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" In vesponse to your letter of March 2 and as a result of ocur review
we offer the following comments: =l

o4 any fashion the concept of sslf«govermment in the Indian
factions into a more unified orgsnization through promulgation of a
. ,‘-
’ This general situation is not peculiar to the Hopis., Many other
3 wu the Hopl "Traditionalists” refuse to attempt to change the

The difficulty arises not from imperfections in the present consti- e
tution but from the refusal of the "‘l‘rcditlglut-" to sccept in
‘ ) W/\} Reorganization Act, Thus any hope to resolve ths variocus tribal
10 |- )
N new constitution is a forlorm one so long as this condition existsa,
MAY 1 7 1964tribal groups have dissident factions within their mesmbership who
are unhappy with their present form of organization. BSows of these,
organization to their liking by constitutional mesns, or to partici.
pate {n any manner other than by voicing their opposition.

The Hopis accepted the Indian Reorganization Act and adopted a
constitution undexr its provisions, While far from perfect, the
constitution is workable, and under it, a tribal council is elected
even though the Traditionalists refrain from voting and refuse to
recognize the representatives thus electad, Depertmental recognition
has been accorded the constitution and the elected tribal council,

The Hopl Council has gone on record in support of H.R. 9529, and will
doubtless so testify. There may, or may not, be opposing witnesses
from the dissident factions of the tribe.

The situation today is little different from that which existed when
P.L. 83«547 was enacted in 1958, At that time the tribal council
supported the legislation while the Traditionaliste ignored it., The
ensuing litigation, Healing v. Jones, was carried on by the elected
tribal council without any participation dy the dissident groups,
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The position of the recognized Hopi Council s that having been
decreed owner of an undivided one-half interest in the 1882
Reservation outside of Distrtct 6 they want poasession of their
proparty., The Traditionalists on the other hand refuse to
recognize the action of the Special Court in Healing v. Jonss and
claim not only the 1882 Reservation but a larger mrmms_ area
as theirs,

It is our view that the intra<tribnl dissgreement is not likely to
be resolved in the foreseeable future and that this is not a bar
to settlement of the matter contemplated by H,R. 9529,

Sincerely yours,

57¢) John A Carver, Jf)
\sisiar] Secretary of the Interior

Hon. Wayne N. Aspinall
Chairman, Comnittee on
Interipr and Insular Affaire
Weshington, D. C.
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