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THE PRESIDENT’S FISCAL YEAR 2015 BUDGET
FOR TRIBAL PROGRAMS

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 26, 2014

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 3:56 p.m. in room
628, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. Jon Tester,
Chairman of the Committee, presiding.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JON TESTER,
U.S. SENATOR FROM MONTANA

The CHAIRMAN. We will call this hearing to order on the Presi-
dent’s Fiscal Year 2015 Budget for Tribal Programs.

I want to welcome the two witnesses for this panel and also the
witnesses for the next panel.

We will be holding this Oversight Committee while there are
votes happening on the Floor right now. I honestly do not know
how that will impact the membership attending this hearing but
we will have questions as we move forward.

The President’s request for Indian Affairs and the Department of
Interior is $2.6 billion, an increase of $33.6 million over fiscal year
2014. The Indian Health Service budget was increased by $199 mil-
lion to $4.6 billion.

Although these proposed increases are encouraging, we must also
acknowledge that these are harsh financial times. Tribes have not
recovered from sequestration which resulted in across the board
cuts to all Federal programs, including those affecting tribes and
nowhere was this more devastating than the Indian Health Service
where due to sequestration, continuing resolutions and a 16-day
govciernment shutdown, health care to Indian people was jeopard-
ized.

That is why today and next week, the Committee is going to talk
about securing advanced appropriations for the Indian Health
Service. The delivery of health care to Indian people should not be
threatened because those of us who serve in Washington cannot get
our act together, prepare, and pass a budget.

There is a bill now pending in Committee, S. 1570, that would
provide advance funding for the Indian Health Service. This bill is
tailored after a bill Congress enacted to advance funding for the
Veterans Administration system in 2009. I look forward to working
with my colleagues on both sides of the aisle and the Administra-
tion on making this initiative a reality.
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Despite the budgetary constraints that we face, there are some
positive highlights in the President’s fiscal year 2015 budget re-
quest. The Committee is pleased that the Administration finally
understands the legal obligation to fully fund contract support costs
for both the Indian Health Service and the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs.

I am particularly encouraged by the $11 million increase for so-
cial services and job training to support an initiative to provide a
comprehensive and integrated approach to address violence, pov-
erty and substance abuse in Indian Country.

As we learned from Dr. Costello, who testified at our early child-
hood development hearing last month, we can either pay now or we
pay later, but we are going to pay. I think it is much wiser to in-
vest in preventive services today than pay for a lifetime of treat-
ment and remedial assistance later.

However, there are some areas that may not be receiving the at-
tention they deserve. For tribal communities to thrive now and into
the future, there must be economic development opportunities and
an educated workforce.

My colleagues and I have heard in numerous Committee meet-
ings of the poor conditions at many of the BIA schools. Yet again,
the BIA has only requested enough funding to do the site develop-
ment to construct one of three schools that remain on the 2004
school construction list. In addition to that list, there are another
60 schools considered in poor condition.

Finally, I am very concerned with the Administration’s request
for drinking water and sanitation construction. There is more than
a $3 billion backlog in drinking water and sanitation construction
needs in Indian Country. However, across all Federal agencies, in-
cluding the EPA, the Administration is only requesting $173 mil-
lion to address drinking water and sanitation needs in Indian
Country.

Senator Barrasso obviously is not here. When he gets here, open-
ing statements will certainly be open to him. I am going to move
with the panel.

On our first panel is the Honorable Kevin Washburn, Assistant
Secretary, Indians Affairs, U.S. Department of the Interior and the
Honorable Yvette Roubideaux, Acting Director, Indian Health Serv-
ice, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Your entire written testimony will be made a part of the record.
I would ask that you be as close to five minutes as you possibly
can. That way, there will be enough time for me to ask questions.

With that, we will start with you, Secretary Washburn.

STATEMENT OF HON. KEVIN WASHBURN, ASSISTANT
SECRETARY—INDIAN AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

Mr. WASHBURN. Thank you, Chairman Tester.

Let me say the Secretary very much enjoyed her recent visit to
Montana. I heard wonderful stories about it.

The CHAIRMAN. Don’t believe them.

[Laughter.]

Mr. WASHBURN. It is really important for her to get firsthand ex-
perience and she really enjoyed it.
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The CHAIRMAN. It was a great trip and we appreciate the time
she spent in Montana visiting Indian Country, water projects, con-
servation projects and energy projects around the State of Mon-
tana. Thank you.

Mr. WASHBURN. Larry Roberts is with me, the Deputy Assistant
Secretary who was on that trip and Pam Hayes, another Deputy
Assistant Secretary. Two Deputy Assistant Secretaries are useless
unless you have three so we have Tommy Thompson here as well.
They come in threes, so we are well staffed.

