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CHAPTER 118
S.P.139-1.D. 415

Resolve, To Create the Committee To Study State Compliance with the Federal
Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978

Emergency preamble. Whereas, acts and resolves of the Legislature do not become
effective unti] 90 days after adjournment unless enacted as emergencies; and

Whereas, the Committee To Study State Compliance with the Federal Indian Child
Welfare Act of 1978 should be established to examine the extent to which the State
complics with the federal Indian Chald Welfare Act of 1978 and to identily ways in
which to improve comphance; and

Whereas, the study must be initiated before the 90-day period expires in order that the
study may be completed and a report submitted in time for submission to the next
legislative session; and

Whereas, in the judgment of the Legislature, these facts creale an emergency within
the meaning of the Constitution of Maine and require the following legislation as
immediately necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health and safety; now,
therefore, be 1t

Sec. 1. Committee established. Resolved: That the Committee To Study State
Compliance with the Federal Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978, referred to in this resolve
as "the committee,” 15 established: and be it further

Sec. 2. Committee membership. Resolved: That the committee consists of the
following members:

1. Two members of the Senate, appointed by the President of the Senate;

2. Three members of the House of Representatives, appointed by the Speaker of the
House;

3. The Governer of the Passamaqueddy Tribe. or a designee:
4. The Governor of the Penobscot Nation, or a designee:

. The Tribal Chief of the Houlton Band of Maliseet Indians, or a designee;

L

6. The Tribal Chief of the Aroostook Band of Micmacs, or a designee;

e |

. The Commussioner of Health and Human Services. or the commissioner's designee;
and

8. The Attorney General, or the Attomey General's designee.

The Chief Justice of the Supreme Judicial Court is requested to designate a representative
of the judicial branch to serve as a voting member of the committee; and be it further



Sec. 3. Chairs. Resolved: That the first-named Senate member is the Senate chair of
the committee and the first-named House of Representatives member is the House chair
ol the commuttee; and be it further

Sec. 4. Appointments; convening of committee, Resolved: That all appointments
must be made no later than 30 days following the effective date of this resolve, The
appointing authorities shall notify the Executive Dircetor of the Legislative Council once
all appointments have been completed. Within 135 days after appointment of all members,
the chairs shall call and convene the first meeting of the committee, which may be no
later than August 1, 2005; and be it further

Sec. 5. Duties. Resolved: That the committee shall study state compliance with the
federal Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978. The commuttee may hold one public hearing,
in Augusta, to collect public testimony; and be it further

Sec, 0. Staff assistance. Resolved: That the Legislative Council shall provide
necessary stalfing services to the committee; and be 1t further

Sec. 7. Compensation. Resolved: That the legislative members of the committee are
entitled to receive the legislative per diem, as defined in the Maine Revised Statutes, Title
3, section 2, and reimbursement for travel and other necessary expenses related to their
attendance at authorized meetings of the commuttee. Public members not otherwise
compensated by their employers or other entities that they represent are entitled to
receive reimbursement of necessary expenses for their attendance at authorized meetings
of the committee; and be it further

Sec. 8. Report. Resolved: That, no later than December 7, 2005, the commuttee shall
submit a report that includes its findings and recommendations, including suggested
legislation, for presentation to the Joint Standing Committee on Judiciary and the
Legislative Council. The committee is authorized to introduce legislation related to its
report to the Second Regular Session of the 122nd Legislature at the time of submission
of its report; and be 1t further

Sec. 9. Extension. Resolved: That, if the committee requires a limited extension of
time to complete its study and make its report, it may apply to the Legislative Council,
which may grant an extension: and be it further

Sec. 1. Committee budget. Resolved: That the chairs of the committee, with
assistance from the committee stafl, shall administer the committee's budget. Within 10
days afer its first meeting, the committee shall present a work plan and proposed budget
to the Legislative Council for its approval. The committee may not incur expenses that
would result in the committee's exceeding its approved budget. Upon request from the
committee, the Executive Director of the Legislative Council shall promptly provide the
committee chairs and staff with a status report on the committee budget, expenditures
incurred and paid and available funds.

Emergency clause. In view of the emergency cited in the preamble, this resolve takes
effect when approved.
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Committee to Study State Compliance with
the Federal Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978

MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative John Richardson, Speaker of the House, Chair
Senator Beth Edmonds, President of the Senate, Vice-Chair
/o David Boulter, Executive Director, Legislative Council

FROM: Senator Margaret Rotundo, Senate Chair
Representative Deborah L. Pelletier-Simpson, House Chair
Committee to Study State Compliance with the Federal Indian Child Welfare Act

of 1978
DATE: 7 Nowember 2003
RE: Request for Deadline Extension

Pursuant to this committee’s authorizing legislation, Resolves of 2005, Ch. 118, Sec. 9. we are
requesting a imited extension of our reporting deadline. Our current reporting deadline is Dec.
7", As you know, Senate appointments 1o this committee were not made until late October.
We are moving as quickly as possible to schedule our work, but we see no reasonable way in
which the committee can conduct any meaningful study of ICWA compliance and produce a
report by Dec. 7™,

Consequently, we would ask that our reporting deadline be extended to January 9™,

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If vou have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

W o
o4
ce: Members. ICWA Study Committes z g ﬁ/w
| igpe

Patrick Norton. Director, OPLA  /
(j“"‘ e

GASTUDIES-2005 i dian Child Welfure Ael Compliancewequest for deadline extension. doc( 1 17772005 10:24:00 AN
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Committee to Study State Compliance with the Federal Indian
Child Welfare Act of 1978

Resolve 2005, Ch. 118
December 14, 2005

Appointment(s) by the President

Sen. Margaret Rotundo — Chair Senate Member
4406 College St.

Lewiston, ME (04240

207-784-3259

Sen. Kevin L. Raye Senate Member
i3 Sunsel Cove Lane

Perry, ME 04667

207-853-9400

Appointment(s) by the Speaker

Rep. Deborah L. Pelletier-Simpson — Chair House Member
551 Turner Street

Auburn, ME 04210

207-777-1379

Rep. Roger L. Sherman House Member
PO Box 682

Houlton, ME (4730

207-532-7073

Rep. Mike Sockalexis House Member
23 H Street

Bangor, ME 04401

207-659-2230

Attorney General

David Hathaway Designee
Attorney General’s Office

6 State House Station

Augusta, ME 04333

207-626-8800

Chief Justice

Honorable Vendean V. Vafiades Representing the Judicial Branch
Maine District Court

145 State Street

Augusta, ME 04333-0111

207-287-6950



Commissioner, Department of Health & Human Services

Dan Despard Designee
Bureau of Child & Family Services

11 State House Station

Augusta, ME (04333

207-287-5052

Governor of the Passamaquoddy Tribe

Gov. Robert Newell Govemnor
Passamaquoddy Tribe

Indian Township/PO Box 301

Princeton, ME (4668

2007-796-2301

Governor of the Penobscot Nation

Erlene Paul Governor’s Designee
Penobscot Nation

|2 Wabanaki Way

Indian Island, ME 04468

2007-817-7447

Tribal Chief. Aroostook Band of Micmacs

Rosella Silliboy Tribal Chief’s Designee
Aroostook Band of Micmacs

7 Northern Rd

Presque Isle, ME 04769

207-764-1972

Tribal Chiel, Houlton Band of Maliseet Indians

Chief Brenda Commander Tribal Chiel
Houlton Band of Maliseets

RR#3, Box 450

Houlton, ME 04730

207-532-4273

Stalf:
Anna Broome 287-1670
OPLA

Jon Clark 287-1670
OPLA

CASTURIES-2005Undn Child Welfare Aot Compliance'™embers List doc
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Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

Undited States Code
TITLE 25 - INDIANS
CHAFPTER 21 - INDIAN CHILD WELFARE

Section 1901. Congressional findings

Recognizing the special relationship between the United States
and the Indian tribes and their members and the Federal
responsibility to Indian people. the Congress finds -

{1} that clause 3, saction 8, arzicle I of the United States
Conetitution provides that ''The Congress shall have Power = * »*
To regulate Commerce * * * with Indian tyibes (POOTNOTE 1) !
and, through this and other constitutional authority, Congreas
nag plenary power over Indian affairs;

IFOOTHOTE 1} So in original. Probably should be capitallzed,

{2) that Congress, through statutes, treaties, and the general
course of dealing with Indian tribes, has assumed the
respongibility for the protection and preservation of Indian
tzibes and their rescurces;

{3} that there is no resource that is more vital te the
eontinued existence and integrity of Indian tripes chan thelr
children and that the United States has a direct incerest, as
trustes, in protecting Indian children who are members of or are
eligible for membership in an Indian tribe;

f4} that &n alarmingly high percentage of Indian families are
broken up by the removal, often unwarranted, of their children
from them by nontribal public and private agencles and that an
alarmingly high percentags of such children are placsd 12
non-Indian foster and adoptive homes and institutions; and

(51 that the States, exerciging their recognized juriediction
over Indian child custody proceedings through administrative and
judicial bodies, have often failed to reccgnize the sssential
trikal relations of Indian people and the sulcural and secial
standards prevailing in Indias communities and families.

Section 1902, Congressional declaration of policy

The Congress nereby declarss that it is the policy of this Nation
to protect the best iatsrests of Indian children and to promote the
gtability and security of Indian tribes and families by the
estzblishment of minimum Federal standards for the remowal of
Indian children from their families dnd the placesment of such
children in foster or adoptive homes which wiil reflect the unigue
values of Indian culture, and by providing for assistance to Ihdian
tribes in the opesration of child and family service programs.

Section 1903, Definitions

For the purposes of this chaptser, sxcevt as may be specificdlly
provided otherwige, the term -
{17 ' 'child custody proceeding'' shall mean and include -

Office of Policy and Lepal Analvsis pragre 1



Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

(i) ""fopter care placement'' wiich shall mean any acticm
removing an Indian child from its parent or Indian custodian
for temporary placement in a foster home or imstitution or the
homs of a guardian or conservator whers the parent or Indian
eustodian cannot have the child returned upon demand;, but where
parental rights have not been terminated;

1{i} "'"termination of parsntal rights'' which shall mean any
actioh resulting in the termination of the parent-child
relationship;

{{ii} " 'preadoptive placement'' which shall mean the
temporary placement of an Indian child in a fogter home or
institurion after the termination of parental rights, bukb prior
to or in lieu of adoptive placement; and

{i%) ‘‘adoptive placement'' which shall mean the permanent
slacement of an Indian child for adoption, including any action
regulting ina final decree of adoption.

Such term or terms shall not include a placement based upon an
act which, 1f committed by an adult, would be deemed a crime or
upon an award, in a divorce proceseding, of custody to one of the
parents.

(2} 1rextended family member'' shall be as defined by the law
or cugtom of the Indian chilé's tribe or, in the absence of such
law or custom, shall be a person who has reached the age of
eighteen and who is the Indian child's grandparent, aunt or
uncle, brother or sistsr, brother-in-law or sister-in-law, nilece
or nephew, firsgt or second cousin, or sStepparent;

f3) ''Indian'' means any perscn who is a member of an Indian
tribe, or who i3 an Alaska Nacive and & member of a Regional
Corporaticn ap defined in 1505 of title 43;

(4) "'Ipdian child®' means any unmarried person who i1g under
age esightesn and is either (al a member of an Indian tribe or (b
ly eligible for membership in an Indian tribe and is the
hislogical child of a member of an Indian tribe;

(5) ''"Indian child's tribe'' means (a] the Indian tribe in
which an Indian child is 2z membsr or eligible for membership or
(b}, in the ceee of ar Indian child who i= a member of or
eligible for mempbershiz in mors than one tribe, the Indiarn tribe
with which the Indian child has the more significant cantacts;

(&) ''"Indian custodian’'' msane ary Indian person who has legal
cugtedy of an Indian chiid under tribal law or custom or under
State law or to whom temporary physical cars, cuatody, and
control has been transferrsd by the parent of such child;

{7) '*Indian organization'' means any groug, associdtion,
partnsrshio, corporation, or ocher lagal entity owaed or
controiled by Indians, or a majority of whose members are
Indians;

(Y *'Thadian tribe'' means =ny Indian tribe, band, nation, or
cther organized group or community of Indians recognized as
eligible for the ssrvices provided teo Indians by the Secretary
bedause of their stetus as Indians, including any Alaska Natiwve
village ag defined in section 1602 (z) of tigle 43;

{8} !'parent!' means any biglogical parent or parents of &n
Indian child or any Indian perscon who has lawfully adopted an
Indian child, inciuding adoptions under trikal law or custom. It
dosg not Iinciude the unwed father where paternity has not been
acknowledged or established;

(10} "lreserwation'' means Indian country as defined in sschbion

Oihee of Poley and Legal Analysas g 2



Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

4151 of title 18 and any lands, mot covered undsr such section,
title to which ig esither held by the United States in trust for
the benafit of any Indian tribe or individual or held by any
Indian tribe or individual subject to a restriction by the United
States against alienation;

{21} '‘*Secretarv'' means the Secretary of the Interior; and

{22) ''tribal court'' means a court with jurisdiction owver
child custody proceedings and which is either a Court of Indian
offenses, a court established and operated under the code or
custom of an Indian tribe, or any other administrative body of a
Eribe which is vested with authority over child custody
procesdings.

