian chlldren are the responsﬂ)illty of the residing state. .
Has the Federa.l Government met its respon51b111t1es in Indian
" -,,.Ea:ucation" | -
= ""No!_ The America.n India.n is the most abandoned member of soclety.
- ..*.The Federal Govermnent is retreating 'by turning its respon51b111t1es :
) ;GVer ‘to atate and local governments without proper financing and

. ufeguarda

i The Federa.l Government 1s respons:L'ble for educatlng all Indian

e 'children. This respon51bllity is a.tte.,ted to by the treaty documents

between India.n tri‘bes a.nd the Federal Government all the way back to

e treaties which were 51gned 'by George Wa.shlngton. In every instance
mry treaty wherein the United States galned territory for. 1tse1f
at the expense of India.n tri’bes, a responsi‘bllity was a.cknowledged

' md promised 'by the United Sta.tes to prov1de educational services to

) Ind:lans. We can provide you with documentation of assertions later
:r you wlsh to dispute this but would like to proceed with our presenta.tlon

i ’ba.sed upon this principle

¥R Nl e




1ts’ responsibilities. It has net provided an adequate financial base, -

nor has it provided a.,mechanism with adequate safeguards to insure that’

‘Page 2 - WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR INDIAN EDUCATION

b S : ; \
- Our second assertion is that the Federal Government has not met

7
r

-

_.the dollars appropriated for Indian Education are indeed used for that
. purpose. “I'hese are two very important subjects vhich must be chscussell.
We ‘can reduce them to a) School F1na.nc1ng end b) school control. In
“ e thls presentatim we wlll focus upon the flrst that is school
7 f‘!nancnxg. Again we ha.ve ma.ny t‘hings t0 say about school control -
paﬂicularlyfromthe vantege ppint_ of the Indian School Boards
i m';»resent'edv'by the Coalit'ior.:l‘ of Irldian 'C'entrolled Schooi Boards, but
feel tha.t another meetlng should be held to discuss this problem. We wii!.l_

dwell 'briefly upon the pro'blems whlch accompany lack of controi.



_ FEDERAL DOMINATION AND STATE CONTROL RETARDS PROGRESS OF INDIAN
'PEOPLE, INDIANS ARE.DEPRIVED OF OPPORTUNITY TO DEVELOP LEADERSHIP
SKILLS FOR SELF-GOVERNMENT. INDIANS NEED EFFECTIVE VOICE TO PLAN AND

. . IMPLEMENT EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS FOR INDIAN NEEDS AND GOALS.

-

" This adninistration hasﬁacknoﬁledeed this in the principle of

' .i‘Self-determination without termination.A Indeed the President has

;.asserted in his historic declaration of Indian Policy in 1970;

K ,~”Consistent with out policy that the Indian Community should have the

A?;:’right o take over the control and operation of federally funded

"::fjprograms we believe every Indian community wishing to do so should

pasreR

['be able to control its own schools ' In ‘spite of the statement of

: policy and the Support of that policy by the Indian COmmunity as a whole,

'fy_"jwe continue to struggle along w1th only superficial acknowledgment of

-Jthhese principles by the Governmental Agencies. We believe that the key

._to lasting development of the Indian people is an Educational program

il»,:izadequately financed by the Federal Government in accordance with its

fliteoponsibilities but of equal if not greater importance adequately

; controlled by the Indian Conmunity

) '..-"'. 3
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ENDIAN YOUTH PROFILE

300 ,000 TOTAL - Of these _
- 52.900 on RBERVATIONS ATTEND B.I. A. SCHOOLS .
‘:"».18.000 ON RESERVATIONS ATTEND MISSION SCHOOLS
',"'";j_. 100,000 on HESERVATIONS ATTEND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
5 130,000 OFF RE;SERYATIONS ATTEND PUBLIC SCHOOLS
" STUDENT ACHIENMT IS BELow ALL OTHER MINORITY GROUPS.
f=§ m-nma SCHOOL GRADIIATION DROP——OUT ESTIM.ATES RANGE FROM hsz T0 62%.

& ?"‘,:'mop-ours BEGIN m hth GR.ADE.

: ‘I’he ﬁ.gures which we are presenting here are from an Administration
; -.,.;:‘Stuay conducted ‘by H E.V. 1n1tially entitled "The 1970 Survey of 3
i Aec-prehensive Educat:.on and are ta.ken from the chapter devoted

;- pciﬁca.ny to Ind1ans. This survey has been renamed and is now under

the }m-isdiction of the Natlonal Center for Educatlonal Sta.t1stics. You

_..,will note that 230.000 of 300 000 tota.l ‘Indian students in 1970, or more

i tha.n 75’ of the total Ind1an student population a.ttended public schools.

. We can state without hesitation that there is adequate documentation

;'_both in this study as well as other studies that student achievement is
_;-_Vbelov nll other minority groups. We think that the Pre-—hlsh school
‘:gradnation d:rop-out estima.tes are low. We know of a communitf on the
Pine Ridge Reservation whlch graduates from ngh School’ only 10% of those

'atude'nts vho enter first gra.de. W}w is this the case?

e e Rt s e = . o e e



_ 62% OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS FOR INDIAN CHILDREN HAVE NO TRAINING IN TEACHING

. ) & o
ACADEMICALLY DISADVANTAGED STUDENTS.