The CHAIRMAN. We appreciate them.

Mr. WASHBURN. The budget that we propose for Indian Affairs
this year is best characterized as a responsible budget. We under-
stand there is not dancing in the streets, but we also understand
there are serious budget caps here on the Hill with the Murray-
Ryan budget cap. We have promised to live within that so the
budget we propose fits within the Murray-Ryan cap.

It includes the $33 million increase, new money, for Indian Af-
fairs and also $42 million, new money, for fire in the Department’s
overall budget. There is a nice increase for tribes in this budget
even though it is a very flat budget year and a very strict fiscal
environment.

We do propose to fully fund contract support costs. We know that
contract support costs are necessary for tribes to be able to really
perform under their self governance compacts and their self deter-
mination contracts, so we have fully funded them for fiscal year
2014 and propose full funding for fiscal year 2015. We are grateful
for the leadership of this Committee on that issue.

We also propose a new approach to social services which you rec-
ognized in your opening statement. The Tiwahe Initiative which is
sort of a double entendre, the idea is that we need to be serving
families.

Tiwahe is the Lakota word for family. The idea is we need to be
bringing our services together more around serving families rather
than leaving them in silos serving individuals. That program will
help with social services.

We have social workers running from crisis to crisis in Indian
Country. In part through people on this Committee, Senators
Hoeven and Heitkamp, we have seen some of the serious problems
that these social workers face when they are under staffed and
overworked.

That money will basically go in large measure to provide more
money for social workers to help get ahead of problems instead of
being reactive all the time and just going from crisis to crisis.

That is one of our initiatives we really think can improve things.
We can all work together within the BIA and function more like
a family ourselves. We think that will be an improvement.

As part of that initiative, we have asked for funding for a hous-
ing improvement program, something we have talked about zeroing
out in the past but we heard from tribes that is a real important
part of their social services. We heard loud and clear they want us
to keep the funding for the housing improvement program so we
have asked for funding for that for fiscal year 2015.

We have several other programs. One of them is somewhat in-
volved with the Tiwahe Initiative is we have embarked on a pro-
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gram that would continue into 2015 that will reduce recidivism in
Indian Country.

Our chief law enforcement officer with the BIA tells me that we
have several people in Indian Country who are serving life sen-
tences a couple of days at a time because they committed some
very minor offense and they get locked up for a couple of days and
get out only to commit another offense soon thereafter.

We are going to work on trying to reduce recidivism in Indian
Country and especially try to provide services to people suffering
those kinds of issues.

Those are two of the biggest things, contract support costs and
the Tiwahe Initiative. We have some modest increases in other
areas. It is a fairly flat budget though. We are trying to improve
but we are also trying to stay within the Murray-Ryan cap.

The Obama Administration has worked very hard to improve the
Nation’s commitment to Indian Country and we do think this budg-
et continues that commitment. We thank you, Senator Tester, and
this Committee for being such an important ally in that mission.

Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Washburn follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. KEVIN WASHBURN, ASSISTANT SECRETARY—INDIAN
AFFAIRS, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Good afternoon, Chairman Tester, Vice Chairman Barrasso, and members of the
Committee. Thank you for the opportunity to provide a statement on behalf of the
Department of the Interior (Department) on the President’s Budget Request for Fis-
cal Year (FY) 2015 that was presented to Congress on March 4, 2014. The FY 2015
budget request for Indian Affairs programs within the Department totals $2.6 bil-
lion, which is $33.6 million more than the FY 2014 enacted level.

As the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs, I have the responsibility to oversee
the numerous programs within the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) and the Bureau
of Indian Education (BIE), along with other programs within the immediate Office
of the Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs. The Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Indian Affairs, BIA, and BIE programs expend over 90 percent of appropriated
funds at the local level. Of this amount, over 62 percent of the appropriations are
provided directly to Tribes and tribal organizations through grants, contracts, and
compacts for Tribes to operate government programs and schools. In sum, tribal
self-determination and self-governance programs have eclipsed direct service by the
BIA and BIE to Indian people. Indian Affairs’ programs serve the more than 2.0
million American Indian and Alaska Natives living on or near Indian reservations.