SUBCHAPTER 1 - CHILD CUSTODY PROCEEDINGS

Section 1911, Indian tribe jurisdiction over Indian child custody proceedings

{a) Exclusive juriediction

An Indian tribe ghall have jurisdiction exclusive as to any State
cver any child custcdy procseding involving an Indian child who
resides or is domiciled within the reservation of such tribe,
except where much jurisdiction is otherwise vested in the State by
existing Federal law. Where an Indian child is & ward of a tribal
colirt, the Indian tribe shall rertain exclusive jurisdiction,
notwithstanding the residence or domicile of the ghild.
(h) Transfer of proceedings; declination by tribal court

In any State court proceeding for the foster care placement of,
or terminarion of parental rights to, an Indian child not domiciled
or residing within the reservation of the Indian child's tribe, the
mourt, in the absence of good cause to the contrary, shall transfer
such procesding to the jurisdiction of the tribe, absent cbjsction
by either parent, upon the petition of either parent or the Indian
custedian or the Indian child'e trins: Erovided, That such transfer
shall be subiect to declinazion by the tripal cours of such Eribe.
{¢) State gourt procesdings; intervenction

In any Staté court proceeding for the foster care placement of,
or terminatisn of parsntal rights to, an Indian child, ths Indian
custodian of the zhild and the Indiar child's tribe ghall have a
right to intervens at any point in the procseding.
id) Pull faith and credis o public acts, rscords, and judicial

proceedings of Indian or

The Thited States, every State, svery territory or possessicn of
the United States, and svery Indisnm tribs shall give full faith and
credit to the pubilic acos, records, and judicizl procesdings of aoy
Indian cribe applicable to Indian child custedy procesdings to Che
Bame exrent -kat such eatities give full £zith and crecit to the
public acts, -esords, and judicisl procesdings of any dther encity.

Section 1912, Pending court proceedings

™

{a) Noticei time for commencement of procesdings; additisnal time

far preparation
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Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

In any involuntary proceeding in-a Stats court, where the court
knows or has reason to know that an Indian child is invelwed, the
party seeking the Zoster care placement of, or termination ef
parental rights to, an Indian child shall nctify the parent or
Indian sustodian and the Indian child's trike, by registersd mail
with return receipt requested, of the pending proceedings and of
thelr right of intervention. If the identity or locatien of the
parent or Indian custodian and the tribe cannot be determined, such
notice shall be given to the Secretary io like manner, who shall
have fifteen days after receip: to provide the regquisite notice to
the parsnt or Indian custodian and the tribe. No foster care
placement or termination of parental rights proceeding shalil be
held until at least ten days after receipt of notice by the parent
or Indian custodian and the tribe or “he Sscretary: Provided, That
the parent or Indian custodian or the tribe shall, upon reguest, be
granted up to twenty additional days to prepare for such
proceeding.

{b) Appointment of counsel

In any case 1ln which the court determines indigency, the parent
ar Indian custodian shall have the right to court-appelnted counsel
1o any removal, placemsnt, or terminatiosn proceeding. The gourt
may, in ite dipcretion, appeint counsel for the child upon a
finding that such appointment is in the beat interest of the
ehild. Where State law makes no provision for appointment of
couneel in such proceedings, the court shall promptly neobify the
Secretary upon appeintment of counsel, and the Secretary, upon
certification of the presiding judge, shall pay reasonable feas and
expenses out of funds which may be appropriated pubsuant to sectian
13 of this title.
ig] Examination of reports or other documsnis

Each party to a foster cars placement or termination ef parental
rights proceeding unds* Staze law invelwvina an Indian child shkall
have the right to examine all reports or other documsnts filed with
+he court upeon which any decision Witk respect bto such action may

be based.
id) Remedial services and rehabilizactive Drograms; preventive
MEASUTES

#ny parcy seeking to effsct 3 foster care plazement o, or
terminaticn of pareantal Tisntec to, an Indian child undsy ‘State law
ghall satisfy the court that asctive sfforts have been made o
provide remedizl services and rehabilitative prograsms desicned to
prevent the breakup of the Indian family and that these effarte
kave proved unsuccessful.

{e! Foster care placement orders; evidence; determinacisn of damage
to child

Ho foster cers platemsat may be ordered iz such procseding io the
abgence of & determination, suprportsd by clsar and convincing
evidence, including testimony of guaiified exper: witneseges, that
the continued fustody of the child by the parent or Indian
cugtodian is likely to resulr ir =meriovs emotional or physical
Zamages to the child,
ify ‘Parectal rights termination orders; evidence; determination of

damage to child

Wo cermination of parental rignts may be ordered I such
proceeding in the absence of a determinatiorn, suppotted by evidence
teyornd a reasanable doubt, including testimoay of gualliied: expert
witnessss, that the continued custody of the child by the parsnt or

Office of Poheyand Legal Anelvsis page 4



Committee 1o Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

Indian cuostodian ig likely to resuls in serious emstisnal ox
physical damage to the child.

Section 1913, Parental rights; voluntary termination

(a) Coneent: record; certification matters; invalid consents

Where any parent or Indian custodian voluntarily consentas Lo a
foster care placement or te termination of parental rights, such
consent shall net be valid unless executed in writing and recordecl
pefore a judge of a court of competent jurisdiction and accompanied
by the presiding judge's certificate that the terms and
sonseguences of the consent were fully explained in detail and were
fulliy understocod by the parent or Indian custedian. The court
sha.l algo gercify that either the parent or Indian custodlian fully
underatood the explanation in English or that it was interpreted
ints a language that the parent or Indian custodian understood.
Any consent given prior to, or within ten days after, birth of the
Indian c£hild shall not be wvalid.
thl Foster care placement; withdrawal of consenz

Any parent or Indian custodian may withdraw consent to a fester
care placemsnt under State law at any time and, upon such
vithdrawal, the child shall be returned to the parent or Indilan
custodian.
ie} Voluntary terminatiorn of parental rights or adoprive placementy

withdrawal of consent; return of cus:tody

In any voluntary proceeding focr cermination of parsntal rights
to, or adoptive placement of, an Indian child, the consent of the
parent may be withdrawn for any reason at any time prior to the
encry of a final decres of termination or adcoption, as the case may
be, and the child shall be returned to che parent.
{d) Collateral attack; vacation of decree and return of cugtady;

limizations

After the entry of & final decres of adoption of an Indifan child
in any State court, the parent may withdraw consent thersto upon
the grounds that consent was obtained through Iraud or duress and
may petition the court to vacate such decrse. Upon:a finding thabt
gsush coneent wag obraiped through fraud or duress, the court shall
vacate such decrse snd return the child to ths parsnt. WMo adopticn
which lhag been effective for a- lszst two ys2arz may be lnvalidated
iinder ths provieions of this subsection unless otherwise psrmitted
under State law.

Section 1914, Petition to court of competent jurisdiction to invalidate action upon showing
of certain violations

fny Indian child whe is the subject of any ac-ion fer foster care
tilacement o terminacicn of parsntal rights unde> State law, any
parent or Indian custodisn from whose custody such child was
removed, and tHe Indian child's tribe may pstiticon any court of
competent Jurisdiction to invalidate such actisn upon 2 showing
thact such action ¥iolatssd any orovisicon of secticons 1911, 1812, and
I%13 of this title.
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Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

Section 1915, Placement of Indian children

[a] Adoptive placements; preferences
In ary adoptive placement of an Indian child under State law, a
preference shall be given, in the acsence of good cause to the
contrary, te a placement with (2] a member of the child's extended
family; (2) other members of the Indian child's tribe; or (3) other
Indian families.
{B] Foster care or preadoptive placemente; criteria; preferences
Any child accepted for foster care or preadoptive placement shall
be placed in the least restrictive setting which mogt approximates
a family and in which his special needs, lf any, may be met, The
child shall slsc be placed within reasonable proximity te his or
Her home, taking into account any special needs of the child. 1In
any foster care or preadoptive placement, & preference shall he
given, in the absence of good cause to fhe contrary, Lo & placement
with -
1) & member of the Indiasn child's exterded Eamily:
t1i} a foster home licensed, approved, or specified by the
Indian ehild's tribs;
{111} an Indian foster home licensad or approved by an
authorized non-Indian licensing authozity; or
{1y an inscitution for children aspproved by an Indian tribe oz
operated by an Indian organization which has a program suitable
to meet the Indian child's needs.
[¢] Tribal resolution for diffsreat order of preference; personal
preference considered; anonymicy in application of prafarences
In the tcase of a placement under sgubsection (a) or (b) of chis
gectisn, if the Indian child's tribe shall eszablish a different
arder of preference by resolution, the agency or court effecting
the placsment shall fellow such order sc long a5 the placement is
the leapt restrictive setting sppropriate ro the particular needs
of the child, as providsed in subsectipn {b] of this sscbisn. Where
spprapriate; the preference of the Indian child or parent skall ke
considered: Provided, That wherss a conseniing parent svidences a
desire for snonymity, the sourt or agsncy shall give weight to such
degire in apelving the prefersnces.
id) 8ocisl and cultural stancards applicabls
The ztandardes to be applied in mesting the presference
reguiremencs of this ssetion shall Ze the prewailing sozsial anc
pultural gcandarde of the Indlar commonicy in which the parent or
extended family resides or with which the parent or sxtended family
members maintain sociszl and culoural ciss,
te)] Record of placement; availability
r record of eagh such placemecnt, under State law, of an Indian
child shall be maintained by the Ztate in which the placement was
made, evidencing the efforte to comply with the order of preference
gpecified in thie section. Buch record shall be made available at
amy time upon the reguest of the Secretary or the Indian child's
tribe.

Section 1916, Return of custody
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Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICWA of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

[a) Petiticn: best interests of child

Nocwithscanding State law to the contravy, whenever a firal
decree of adoption of an Indian child has been vacated or set aside
or the adoptive parents volunta-ily consent to the termination of
their parental righse to the child, a biologizal parent or prior
Tndian sustodian may petition Eor returrn of custody and the court
shall grant such petition unless there is a showing, in a
proceeding subject to the provisions of section 1912 of this title,
that such return of custody is not in the best interests of the
ahild.
(b} Removal from foster care home; placement procedure

Whenever an Indian child is removed from a foster care home ar
institution for the purpose of further foster care, preadoptive, or
adoptive placement, such placement snall be in accordance with the
provislons of this chapter, excep:t in the case where an Indian
child i{s being returned to the parent or Indian custodlan from
whose custody the child was originally removed.

Section 1917, Tribal affiliation information and other information for protection of rights
from tribal relationship; application of subject of adoptive placement: disclosure by court

Upon application by an Indian individual who hag resached the age
of eighteen and who was the subject of an adoptive placement, the
court which entered the final decrees shkall inform such individual
of the tribal atfiliation, if any, of the individual's biclogical
parents and provide such other informaticn as may be necessary to
protect any cights flowing from the indiwvidual's tribal
relationship.

Section 1918. Reassumption of jurisdiction over child custody proceedings

(g} Petition; switable plan; approval by Secretar

any Indian tribe which beceme subject to Staze jurisdicstion
pursuant to the provisions of the Acc of Zugust 15, 1853 (E7 EBtet.
SEB), as amended by titls TV of the Act of April 11, 1988 (82 Eta
7%, T8}, oy pursuant to oV other Federal law, may reassums
jurisdiction over child custody procesdings. 3efore any Indian
tribe may reassume jurisdiction over Indian child custody
procesdings; sSuch tribe shall pressnt ts the Secratary Iov approval
a petition to reassums Such jurisdiction wiich include= a suitabple
plan to sxercise such jurisdicrion.
IbY Criteria spplicable to consideraticn by Sscretary; partial

retrocession

(1} In considering the pstition and Zeasibilicy of the gplan of a
trike under subsectiom {a)l oI chis section, ths Sesretary may
congider, among other things:

(i} whether cr meot the tribe maintains 2 membership roll or
alternacive provision fgr clearly iderntifying the persons who
will Be affected by the reassucption of jurisdiction by the
tribe;

111} the size of the reservation or former reservatzion aresa
whish will De affecced by rstrocession and reassumpblion of

T
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Committee to Study State Compliance with CURRENT LAW
the Federal ICW.A of 1978 INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ACT

juriediction by the tribes;

{111) the populaticn base of the tribe, or distributlon of the
population in homogenecus communitiss or gfographlc areas; and

{iv) the feapibility of the plan in cases of multitribal
oroupation of a singie reservation or gecgraphlic area.