_70% OF CLASSROOM TEACHERS FOR INDIAN CHILDREN HAVE HAD NO PARENTAL

CONTACT. R _ g

EI“_H;I\IIC"BACK'GRQUND OF CLA_SSROOM _TﬁACHERS OF INDIAN CHILDREN:

* 14% BLACK -' | |

7% wvartE _

é%- OTHER g8 E.v SPANISH SU'RNAMED ORTENTAL AND INDIAN.'. (WE _ESTIMATE
'.’EHE FIGURE FOR INDIANS 70 BE 1/2 OF 1% TO A MAXIMUM OF 2%.)
>!4hate\“rer" te'tﬁe outcorue‘of: e. detailed causal anelysis of the
phenomenon of the unusua.lly hlgh drop out ra.tes of Indian students we

:'would predict that the sta.t1stics quoted from the same study are 1nd1cat1ve
" of one of the root causes. Teachers of Indian students are not prepa.red

" to teach India.n students nor do they have any awareness- of the

I par‘bicularly unique fam1ly and trl'bal structure of Indlan students. '

',".l'he releva.nce of Indian teachers vs. non—Ind:La.n teachers in an Indian
':'fachool is not quantiﬁable 11‘ we measure only formal teaching technlques, |
E '-lntelligence, and a.cquired knowledge. Yet we believe it can be shown
that an understanding of a child's home situation and an*a.ppreclatlon
' of his emotimal needs relative to classroom and group ].eal.rnmgr

ml.tuations must be a prerequisite for any teacher of Indian students.

LR e

b e S s e e

| ',An effort must be :na.de to both- increa.se the number of qua.llty Indla.n
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A

' teachers of Indian students to their special needs. We added our !

~estimate of the:percentage of Indian teachers to the above figures based

'beqchers in Indian Schools as well as to re-educate the 98% of non-Infiian

-
&

<,bp'a kndvh<figure'that l/?_bf 1% of teachers of Navajo children are



INADEQUATE TAX BASE

75% OF INDIAN STUDENTS LIVE IN DISTRICTS WITH A STATE AND LOCAL

PER PUPIL EXPENDITURE LESS THAN $300 WITHOUT FEDERAL SUPPQRT.

EXAMPLE: HAMMON, OKLAHOMA

100 CHILDREN: 50 WHITE, 50 INDIAN

}_SI‘A'I‘E AND LoCAL SUPPORT  $300.00

; B.I.A. (JOHNSON O'MALLEY)  1s0.00 Sy

pagy U 87h (SAFA) e "1'ooi.ooA b 5
| ';:;:-',f.’.s.s E. A. '.[‘I'.[‘LE ; 2 ] .‘ 'y __'50.00
3 A % mrAL P.P.E. ’ts;"sdq.oo
e STA'I‘E OF OKLAHOMA P.P.E. _' té_éo.bo

. "CONCLUSION: SYSTEM NEEDS NOT MET WITH FEDERAL SUPPORT AT PRESENT LEVEL.

' :"; The 75% flgure quoted above is ta.ken from the report issued by the
; '."‘.‘»"PRESIDENTS COMMISSION ON SCHOOL FINANCING." We want to call your a.ttentlon
. to the fact that 5% of Indla.n Students llve in dlstrlcts w1th a per ‘
r .:'.pupil expenditure of less tha.n $300 00 per student. The National
i .- a:verage is $860 00 per student. The same study shows that tﬁe' tax
’ ,.etfort that is the rate at whlch property is taxed in these same )
.-d:l.stricts is the hlghest in the natlon. _As an example North Da.kota

ha.s the highest ta.x effo.rt in the Na.tion, and yet has one of the lowest

A Rl R s . . . ¥ 3 -
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‘:,ééP E‘.in thelﬂation. We can give you an immediate answer to the

i.qpestron why? Such School Dlstrlcts are taxing property which the
United Sta.tes Government orlglnallx set aside as Indian Countrx or
;:;Reservations To the extent ‘that the non—Indlan has acqulred this

'-'-yroperty v:.tha.n houndnes still de31gnated as Reserva.tlons to that

":jiextent the land is taxable - It was the Unlted States Governments own

- -_estimtion that the la.nd was worthless in the flrst place that led to

‘f.:}its being designated as RESERVATION

We wa.nt to emphasme that we are. not a publlc school dlstrict lobby.

. F“..'

- ;I personally flnd 1t extremely repugnant to be placed in the position

of a.rguing for funds to go. to public-school dlstrlcts. Yet our basic

a.rgument is not for funds for publlc school districts but rather for

= V_funds to address the needs of Indla.n students who'in fact attend publ).c

e _:;:_3°hools. g

Turning to ou.r example. A Hszhmon, -Oltla.homa We nsed this school
.”"':_'.'both because the per pupll e)tpendltures are 1deal for demonstra.tlng

| position, but also to show that this is the root cause of an
..'IRREVERSIBLE BREAK that has occurred in the communlty. As of this
‘V‘-_;,:.date the India.n communlty of Hammon has broken off from the school

' '?distrlct to start its own school The Federal monies are intended to
& _prov1de for spec1al needs of Indla.n students. The Indian Communlty: is

. aware of thls and have asked the School Board and Admnlstra.tlon to

render a.n a.ccountlng of expendltures, to provide them with some

measure of control a.nd to employ members of the Indlan communlty in
the school. ’l“he RESPONSE from the School Board was negatlve, 1n fa.ct e 2
_repressive to the point where.Indian children were subjected to abuswe

&
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-

treatment by teachers and administration. In no way can we Justify

that schools response to the legitimate concerns of the Indian

.Mmmity' but we can offer a reason for their panic. They are using

the Federal monles for basic school operations because they simpIy have

no_ other source of revenue. Even maintalning J.0.M., Impact Aid, and

—Title One at pi-esent.i level that s'chool district still doesn"c have a

per pup:,l expenditure equal to the state effort not to mention the

i natlonal erfort. We vant 'bo see a maximum tax erf‘ort in these dlstrlcts

dmd ‘believe there should be an evaluatory mechanlsm yet at the same

tlne we &clmowledge ‘the fa.ct there simply isn't enough ta.xable property,

: aor does the answer 11e in an efi’ort t.o tax Indian lands which such

eeunties engage 1n. This is & Federal Responsibility which must be

addressed by the Federal Government.