The FY 2015 President’s Request supports continuing efforts to advance self-gov-
ernance and self-determination, promote efficient and effective governance, pru-
dently manage tribal natural resources, build stronger economies and self-suffi-
ciency and maintain safer Indian communities. In November 2013, President
Obama hosted the fifth annual White House Tribal Nations Conference. The event
included thirteen Cabinet members and dozens of senior Administration officials
who met with representatives from the 566 federally recognized Tribes on a wide
range of issues including advancing the Nation to Nation relationship, economic de-
velopment, housing, excellence in education, energy, infrastructure, law enforce-
ment, cultural protection, natural resources, and Native American youth.

Our funding priorities are guided, in part, by careful coordination with Tribes
through a regional-to-national planning process through the Tribal Interior Budget
Council. In addition, input from tribal leaders gained since the first White House
Tribal Nations Conference has helped guide the Administration’s priorities and deci-
sionmaking processes. These and other sources of tribal input have informed legisla-
tive and programmatic initiatives and funding priorities in the 2015 budget, includ-
ing full funding for contract support costs.

To insure the continued success of tribal self-determination and self-governance,
the 2015 President’s budget request proposes to continue full funding for contract
support costs. It includes a request for 5251.0 million, an increase of $4.0 million
above the 2014 enacted level. Based on the most recent analysis, the requested
amount will fully fund the estimated 2015 contract support need. The availability
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of contract support cost funding is a key factor in tribal decisions to assume respon-
sibility for operating Federal programs, furthering tribal self-determination and self-
governance. The Interior Department fully funded estimated contract support costs
in 2014. The Bureau of Indian Affairs will continue to consult with Tribes to develop
streamlined mechanisms and a long-term approach to advancing these shared goals.
To further enhance the Nation-to-Nation relationship, Indian Affairs is continuing
its comprehensive look at the regulations addressing how Indian groups apply for
and receive Federal recognition as an Indian Tribe. The Department is reviewing
comments recently received and plans to proceed with a proposed rule for publica-
tion in the Federal Register. After another round of consultations and a formal com-
ment period, Indian Affairs plans to publish the final rule in 2014 or early 2015.
In addition, the 2015 budget proposes language to clarify the Department’s author-
ity to take Indian land into trust and amend the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934,
thereby reducing significant delays in processing land into trust applications

Supporting Indian Families and Protecting Indian Country

Supporting Indian families and ensuring public safety are top priorities for the
President and tribal leaders. As part of the President’s commitment to protect and
promote the development of prosperous tribal communities, BIA proposes the
Tiwahe Initiative, a new effort to support community and cultural awareness in In-
dian Country. Child abuse and neglect are serious and persistent problems among
Indian populations in the United States. The impact of child maltreatment in many
Indian communities has been devastating. It has disrupted extended family support
networks and broken up families through placements outside the community.

Children living in poverty are far more likely to be exposed to violence and psy-
chological trauma, both at home and in the surrounding community. Indian commu-
nities are plagued by high rates of poverty, substance abuse, suicide, and violent
crime. The U.S. Census Bureau recently reported that between the years 2007 and
2011, 23.9 percent of the American Indian and Alaska Native population lived in
poverty; a figure that exceeded the national poverty rate of 14.3 percent.

The 2015 budget includes a comprehensive and integrated approach to the inter-
related problems of poverty, violence, and substance abuse faced by Indian commu-
nities. The proposed increase of $11.6 million for social services, child welfare and
job training programs will support the initiative by providing culturally appropriate
services with the goal of empowering individuals and families through health pro-
motion, family stability, and strengthening tribal communities as a whole. In its ini-
tial phase, the Tiwahe Initiative will expand BIA’s capacity in current programs
that address Indian children and family issues and job training needs.

To promote public safety and community resilience in Indian communities, the
2015 budget maintains resources to build on recent successes in reducing violent
crime and implements a new goal to lower repeat incarceration in Indian Country.
The goal of the pilot program is to lower rates of repeat incarceration at the three
targeted reservations of Red Lake, Ute Mountain, and Duck Valley by a total of
three percent by September 30, 2015. To achieve this goal, BIA will implement a
comprehensive “alternatives to incarceration” strategy, that seeks to address under-
lying causes of repeat offenses, including substance abuse and social services needs,
by utilizing alternative courts, increased treatment opportunities, probation pro-
grams, and interagency and intergovernmental partnerships with tribal, Federal,
and State stakeholders.

Supporting Sustainable Stewardship of Trust Resources

The BIA’s trust programs assist Tribes in the management, development, and pro-
tection of Indian trust land and natural resources on 55 million surface acres and
57 million acres of subsurface mineral estates. These programs assist tribal land-
owners in optimizing the sustainable stewardship and use of resources, providing
many benefits such as revenue, jobs, and the protection of cultural, spiritual, and
traditional resources.