(2} In those cases where the Secretary determines that the
jurisdictional provisions of gection 1911(a) of this title are not
feapible, he is authorized to accept partial retrocegsion which
wiil enable tribesg to exsrcise referral jurisdiction as provided in
gection 1811(b) of this title, or, where appropriate, will allow
them to exercise exclusive jurisdiction as provided in section
19114a) of this title over limited community er geographic areas
without regard for the reservation status of the area affected.

{g) Approval of petition; publication in Federal Registér; notice;
reaspumption period; correction of causes for disapproval

If the Eecretary approves any petirion under subsection (a) of
this secrion, the Secretary shall publish notice of such approval
in the Federml Register and shail notify the affected State or
Brates of such approval. The Indian tribe concerned shall re=assunme
jurisdiction sixty days after publication in the Federal Reglster
of notice of approval. If the Secrecary disapproves any petition
under subsection (a) of this sesction, the Secretary shall provide
such technical assistance as may be necessary to enable the tribe
to correct any deficiency which the Secretary identified as a cause
for disapproval.
td) Pending actions or proceedings unafifected

Assumption of jurisdiccion under this sectiion shall not affecc
any action or proceeding over which & court has already assumed
jurisdiction, except as may be provided pursuant to any agreement
under section 1915 of this ticle,

Section 1919, Agreements between States and Indian tribes

ta) Subject coverage

Stategs and Indian Tribes ar= auchorizad Tz enter into agreemsnts
with sarh other respecting care and gustedy of Indian children -and
jurigdiction over child custodfy procesdings, including agresments
which may provide for orderly transfer of jurisdicticn on a
cage-ov-cese pasiz and agreemente which provide for concurrent
jurigdictior Secween Ststes and Indian tribes.
(h) Févocetion; notigce; actions or Droceedings unaffected

guch agreements may be revoked by sither party upeon one hHundred
and sighty dava' writter notice o the other party. Such
revopetion shall not sffect anyv action or procesding over which- a
gourt has already assumed jurisdicticn, unless tis agreomsnt
provides otherwiss.

Section 1920. Improper removal of child from custody: declination of jurisdiction;
forthwith return of child: danger exception
Where any petiticner in an Indian child custody proceeding befors

a &tate court has improperly removed the child from custedy of the
parent or Indian custodian sr has improperly retained custody atfter

Cffiee of Pabey and Leigal Analyss page B
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a vigit or other tempeorary relinguishment of custody. the Court
shall decline jurisdiction over such petition and shall forthwith
return the child to his parent or Indian ecustodian unless returning
the child to his parent or custodian would subject the c¢hiid te a
pupetantial and immediate danger or threat of such danger,

Section 1921, Higher State or Federal standard applicable to protect rights of parent or
Indian custodian of Indian child

In any case where State or Federal law applicable to a child
custody proceeding under State or Federal law provides a higher
gtandard of protection to the rights of the parent or Indian
ruptodian of an Indian child than the rights provided under thie
pubchapter, the State or Federal court shall apply the State or
Fedaral standard.

Section 1922, Emergency removal or placement of child; termination; appropriate action

Nothing in thig subehapter shall be construed to prevent che
emergency removal of an Indian child who is a resident of or is
domiciled on a reservatiom, but temporarily locaczed off the
regervation, from his parent or Indian custodian or the amergency
placement of such child in a foster home or institution, under
applicable Btate law, in order to prevent imminent physical damage
or harm to the chilé. The State aucthority, official, or agengy
involwed shall insure chat the emergency rvemoval or placement
terminates immediately when such removal or placement 18 no laonger
necesEary to prevent imminant physical damsge or harm to the child
and shall expeditiously initiate a child custedy proceeding subject
to tha provisions of this subchepter, Transier che child to the
jurisdictison of the appropriace Indisn tribe, or restore the child
to the paysent or Indian custodian; &35 may be appropriate,

Section 1923, Effective date
Wone of the provisions of this subchaprzer, sxecept sscticns

1811{a), 1218, and 1513 of this titls, =hall gffect a procesding
urder State law for foster carse placsmerct, termination of pazental
rights, preadopitive placement, or adeoptive placemsat which was
irttiated or completsd prior to one hundred and sighty days aftex
HNowvember 8, 18725, but shall apply to any subseguent proceedlng in
the =awme matter or subssgueént proceedings affecting the custody or
placement of the same child.

SUBCHAPTER 11 - INDIAN CHILD AND FAMILY PROGRAMS

Section 1931, Grants for on or near reservation programs and child welfare codes

Effiee of Poles and Legel Apaivsis page 9
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la) Statemsnt of purpose; scope of programs

The Secrstary is authorized to make grants to Indian tribes and
organizations in the establishment and operation of Indian child
and family service programs on or near reservatione and in the
preparaticn and implementation oI child welfare codes, The
cbjestive of every Indian child and family service program mhall be

Lo prevent the breakup of Indiap famiiies and, in parcticular, to

insure that the permanent removal of an Indian child Erom the

custody of his parent or Indian custedian shall ke a last resor:.

Such child and family service programs may include, but are not

limited te -

{1} a system for licensing or otharwise regulating Indian
foster and adoptive homes;

(2] zhe pperation and maintenance of fa
coungeling and treatment of Indian famili
cugtody of Indian children;

{3) family assisrance, irncluding homemaker -and nome counselors,
day care, afterschos: care, and employmen:z, recrsational
activitier, and regpite care;

14} home improvement programs;

i5) whe employment of professional and other trained personnel
- aggist the triba®l court in the Sispeasition of domestic
relations and childé welfare matcers;

{61 education ant traianing of Indiars, Inzluding tribal court
judges and staff, in gkille relatcing to child and EFamily
asgigTance and ggprvice programs;

{7), a subsidy program under whichk Indian adeptive children may
be prowvided suppor: comparanle To that for whick they would be
eligible as foster children, taking into account the approoriate
State standards of suppsrt for maintenance and medical needs; and

{8} guidance, legal represencation, and advice tc Indilan
families invalved in cribal, Scats, or Tederal child custody
procesdings. )

(b Non-Federsdl matehing funds Tor related Sogial Security or other
Federal financial assiscance programs; assistange for such
programs unaffsectsad; State licensing or approval faor
cuglifieczzion for-assigrarnce under Zederzally sssigted program

TMinds appropriated for u=s by —he Secresary in accordance with
thiz section may e utilized sz non-Fedsral matching skars in
connecticn with funde provides andsr bitles IV-EB and KX of the

SaciaZ Becu=ity Ren. (42 U.5.C. 520 et seg., 1357 et s2g.) or andsr

any other Federal financisl assistance grograms which cortribuke to

the purpoes for which such furnds are autherized te be appropriated

Tor ase under this chapter. The Drovision oxr possibility of

agsi=ztance under this charter shall no- be a basis for the denial

or reduction of any assistance otharwise authorized under titles

I¥-F anf %% of the Spcial Sefurity Act or any ather federally

assisted program, For purposes of gualifiicg Sor assistance undesr

a federally assisted program, licensirg o agproval of foster or

sdoptive homes or institutiors bv an Indian tripe shall be desmed

eguimalent to-licensing or approval by a Statsy

il

-
e3

ities For the
and fer the temporary

Section 1932, Grants for off-reservation programs for additional services
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The Secretary is also authorized to make grantg to Indian
organizations to establish and operate off-reservation Indian child
and family service programs which may isnclude, but are not limited
Lo =

(1} a system for regulating. maintaining, and supporting Indian
foster and adoptive homes, including & subsidy program under
which Indian adoptive children may be provided support comparatble
to that for which they would be eligible as Indlian foster
children, taking into account the appropriate State standards of
support for maintenance and medical needs;

{2) the cperation and maintenance of facilitiles and services
£or gounseling and treatment of Indian familles and Indlan foster
and adoptive children;

(3} family assistance, including homemaker and home counsslors,
day care, afterschecl care, and employment, rezreational
mctivicien, and respite care; and

(4) guidance, legal representaticn, and advice to Indlan
families invelved in child custody proceedings.

Section 1933, Funds for on and off reservation programs

ta) Appropriated funds for similar programs of Department of Health
and Human Servicepg; appropriation in advance for paymsnta

In the establishment, operation, and funding of Indian child and
family pervice programs, both on and off reservation, the Secretary
may enter into agreements with the Secretavy of Health and Human
Services, and the latzer Secretary is hereby authorized for such
purposes to use funds appropriated for similar programs of the
Department of Health and Human Services: Brovided, That authority
to make payments pursusant to such agreements shall be effsctive
only to the extent ang in such amounts &3 may bs provided in
advance by appropriation RActs. )
(b} Rppropriation authorization under section 13 of this title

Funds for the purposes of this chapter may be appropriatsd
purpuant e the provisions of section 13 eof this zitle.

Section 1934, "'Indian" defined for certain purposes

texrm '"Indian'' shall inclade persens de
this zitle.

SUBCHAPTER III - RECORDKEEPING, INFORMATION AVAILABILITY, AND
TIMETABLES

Section 1951, Information availability to and disclosure by Secretary

lay Copy of final decrse or order; cther information; anonymicy

¢ ithee of Pohoy and Legal Analves pape 11
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affidavit; exemption from Freedom of Information Act
Zny State court entering a final decree or orzdsr in any Indian
child adeptive placement after November 8, 1878, shall provide the

Secretary with a copy of such decres or order together with such

other information &5 may be necessary to: ghow -

{1) the name and tribal a=filiation of the child;

{2} the names and addresses of the biological parents;

i1} the names and addregses of the adoptive parents; and

{4) the identity of any agency having flles or information
relating to such adoptive placement,

Where the court records contain an affidavit of the biological

parent or parents that their identity remain confidential, the

eourt shall include such affidavit with the other information. The

Secretary shall insure that the confidentiality of such information

ig mainrained and such information shall net be subject co cthe

Freedom of Information Act (5 U.5.C. 552), as amended.

(3} Digelosure of information for snrollment of Indian child in
trite or for determination of member rights or benefits;
certification of entitlement to enrclliment

Upen the reguest of the adsptsed Indian child over the age of
eightesn, the adoptive or foastes pareats of ar Indian child, or an

Indian trike, the Secretary shall discleose such information ag may

be necessary for the enrollment of an Indian child in the Eribe in

which the child may be eligible for enrcellment or Zor determining
any rights or benefits associated wish that membership. Where the
documants relating o such child centain an affidavit from the
biclogical parent or parents reguesting anonymity, the Secretary
shall certify to the Indian child's tribe, where the information
warrants; that the child's parencage and other circumstances of
hirth entitle the child to enrcllmentc under the criceria
establishad by such tribe.

Section 1952, Rules and regulations

Within ome hundred angd eighcy days after November 8, 1578, the
georezary shall sromulgate such rules and regulations as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this chaptar.

SUBCHAPTER 1V - MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Seetion 1961. Locally convenient day schools

tal Sense of Congress

It is the sense of Tongress that the absenceg of loecally
convenient day schools may contribute to the kreakup of Indian
familie=,
tb) Report to Congresg; Contents, etc,

The Secretary is authorized znd dirscted to prepare, in
consultaticn with sppropriate acencies in the Dspartme=abt of Health
and Human Zerviges, a report on ths feazibility of providing Indian
children with schools located near their homes, and to submit such

ffice of Pobey and Legal Analysts page 12
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report to the Seiect Committes on Indian Affairs of the United
States Senate and the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs of
tne United SBtates House of Representatives within two years from
November 8, 1978. In developing this report the Secretary shall
give particular consideration to the provision of educational
facilitiss for children in the elementary grades.

Section 1962. Copies to the States

Within sixty days after November B, 1578, the Secretary shall
pend to the Governor, chief justice of the highest court of appeal,
and the attorney general of each State & copy of this chapter,
together with committes reports and an explanation of the
provisicons of this chaprer.

Section 1963, Severability

If any provision of this chapter or the applicakility therecf is
held invalid, the remaining provigions of this chapzer shall not be
aifected thereby.