B s A
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A e * $IXTH GRADE INDIAN STUDENT NEEDS

READING ASSISTANQE B ot L6%

e S MATH .- TUTORII\IG B | dh’{%
‘ i _MGUAGE ASSISTANCE"V: S s
_wL'EURAL IDENTITY PROBLEMS " IR - |

'HEALTH PROBLEMS ey 214

. !SYCHOLOGICAL COUNSELING . 219
A_M‘AINUVTRI‘I‘ION__» e L x

The flzures Ebove represent flgures for cr1t1cal needs of sixth
‘f.grade Indian students as c1ted in the 1970 Survey of Comprehensive
:,tlhiucaxion. The figures ‘Wwere dbtalned by a Survey of teachers in schools
: tetchlng throughOut the natlon. There were small variations from
'i“ reglion. to resion.‘ The above flgnres are a means of the needs in each
‘,igregion. Wb will acknowledge that the figures are the assessment of
fteachers who for the most part don't understand Indian students in the.
~‘:sxfzrst place. yet they still are indlcatlve of critical needs. We .
;valso point out that a significa.nt a.mount of Indian students have
{Adrqpped out of school’before reaching the sixth grade. The percentages

3 ndbove 1ndicate that the teachers assessment is that L6 of Indian
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students need special assistance in reading, 47% of Indian students

need special tutoring,in math Without belsboring this point we
~would say that wlthout this speclal assistance as we progress through
. the grades frqm lst ﬁo laty_g:ade it would not be unreasonable to projggp
| fﬁax-theée figure; can'fé gﬁpiiéd to all indian students. ’
I Given this assumptlon it would not be unreasonable to project

that h?% of the 300, 000 Q0 Indlan students or 141,000 Indian students

) f‘need'special assistance in 1anguage and math. Given the above assessment

' bi.teﬁchers as.well,aé the dropout rates. We don't think you will
faigue:with us that fheir‘aré'no special needs of Indien students.

" Whet will it cost to_&eal'with these needs?

B s o P e R Foims




FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS

: BECAUSE OF SPECTAL NEEDS AND BASIC FINANCIAL SUPPORT, ADEQUATE SERVICES

| WILL COST $1,800.00 to $2,000.00 PER CHILD.

ﬂe have quoted trom documents vhich substantiate the fact of :
critical »needs in India.n E’ducation.A How can we put a cost figure to
-:"-these needs? Aga.in we turn to an effort by the Federal Government to
dea.l in a comprehensive me.nner with a.ll the needs of students 1n a
'-:;«aelect nunber of school sites. The follow through Program administered
._;by the Offiee of. Education Hes set a figure of $1,800.00 to $2, 000.00

. ner ch:lld to provide what 1s h0ped to be comprehensive services which -

e Ieet student special needs as well as provide basic financial support.

" We think thls is a 1ow flgure for Indla.n schools yet it is a figure
“used by the A&ministration and we feel that you can more reaéli]sr sccept”

i'f_it.as_Justifidble.



RECOMMENDAT IONS

1. CONTINUED FUNDING OF JOHNSON O'MALLEY PROGRAMS .
2. FULL FUNDING OF P.L. 91-87h (SAFA)
3. FULL mvnmc; OF 1 E.A. TITLE IV PL-92-319

2 AOCORDING TO THE FOI.'LQWING_ SCHEDUI,E:

. gm' AR ugg; __PART C

.. _$80 Mllllon $35 Million  $5 Million
>7.6-_'$1eo el R 10

| 'r'r $160 | s0 18
T8 00 s 15

e 'TI‘I'LE IV PL 92--318 IS THE ONLY FEDERAL PROGRAM DESIGNED TO MEET THE

SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL NEEDS OF EVERY INDIAN CHILD.

we ha.ve not used the flgure of $1,800.00 to $2, ooo 00 in the above

5k recomendations. Even usmg the recommenda.tlons for FY '8 of a tota.l

. ‘$265 million dolla.rs a.nd the 1970 flgure of 300 ,000 Indian students. :

We a.rrive at a figure of appronmate],y $880 00 per student which when

a®

i -"i'aided to the average P.P E. in Indian school distrlcts including J.0. M., .

"7~_"_s 4 r A. and TITLE I Federal monies, we arrive at a total of a.pprox.:.mate]y

S . . e

! “41500 1>er student. We w:l.ll not go into Ehta, Breskdou ak length. Ve
‘) !’ge}. wha.t is -mst in;pqrtant at this time is the acknowledgment by the
.ﬁﬁiniétrati;re of its respoﬁsitility and the financial hegds- to meet..
.-that responsibility. We have demonstrated that Title IV is not a.

ﬂplication of existing efforts in fa-ct exist:mg efforts no way a.pproach

iy e e
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‘meeting besic operational heeds We believe that Title IV at this '

: ."pnint' is the only Federal program which has the potential for g
'it!dressing the ;g'pecia.l needs of all Indian children. We have limited

" ourselves to a discussion of financial needs although we indicated a

need for a serious look at Safeguards or control by the Indian Conmmnlty.

Ly ﬂe believe that Indians should control the Educational Ins titutions

in thelr communltles. For that reason we do not endorse Title IV,‘J 2 M.,
"-g.A ¥ A. or an.y current’ Federa.l program as the ultlmate answer. We

' would be happy to work with both the admnlstratlon a.nd congress to

'..:Melop a8 more aﬂequate legislation that includes both Federal Respons1'b111ty_

: ‘tor financing as well ‘as adequate safegua.rds in terms of Indian control.




WEWYEY,, GULRU, Oum

(303) 573-9016

October 12, 1973

Mr. Dave Page

New Executive Office Building
Room 8006

17th and Pennsylvania
Washiagton, D.C. 20503

Dear Mr. Page:

- .- I strongly felt that our meeting on October 4, was an initial
"step towards the establishment of a mutually gainful dizlogue Hetween
your offfce and Native American community of this land. <therefore, I
am recommending that meetings such as this be held prior to the

9ubmiss£On of annual budgets for Indian-related programs and agencies.