Taking land into trust is one of the most important functions Interior undertakes
on behalf of Indian Tribes. Homelands are essential to the health, safety, social, cul-
tural, and economic welfare of tribal governments. In 2013, Interior acquired 32,148
acres of land in trust on behalf of Indian Tribes and individuals and approved 438
fee-to-trust applications. The Administration has set an ambitious goal of placing
more than 500,000 acres of land into trust by the end of the Obama Administration.
To that end, BIA has processed more than 1,500 land-into-trust applications, accept-
ing more than 240,500 acres in trust on behalf of Tribes since 2009. To put that
in context, that figure equals more than 375 square miles. The BIA intends to build
on this progress to meet or exceed the 500,000 acre goal.
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The BIA is striving to increase the economic utilization of Indian lands. In addi-
tion to implementing the Helping Expedite Responsible Tribal Homeownership Act
provisions for tribal leasing approval, Indian Affairs continues to implement other
new Federal leasing regulations finalized in early 2013. The updated regulations en-
courage and accelerate economic development in Indian Country. The revised regu-
lations reformed the former antiquated, one-size-fits-all Federal surface leasing reg-
ulations for Tribes and individual Indians. The rule defines specific processes, with
enforceable timelines, through which BIA must review leases and permits. The reg-
ulation establishes separate, simplified processes for residential, business, and re-
newable energy development, so that, for example, a lease for a single family home
is distinguished from a large solar energy project.

The 2015 budget will continue funding resource stewardship with expanded
science and technical support started in 2014, including research, analysis, and
technical support activities for the development of alternative and conventional en-
ergy sources, sustainable management of natural resources such as land, water,
oceans, endangered and invasive species, and climate adaptation and resilience. In
addition, the Indian Affairs budget proposes $35.7 million for Indian land and water
settlements in the 2015 budget, which is equal to the 2014 enacted level.

Advancing Indian Education

Native American youth are the most precious resource of any Tribe, and edu-
cating our youth is vital to the well-being of Indian Country. The 2015 budget re-
quest for the Bureau of Indian Education is $794.4 million, $5.6 million above the
2014 enacted level. Included within this funding request are programs that will ad-
vance the Department’s continuing commitment to American Indian education.

A thriving educational system for American Indian students is essential for the
long-term health and vitality of Native American communities and is a critical com-
ponent of the broader initiative to strengthen tribal communities. In 2013, Secretary
Jewell and Secretary of Education Arne Duncan convened an American Indian Edu-
cation Study Group to address needed reforms to American Indian elementary and
secondary education and seek higher levels of academic achievement.

The Study Group is overseen by myself, as Assistant Secretary for Indian Affairs,
and includes representatives from BIE, Department of Education, leading aca-
demics, and Department of Defense educational system. Foundational issues the
group is evaluating include: the creation of a relevant curriculum; the need for re-
tention and recruitment of effective teachers; the application of appropriate teaching
practices; and addressing the student achievement gap. The work will be done in
concert with President Obama’s initiative to support tribal self-determination. The
group has traveled the Country to listen to BIE and tribal school employees, par-
ents, and students directly impacted by the BIE system. They will conduct tribal
consultations to gather tribal views and input on recommendations for improving
educational outcomes in schools. The President’s budget proposes to include Indian
education in the Opportunity, Growth and Security Fund. The Fund would support
incentives to promote improvements in educational outcomes at schools funded
through the Bureau of Indian Education.

Land Buy-Back Program for Tribal Nations

Throughout 2013, the Land Buy-Back Program continued to implement the land
consolidation portion of the Cobell Settlement Agreement. In the Settlement, $1.9
billion was set aside to consolidate fractionated ownership of land interests held in
trust or restricted status across Indian Country. Under the terms of the Settlement,
the Department of the Interior has until November 2022 to expend the funding to
acquire fractional interests at fair market value from willing sellers. Fractionation
has been identified as a key impediment to economic development and is a signifi-
cant factor in the complexity and cost of managing the Indian Trust. Lands acquired
through the program will remain in trust or restricted status and are immediately
consolidated for beneficial use by the tribal nation with jurisdiction. Some of the
beneficial uses of consolidated land include energy development, farming, cultural
preservation, and timbering.

In December 2013, the Department made initial purchase offers for fractional in-
terests at three locations: Pine Ridge Reservation, Makah Indian Reservation, and
Rosebud Reservation. In 2014, the Land Buy-Back Program has extended offers to
additional individual owners with fractional interests at these locations and will
send offers to owners at other locations. Purchasing interests at fair market value
from willing sellers ultimately strengthens tribal sovereignty by increasing tribal
land bases. As a result of Buy-Back offers, tens of thousands of acres have been con-
solidated and millions of dollars in payments have gone to willing sellers. The pro-
gram is focusing on the most fractionated locations and using a detailed mass ap-
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praisal method where feasible to achieve the most cost-effective acquisition of frac-
tional interests.