GEASTUMMES 2005 dndan Child Welfare &0 Conpiinnzatbackpromd JOW A law doel [ 277 22008 4:30:00 FM)
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67584 Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 228 / Monday, November 26, 1979 / Notices
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Guidelines for State Courts: Indian Child Custody Proceedings

This notice is published in exercise of authonty delegated by the Secretary of the Interior to the Assistant
Secretary — Indian Affairs by 209 DM 8

There was published in the Federal Register, vol. 44, No. 70/Monday, April 23, 1979 a notice entitled
Recommended Guidelines for State Courts-Indian Child Custody Proceedings. This notice pertained directly to
implementation of the Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978, Pub. L. 95-608, 92 Stat. 3069, 25 U.S.C. 190] et seq.
A subsequent Federal Register notice which invited public comment conceming the above was published on
June 5, 1979, As a result of comments received, the recommended guidelines were revised and are provided
below in final form,

Introduction

Although the rulemaking procedures of the Administration Procedures Act have been followed in developing
these guidelines, they are not published as regulations because they are not intended to have binding legislative
effect. Many of these guidelines represent the interpretation of the Interior Department of certain provisions of
the Act. Other guitle.]ines provide procedures which, if followed, will help assure that rights guaranteed by the
Act are protected when state courts decide Indian child custody matters. To the extent that the Department’s
interpretations of the Act are correct, contrary interpretations by the courts would be violations of the Act, If
procedures different from those recommended in these guidelines are adopted by a state, their adequacy to
protect rights guaranteed by the Act will have to be judged on their own merits.

Where congress expressly delegates to the Secretary the primary responsibility for interpreting a statutory term,
regulations interpreting that term have legislative effect. Courts are not free to set aside those regulations simply
because they would have interpreted that statute in a different manner. Where, however, primary responsibility
for interpreting a statutory term rests with the courts, administrative interpretations of statutory terms are given
important but not controlling significance. Batterron v. Francis, 432 U.S. 416, 424-425 (1977)

In other words, when the Department writes rules needed to carry out responsibilities congress has explicitly
imposed on the Department. those rules are binding. A viclation of those rules is a violation of the law. When,
however, the Department writes rules or guidelines advising some other agency how it should carry out
responsibilities explicitly assigned to it by congress, those rules or guidelines are not, by themselves, binding.
Courts will take what this Department has to say into account in such instances. but they are free to act contrary
to what the Department has said if they are convinced that the Department’s guidelines are not required by the
statute itself,

Portions of the Indian Child Welfare Act do expressly delegate to the Secretary of the Interior responsibility for
interpreting statutory language. For example, under 25 U.S.C. 1918, the Secretary is directed to determine
whether a plan for reassumption of jurisdiction is "feasible” as that term is used in the statute. This and other
areas where primary responsibility for implementing portions of the Act rest with this Department, are covered
in regulations promulgated on July 31, 1979, at 44 FR 45092,

Primary responsibility for interpreting other language used in the Act, however, rests with the courts that decide



Indian child custody cases. For example, the legislative history of the Act states explicitly that the use of the
term "good cause" was designed to provide state courts with flexibility in determining the disposition of a
placement proceeding involving an Indian child. S. rep. No. 95-597, 95'0 Cong., 15t Sess. 17 (1977). The
Department’s interpretation of statutory language of this type is published in these guidelines,

Some commenters asserted that congressional delegation to this Department of authority to promulgate
regulations with binding legislative effect with respect to all provisions of the Act is found at 25 U.S.C. 1952,
which states, "Within one hundred and eighty days after November 8, 1978, the Secretary shall promulgate
such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this chapter.” Promulgation of
regulations with legislative effect with respect to most of the responsibilities of state or tribal courts under the
Act, however, 15 not necessary to carry out the Act. State and tribal courts are fully capable of carrying out the
responsibilities imposed on them by Congress without being under the direct supervision of this Department.

Nothing in the legislative history indicates that Congress intended this department to exercise supervisory
control over state or tribal courts or to legislate for them with respect to Indian child custody matters. For
congress (o assign o an administrative agency such supervisory control over courts would be an extraordinary
step.

Nothing in the language or legislauve history of 25 U.5.C. 1952 compels the conclusion that Congress
intended to vest this Department with such extraordinary power. Both the language and the legislative history
indicate that the purpose of that section was simply to assure that the Department moved promptly to
promulgate regulations to carry out the responsibilities Congress had assigned it under the Act.

Assignment of supervisory authority over the courts to an administrative agency is a measure so at odds with
concepts of both federalism and separation of powers that it should not be imputed to Congress in the absence
of an express declaration of congressional mtent to that effect.

Some commenters also recommended that the guidelines be published as regulations and that the decision of
whether the law permits such regulations to be binding be left to the court. That approach has not been adopted
because the Department has an obligation not to assert authority that it concludes it does not have.

Each section of the revised guidelines is accompanied by commentary explaining why the Department believes
states should adopt that section and to provide some guidance where the guidelines themselves may need to be
interpreted in the light of specific circumstances.

The eriginal guidelines used the word "should" mstead of "shall” in most provisions. The term "should" was
used to communicate the fact that the guidelines were the Department’s interpretations of the Act and were not
intended to have binding legislative effect. Many commenters, however, interpreted the use of "should" as an
attempt by this Department to make statutory requirements themselves optional, That was not the intent. If a
state adopts those guidelines, they should be stated in mandatory terms. For that reason the word "shall” has
replaced "should" in the revised guidelines. The status of these guidelines as interpretative rather than legislative
in nature is adequately set out in the introduction.

In some instances a state may wish to establish rules that provide even greater protection for rights guaranteed
by the Act than those suggested by these guidelines. These guidelines are not intended to discourage such
action. Care should be taken, however, that the provision of additional protections to some parties to a child
custody proceeding does not deprive other parties of rights guaranteed to them by the Act.

In some instances the guidelines do little more than restate the statutory language. This is done in order to make
the guidelines more complete so that they can be followed without the need to refer to the statute in every
instance. Omission of any statutory language, of course, does not in any way affect the applicability of the
statute,

A number of commenters recommended that special definitions of residence and domicile be included in the
guidelines. Such definitions were not included because these terms are well defined under existing state law.



There is no indication that these state law definitions tend to undermine in any way the purposes of the Act.
Recommending special definitions for the purpose of this Act alone would simply provide unnecessary
complication in the law.

A number of commenters recommended that the guidelines include recommendations for tribal-state agreements
under 25 UL.S.C. 1919, A number of other commenters, however, criticized the one provision in the original
guidelines addressing that subject as tending to impose on such agreements restrictions that congress did not
intend should be imposed. Because of the wide variation in the situations and attitudes of states and tribes, it is
difficult to deal with that issue in the context of guidelines. The Department is currently developing materials to
aid states and tribe with such agreements. The Department hopes to have those materials available later to have
those materials available later this vear. For these reasons, the provision in the original guidelines concerning
tribal-state agreements has been deleted from the guidelines.

The Department has also received many requests for assistance from tribal courts in carrying out the new
responsibilities resulting from the passage of this Act. The Department intends to provide additional guidance
and assistance in the area also in the future. Providing guidance to state courts was given a higher priority
because the Act imposes many more procedures on state courts than it does on tribal courts.

Many commenters have urged the Department to discuss the effect of the Act on the financial responsibilities of
states and tribes 1o provide services to Indian children. Many such services are funded in large part by the
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. The policies and regulations of that Department will have a
significant impact on the issue of financial responsibility. Officials of Interior and HEW will be discussing this
issue with each other. It is anticipated that more detailed guidance on questions of financial responsibility will
be provided as a result of those consultations.

One commenter recommended that the Department establish a monitoring procedure of exercise its right under
25 LLS.C. 1915(e) to review state court placement records. HEW currently reviews state placement records on a
systematic basis as part of its responsibilities with respect to statutes it administers. Interior Department officials
are discussing with HEW officials the establishment of a procedure for collecting data to review compliance
with the Indian Child Welfare Act.

Inquiries conceming these recommended guidelines may be directed to the nearest of the following regional
and field offices of the Solicitor for the Interior Department:

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the interior, 510 L. Street, Suite 408,
Anchorage, Alaska 99501, (907) 265-5302.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Richard B. Russell Federal
Building, 75 Spring St., SW, Suite 1328, Atlanta, Georgia 30303, (404) 221-4447.

Office of the Regicnal Solicitor, Department of the Interior, ¢/o U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service,
Suite 306, 1 Gateway Center, Newton comer, Massachusetts 02136, (617) 829-02358.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, 685 Federal Building, Fort Snelling,
Twin Cities, Minnesota 33111, (612) 723-3340.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O. Box 25007, Denver Federal
Center, Denver, Colorado 80225, (303) 234-3175.

Office of the Field Solicitor, department of the Interior, P.O. box 549, Aberdeen, South
Dakota 57401, (605) 225-7254

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O. Box 25007, Denver, Colorado
80225, (303) 234-3175.



Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O. Box 549, Aberdeen, south
Dakota 57401 (605) 225-7254.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O. Box 1538, Billings, Montana
59103, (406) 245-6711.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Room E-2753, 2800 cottage
Way, Sacramento, California 95825, (916) 484-4331.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Valley Bank Center, Suite 280, 201
North Central Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona 85073, (602) 261-4758.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, 3610 Central Avenue, Suite 104,
Riverside, California 92506, (714) 787-1580.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Window Rock, Arizona 86615 (602)
¥71-5151.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Room 3068, Page Belcher
Federal Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103, (918) 581-7501.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Room 7102, Federal building &
courthouse, 300 Gold Avenue, 5.W. Albuguerque, New Mexico 87101, (505) 766-2547,

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O. Box 397, W.C.D. Office
Building, Route 2 Anadarko, Oklahoma 73005, (405) 427-0673.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, P.O, Box 1505, Room 318, Federal
Building, 5'h and Broadway, Muskogee, Oklahoma 74401, (918) 683-3111.

Office of the Field Solicitor, Department of the Interior, ¢/o Osage Agency, Grandview
Avenue, Pawhuska, Oklahoma 74056 (918) 287-3431.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of Interior, Suite 6201, Federal Building, 125
South State Street, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138, (801)524-5877.

Office of the Regional Solicitor, Department of the Interior, Lloyd 500 Building, Suite 807,
500 N.E. Multnomah Street, Portland, Oregon 97232, (503) 231-2125.

Guidelines for State Courts

A. Policy
B. Pre-tnal requirements

. Determination that child 15 an Indian
2. Determination of Indian child’s tribe

Determination that placement is covered by the Act
determination of jurisdiction

Notice requirements

Time limits and extensions

Emergency removal of an Indian child

Improper removal from custody

o B pa —



A. Requests for transfer to tribal court

I. Petitions under 25 U.5.C.§ 191 1(b) for transfer of proceeding

2. Critenia and procedures for ruling on 25 U.S.C.§ 191 1(b) transfer petitions
3. Determination of good cause to the contrary

4. Trbal court dechination of transfer

A, Adjudication of involuntary placements, adoptions or terminations of parental rights

Access 1o reports

Efforts to alleviate need to remove child from parents or Indian custodians
Standards of evidence

Qualified expert witnesses

Rl el L b

A. Voluntary proceedings

. Execution of consent

2. Content of consent document

3. Withdrawal of consent to placement
4. Withdrawal of consent to adoption

A, Dispositions

. Adoptive placements
2. Foster care or pre-adoptive placements
3. Good cause to modify preferences

A, Post-tnal rights

Petition to vacate adoptions
Adult adoptee rights

Notice of change in child's status
Muintenance of records

e L b3 —

A. Policy

l. Congress through the Indian Child Welfare Act has expressed its clear preference for keeping Indian
children with their families. deferring to tribal judgement on matters conceming the custody of tribal
children, and placing Indian children who must be removed from their homes within their own families or
Indian tribes, Proceedings in state courts involving the custody of Indian children shall follow strict
procedures and meet stringent requirements to justify any result in any individual case contrary to these
preferences. The Indian Child Welfare Act, the federal regulations implementing the Act. the
recommended guidelines and nay state statutes, regulations or rules promulgated to implement the Act
shall be liberally construed in favor of a result that is consistent with these preferences. Any ambiguities
in any of such statutes, regulations, rules or guidelines shall be resolved in favor of the result that is most
consistent with these preferences.

In any child custody proceedings where applicable state or other federal law provides a higher standard of
protection to the rights of the parent or Indian custodian than the protection accorded under the Indian Child
Welfare Act, the state court shall apply the state or other federal law, provided that application of that law does
not infringe any right accorded by the Indian Child Welfare Act to an Indian tribe or child.

A, Commentary

The purpose of this section is to apply to the Indian Child Welfare Act the canon of construction that



remedial statutes are to be liberally construed to achieve their purposes. The three major purposes are
derived from a reading to the Act itself. In order to fully implement the congressional intent the rule shall
be apphed to all implementing rules and state legislation as well.

Subsection A.(2) applies to canon of statutory construction that specific language shall be given
precedence over general language. Congress has given certain specific rights to tribes and Indian children.
For example, the tribe has a right to intervene in involuntary custody proceedings. The child has a right

to learn of tribal affiliation upon becoming 18 years old. Congress did not intend 25 U.S.C. 1921 to have
the effect of eliminating those rights where a court concludes they are in derogation of a parental right
provided under a state statute. Congress intended for this section to apply primarily in those instances
where a state provides greater protection for a right accorded to parents under the Act. Examples of thig
include State laws which: impose a higher burden of proof than the Act for removing a child from a
home, give the parents more time to prepare after receiving notice, require more effective notice, impose
stricter emergency remaoval procedure requirements on those removing a child, give parents greater access
to documents, or contain additional safeguard to assure the voluntariness of consent.