1 am sure you had detected, as I had, during the course of the
meeting that the need for a person of true Indian ancestry, knowledgeable
in the whole spectra of Indian involvement in the U.S. Congress and the

government, be employed on the staff of the Office of Management and

Budget to oversee all Indian funding efforts of the U.S. government.

"Enclosed is the sjnopsis: of the presentation given by Gerald

. - M, Clifford to your office on behalf of several Indian organizations

who were In attendance at the October 4 meeting. Should you have
any questions regarding this matter, do not hesitate to ask.us.

Sincerely,

R, S/ P8 T,
B ‘ i . irgil™.. Kills Straight
President
- BLKS/1h
cc: ! ' o
© National Advisory Council on Indian Education .
- Americans for Indian Opportunity
Metional Congress of American Indians
~ Coalition of Eastern Native Americans
-Mative American Lobby -
 Institute for the Development of Indian Law
. Mational Tribal Chairmens Association

*GOALITION OF INDIAN-GONTROLLED SCHOOL' BOARDS, INC.



September 23, 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR: THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION

SUBJECT: Seneca Nation Letter re: Part A
of Title IV of the Indlan Education
Act

I would appreciate it if you would respead to the attached letter on
behalf of the Presideat. (My underetanding ls that there is a study
now under way to sxamine the pessible overiaps in this ares and
that peadiag the outcome of that study ao appropristions for Part A
were requested. )

Kindly send me & copy of your respense.

Bradiey H. Pattersea, Jr.




September 23, 1974

MEMORANDUM YOR;s THE COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION
SUBJECT: Seneca Nation Letter re1 Part A

of Title IV of the Indian Education

Act

I would appreciate it if you would respond to the attached letter on
bebalf of the Presideat. (My waderstanding is that there is & study
now under way to examine the possible overiaps in this area and
that pending the outcome of that study no appropristions for Part A
were requested, )

Kindly send me a copy of your responss.

Bradiey H. Pattersen, Jr.



SENECA NATION OF INDIANS
EDUCATION PROGRAM
BOX 201, IRVING, NEW YORK 14081

September 11, 1974

President Gerald Ford
The White House
Washington, D. C.

The Honorable President:

We, the Seneca Nation Education Program, wish to extend to you our sincere
best wishes for your success in this time of need for decisive leadership
and integrity in the changing political climate of our Nation's Capitol.

I cannot share your feelings regarding Mr. Nixon, it is your system of laws
and it appears that the rich and powerful receive "justice" which the
common man never knows. We, the Education Program, hope you can attain all
the goals which your Administration has thus far outlined.

To briefly introduce our Program, we are funded under Title IV, Part B of
the Indian Education Act of 1972. Our aim is three-fold:

To improve the reading and mathematical skills of Seneca
children now performing below grade level.

To broaden their education through a summer program which
is both cultural and remedial.

To preserve and teach the culture of the Seneca to make
our reservation community as a whole, more aware of
their rich cultural heritage.

Your predecessor had a policy regarding Native Americans which was designed

to provide self-determination for our people. One of the results of this
policy was the signing of the Indian Education Act of 1972, This act has

since been severely limited by the appropriations asked for and received to
fund it; for example, no appropriation has been requested to this date for

Part A, of Title IV for 1975. This money is money which goes to public schools
and is an entitlement based on the Native American per pupil enrollment.

Each year the actual budget for Title IV has been steadily decreasing in
proportion to the number of Native Americans asking for assistance.

ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTOR: CLAYTON NEPHEW EDUCATION DIRECTOR: GERALD (PETE) JEMISON PHONE: (716) 532-2261



President Gerald Ford -2 - September 11, 1974

We have a wealth of human and spiritual resources to effectively utilize
educational funds. We still, however, require federal assistance to have
our ideas and hopes become a reality.

WE ARE THEREFORE, EXTREMELY INTERESTED IN WHAT POSITION YOU WILL TAKE REGARDING
INDIAN EDUCATION. Are you going to live up to the commitments which the U. S.
Government made to Native Americans? Will you be requesting an appropriation
for Title IV, Part A of the Indian Education Act for 1975? Will any Native
Americans be appointed to high level administrative positions in the Office

of Indian Education or will we forever be bound by civil service red tape?

Do you plan to consult any Native American national organizations and tribal
representatives to hear their views of our needs and goals?

We will anxiously be awaiting your reply.
Respectfully yours,

bd 2te fomiom—

erald Pete Jemisbn
Education Director

GPJ/sa



SENECA NATION OF INDIANS

EDUCATION PROGRAM

BOX 201, IRVING, NEW YORK 14081

PHONE (716) 532-3341

President Gerald Ford
The White House
Washington, D. C.
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United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20242

IN REPLY REFER TO!:

Dr. Robert A. Roessal, Jv.

Superintendent of Schools 6cT 1 1914
Chinle Public Schools

Box 587

Chinle, Arizons B8$503

Dear Dr. Roesssel:

Your letter of August 1, 1974, addressed to Mr. Bradley Patterson,
has besn forwarded to me for reply. An information copy of this
letter will go to My, Patterson.

I understand your concern about the terminolegy used in the June 28,
1974, proposed JOM regulations.

I am sure you are now aware that the regulatioas published in the
Pederal Register on August 21, 1974, restricted the eligibility
for these services to those now eligible for BIA services. The
BIA Manual, to be released very soon, will further specifically
limit services to those Indian students liviang on or near reser-
vations and eligible for other BIA services.

We have discussed these regulations with Mr. Hadley Thomes and
others in the Arisona State Department of Rducation, and some of
their thinking will be incorporsted into the new manual. The
Window Rock Area Office can furnish you with a copy of this manusl
revision as soon as it is released.