Other Bureau funding in the Department

As this Committee is aware, all the departments within the Executive Branch of
our Federal Government potentially have at least one or more bureaus or programs
that provide funding in support of Native Americans and Tribes. The Department
of the Interior (Department) is no different. The Department’s FY 2015 budget in-
cludes $612 million for programs in other bureaus, not in Indian Affairs, in support
of Native Americans and Tribes. This reflects an increase of $42 million or 7.4 per-
cent from 2014 enacted levels. When added together with the Indian Affairs budget,
the total request for Indian programs is $3.2 billion. This is an increase of $76 mil-
lion or 2.5 percent over 2014 enacted levels.

Listed below are a few highlights of the programs outside the Indian Affairs budg-
et that support Tribes and American Indians and Alaska natives, these include:

e Wildland Fire: The Wildland Fire budget includes $200.1 million for emergency
and non-emergency Fire Programs. The Tribal initiative includes additional
$52. 3 million in funds for Fire Preparedness, Fuel Management, and the Resil-
ient landscapes program.. Funds will support contract support costs, workforce
development, firefighter and support personnel, and to maintain veteran
crews0.

e The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) budget includes $16.9 million for pro-
grams such as Alaska conveyance, oil and gas, and coal and other minerals to
support Native Americans.

e The Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) budget includes $10.7 million for a wide-
range of activities including fish hatchery maintenance and Tribal Wildlife
Grants.

e The National Park Service (NPS) budget includes $13.5 million for Native
American programs including grants for Historic Preservation Fund and the
Native American Grave Protection programs.

e The United States Geological Service (USGS) budget includes $7.6 million for
Tribal Science Partnerships which includes an increase of $2.8 million for Tribal
Science Partnerships.

o The Office of Surface Mining (OSM) budget includes $2.1 million for programs
with Crow, Hopi, and Navajo tribes.

e The Office of the Special Trustee (OST) includes $139.0 million for programs
that manage Indian funds held in trust by the Federal Government.

e The Office of Natural Resources Revenue (ONRR) budget includes $35.0 million
for the management of royalty assets from Indian trust properties, an increase
of $1.0 million.

e The Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) budget includes $186.5 million for Native
American programs including $112.0 million for Indian Water Rights Settle-
ments.

Conclusion

This FY 2015 budget supports the Administration’s objectives to strengthen tribal
nations through economic development, protect Indian communities through public
safety and justice programs and social services, improve Indian education to secure
the long-term health and vitality of Indian Country, and improve the government-
to-government relationship between tribal nations and the United States. The 2015
budget request maintains the President’s commitment to meet our obligations to
tribal nations while exercising fiscal responsibility and improving government oper-
ations and efficiency.

Chairman Tester and Members of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity
to appear before you today. I am happy to answer any questions you may have.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you for your testimony, Secretary
Washburn.
Dr. Roubideaux, you are up.
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STATEMENT OF HON. YVETTE ROUBIDEAUX, M.D.,
M.P.H., ACTING DIRECTOR, INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE, U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Thank you and good afternoon, Chairman Test-
er.
I am Dr. Yvette Roubideaux, the Acting Director of the Indian
Health Service. I am pleased to provide testimony today on the
ISJresident’s fiscal year 2015 budget request for the Indian Health

ervice.

The President’s fiscal year 2015 budget request in discretionary
budget authority for the IHS is $4.6 billion, an increase of $200
million or a 4.5 percent increase.

The request includes priority increases for medical inflation,
staffing and operation of four newly constructed facilities, an in-
crease for the Purchased/Referred Care Program, formerly the Con-
tract Health Services Program, pay costs, funding for five new
tribes, funding to restore reductions made in 2014 to fund priorities
and full funding for the estimated need for contract support costs
in fiscal year 2015.

We are very happy about this proposal and the outcome in 2014.
We thank you for your partnership on this issue and I am glad we
were all able to work together to make sure we could advocate and
get the tribal priorities enacted.

The budget proposal also includes health care facilities construc-
tion funding to complete construction on the Kayenta, Ft. Yuma
and Northern California Youth Regional Treatment Center and
gunclls to continue construction on the Gila River Southeast Arizona
acility.

The President’s fiscal year 2015 budget request also includes an
Opportunity, Growth, and Security government-wide initiative that
proposes an additional $200 million for THS health care facilities
construction.

