December 29, 1945

DUM for Commissioner Rrophy.

Sub;jeetz‘ Hopi problem.

Super intendent Iadd of the Hopi Reservation, under date of December 6,
sent us copies of several letters written by Byron.Adems snd Mrs. Genevieve
Walther. In one of these letters Byron Adams reports that he saw Roger
Baldwin of the €ivil Liberties Union who, so Adems reports, offered the help
of a lewyer to draft a bill to return all of the Fopi Exeocutive Order Reser-
vetion to the Hopis:. The copy of another letter from Mrs. Walther to.
Senetor O'Mahoney diseusses the difficulties that arose out of the wording
of the 1882 Executive CUrder. Mrs. Walther writes on this point as follows:

"The Hopi land problem, which dates back to 1882,
when wgs proclaimed the Executive Order, with its clause
stating that the ares was for the use of the Hopis ‘end
such other Indians' as the Seoretary of the Inbterior
should settle thereon. The Indian Bureau apparently
interprets this to sanction the few Navajos residing on
Hopi lands et thet time. Other students, however, maintain
that such was not the intent ef the Order, inasmuch as at
the time of oreating the Hopi Reservetion the Navejo Reser-
vation was oconsidered adequate, together with the fact that
formally there was never aetion to settle Navejos thereon.
In faet, during thoseearly days the U. S. Army effered to
force the Nevejoes back to their own lands where they
belonged, the Indien Buresu declining to agree for fear
of trouble.

™gith both Hopis and Navejos inoressing, with more
Ravejos entering the regien frem their own reservatien,
which completely surreunds Hopiland, and with the Indisn
Bureau teking no positive actien for years, trouble ceme.
Now, I guess there is no doubt that, if needs of both
tribes are to be met proportionately, the Navejos should
continwe to use pert of the aree of the 1882 Hopi Reser-
vetion. In the opinion of Dr. Harocld Colton, Director of
Northern Arizona Museum, they should have 1/3 of the Hopi
sree. on the basis of need. Why, though, should they con-
tinue to use 4/6 of this area, as he declares that they are?"

- In another part of the letter Mrs. Walther sdmis the desirabilibty of a
drift fence to make possible good range menagement end to keep the Navaejo
livestock out, but she winds up her statement on this point by writing:
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"The fence is necessery, but in justice to the Fopi
the fence should include en aree greater then Distriect 6."

Mrs. Walther th‘en'interprets the Solieitor's opinien of October 1941 to
meen thet the Hopis have the right of grazing their snimals on the entire

1882 Executive Order ares end she asks, "Why was their reduction based solely

on the reange capacity of 1/6 of that areaf"

~ Mrs. Walther then reiterates her charges against Superintendent lLadd,
espeocially the allegation that Roger Quochytewa was jailed on trumped-up
cherges in order to breek the morale of Third Mesa. In conmsction with this
matter, Mrs. Walther writes Senator O 'Mahoney:

"I might mention another matter regarding ladd-~
whom I'm not prepared to say is a scoundrel, but whom
I think the Indiens have a right to have investigated
in & hearing in which they pertiecipate."

From a perusal of the minutes of the meetings conducted by Mr. Zeh
during his November visit at the Hopi Reservation, I deduced that neither
this nor any other cherges and issues on administrative matters raised by
Roger Quoohytewe were taken up. I'm wondering whether it is worth-while to
ask Mr., Zeh to go bmek te Hopl end dig into these specifie charges.

I'm sending a copy of this memorandum to Mr. Flanery so that he end
Mr. HEyden may be femiliar with the activities of Mrs. Walther.

Wshlls

oehlke.
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