B, Premrial requirements
B.1. Determination That Child Is an Indian

(a). When a state court has reason to believe a child involved in a child custody
proceeding is an Indian, the court shall seek verification of the child's status from
either the Bureau of Indian Affairs or the child's tribe. In a voluntary placement
proceeding where a consenting parent evidences a desire for anonymity, the court
shall make its inguiry in a manner that will not cause the parent’s identity to become
publicly known.

(b) (i) The determination by a tribe that a child is or 1s not a member of that tribe, is or
15 not eligible for membership in that tribe, or that the biological parent is or is not a
member of that tribe is conclusive.

.. Absent a contrary determination by the tribe that is alleged to be the Indian child’s tribe, a
determination by the Bureau of Indian Affairs that a child is or 15 not an Indian child is conclusive.

a. Circumstances under which a state court has reason to believe a child involved in a child custody
proceeding is an Indian include but are not limited to the following:

L Any party to the case, Indian tribe Indian organization or public or private agency informs the court

that the child is and Indian child.

. Any public or state-licensed agency involved in child protection services or family support has
discovered information which suggests that the child is an Indian child.

iii. The child who is the subject of the proceeding gives the court reason to believe he or she is an
Indian child.

w. The residence or the domicile of the child, his or her biological parents, or the Indian custodian is
known by the court to be or is shown to be a predominantly Indian community.

v. An officer of the court involved in the proceeding has knowledge that the child may be an Indian
child.

B.1. Commentary

This guideline makes clear that the best source of information on whether a particular child is Indian is the tribe
itself, It is the tribe’s prerogative to determine membership criteria. Cohen, Handbook of Federal Indian Law
/133 (1942). Because of the Bureau of Indian Affair’s long experience in determining who is an Indian for a
variety of purposes, its determinations are also entitled to great deference, See, e.g., United States v Sandoval,
231, U.8.28, 27 (1913).



Although tribal verification is preferred, a court may want to seek verification from the BIA in those voluntary
placement cases where the parent has requested anonymity and the tribe does not have a system for keeping
child custody matters confidential.

Under the Act confidentially is given a much higher prionty in voluntary proceedings than in involuntary ones.
The Act mandates a tribal right of notice and intervention in involuntary proceedings but not in voluntary ones.
Cf. 25 U.5.C. For voluntary placements, however, the Act specifically directs state courts to respect parental
requests for confidentiality, 25 U.S.C. The most common voluntary placement involves a newborn infant.

Confidentiality has vaditionally been a high priority in such placements. The Act reflects that traditional
approach by requiring deference to requests for anonymity in voluntary placements but not in involuntary ones,
This guideline specifically provides that anonymity not be compromised in seeking verification of Indian status,
If anonymity were compromised at that point, the statutory requirement that requests for anonymity be
respected in applying the preferences would be meaningless.

Enrollment 1s not always required in order 1o be a member of a tribe. Some tribes do not have written rolls.
Others have rolls that list only persons that were members as of a certain date. Enrollment is the common
evidentiary means of establishing Indian status, but it is not the only means nor is it necessarily
determinative. United States v. Brocheau, 597 F. 274 [260, 1263 (9" Cir, 1979)

The guidelines also list several circumstances which shall tngger an inquiry by the court and petitioners to
determine whether a child is an Indian for purposes of this Act. This listing is not intended to be complete, but it
does list the most common circumstances giving rise to a reasonable belief that a child may be an Indian.

B.2, Determination of Indian Child's Tribe

a, Where an Indian child is a member of more than one tribe or is eligible for membership in more
than one tribe but is not a member of any of them, the court is called upon to determine with which
tribe the child has more significant contacts.

b. The court shall send the notice specified in recommended guideline B.4. to each such tribe. The
notice shall specify the other tribe or tribes that are being considered as the child’s tribe and invite
each tribe’s views on which tribe shall be so designated.

¢. In determining which tribe shall be designated the Indian child’s tribe, the court shall consider,
among other things, the following factors;

i length of residence on or near the reservation of each tribe and frequency of contacts
with each tribe;
n. child’s participation in activities of each tribe:
iii. child’s tluency in the language of each tribe;
iv. whether there has been a previous adjudication with respect to the child by a court of
one of the tribes;
v. residence on or near one of the tribe’s reservation by the child’s relatives;
vi. tribal membership of custodial parent or Indian custodian;
vil, interest asserted by each tribe in response to the notice specified in subsection B.2.(b)
of these guidelines; and
vili. the child’s self identification.

a. The court’s determination together with the reasons for it shall be set out in a written document and
macle a part of the record of the proceeding. A copy of that document shall be sent to each party to
the proceeding and to each person or governmental agency that received notice of the proceeding.

b. If the child is a member of only one tribe, that tribe shall be designated the Indian child’s tribe even
thought the child is eligible for membership in another tribe. If a child becomes a member of one
tribe during or after the proceeding, that tribe shall be designated as the Indian child’s tribe with
respect to all subsequent actions related to the proceeding. If the child becomes a member of a



tribe other than the one designated by the court as the Indian child’s tribe, actions taken based on
the court’s determination prior to the child’s becoming a tribal member continue to be valid.

B.2. Commentary

This guideline requires the court to notify all tribes that are potentially the Indian child’s tribe so that each tribe
may assert its claim to that status and the court may have the benefit of the views of each tribe, Notification of
all the tribes is also necessary so the court can consider the comparative interest of each tribe in the child’s
wellare in making its decision. That factor has long been regarded an important consideration in making child
custody decisions.

The significant factors listed in this section are based on recommendations by tribal officials involved in child
welfare matters, The Act itself and the legislative history make it clear that tribal rights are to be based on the
existence of a political relationship between the family and the tbe. For that reason, the guidelines make actual
tribal membership of the child conclusive on this issue

The guidelines do provide, however, that previous decisions of a court made on its own determination of the
Indian child’s tribe are not invalidated simply because the child becomes a member of a different tribe, This
provision is included because of the importance of stability and continuity to a child who has been placed
outside the home by a court, If a child becomes a member before a placement is made or before a change of
placement becomes necessary for other reasons, however, then that membership decision can be taken into
account without harm to the child’s need for stable relationships,

We have received several recommendations that the "Indian child’s tribe" status be accorded to all tribes in
which a child is eligible for membership. The fact that Congress, in the definition of "Indian child's tribe,"
provided a criterion for determining which is the she Indian child's tribe, is a clear indication of legislative intent
that there be only one such tribe for each child. For purposes of transfer of junisdiction, there obviously can be
only one tribe to adjudicate the case. To give more than one tribe "Indian child’s tribe” status for purposes of
the placement preferences would dilute the preference accorded by Congress to the tribe with which the child
has the more signiticant contacts.

A right of intervention could be accorded a tribe with which a child has less significant contacts without
undermining the right of the other tribe. A state court can, if it wishes and state law permits, permit intervention
by more than one tribe. It could also give a second tribe preference in placement after attempts to place a child
with a member of the first tribe or in a home or institution designated by the first tribe had proved unsuccessful.
So long as the special rights of rhe Indian child’s tribe are respected, giving special status to the tribe with the
less significant contacts is not prohibited by the Act and may, in many instances, be a good way to comply with
the spirit of the Act.

Determination of the Indian child’s tribe for purposes of this Act shall not serve as any precedent for other
situations. The standards in this statute and these guidelines are designed with child custody matters in mind. A
difference determination may be entirely appropriate in other legal contexts.

B.3. Determination That Placement Is Covered by the Act

a  Although most juvenile delinquency proceedings are not covered by the Act, the Act does apply to
status offenses, such as truancy and incorrigibility, which can only be committed by children, and
to any juvenile delinquency proceeding that results in the termination of a parental relationship.

b. Child custody disputes arising in the context of divorce or separation proceedings or similar
domestic relations proceedings are not covered by the Act so long as custody is awarded to one of
the parents.

¢. Voluntary placements which do not operate to prohibit the child’s parent or Indian custodian from
regaining custody of the child at any time are not covered by the Act. Where such placements are
made pursuant to a written agreement, that agreement shall state explicitly the right of the parent or
custodian to regain custody of the child upon demand.



B.3. Commentary

The purpose of this section is to deal with some of the questions the Department has been receiving concerning
the coverage of the Act.

The entire legislative history makes it clear that the Act s directed primarily at attempts to place someone other
than the parent or Indian custodian in charge of raising an Indian child-whether on a permanent or temporary
basis. Although there is some overlap, juvenile delinquency proceedings are primarily designed for other
purposes. Where the child is taken out of the home for committing a crime it is usually to protect society from
further offenses by the child and to punish the child in order to persuade that child and others not to commit
other offenses.

Placements based on status offenses (actions that are not a crime when committed by an adult), however, are
usvally premised on the conclusion that the present custodian of the child is not providing adequate care or
supervision, To the extent that a status offense poses any immediate danger to society, it is usually also
punishable as an offense which would be a crime if committed by an adult. For that reason status offenses are
treated the same as dependency proceedings and are covered by the Act and these guidelines, while other
juvenile delinquency placements are excluded.

While the Act excludes placements based on an act which would be a crime it committed by an adult, it does
cover terminations of parental rights even where they are based on an act which would be a crime if committed
by an adult, Such terminations are not intended as punishment and do not prevent the child from committing
further offenses. They are based on the conclusion that someone other than the present custodian of the child
should be raising the child, Congress has concluded that courts shall make such judgments only on the basis of
evidence that serious physical or emotional harm to the child is likely to result unless the child is removed.

The Act excludes from coverage an award of custody to one of the parents "in a divorce proceeding.” If
construed narrowly, this provision would leave custody awards resulting from proceedings between husband
and wife for separate maintenance, but not for dissolution of the marniage bond within the coverage of the Act.
Such a narrow interpretation would not be in accord with the intent of Congress. The legislative history
indicates that the exemption for divorce proceedings, in part, was included in response to the views of this
Department that the protections provided by this Act are not needed in proceedings between parents. In terms
of the purposes of this Act. there is no reason to treat separate maintenance or similar domestic relations
proceedings differently from divorce proceedings. For that reason the statutory term "divorce proceeding” is
construed to include other domestic relations proceedings between spouses.

The Act also excludes from its coverage any placements that do not deprive the parents or Indian custodians of
the right to regain custody of the child upen demand. Without this exception a court appearance would be
required every time an Indian child left home to go to school. Court appearances would also be required for
many informal caretaking arrangements that Indian parents and custodians sometimes make for their children.
This statutory exemption is restated here in the hope that it will reduce the instances in which Indian parents are
unnecessarily inconvenienced by being required to give consent in court to such informal arrangements.

Some private groups and some states enter into formal writien agreements with parents for temporary custody
(See e.g. Alaska Statutes § 47.10.230). The guidelines recommend that the parties to such agreements explicitly
provide for return of the child upon demand if they do not wish the Act to apply to such placements. Inclusion
of such a provision is advisable because courts frequently assume that when an agreement is reduced to writing,
the parties have only those rights specifically written into the agreement,

E.4. Determination of Jurisdiction

a In any Indian child custedy proceeding in state court, the court shall determine the residence and
domicile of the child. Except as provided in Section B.7. of these guidelines, if either the residence
or domicile is on a reservation where the tribe exercises exclusive jurisdiction over child custody
proceedings, the proceedings in state court shall be dismissed.



b. If the Indian child has previously resided or been domiciled on the reservation, the state court shall
contact the tribal court to determine whether the child is a ward of the tribal court. Except as
provided in Sections B.7. of these guidelines, if the child is a ward of a tribal court, the state court
proceedings shall be dismissed.

B.4. Commentary

The purpose of this section is to remind the state court of the need to determine whether it has jurisdiction
under the Act. The action is dismissed as soon as it is determined that the court lacks jurisdiction except in
emergency situations. The procedures for emergency situations are set out in Section B.7.

B.5, Notice Requirements

a Inany involuntary child custody proceeding, the state court shall make inquiries to determine if the
child involved is a member of an Indian tribe or if a parent of the child is a member of an Indian
tribe and the child 1s eligible for membership in an Indian tribe.

b. Inany involuntary Indian child custody proceeding, notice of the proceeding shall be sent to the
parents and Indian custodians, if any, and to any tribes that may be the Indian child’s tribe by
registered mail with return receipt requested. The notice shall be written in clear and
understandable language and include the following information:

i The name of the Indian child.
1. His or her tribal atfiliation.

