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Testlmony 1n Support of L.D. 1970, An Act to Enact the Mame Indzan Chtld Welfare Act 

Senator Carney, Representatlve Moonen, and d1st1ngu1shed members of the Jo1nt Stand1ng 
C0mm1ttee on Jud1c1ary, my name 1s Aaron Frey, and I have the pr1v11ege of serv1ng as Ma1ne’s 
Attorney General I am here to testlfy 1n support of L D 1970, An Act to Enact the Mame Indzan 
Chzld Welfare Act 

L D 1970 unports the substant1ve protect1ons accorded Nat1ve Amencan ch1ldren, parents 
and tr1bes from the Federal Ind1an Ch1ld Welfare Act (“ICWA”) 1nto Ma1ne law ICWA ensures 
that ch1ldren under the superv1s1on of the ch1ld welfare system rema1n 1mmersed 1n the1r tr1bal 
cormnun1t1es ICWA 1s ta1lored to the umque status of Nat1ve Amer1cans as a separate people w1th 
the1r own pol1t1cal 1nst1tut1ons and cultures It was enacted to confront our country’s long, shameful 
h1story of U11] ustly removmg Nat1ve Amer1can ch1ldren from thelr parents and placmg the ch1ldren 
1n non-tr1bal homes These pract1ces deeply harmed Nat1ve fam1l1es and created an ex1stent1al 
cr1s1s for many tnbes In 1978, Congress passed ICWA 1n order to protect Nat1ve Amencan 
chlldren from be1ng removed from the1r parents to be adopted by non-natlve fam1l1es S1nce that 

t1me, ICWA has rema1ned a cr1t1cal framework for fac1l1tat1ng state-tr1bal relat1ons, pr0tect1ng the 
r1ghts of Nat1ve Amencans, and preventmg the unwarranted removal of Natlve Amer1can clnldren 
from the1r fam1l1es and commun1t1es 

Unfortunately, a challenge to ICWA 1s pend1ng 1n the Un1ted States Supreme Court In the 
case of Brackeen v Haaland, the Court 1s be1ng asked to determ1ne whether and to what extent 
ICWA 1s constltutlonal My office _]O1I‘1Cd a b1part1san coal1t1on of 24 attorneys general 1n fil1ng 
an am1cus br1ef 1n Brackeen urg1ng the Court to fully uphold ICWA as c0nst1tut1onal and 1'6_]€Ct 

the challenge to l0ngstand1ng protectlons guaranteed to Natlve Amer1can ch1ldren, the1r fam1l1es, 
and tr1bal commumt1es 

Partner1ng w1th tr1bal Chlld welfare representatlves to protect Nat1ve Amer1can ch1ldren 
from abuse and neglect wh1le ensur1ng they grow up connected to the1r cultures 1s an 1mportant 
respons1b1l1ty that my office’s Ch1ld Protect1on D1v1s1on 1s d1l1gently engaged 1n Pass1ng L D 
1970 would c0d1fy Ma1ne’s comm1tment to th1s cont1nued collab0rat1on 1n protect1ng Nat1ve 
Amencan ch1ldren and 1nsulates the state from the potent1al d1smantl1ng of ICWA at the federal 
level My office worked w1th the b1ll’s sponsor, tnbal partners, and ch1ld welfare stakeholders to 
draft th1s b1ll 1n a way that would ensure that the 1mportant work between the state and tr1bes 
cont1nues tmmterrupted Many of our partners are here today to share the1r powerful exper1ences 
from before the enactment of ICWA and after 

I urge the comm1ttee to vote 1n favor of th1s b1ll