Thank you for your continuing interest in Indian educationm.
S8inceraly yours,
(SGD) CLENNON E. SOCKEY
Clemnon E. Sockey

Divector, 0ffice of Indian
Education

cc: Mr. Bradley H. Patterson, Jr., Washington, D. C.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 5, 1974 *

Mr. Soqké& --

I tried one answer to
Bob HRoessel but evidently missed
h®s point. Why don't you try the
second time, and please send me =

copy of your response.




CHINLE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 24

P. O. BOX 587
CHINLE, ARIZONA 86503
BOARD OF TRUSTEES Dr. John W. McCoy
Frank Adakai - President August 1, 1974 Superintendent
Mary Ina - Clerk
Pat J. Ashley

Thomas H. Begay
Jerald LaFont

Mr. Bradley Patterson, Jr.
The White House
Washington, D.C.

Dear Brad:

I am taking the opportunity of replying to your letter, dated July 23, 1974,
in which you feel that my concern about the new proposed regulations are
not entirely valid. Let me quote for you the Section I am concerned about
and the Sections that a group of Arizona Tribal Leaders plus certain State

Officlals are also concerned about as they interpret these new reguiations
in the same manner that I have.

On June 28, 1974, Commissioner Thompson sent to Mr. John Artichoker,

Area Director, Phoenix Area Office, the enclosed letter and draft the new
proposed regulations. The specific part that I am concermed about is under
Definitions on Page 2, Part J, which declares: "Educational Agencies

means any State school district, Inter-Tribal Corporation, Indian Corporation
directly engaged in providing educational services or any public or private
Indian controlled school or institution." That would appear to make it
possible for an educational agency being eligible to receive Johmson
O'Malley funds regardless of its location. There is nothing in that definition
of an eligible education agency which restricts it to reservation based
operations. Mr. Hadley Thomas, who is one of the key State of Arizona
negotiators in the new proposed Arizona Johnson O'Malley plan declared in

a public meeting that his interpretation was that these new proposed
regulations would make it possible for any school district with Indian students
within the State of Arizona to receive Johnson O'Malley money. It is this
position that is a great grave concern to me. In fact, he specifically
mentioned the school district I suggested in my letter as illustrating the case
in point. He stated that Phoenix Union High School District under the new
regulations proposed by Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Morris Thompson,

in the attachment to his June 28th letter would make it mandatory that the
State of Arizona provide funds to such a school district.



Mr. Bradley Patterson, Jr. August 1, 1974
The White House Page 2

Furthermore, in talking with the Indian Education Officials, at the State of
Arizona, these are individuals that are part of the State Department of Public
Instruction Staff, they concurred in this definition and were gravely
concerned about this extension of coverage with only a minimal proposed
extension or additional funds.

Your quotations under the definition of an Indian are not in my estimation
the key issue. In other words a Navajo Indian living in Phoenix would be

a member of an organized band of Indians recognized by the Secretary of the
Interior and when that individual attended School in Phoenix, the definition
of an educational agency combined with the definition of Indian would make
such a person eligible. This is exactly what I am disturbed about.

I regret that I did not make myself clear in my earlier letter but I contintie
to be gravely upset about the proposed new regulations.

Sincerely,

Y AR

Robert A. Roessel, Jr., Superintendent Schools
Chinle Public Schools

RAR:ggd
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Morris Thompson, Commissioner of Indian Affairs



July 23, 1974

Dear Mr, Roessel:

1 have reviewed the various proposals of regulations dealing
with the Johmnsen~-O'Malley Act and I have found nothing to
substantiate your belief that any Indian group other than
those which are "federally recognized" will be eligible for

funding. i

As you may know, three sets of regulations have been propesed
at this time., They are 1) the original propesal submitted by
Commissiener Thompson on Janwary 2, 1974, as published in

the Federal Register of Jamary 14, 1974; 2) the proposal

submitted by a coalition of indian groups, commonly known as
the "Red Regs", published on February 23, 1974; and 3) a
revised federal proposal submitted on June 26, 1974.

The eligibility sections in all three proposals make it clear that
only "federally recognised" tribes, bands or groups of Indians
are eligible for Johansen-O'Malley funding, Proposal 1 defines
“Indian’* as "an individual whois-a member of a tribe, band, or
other organised group of Indians, including Alaska natives, which
is recognized by the Secretary of the Interior as being eligible
for Federal Services.'” Section 33,2 of this propesal states
"Contracts may be entered into. .. for the education of Indian
children of 1/4 or more degree Indian bloed. unless excepted
by ‘aw‘ *w o

The "Red Regs' defins ''Indian' identically with the original

federal proposal. Sectiom 33,2 of the "Red Raga" states "Contracts
may be entered iato for the education of Indian children.,.,' again
emphasizing the term "Indian' as defined,

The most recent proposal also defines "Indian" identically with the
original proposal. and then states in Section 33, 2(a) that the funds
are to be used for the Education of Indian children.
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Therefore, I think I can assure you that according to the three
proposals of which I am aware, there is nothing to indicate that
any persons other than "Indians' who are recignized by the
Secretary of the Interior as being eligible for federal services
will be sligible for Johnson-O'Malley funding,

It was good to be with you a few weeks ago!

Cordially,

Bradley H., Pattersom, Jr.

Mz. Robert A, Rosssel, Jr.
Superintendent of Schools
Chinle Public Schools

Box 537

Chinle, Arizona 86503

bcc: Mr. Clennon Sockey (BIA)
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United States Department of the In terior

BURLALU Gl ENDIAN AFFAIRS 4
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20245 . :

Mr. John Artichoker N _ i
Area Director

Phoenix Area Office .
Bureau of Indian Affairs :
Phoenix, Arizona 85011

‘Dear Sir:

We are enclosing for your review and consideration proposed new
regulations for the Johnson-O'ilalley Program to replace 25 CFR,
Part 33. This proposed regulation is a result of ccmments made
by you and others to our draft revisions of the Johnson-0'Malley
regulations, dated January 2, 1974. Our purpose in revising
the regulations is to assure that the Johnson-0O'lalley program
meets the needs of Indian people as Indlan people themselves
determine,

In order to submit a revision inr time for publication, we are
asking that you let us have your comments, suggestions, or objec-
tions to the proposed regulations no later than July 29, 1974,
Please 'address your remarks to Dr, Clennon E. Sockey, Director of
Education Programs. Enclosed is a self-addressed envelope for
your convenience.,

_.We appreciate your.assistance in this matter which 18 of such

great importance to Indlan people.