The fiscal year 2015 budget also includes legislative proposals to
reauthorize the Special Diabetes Program for Indians for an addi-
tional three years, to establish authority for Medicare-like rates for
non-hospital and physician/non-physician services and to provide a
tax exemption for the Indian Health Service Health Professions
Scholarship and Health Profession Loan Repayment Programs.

The THS budget is critical to our progress in accomplishing our
agency priorities, reforms and improvements. If this proposed
budget is enacted, the IHS appropriations will have increased 38
percent since 2008, so thank you for your partnership.

Appropriations increases received in the past six fiscal years are
making a substantial difference in the quality and quantity of
health care we are able to provide American Indians and Alaska
Natives. We are grateful that IHS remains a top budget priority.

The budget request was developed after formal tribal budget for-
mulation process and incorporates tribal budget priorities. Tribal
consultation is a priority of President Obama who has expressed a
commitment to honoring treaty rights and making tribal consulta-
tion a priority.

In order to continue our commitment to tribal consultation, I
plan to personally conduct listening sessions in all IHS areas this
year to hear views from tribes on how we can continue to make
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progress in agency reforms. I do believe I am holding a listening
session next week in Montana.

THS has made improvements in a number of areas detailed in my
written testimony. One of those areas is contract support costs. In
addition to working with tribes on a long term solution for contract
support costs or CSC appropriations, we have also made substan-
tial progress on settling past CSC claims.

We heard input from Congress and tribes to accelerate the settle-
ment process and our recent dedicated increase in resources and
staff is making a difference. IHS has analyzers in the process of
analyzing over 550 claims and since Ramah, THS has made settle-
ment offers on over 200 claims from 31 tribes. The total settlement
amount to date for 104 claims that have been formally settled or
are in the process of settlement totals over $133 million.

IHS is committed to fair, consistent, and speedy resolution of
claims through settlement wherever possible.

In summary, we are working hard and in partnership with Con-
gress and tribes to change and improve the Indian Health Service
through our reform efforts. We really thank you for your support
and partnership.

The increases ITHS has received in the budget over the past few
years are making a difference but we know we still have much
more to do. We look forward to working with you on the President’s
fiscal year 2015 budget request to help continue or progress in
changing and improving the Indian Health Service.

Thank you and I am happy to answer questions.

[The prepared statement of Dr. Roubideaux follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. YVETTE ROUBIDEAUX, M.D., M.P.H., ACTING
DIRECTOR, INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES

Good morning Chairman Tester, Vice Chairman Barrasso, and Members of the
Committee. I am Dr. Yvette Roubideaux, Acting Director of the Indian Health Serv-
ice. I am pleased to provide testimony on the President’s Fiscal Year (FY) 2015
Budget request for the Indian Health Service (IHS), and to update you on our
progress in addressing our agency mission to raise the physical, mental, social, and
1spiriltual health of American Indians and Alaska Natives (AI/ANs) to the highest
evel.

Indian Health System

IHS is an agency within the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS)
that provides a comprehensive health service delivery system for approximately 2.1
million American Indians and Alaska Natives (AI/ANs) from 566 federally recog-
nized Tribes in 35 states. The IHS system consists of 12 Area offices, which are fur-
ther divided into 168 Service Units that provide care at the local level. Health serv-
ices are provided directly by the IHS, through tribally contracted and operated
health programs, through services purchased from private providers, and through
urban Indian health programs.

President’s FY 2015 Budget Request

The President’s FY 2015 Budget request in discretionary budget authority for the
IHS is $4.6 billion; an increase of $200 million, or 4.5 percent, over the FY 2014
enacted funding level.

The request includes priority increases: $63 million for medical inflation, $70.8
million to staff and operate four newly constructed health facilities, $15.4 million
for a general program increase for the Purchased/Referred Care (PRC) program (for-
merly known as Contract Health Services) that results in a total increase of $50.5
million when added to the $32.5 million for medical inflation for PRC and a program
increase of $2.6 million for New Tribes, $2.5 million for pay increases for federal
and Tribal health program staff, $8 million for five new Tribes, $10 million to re-
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store funding reductions made in FY 2014 to fund priorities, and $29.8 million for
contract support costs (CSC), primarily for the estimated need for new and ex-
panded contracts. The budget proposal also includes $85 million for health care fa-
cility construction to complete construction and the staff quarters for the Kayenta,
AZ facility, begin and complete construction of the Fort Yuma, AZ facility, continue
construction of the Gila River Southeast, AZ facility, and complete construction of
the Northern California Youth Regional Treatment Center.