1. A copy of the petition, complaint or other document by which the proceeding was
initiated.

v, The name of the petinoner and the name and address of the petitioner's attorney.

v. A statement of the right of the biological parents or Indian custodians and the Indian
child’s tribe to intervene in the proceeding.

vi. A statement that if the parents or Indian custodians are unable to afford counsel,
counsel will be appointed to represent them.

vil, A statement of the right of the natural parents or Indian custodians and the Indian
child’s tribe to have, on request, twenty days (or such additional time as may be
permitted under state law) to prepare for the proceedings.

vili. The location, mailing address and telephone number of the court.

. A statement of the right of the parents or Indian custodians or the Indian child’s tribe
to petition the court to transfer the proceeding to the Indian child’s tribal court.

%, The potential legal consequences of an adjudication on future custodial rights of the
parents or Indian custodians.

xi. A statement in the notice to the tribe that since child custody proceedings are usually
conducted on a confidential basis, tribal officials should keep confidential the
information contained in the notice concerning the particular proceeding and not
reveal it to anyone who does not need the information in arder to exercise the tribe’s
right under the Act.

a. The tribe, parents or Indian custodians receiving notice from the petitioner of the pendency of a
child custedy proceeding has the right. upon request, to be granted twenty days (or such additional
time as may be permitted under state law) from the date upon which the notice was received to
prepare for the proceeding.

b. The original or a copy of each notice sent pursuant to this section shall be filed with the court

together with any return receipts or other proof of service.

Notice may be personally served on any person entitled to receive notice in lieu of mail service.

If a parent or Indian custodian appears i court without an attorney, the court shall inform him or

her of the right to appointed counsel, the right to request that the proceeding be transferred to tribal

court or to object to such transfer, the right to request additional time to prepare for the proceeding
and the right (if the parent or Indian custodian in not already a party) to intervene in the
proceedings.

0



e. If the court or a petitioning party has reason to believe that a parent or Indian custodian is not likely
to understand the contents of the notice because of lack of adequate comprehension of written
English, a copy of the notice shall be sent to the Bureau of Indian Affairs agency nearest to the
residence of that person requesting that Bureau of Indian Affairs personnel arrange to have the
notice explained to that person in the language that he or she best understands,

B.5. Commentary

This section recommends that state courts routinely inquire of participants in child custody proceedings
whether the child is an Indian. If anyone asserts that the child is an Indian or that there is reason to believe the
child may be an Indian, then the court shall contact the tribe or the Bureau of Indian Affairs for vertfication.
Refer to section B.1, and B.2. of these guidelines.

This section specifies the information to be contained in the notice. This information is necessary so the persons
who receive notice will be able to exercise their rights in a imely manner. Subparagraph (x1) provides that
tribes shall be requested to assist in maintaining the confidentiality of the proceeding. Confidentiality may be
difficult to maintain-especially in involuntary proceedings. It is reasonable, however, to ask tribal officials to
maintain as much confidentiality as possible consistent with the exercise of tribal rights under the Act.

The time limits are minimum ones required by the Act. In many instances, more time may be available under
state court procedures or because of the circumstances of the particular case.

In such instances, the notice shall state that addinonal time is available,

The Act requires notice to the parent or Indian custodian. At a minimum, parents must be notified if termination
of parental rights is a potential outcome since it is their relationship to the child that is at stake. Similarly, the
Indian custodians must be notified of any action that could lead to the custodians’ losing custody of the child,
Even where only custody is an issue, noncustodial parents clearly have a legitimate interest in the matter.
Although notice to both parents and Indian custodians may not be required in all instances by the Act or the
Fourteenth Amendment to the U.s. Constitution, providing notice to both is in keeping with the spirit of the Act.
For that reason, these guidelines recommend notice be sent to both.

Subsection (d) requires filing the notice with the court so there will be a complete record of efforts to comply
with the Act.

Subsection (¢) authorizes personal services since it is superior to mail services and provides greater protection
or rights as authorized by 25 U.S.C. 1921. Since serving the notices does not involve any assertion of
jurisdiction over the person served, personal notices may be served without regard to state or reservation
boundaries.

Subsections () and (g) provide procedures to increase the likelihood that rights are understood by parents and
Indian custodians.

B.6. Time Limits and Extensions

a. A tribe, parent or Indian custodian entitled to netice of the pendency of a child custody proceeding
has a right, upon request, to be granted an additional twenty days from the date upon which notice
was received to prepare for participation in the proceeding.

b. The proceeding may not begin until all of the following dates have passed:

(1) ten days after the parent or Indian custodian (or Secretary where the
parent or Indian custodian is unknown to the petitioner) has received
notice;
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ii.

(11) ten days after the parent or Indian child’s tribe (or the Secretary if the
Indian child’s tribe is unknown to the petitioner) has recetved notice;

thirty days after the parent or Indian custodian has received notice if the parent or
Indian custodian has requested an additional twenty days to prepare for the
proceeding; and

Thirty days after the Indian child’s tribe has received notice if the Indian child’s tribe
has requested an additional twenty days to prepare for the proceeding.

The time limits listed in this section are minimum time periods required by the Act. The court may
grant more time to prepare where state law permits.

B.6. Commentary

This sectuon attempts to clarify the waiting periods required by the Act after notice has been received of an
involuntary Indian child custody proceeding. Two independent nights are involved-the right of the parents or
Indian custodians and the right of the Indian child's tribe. The proceeding may not begin until the waiting
periods to which both are entitled have passed.

This section also makes clear that additional extensions of time may be granted beyond the minimum required

by the Act,

B.7. Emergency Removal of an Indian Child

a. Whenever an Indian child is removed from the physical custody of the chilel’s parents or Indian
custodians pursuant to the emergency removal or custody provisions of state law, the agency
responsible for the removal action shall immediately cause an inquiry to be made as to the
residence and domicile of the child.

b. When a court order authorizing continued emergency physical custody is sought, the petition for
that order shall be accompanied by an affidavit containing the following information:

1L
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(i) The name, age and last known address of the Indian child.

The name and address of the child’s parents and Indian custodians, if any, If such
persons are unknown, a detailed explanation of what efforts have been made to locate
them shall be included.

Facts necessary to determine the residence and the domicile of the Indian child and
whether either the residence or domicile is on an Indian reservation. If either the
residence or domicile is believed to be on an Indian reservation, the name of the
reservation shall be stated.

The trnibal affiliation of the child and of the parents and/or Indian custodians.

A specific and detailed account of the circumstances that lead the agency responsible
for the emergency removal of the child to take that action,

If the child is believed to reside or be domiciled on a reservation where the tribe
exercises exclusive jurisdiction over child custody matters, a statement of efforts that
have been made and are being made to transfer the child to the tribe’s jurisdiction.

A statement of the specific actions that have been taken to assist the parents or Indian
custodians so the child may safely be returned to their custody.

a  If the Indian child is not restored to the parents or Indian custodians or jurisdiction is not
transferred to the tribe, the agency responsible for the child’s removal must promptly commence a
state court proceeding for foster care placement. If the child resides or is domuciled on a reservation
where the tribe exercises exclusive jurisdiction over child custody matters, such placement must
terminate as soon as the imminent physical damage or harm to the child which resulted in the



emergency removal no longer exists or as soon as the tribe exercises jurisdiction over the case-
whichever is earlier.

b, Absent extraordinary circumstances, lemporary emergency custody shall not be continued for more
than 90 days without a determination by the court, supported by clear and convincing evidence and
the testimony of at least one qualified expert witness, that custody of the child by the parent or
Indian custodian is likely to result in serious emotional or physical damage to the child

B.7 Commentary

Since jurisdiction under the Act is based on domicile and residence rather than simple physical presence, there
may be instances in which action must be taken with respect to a child who is physically located off a
reservation but is subject to exclusive tribal jurisdiction. In such instances the tribe will usually not be able to
take swilt action to exercise its jurisdiction. For that reason Congress authorized states to take temporary
gmergency action.

Since emergency action must be taken without the careful advance deliberation normally required, procedures
must be established to assure that the emergency actions are quickly subjected to review. This section provides
procedures for prompt review of such emergency actions, It presumes the state already has such review

procedures and only prescribes additional procedures that shall be followed in cases involving Indian children.

The legislative history clearly states that placements under such emergency procedures are to be as short as
possible. If the emergency ends, the placement shall end. State action shall also end as soon as the tribe is ready
to take over the case.

Subsection (d) refers primarily to the period between when the petition 1s filed and when the trial court renders
its decision, The Act requires that, except for emergencies, Indian children are not to be removed from their
parents unless a court finds clear and convineing evidence that the child would be in serious danger unless
removed from the home, Unless there is some kind of time limit on the length of an "emergency removal" (that
15, any removal not made pursuant to a finding by the court that there is clear and convincing evidence that
continued parental custody would make serious physical or emotional harm likely), the safeguards of the Act
could be evaded by use of long-term emergency removals.

Subsection (d) recommends what is, in effect, a speedy trail requirement. The court shall be required to comply
with the requirements of the Act and reach a decision within 90 days unless there are "extraordinary
circumstances” that make additional delay unavoidable.

B.8. Improper Removal From Custody

a. If, in the course of any Indian child custody proceeding, the court has reason to believe that the
child who is the subject of the proceeding may have been improperly removed from the custody of
his or her parent or Indian custodian or that the child has been improperly retained after a visit or
other temporary relinquishment of custody, and that the petitioner is responsible for such removal
or retention, the court shall immediately stay the proceedings until a determination can be made on
the question of improper removal or retention.

b. If the court finds that the petitioner is responsible for an improper removal or retention, the child
shall be immediately returned to his or her parents or Indian custodian.

B.8. Commentary

This section is designed to implement 25 U.S.C. § 1920. Since a finding of improper removal goes to the
jurisdiction of the court to hear the case at all, this section provides that the court will decide the issue as soon
as it arises before proceeding further on his merits.

A. Requests for Transfer to Tribal Court



C.1. Petitions under 25 U.5.C. § 1911(b) for transfer of proceeding

Either parent, the Indian custodian or the Indian child’s tribe may, orally or in writing, request the court to
transfer the Indian child custody proceeding to the tribal court of the child’s tribe. The request shall be made
promptly after receiving notice of the proceeding. If the request 1s made orally it shall be reduced to writing by
the court and made a part of the record.

C.1. Commentary

Reference is made to 25 UL.S.C. 1911(b) in this title of this section deals only with transfers where the child is
not domiciled or residing on an Indian reservation.

S0 that transters can occur as quickly and simply as possible, requests can be made orally.

This section specifies that requests are to be made promptly after receiving notice of the proceeding. This is a
modification of the timeliness requirement that appears in the carlier version of the guidelines. Although the
statute permits proceedings to be commenced even before actual notice, those parties do not lose their right to
request a transfer simply because neither the petitioner nor the Secretary was able to locate them earlier.

Permitting late transfer requests by persons and tribes who were notified late may cause some disruption. It will
also, however, provide an incentive to the petitioners to make a diligent effort to give notice promptly in order to
avoid such disruptions.

The Department received a number of comments objecting to any timeliness requirement at all, Commenters
pointed out that the statue does not explicitly require transfer requests to be timely. Some commenters argued
that imposing such a requirement violated tribal and parental nghts to intervene at any point in the proceedings
under 25 U.S.C. § 191 1{c) of the Act.

While the Act permits intervention at any point in the proceeding, it does not explicitly authorize transfer
requests at any time, Late interventions do not have nearly the disruptive effect on the proceeding that last
nunute transfers do. A case that 1s almost completed does not need to be retried when intervention is permitted.
The problems resulting from late intervention are primarily those of the intervenor, who has lost the opportunity
to influence the portion of the proceedings that was completed prior to intervention.

Although the Act does not explicitly require transfer petitions to be timely, it does authorize the court to refuse
to transter a case for good cause, When a party who could have petitioned earlier waits until the case is almost
complete to ask that it be transferred to another court and retried. good cause exists to deny the request.

Timeliness is a proven weapon of the courts against disruption caused by negligence or obstructionist tactics on
the part of counsel, If a transfer petition must be honored at any point before judgment, a party could wait to see
how the trail is going In state court and then obtain another trial if’ it appears the other side will win. Delaying a
transfer request could be used as a tactic to wear down the other side by requiring the case to be tried twice.
The Act was not intended to authorize such tactics and the "good cause” provision is ample authority for the
cowt to prevent them.

C.2. Criteria and Procedures for Ruling on 25 U.S, C. § 1911(b) Transfer Petitions

a. Upon receipt of a petition to transfer by a parent, Indian custodian or the Indian child’s tribe, the
court must transfer unless either parent objects to such transfer, the tribal court declines jurisdiction,
or the court determines that good cause to the contrary exists for denying the transfer.

b. If the court believes or any party asserts that good cause to the contrary exists, the reasons for such
belief or assertion shall be stated in writing and made available to the parties who are petitioning for
transfer. The petitioners shall have the opportunity to provide the court with their views on whether
or not good cause to deny transfer exists.