Sincerely yours,

T\

" Commissioner of Indian Affairs

o ampbane
R T8 o 9
. ‘ e e
¥ = | e % ot ,“\
7 s
g v, 0
A .
. ! a
vy,
o lg ¥ b 4
Fly W yw o
G e ' " n 5
~ .
»- -
S, (%2:% "
L) + - 4
© T 3 )
K503
* -f& A

Save Energy and You Serve Americal . L




PROPOSED REGULATION 6/28/74

s

" Section

5 : A aF

Proposed Revision Part 33, Chapter I, Title 25, Code of Federal

Regulations to read as follows:

Part 33 ~ Special Programs for the Education of Indian Children

33.1 Definitions.

33.2 Contract Eligibility. .

" 33.3 Community Participation.

33.4 General Requirements for Contracts.

33.5 State School Laws.

33.6 Public School Use of Federal Propefty.

~

AUTHORITY: The provisions of this Part 33 issued under Sec. 3, 48 stat.
596, as amended; 25 U.S.C. 454, unless otherwise noted.
E 33.1 Definitions.

Whenever used in ;His part the terms defined in this section shall

)

" have the meaning herein stated:

(a) 'State" means a State of the United States of America or any

subdivision thereof. . - Lo ' 8
. (b) A "school District" is the local unit of school administration

és defined by the laws of the ‘state in which it is located.
Y (e) An "Indian" is an individual either of 1/4 or more degree of
. \, . ’

Indian blood or a member of a trib€, band, or other organized group of

' . Indians, including Alaska Natives, which is fecognized by the Secretary

- of ‘the Interior as being eligible for Federal Services throughout the

United States.
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(d) An "fndian Advisory School Board" is a.board elected by Indian
parents within a school district to plan, program; review, and cv&luate
programs for the educatién of eligible Indian students.

(e) "Commissioner!" means the Commissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs;

(f) '"Basic support payments' means payments made in support of

.

school operational costs in order to meet minimum educational standards
established by the State. hh
(g) "YSpecial and Supplemental" programs are to meet the special .

needs of Indian students which may result from the financial status of the

parents, or from cultural and language differences, or other factors, so

" that Indian studeénts can receive the maximum benefit from the basic

educational program.

“(h) An "“Indian Corporation" is a corporation which is wholly controlled

- by Indian shareholders and which is chafte;ed under State law, under Tribal

auﬁhority, or a federally chartered corporation undér the Indian Reorgani=-
zation Act, 25 U.S.C. §477. '

' (i) An “Educational Plan" is a plan for the programmatic accounta-
bility and eﬁpenditure by an Educational Agency under a contract for the
education o£ eligible Indian ;tudents under this.part. g "'.

(j) "Educational Agency" means any state, school district, intertribal
corporation, Indian corporation directly engaged in providing educational
éefvices, or any public or.privaté Indian controlled school or institution.

\(k) The -Johnson-0'Malley Act ;Zans the Act of April 16, 1934, 48 Stat.
596, as amended by the Act of June &, 1§3§,'49 Stat. 1458, 25 U,S.C.
§452-454,

(1) "“Secretary" mcans the Secrctary of the Interior.
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(m) '"Area Director,'" means the officer in charge of a Bureau of

Indian Affairs Area Office.

§ 33.2 Contract Eligibility.

(a) Contracts may be entered into under the provisions of the Johnson-

'O{Malley Act with any educational agency for the education of Indian chil=-

.‘dren in kindergarten through grade 12.

(b) All funds appropriated for expenditure under Part 33 shall be

apportioned annually among the states and among the educational agencies

“ within each state on an equitable basis. (1) All such funds shall be
-apportioned among all states on the basis of the number of eligible students

.for whom funds are sought, with allowance being made for the actuél cost of

delivering educational services in each state. +For the purpose of determin-

ing the actual cost of delivering educational services in each state, the

Commissioner shall refer to the average per-pupil expenditure of each state. .

(2) Absent extraordinary or exceptional circumstances, funds allocated
for‘educational agencies shail Pe appor;ioned to the agencies so that éacﬁ
éontr;cting educational agency will receiée,approximately the same amount
for each eligible Indian student. The Commissioner may make exception and

authorize a contract with an educational agency having special cultural,

social, linguistic, or educational needs which provide the agency with more

.than the average per pupil sum received by educational aéencies.

(c) The contracts may authorize payments for educational programs in

\ : i . .
two categories in the following priority: (1) In payment for the costs

of providing special or supplemental programs to meet the special needs of °

Indian students, as determined by the Indian Advisory School Board, which

may result from the financial status of the parents, or from cultural and

) ' ‘ Y \
: v L. D

e et g s
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language differences, or other factors, so that Indiaﬁ students can
receive the maximum benefit from the basic educationai programs of a
school. (2) 1In support of a basic state school program offered to all
students, to meet educational standards established within the state,
only if authorized by the Educational Plan,.in writing} and on%y under
extraordin;ry or exceptional circumstances. The contracts may authorize
payments for basic program aspects only upon.satisfactory proof of all the
following: (a) ' a reasonable tax effort; (§) exhaustion of all other
sources of financial aid, including P.L. 874; and (c) a high percentage
enrollment of eligible Indians. . .