The President’s FY 2015 Budget request also includes an Opportunity, Growth
and Security government-wide initiative to grow the economy and create opportuni-
ties. For IHS, the initiative includes an additional $200 million to continue progress
in constructing facilities on the IHS Health Care Facilities Construction priority list.

At the Program Level, the budget also estimates $1.2 billion in third party collec-
tions in FY 2015 that includes an estimated increase in Medicaid reimbursements
of $22 million compared to FY 2014, which is anticipated to result from additional
enrollees as the Affordable Care Act continues to be implemented. The Program
Level funding also includes $39 million in estimated reimbursements from the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

The FY 2015 President’s budget also includes legislative proposals to reauthorize
the Special Diabetes Program for Indians for an additional three years, to establish
authority for Medicare-Like Rates for non-hospital and physician/non-physician
services for Indian Health Service, Tribal and Urban Indian Health Programs, and
to provide a tax exemption for the Indian Health Service Health Professions Schol-
arship and Health Profession Loan Repayment Programs similar to the National
Health Service Corps programs.

THS—Continued Progress

Over the past few years, we have been working to change and improve the IHS.
The THS budget is critical to our progress in accomplishing our agency priorities and
improvements. If this proposed budget is enacted, IHS appropriations will have in-
creased by 38 percent since FY 2008. The appropriations increases received in the
past six fiscal years are making a substantial difference in the quantity and quality
of healthcare we are able to provide to AI/ANs. IHS remains a top Administration
priority. In the President’s FY 2015 Budget request the HHS discretionary budget
overall decreased while IHS’ budget increased.

ITHS has made considerable progress in addressing our Agency priorities and re-
forms and the budget increases have been critical to this progress. Tribal consulta-
tion is fundamental to our Agency reform activities. This budget request was devel-
oped after a formal Tribal budget formulation process and incorporates Tribal budg-
et priorities. Tribal consultation is a priority of President Obama, who has ex-
pressed a commitment to honoring treaty rights and making tribal consultation a
priority. In order to continue our commitment to Tribal consultation, I plan to per-
sonally conduct listening sessions in all IHS Areas this year to hear views from
Tribes on how we can continue to make progress on Agency reforms.

Tribal consultation helps us focus on budget priorities. For example, funding for
the Purchased/Referred Care (PRC) program, formerly called the Contract Health
Service program, is a top budget priority of IHS and Tribes and has increased by
60 percent since 2008. This increased funding is making a difference. Four years
ago, most programs were funding only Medical Priority 1, or “life or limb” referrals.
In FY 2013, 15 out of 66 Federal PRC programs were able to fund referrals beyond
Medical Priority 1. This means these programs are paying for more than just life
or limb care and more patients are accessing the health services they need, includ-
ing preventive services such as mammograms and colonoscopies. The increased PRC
funding also means that the IHS Catastrophic Health Emergency Fund (CHEF),
which used to run out of funding for high cost cases in June, now is able to fund
cases through August.

In this budget request, the Administration demonstrates its commitment to self-
determination by continuing its FY 2014 commitment to fully fund the estimated
amount of CSC for FY 2015. Of particular importance for the FY 2015 budget is
Tribal consultation on a long term solution for funding CSC, as requested in the Ex-
planatory Statement accompanying the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2014.
The Explanatory Statement requested the Department of the Interior and THS con-
sult with Tribes and work with Congress and the Office of Management and Budget
on long term accounting, budget, and legislative strategies. IHS will be engaging
Tribes in multiple forums over the next several months to develop strategies for the
long term CSC solution. A workplan on the plan for consultation is under develop-
ment and will be submitted to Congress as requested.

Related to this is THS’ work to resolve all past claims for underpayment of CSC.
ITHS has heard the request from Tribes and Congress to accelerate the rate at which



11

the Agency is resolving past claims. As a result, IHS has devoted additional re-
sources and staff to resolving claims for unpaid CSC with a primary focus on speedy
resolution through settlement whenever possible. IHS must analyze each claim indi-
vidually and comply with the multi-step process required by the Contract Disputes
Act. THS is working to resolve the claims expeditiously and also believes that the
Agency and Tribes working together to resolve the claims will have the most benefit
for our ongoing relationship. IHS is also improving internal business practices re-
lated to the CSC claims settlement process. ITHS is also consistently reviewing meth-
ods to enhance collaboration and streamline the process, and has offered an alter-
native claim resolution process that is less burdensome for Tribes but still is fair
and consistent for all Tribes.