C.2, Commentary
Subsection (a) simply states the rule provided in 25 U.S.C. § 1911(b).

Since the Act gives the parents and the tribal court of the Indian child's tribe an absolute veto over transfers,
there is no need for any adversary proceedings if the parents or the tribal court opposes transfer. Where it 15
proposed to deny transfer on the grounds of "good cause,” however, all parties need an opportunity to present
their views to the court.

C.3, Determination of Good Cause to the Contrary

i Good cause not to transfer the proceeding exists if the Indian child’s tribe does nat have a tribal
court as defined by the Act to which the case can be transferred.
b. Good cause not to transfer this proceeding may exist if any of the following circumstances exists:

(1) The proceeding was at an advanced stage when the petition to transfer
was received and the petitioner did not file the petition promptly after
receiving notice of the hearing.

1. The Indian child 15 over twelve years of age and objects to the transfer,
n. The evidence necessary to decide the case could not be adequately presented in the
tribal court without undue hardship to the parties or the witnesses.
til. The parents of a child over five years of age are not available and the child has had
little or no contact with the child’s tribe or members of the child's tribe,

i Socio-economic conditions and the perceived adequacy of tribal or Bureau of Indian Affairs social
services or judicial systems may not be considered in a determination that good cause exists,
b. The burden of establishing good cause to the contrary shall be on the party opposing the transter,

C.3. Commentary

All five criteria that were listed in the earlier version of the guidelines were highly controversial. Comments on
the first two criteria were almost unanimously negative. The first criterion was whether the parents were still
living, The second was whether an Indian custodian or guardian for the child had been appointed. These criteria
were criticized as irrelevant and arbitrary. It was argued that children who are orphans or have no appointed
Indian custodian or guardian are no more nor less in need of the Act’s protections that other children. It was
also pointed out that these criteria are contrary to the decision in Wisconsin Porwatomies of the Hannahville
Indian Community v. Houston, 397 F. Supp. 719 (W.D. Misch 1973), which was explicitly endorsed by the
committee that drafted that Act. The court in that case found that tribal jurisdiction existed even through the
children involved were orphans for whom no guardian had been appointed.

Although there was some support for the third and fourth cnteria, the preponderance of the comment
concerning them was critical. The third criteria was whether the child had little or no contact with his or her
Indian tribe for a significant period of time. These criteria were criticized, in part, because they would virtually
exclude from transfers infants who were born off the reservation. Many argued that the tribe has a legitimate
interest in the welfare of members who have not had significant previous contact with the tribe or the
reservation. Some also argued that these criteria invited the state courts to be making the kind of cultural
decisions that the Act contemplated should be made by tribes. Some argued that the use of vague words in
these criteria accorded state courts too much discretion.

The fifth criteria was whether a child over the age of twelve abjected to the transfer. Comment on this criteria
was much more evenly divided and many of the critics were ambivalent. They worried that young teenagers
could be too easily influenced by the judge or by social workers. They also argued that fear of the unknown
would cause many teenagers to make an ill-considered decision against transfer.



The first four criteria in the earlier version were all directed toward the question of whether the child’s
connections with the reservation were so tenuous that transfer back to the tribe is not advised. The
circumstances under which it may be proper for the state court to take such considerations into account are set
out in the revised subsection (1v),

It is recommended that in most cases state court judges not be called upon to determine whether or not a child”
contacts with a reservation are so limited that a case should not be transferred. This may be a valid
consideration since the shock of changing cultures may, in some cases, be harmful to the child. This
determination, however, can be made by the parent, who has a veto-over transfer to tribal court.

This reasoning does not apply, however, where there is no parent available to make that decision. The
guidelines recommend that state courts be authorized to make such determinations only in those cases where
there is no parent available to make it.

State court authority to make such decisions is limited to those cases where the child is over five years of age.
Most children younger than five years can be expected to adjust more readily to a change in cultural
environment,

The fifth eriterion has been retained, It is true that teenagers may make some unwise decisions, but it is also true
that their judgment has developed to the extent that their views ought to be taken into account in making
decisions about their lives,

The existence of a tribal court is made an absolute requirement for transfer of a case. Clearly, the absence of a
tribal court 15 good cause not to ask the tribe to try the case.

Consideration of whether or not the case can be properly tried in tribal court without hardship to the parties or
witnesses was included on the strength of the section-by-section analysis in the House Report on the Act,
which stated with respect to the § 191 1(b), "The subsection 15 intended to permut a State court to apply a
maodified doctrine of forum non conveniens, in appropnate cases, to insure that the rights of the child as an
Indian, the Indian parents or custodian, and the tribe are fully protected.” Where a child is in fact living in a
dangerous situation, he or she should not be forced to remain there simply because the witnesses cannot afford
to travel long distances to court.

Application of this criterion will tend to limit transfers to cases involving Indian children who do not live very
far from the reservation. This problem may be alleviated in some instances by having the court come to the
witnesses. The Department is aware of one case under that Act where transfer was conditioned on having the
tribal court meet in the city where the family lived. Some cities have substantial populations of members of tribes
from distant reservations. In such situations some tribes may wish to appoint members who live in those cities as
tribal judges,

The timeliness of the petition for transfer, discussed at length in the commentary to section C. 1., is listed as a
factor to be considered. Inclusion of this criterion is designed to encourage the prompt exercise of the right to
petition for transfer in order to avoid unnecessary delays. Long periods of uncertainty concerning the future are
generally regarded as harmful to the well-being of children. For that reason, it is especially important to avoid
unnecessary delays in child custody proceedings.

Almost all commenters favored retention of the paragraph stating that reservation socio-economic conditions
and the perceived adequacy of tribal institutions are not to be taken into account in making good cause
determinations. Come commenters did suggest, however, that a case not be transferred if it is ¢clear that a
particular disposition of the case that could only be made by the state court held especially great promise of
benefiting the child,

Such considerations are important but they have not been listed because the Department believes such
Judgments are best made by tribal courts. Parties who believe that state court adjudication would be better for
such reasons can present their reasons to the tribal court and urge it to decline junsdiction. The Department is



aware of one case under the Act where this approach is being used and believes it is more in keeping with the
confidence Congress has expressed in tribal courts.

Since Congress has established a policy of preferring tnbal control over custody decisions affecting tribal
members, the burden of proving that an exception to that policy ought to be made in a particular case rests on
the party urging that an exception be made. The rule is reflected in subsection (d).

C.4. Tribal Court Declination of Transfer

a. A tribal court to which transfer is requested may decline to accept such transfer.

b. Upon receipt of a transfer petition the state court shall notify the tribal court in writing of the
proposed transfer. The notice shall state how long the tribal court has to make its decision. The
tribal court shall have at least twenty days from the receipt of notice of a proposed transfer to
decide whether to decline the transfer. The tribal court may inform the state court of its decision to
decline either orally or in writing,

Yarties shall file with the tribal court any arguments they wish to make either for or against tribal
declination of transfer. Such arguments shall be made orally in open court or in written pleadings
that are served on all other parties.
¢l M the case 1s transterred the state court shall provide the tribal court with all available information

on the case.

o

C.4. Commentary

The previous version of this section provided that the state court should presume the tribal court has declined to
aceept jurisdiction unless it hears otherwise. The comments on this issue were divided. This section has been
revised to require the tribal court to decline the transfer atfirmatively if it does not wish to take the case. This
approach is in keeping with the apparent intent of Congress. The language in the Act providing that transfers
are "subject to declination by the tribal court” indicates that affirmative action by the tribal court is required to
decline a transfer.

A new paragraph has been added recommending that the parties assist the tribal court in making its decision on
declination by giving the tribal court their views on the matter.

Transfers ought to be arranged as simply as possible consistent with due process. Transfer procedures are a
good subject for tribal-state agreements under 25 US.C. § 1915,

A. Adjudicarion of Involuntary Placemenis, Adoprions, or Terminations or Terminations of Parental Rights
D.1. Access to Reports
Each party to a foster care placement or termination of parental rights proceeding under State law involving an
Indian child has the right to examine all reports or other documents filed with the court upon which any

decision with respect to such action may be based. No decision of the court shall be based on any report or
other document not filed with the court.

D.1. Commentary

The first sentence merely restates the statutory language verbatim. The second sentence makes explicit the
implicit assumption of Congress - that the court will limit its considerations to those documents and reports that
have been filed with the court.

D.2. Efforts To Alleviate Need To Remove Child From Parents or Indian Custodians

Any party petitioning a state court for foster care placement or termination of parental rights to an Indian child



must demonstrate to the court that prior to the commencement of the proceeding active efforts have been made
to alleviate the need to remove the Indian child from his or her parents or Indian custodians. These efforts shall
take into account the prevailing social and cultural conditions and way of life of the Indian child’s tribe. They
shall also involve and use the available resources of the extended family, the tribe, Indian social service agencies
and individual Indian care givers.

D.2. Commentary

This section elaborates on the meaning of "breakup of the Indian family” as used in the Act. "Family breakup”
15 sometimes used as a synonym for divorce. In the context of the statue, however, it is clear that Congress
meant a situation in which the family i1s unable or unwilling to raise the child in a manner that is not likely to
endanger the child’s emotional or physical health.

This section also recommends that the petitioner take into account the culture of the Indian child’s tribe and use
the resources of the child’s extended family and tribe in attempting to help the family function successfully as a
home for the child. The term "individual Indian care givers" refers to medicine men and other individoal tribal
members who may have developed special skills that can be used to help the child's family succeed.

One commenter recommended that detailed procedures and criteria be established in order to determine
whether family support efforts had been adequate. Establishing such procedures and requirements would
involve the court in second-guessing the professional judgment of social service agencies. The Act does not
comtemplate such o role for the courts and they generally lack the expertise to make such judgments,

.3, Standards of Evidence

a. The court may not issue an order effecting a foster care placement of an Indian child unless clear
and convincing evidence is presented, including the testimony of one or more qualified expert
witnesses, demonstrating that the child/s continued custody with the child's parents or Indian
custodian is likely to result in serious emotional or physical damage to the child.

b. The court may not order a termination of parental rights unless the court’s order is supported by
evidence beyond a reasonable doubt, including the testimony of one or more qualified expert
witnesses, that continued custody of the child by the parent or Indian custodian is likely to result in
serious emotional or physical damage to the child.

c. Evidence that only shows the existence of community or family poverty, crowded or inadequate
housing, alcohol abuse, or nonconforming social behavior does not constitute clear and convincing
evidence that continued custody is likely to result in serious emotional or physical damage to the
child. To be clear and convincing, the evidence must show the existence of particular conditions in
the home that are likely to result in serious emotional or physical damage to the particular child
wha 15 the subject of the proceeding. The evidence must show the casual relationship between the
conditions that exist and the damage that 1s likely to result.

D.3. Commentary

The first two paragraphs are essentially restatement of the statutory language. By imposing these standards,
Congress has changed the rules of law of many states with respect to the placement of Indian children. A child
may not be removed simply because there is someone else willing to raise the chuld who is likely to do a better
job or that it would be "in the best interests of the child” for him or her to live with someone else. Neither cana
placement or termination of parental rights be ordered simply based on a determination that the parents or
custodians are "unfit parents.” It must be shown that it is shown that it is dangerous for the child to remain with
his or her present custodians. Evidence of that must be "clear and convincing” for placements and "beyond a
reasonable doubt” for terminations.

The legislative history of the Act makes it pervasively clear that Congress attributes many unwarranted
removals of Indian children to cultural bias on the part of the courts and social workers making the decisions. In
many cases children were removed merely because the family did not conform to the decision-maker’s



stereotype of what a proper family should be-without any testing of the implicit assumption that only a family
that conformed to that stereotype could successfully raise children. Subsection (¢) makes it clear that mere non-
conformance with such stereotypes or the existence of other behavior or conditions that are considered bad
does not justify a placement or termination under the standards imposed by Congress. The focus must be on
whether the particular conditions are likely 1o cause serious damage.

D.4. Qualified Expert Witnesses

a. Removal of an Indian child from his or her family must be based on competent testimony from one
or more experts qualified to speak specifically to the issue of whether continued custody by the
parents or Indian custodians is likely to result in serious physical or emotional damage to the child,

b. Persons with the following characteristics are most likely to meet the requirements for a qualified
expert witness for purposes of Indian child custody proceedings:

(i) A member of the Indian child’s tribe who is recognized by the tribal
community as knowledgeable in tribal customs as they pertain to family
organization and childrearing practices.

L Any expert witness having substantial experience in the delivery of child and family
services to Indians, and extensive knowledge of prevailing soctal and cultural
standards and childrearing practices within the Indian child’s tribe.