(d) Equal educational opportunities: .(1) Contracts shall specify .

that all state school districts receiving funds- under the provisions of

this part shall provide educational opportunities to all Indian children

‘within that school district on the same terms and under the same conditions

that apply to all other students. School districts receiving funds under

this part must insure that Indian children receive all aid from the State,

»

and other proper sources other than this contract, which other schools in

the district and other school districts similarly situated in the state
are entitled to receive. In no instance shall there be discrimination
against Indians or schools enrolling such Indians. (2) When informed by a

complaint or through its oWn discovery that possible violations of Title VI

,of ‘the Civil Rights Act of 1964 éxist within a state school district

\

receiving Johnson-0'Malley aid, the*Departmenﬁ of the Interior shall, in

' accordance with Federal requirements: (i) notify the Departmeht of Health,

Education and Welfare of the possible violation of Title VI and pﬁrsuant

"to Mermoranda of Understanding between the Secretary of the Interior and

- ———
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thé Secretary of the Department 6f Health, Education and Welfare conduct
an investigation into the matters alleged. (ii) If the report of investi=-
gation conducted by the D;partmcnt of Health, Education, and ﬁelfare in
(i) above discloses a failure or threatened failure to comply with this

part, and if the noncompliance or threatened noncompliance cannot be

corrected by informal means, compliance with this part may be effected by

the suspension or termination of or refusal to grant or to continue finan-

cial assistance under the Johnson-O'Malley Act or by any other means

" authorized by law. As delineated in 43 CFR Sections 17.1, 17.8 and 17.9,

such other means may include reference to the Department of Justice with a

“recommendation that appropriate legal proceedings be brought by the United

States to secure compliance or by formal hearing before the head of the -

bureau or office administering the federal financial assistance, or at his -

discretion,, before an administrative law judge designated in accordance with

section 11 of the Administrative Procedure Act. The Secretary of Interior,

may, by agreement with one or more other Federal departments, provide tar- -

\

the conduct of consolidated or joint hearings as prescribed in 43 CFR

 'Section 17.8(e).

-

(e) Programs conducted through contracts under this part must be,

‘designed for the exclusive benefit of:-eligible Indian students.

8 33.3 Community Participation.

a

(a) Parental involvement at the local level is an important means of
g :

—
increasing the effectiveness of programs provided by funds under this

part. Accordingly, it is the policy of the Commissioner, in regard to funds

) ¢ 5 '
contracted under this part, to require the maximum participation by the

cowmnunity affected. Contracts shall provide that this participation shall

8 e oSty i
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include, but shall not be limited to,-the provisions of this scction.
In th ~e of contracts with Indian Corporations all provisions of this
part relating to Indian Advisory Boards shall be required.

(b) FEach educational agency having a contract under this part ;hall
work with the Indian Advisory Board established for each school community
involved p;rsuaﬁt to subsection (c). fach educational agency shall, subject.
to the limits prescribed in its contract, make available part of its
Johnson-O'ﬁalley funds for conducting elections of Indian Advisory Boards,
for attendance of members of Indian Advisory Boards at state-;ide meetings,
workshops, board training and for other reasonable expenses incurred by an
Indian Advisory ﬁoard in relation to its duties and in the planning, devel-
opment, evaluation and monitoring of programs funded under this Act.

(c) All Indian Advisory Boards shall be nominated and elected by

procedures determined by the Indian community affected. Each Board'shall

file a copy with the Area Director of its organizational papers and by-laws,

" ‘together with a list of its officers and members, - including their current

‘addresses, Members of the Boafd shall be elected by the Indian people in

the community affected, and where the program or project will serve

secondary school students, Indian secondary school students. Election of -

members shall not limit the continuing participation of the Indian community

in the operation and evaluation of the program.

(d) Each Indian A&visory Board shall be authorized to: (1) make an
initial assessment of the needs of_Indian children .in the community affected,

(2) participate in negotiations concerning contracts under this part,

(3) participate in the planning, development, evaluation, and monitoring of

programs, (4) hcar complaints by Indian students and their parents,

4
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(5) meet regularly with the professional staff serving Indian children
and with the local educational agency, (6) hold Board%neetings at least

once a month which are open to the public, (7) approve all programs and
t . <

éxpenditures of funds before contracts are concluded with educational

\
agencies, (8) establish rules for conducting its meetings, and (9) have

‘'such additional powers as are consistent with these regulations.

& 33.4 General Requirements for Contracts.

(a) Educational Plan. To become eligible for consideration to obtain

" a contract, an educational agency must formulate an educational plan and

submit it to the appropriate Area Director. Such plan shall become a part

of any contract awarded. Programs shall be designed to meet the‘special

‘needs of Indian students, which may result from the financial status of

their parents, from cultural and language differences, or from other factors.

(b) Budget Estimates and Financial Information. Each educational
agency must submit to the Area Director such budget information as is

necessary in order to determine eligibili;y to contract for tﬁé funds
fequested. If funds are sought for basic suppoft services, the cont;acfor
has the burden of meefing the standards'set out in 33.2(¢).

. This information shall include'records of receipt of funds from all
squrcés, énd if a state educational agenc? feque§;é supplemental funds for
special need prograﬁé; shall specify line items in each school district's
program for which'funds'from this'progra@ are to be expended. When supple-
men;él funds. are sought, full information oq‘progréms funded from-other_
éupplemental sources sﬁgll be furnished. in every ;gséAwhere a c;ntractl’

is‘awafded for basic support, formal written findings shall be made by

the Area Dircctor and incorporated into the contract.

e et e gt s
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(c) Reporting. Information shall be furnished by the education agency

-

as to the type of expenditure for which reimbursement is sought under the

- terms of the contract. An adequate accounting system shall be maintained

-

that enables identification and audit of expenditures of funds contracted

-~ 7

for under this section. e ——

(d) Educational Standards. Contracts-shall provide that the minimum

educational programs required by established State standards must be

maintained.

(e) Staff. In contracts where special or supplemental programé-are

funded, a provision must be included in the contract that special consider-

ation for the selection of personnel shall be given to those individuals
with ‘special expertise in the areas of Indian culture, customs, society,
history, and language, etc. In these areas, academic quaiifications need

not be a factor.

(f) Inspection of Programs.  Educational agencies, including schools

operated by them, receiving funds shall be open to visits for purposes of
program audit and inspection by duly accredited representatives of. the.
Federal government and the Indian Advisory Board. The Educational Agency

shall furnish the Area Director with a detailed report describing the

accomplishments during the :previous school year, due before October 15

each year, which shall contain an evaluation of the effectiveness of the
program. The Area Direc£or.shai1 audit program effectiveness and the
finangial expenditure for each such“tonéféct dhring the first half of each
contract year. The'recﬁrds involved in any claim or .expenditure which has

been questioned shall be further maintained until final determination has

been made on the questioned cxpenditures by the Commissioner.

3
s




~ “constituted governing body of the tribe adopts a resolution of consent,

9
(g) Each contract shall include broviszbns that the Educational

Agency will comply in full with the requirements conéerning comnunity

participation, as set forth in subsection 33.3 of this part. B
. (h) The contract shall provide that Educational Agencies receiving
fﬁnds will be open to visits and consultations by duly-accredited represent-
atives of the fedéral government, by p;rentg in the community, and by
tribal representatives. -

(i) Copies of all contracts, records, reports, budgets, budget
estimates, plans, and other documents pertaining to the administration of
the program shall be made available by the Educational Agency to each'

member of Eﬁe Indian Advisory Board. Such documents shall be made available,

upon request, to members of the public by Educational Agencies and local

" school officials for inspection. Educational Agencies and local school

officials shall provide, free of charge, single copies of such documents

upon request.

. £ 33.5 State School Laws. e
State eﬁployees in those states where P.L. 280, 28 U.S.C. 2 1360 and

25 U.S.C. S 1311, does not confer civil jurisdiction may be permitted to .. ..

13

-‘enter upon Indian tribal lands, reservations, or allotments if the duly

- for .the pufpose of: (a) Inspection of educational conditions in the public

schools located thereon; (b) to enforce state compulsory school attendance

laws against Indian children, parents, or other persons in loco parentis.

g 33.6 Use of and Transfer of Federal Property.

The use of federally-owned facilities for public or private - school

purposes may be authorized when not nceded for Federal activities. Transfer

"of title to such facilities may be arranged under the provisions of the

.;9.;_- oo



"the Indian agency responsible for the prOpérty. In case of damage'or
.destruction of such property by fire, windstorm, vandaliém, snow or
" tornado the insurance money collected shall be expended only for repair

-or replacement of proﬁerty; otherwise, insurance proceeds shall be

ks property in.a reasonable state of repair consistent with the intended use

a & o2 . . ) 10

Act of June &4, 1953 (67 St;t. 419,

(a) “Insurance cévering nonexpendable property: \Wheh nonexpendible -
Government property is turned over to éublic or private school authorities
under a use permit, the permittee shall insuge such property égainst
damage by fire, windstorm, vandalism, snow,.and tornado in amounts and ‘

with companies satisfactory to the superintendent or officer in charge of

.remitted to the Bureau of Indian Affairs.

(b) ‘Maintenance of Buildings: The permittee shzll maintain the

.and educational purposes.
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CFFICE OF EDUCATICN FUNDING FOR EDUCATION

{Dollars in thousands)

Primarily for Indians

Q

T

FY 1974

re
>

FOR INDIANS .

4

x,
i

FY 1973

For Indians Primarily for Indians For Indian

Reserva. Non-Reserva. Among Others Reserva. Non-Reserva. Amcng Other
puty Commissioner for Development
Environmental Education 53 75 53 75
NCET 1,000 1,000
H-2alth and Nutrition 148 63 148 63
Drug Education 170 112 170 112
NCIES 1,660 1,660 2,500 2,500
g ;

puty Commissioner for School Syst.
=29 2,000 2,000
ELUTE 3,548 3: 712
54T 35,050 13,0751/ 39,154 12,6528/
£4H 7813/ 8594/
:ruty Commissiocner for Higher Ed.
E:E %

Talent Search 300 300 300 300

Uoward Bound 1,327 1L e 1,127 1,822

Special Services 406 406 406 406
2acher Corps 2,250 250 2,250 25C
o figure for st-dent aid $41,164 $3,993 20,404 $4,833
is given since the amount : i i 46,408 ’ $20,223
S DR segRaiated.. TOTAL FY 1973: $65,561 TOTAL FY 1974: $71,164

/Plus
zlus
T1lus
- lus

$15,C00 tc BIA
$15,000 to BIA
$1,450 to BIZ
$1,595- to BIA

plus $16,450 to BIA plus $16,595 to BIA



OC COMMITMENTS T EDUCATION FOR INDTANS

(dollaxrs in thousands)

W

The following is a listing of amcuntsg submirted Iy the various bureaus as

planned expenditures for educatici. of Indians

in FY 1973,

1t should be

noted that,.in some cases, the amourts licted may be too high (i.e., they
reflect projects in which only some of the particijpants are Indian.) This
list is being revised to include conly direct expenditures for Indians.

Deputy Commissicner for School fyetems
Bl s

BESE
Title I $ 9,000,000
(+ 15,000,000
Title I1I 1,275,000
Title VIII Bilingqual dy i 32
P.L. 874 32,450,000
P.L. 815 2,600,000
ESA 2. 000,000
BEH 731,000
(+ 1,450,000
BAVTE ' 3,548,000
‘Dgputy Commissioner for Higher Education
DHE* ,
Talent Search 600,000
Upward Bound 2,254,000
Special Services 812,000
Deputy Commissioner for Development
NCET 1,000,000
NCIES 3,320,000
Health & Nutrition 211,129
Drug Education 282,000
Environmental Education 128,000
‘Teacher Corps 2,500,000
$65,561,861

(to LEA's)
to BIA)

to BIA)

" *No figure is shown for student‘aid since this amount is still being

negotiated.