LA professional person having substantial education and experience in the area of his
or her specialty.

i 'The court or any party may request the assistance of the Indian child’s tribe or the Bureau of Indian
Affairs agency serving the Indian child’s tribe in locating persons gualified to serve as expert
wilnesses,

D4, Commentary

The first subsection is intended to point out that the issue on which qualified expert testimony 1s requirec is the
question of whether or not serious damage to the child 1s likely to occur if the child is not removed. Basically
two questions are involved. First, is it likely that the conduct of the parents will result in serious physical or
emotional harm to the child”? Secend, if such conduct will likely cause such harm, can the parents be persuaded
to modify their conduct?

The party presenting an expert witness must demonstrate that the witness is qualified by reason of educational
background and prior experience to make judgments on those questions that are substantially more reliable
than judgments that would be made by non-experts.

The second subsection makes clear that knowledge of tribal culture and childrearing practices will frequently be
very valuable to the court. Determining the likelihood of future harm frequently involves predicting future
behavior — which is influenced to a large degree by culture. Specific behavior patterns will often need to be
placed in the context of the total culture to determine whether they are likely to cause serious emotional harm.

Indian tribes and Bureau of Indian Affairs personnel frequently know persons who are knowledgeable
concerning the customs and cultures of the tribes they serve. Their assistance is available in helping to locate
such witnesses,

A Volumtary Proceedings

E.1. Execution of Consent



To be valid, consent to a voluntary termunation of parental rights or adoption must be executed in writing and
recorded before a judge or magistrate of a court of competent jurisdiction. A certificate of the court must
accompany any consent and must certify that the terms and consequences of the consent were explained in
detail and in the language of the parent or Indian custodian. if English is not the primary language, and were
fully understood by the parent or Indian custodian. Execution of consent need not be in open court where
confidentiality is requested or indicated.

E.1. Commentary

This section provides that consent may be executed before either a judge or magistrate. The addition of
magistrates was made in response to a suggestion from Alaska where magistrates are found in most small
communities but "judges" are more widely scattered. The term "judge"” as used in the statute is not a term of art
and can certainly be construed to include judicial officers who are called magistrates in some states. The
statement that consent need not be in open court where confidentiality is desired or indicated was taken directly
from the House Report on the Act. A recommendation that the guideline list the consequences of consent that
must be described to the parent or custodian has not been adopted because the consequences can vary widely
depending on the nature of the proceeding, state law and the particular facts of individual cases.

E.2. Content of Consent Document

i, The consent document shall contain the name and birthday of the Indian child, the name of the
Indian child’s tribe, any identifying number or other indication of the child’s membership in the
tribe, if any, and the name and address of the consenting parent or Indian custodian,

b. A consent to foster care placement shall contain, in addition to the information specified in (a), the

name and address of the person or entity by or through who the placement was arranged, if any, or

the name and address of the prospective foster parents, if known at the time.

A consent to termination of parental nghts or adoption shall contain, in addition to the information

specified in (a), the name and address of the person or entity by or through whom any preadoptive

or adoptive placement has been or is to be arranged.

£

E.2. Commentary

This section specifies the basic information about the placement or termmation to which the parent or Indian
custodian is consenting to assure that consent is knowing and also to document what took place.

E.3. Withdrawal of Consent to Placement

Where a parent or Indian custodian has consented to a foster care placement under state law, such consent may
be withdrawn at any time by filing, in the court where consent was executed and filed, an instrument executed
by the parent or Indian custodian. When a parent or Indian custodian withdraws consent to foster care
placement, the child shall as soon as is practicable be returned to that parent or Indian custodian.

E.3. Commentary

This section specifies that withdrawal of consent shall be filed in the same court where the consent document
itself was executed.

E.4. Withdrawal of Consent to Adoption

A consent to termination of parental rights or adoption may be withdrawn by the parent at any time prior to
entry of a final decree of voluntary termination or adoption by filing in the court where the consent is filed an
instrument executed under oath by the parent stipulating his or her intention to withdraw such consent. The
clerk of the court where the withdrawal of consent is filed shall promptly notify the party by or through whom
any preadoptive or adoptive placement has been arranged of such filing and that party shall insure the return of
the child to the parent as soon as practicable.



E4. Commentary

This provision recommends that the clerk of the court be responsible for notifying the family with whom the
child has been placed that consent has been withdrawn. The court’s involvement frequently may be necessary
since the biological parents are often not told who the adoptive parents are.

A, Dispositions
F. 1. Adoptive Placements

a In any adoptive placement of an Indian child under state law preference must be given (in the order
listed below) absent good cause to the contrary, to placement of the child with:

i, A member of the Indian child’s extended family;

1. Other members of the Indian child’s tribe; or
i Other Indian families, including families of single parents.

i The Indian child’s tribe may establish a different order of preference by resolution. That order of
preference must be followed so long as placement is the least restrictive setting appropriate to the
child’s needs.

b. Unless a consenting parent evidences a desire for anonymity, the court or agency shall notify the
child's extended family and the Indian child's tribe that their members will be given preference in
the adoption decision,

F.1. Commentary

This section makes clear that preference shall be given in the order listed in the Act. The Act clearly recognizes
the role of the child’s extended family in helping to raise children. The extended family should be looked to
first when it becomes necessary to remove the child from the custody of his or her parents. Because of
differences in culture among tribes, placement within the same tribe is preferable.

This section also provides that single parent families shall be considered for placements, The legislative history
of the Act makes it ¢lear that Congress intended custody decisions to be made based on a consideration of the
present or potential custodian’s ability to provide the necessary care, supervision and support for the child rather
than on preconceived notions of proper family composition.

The third subsection recommends that the court or agenda make an active effort to find out if there are families
entitled to preference who would be willing to adopt the child. This provision recognizes, however, that the
consenting parent’s request for anonymity takes precedence over efforts to find a home consistent with the
Act’s priorities.

F.2. Foster Care or Preadoptive Placermnents

In any foster care or preadoptive placement of an Indian child:

a. The child must be placed in the least restrictive setting which

i. (i} most approximates a family;
b. (ii) in which his or her special needs may be met; and

(1i1) which is in reasonable proximity to his or her home



a. Preference must be given in the following order, absent good cause to the contrary, to placement
with:

(1) A member of the Indian child’s extended family;

(i) A foster home, licensed, approved or specified by the Indian child’s tribe,
whether on or off the reservation;

(111) An Indian foster home licensed or approved by an authorized non-Indian
licensing authority; or

(iv) An institution for children approved by an Indian tribe or operated by an

Indian organization which has a program suitable to met the child’s needs.

b. The Indian child’s tribe may establish a different order of preference by resolution, and that order
of preference shall be followed so long as the criteria enumerated in subsection (a) are met,

F.2, Commentary
This guideline simply restates the provision of the Act.
F.3. Good Cause To Modify Preferences
a For purposes of foster care, preadoptive or adoptive placement, a determuination of good cause not
to follow the order of preference set out above shall be based on one or more of the following
considerations:
a. The request of the biological parents or the child when the child is of sufficient age.
(i1) The extraordinary physical or emotional needs of the child as established by
testimony of a qualified expert witness.
(111) The unavailability of suitable families for placement after a diligent search

has been completed for families meeting the preference criteria.

a. The burden of establishing the existence of good cause not to follow the order of preferences
established in subsection (b) shall be on the party urging that the preferences not be followed.

F.3. Commentary

The Act indicates that the court is to give preference to confidentiality requests by parents in making
placements. Paragraph (I) is intended to permit parents to ask that the order of preference not be followed
because it would prejudice confidentiality or for other reasons. The wishes of an older child are important in
making an effective placement.

In a few cases a child may need highly specialized treatment services that are unavailable in the community
where the families who meet the preference criteria live. Paragraph (11) recommends that such considerations be
considered as good cause to the contrary.



Paragraph (111) recommends that a diligent attempt to find a suitable family meeting the preference criteria be
made before consideration of a non-preference placement be considered. A diligent attempt to find a suitable
family includes at a minimum, contact with the child’s tribal social service program, a search of all county or
state listings of available Indian homes and contact with nationally known Indian programs with available
placement resources.

Since Congress has established a clear preference for placements within the tribal culture, it is recommended in
subsection (b) that the party urging an exception be made be required to bear the burden of proving an
eXception 15 necessary,

A Post-Triad Riglhts
Gi. 1. Petition To Vacate Adoption

o, Within two years after a final decree of adoption of any Indian child by a state court, or within any
longer period of time permitted by the law of the state, a parent who executed 4 consent to
termination of parental rights or adoption of that child may petition the court in which the final
adoption decree was entered to vacate the decree and revoke the consent on the grounds that such
content was obtained by fraud or duress.

b. Upon the filing of such pettion, the court shall give notice to all parties to the adoption pr oceedings
and shall proceed to hold a hearing on the petition. Where the court finds that the parent’s consent
was obtained through fraud or duress, it must vacate the decree of adoption and order the consent
revoked and order the child retumed to the parent.

Gl Commentary

This section recommends that the petition to vacate an adoption be brought in the same court in which the
decree was entered, since that court clearly has jurisdiction, and witnesses on the issue of fraud or duress are
most likely to be within its jurisdiction,

(.2, Adult Adoptee Rights

a. Upon application by an Indian individual who has reached the age 18 who was the subject of an
adoptive placement, the court which entered the final decree must inform such mdividual of the
tribal affiliations, if any of the individual's biological parents and provide such other information
necessary to protect any rights flowing from the individual’s tribal relationship.

b, The section applies regardless of whether or not the original adoption was subject to the provision
of the Act.

¢. Where state law prohibits revelation of the identity of the biological parent, assistance of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs shall be sought where necessary to help an adoptee who is eligible for
membership in a tribe establish that right without breaching the confidentiality of the record.

G.2. Commentary

Subsection (b) makes clear that adoptions completed prior to May 7, 1979, are covered by this provision. The
Act states that most portions of Title 1 do not "affect a proceeding under State law" initiated or completed prior
to May 7, 1979, Providing information to an adult adoptee, however, cannot be said to affect the proceeding by
which the adoption was ordered.

The legislative history of the Act makes it clear that this Act was not intended to supersede the decision of state
legislatures on whether adult adoptees may be told the names of their biological parents. The intent is simply to
assure the protection of rights deriving from tribal membership. Where a state law prohibits disclosure of the
identity of the biological parents, tribal rights can be protected by asking the BIA to check confidentiality
whether the adult adoptee meets the requirements for membership in an Indian tribe. If the adoptee does meet



those requirements, the BIA can certify that fact to the appropriate tribe.
(3.3, Notice of Change in Child's Status

4. Whenever a final decree of adoption of an Indian child has been vacated or set aside, or the
adoptive parent has voluntarily consented to the termination of his or her parental rights to the
child, or whenever an Indian child is removed from a foster care home or institution for the purpose
of further foster care. preadoptive placement, or adoptive placement, notice by the court or an
agency authorized by the court shall be given to the child’s biological parents or prior Indian
custodians. Such notice shall inform the recipient of his or her right to petition for return of custody
of the child,

b. A parent or Indian custodian may waive his or her right to such notice by executing a written

aiver of notice filed with the court. Such waiver may be revoked at any time by filing with the
court a written notice of revocation, but such revocation would not affect any proceeding which
occurred before the filing of the notice of revocation.

(.3, Commentary

This section provides guidelines to aid courts in applying the provisions of Section 106 of the Act. Section 106
gives legal standing to a biological parent or prior Indian custodian to petition for return of a child in cases of
futled adoptions or changes in ;}I.!Lumm in situations where there has been a termination of parental rights.
Section 106(b) provides the whenever an Indian child is removed from a foster care home or institution for the
purpose of further foster care, preadoptive placement, or adoptive placement, such placement is to be in
accordance with the provisions of the Act — which requires notice to the biological parents.

The Act 15 silent on the gquestion of whether a parent or Indian custodian can waive the right o further notice.
Obviously, there will be cases in which the biological parents will prefer not to receive notice once their
parental rights have been relinquished or terminated. This section provides for such waivers but, because the
Act establishes an absolute right to participate in any future proceedings and to petition the court for return of
the child, the waiver is revocable,

G4, Maintenance of Records

The state shall establish a single location where all records of every foster care, preadoptive placement and
adoptive placement of Indian children by courts of that state will be available within seven days of a request by
an Indian child’s tribe or the Secretary. The records shall contain, at a minimum, the petition or complaint, all
substantive orders entered in the proceeding, and the complete record of the placement determination.

G4, Commentary

This section of the guidelines provides a procedure for implementing the provisions of 25 U.S. C. § 1915(e).
This section has been medified from the previous version which required that all records be maintained in a
single location within the state. As revised this section provides only that the records be retrievable by a single
office that would make them available to the requester within seven days of a request. For some states
(especially Alaska) centralization of the records themselves would create major administrative burdens. So long
as the records can be promptly made available at a single location, the intent of this section that the records be
readily available will be satisfied.

Forrest ). Gerrard,

Assistant Secretary, fndian Affairs

November 16, 1979,