This work is showing results. As of March 18, 2014, IHS has analyzed, or is in
the process of analyzing, over 550 claims. Since Ramah and as of March 18, 2014,
ITHS has made settlement offers on over 200 claims for 31 Tribes. Of those claims,
34 claims have been formally settled with five Tribes, and an additional 68 offers
have been accepted by eight Tribes and are in the process of settlement. This is a
considerable increase from the three settled claims reported as of November 2013.
The total settlement amount for claims that have been formally settled, or are in
the process of settlement, totals over $133 million. Our goal is to resolve the major-
ity of currently pending claims with Tribes that are amenable to settlement and to
extend settlement offers to all Tribes by the end of calendar year 2014. I personally
have experienced the recent increased pace of our settlement process since I now
receive emails almost every day from Agency attorneys requesting approval of set-
tlement offers.

THS is also continuing its work to reform the IHS. We are now focused on imple-
mentation and outreach activities to ensure that our patients benefit from the Af-
fordable Care Act. We want every patient who visits our facilities to get education
and assistance primarily from the business office, which is a place where every pa-
tient spends some time in our facilities. All of our sites have been working hard to
educate our patients on the Affordable Care Act provisions.

We have also been working with national and regional Tribal organizations to
conduct outreach and education on the benefits of the Affordable Care Act. Our
partners include the National Congress of American Indians, the National Indian
Health Board, the National Council of Urban Indian Health, and the Self-Govern-
ance Communication and Education organization.

Our internal reform efforts are focused on improving the way we do business and
how we lead and manage our staff. Overall, we have implemented many improve-
ments. To improve the way we do business, we are working with HHS and our Area
Directors to improve how we manage and plan our budgets and improve our finan-
cial management. We are working to make our business practices more consistent
and effective throughout the system. We are also working on program integrity and
responding to recommendations from oversight agencies to ensure we are effective
and using federal resources wisely.

We are also working on strategies to improve recruitment and retention, which
are big issues at all of our sites. This includes working on specific activities to make
the hiring process more efficient and proactive, and less time-consuming. We need
to make sure the way we do business is not causing us to lose the opportunity to
hire and keep quality staff.

We are also continuing work on our priority of improving the quality of and access
to care for our patients. We have emphasized the importance of customer service,
and we are also working on a number of initiatives to help improve the quality of
care and promote healthy Indian communities.

One of the most important of these is our Improving Patient Care, or IPC, pro-
gram. The IPC is our patient-centered medical home initiative that is designed to
improve the coordination of care for patients. This is about making changes that
will result in measurable improvements in patient-centered care, including reduced
waiting times, more access to appointments, and improvements in the quality of
care. The patient-centered medical home is a big focus of the changing health care
system in the United States.

We plan to expand this initiative throughout the entire IHS system—currently we
have 127 sites. Many of these sites are doing really outstanding work, including re-
ducing waiting times, improving no-show rates, and arranging the system so that
patients can see the same providers each time they come to the clinic, which results
in better coordination of care.

A few other initiatives are also helping us improve the quality of care. The Special
Diabetes Program for Indians (SDPI) is continuing its successful activities. In part-
nership with our communities, we can prevent and treat diabetes in Indian country
with innovative and culturally appropriate activities. Our 2011 SDPI Report to Con-
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gress clearly shows that the SDPI programs have done an incredible job of imple-
menting activities to prevent and treat diabetes in the communities we serve. The
data in the congressional report shows that the SDPI programs have dramatically
increased access to diabetes treatment and prevention services. For example, access
to diabetes clinics has increased from 31 percent to 71 percent of grant programs
from the 1997 baseline before SDPI funding to 2010. Based on local needs and prior-
ities, the SDPI grant programs have implemented proven interventions to address
the diabetes epidemic, often where few resources existed before.

The most important impact of these combined and sustained clinical improve-
ments is seen in the dramatic drop in the rate of end stage renal disease (ESRD)
in American Indian and Alaska Native people with diabetes when compared with
other racial and ethnic groups in the U.S.

Between 1995 and 2011, the incident rate of ESRD in American Indian and Alas-
ka Native people with diabetes fell by nearly 39 percent—a greater decline than for
any other racial or ethnic group. Given that the Medicare cost per year for one pa-
tient on hemodialysis was $82,285 in 2009, this reduction in the rate of new cases
of ESRD means a decrease in the number of patients who would have required di-
alysis—translating into millions of dollars in cost savings for Medicare, IHS, and
other third-party payers, as well as improved quality of life for patients who do not
need dialysis.

Diabetes health outcomes have also improved significantly in American Indian
and Alaska Native communities since the inception of the SDPI. One of the most
important improvements has been a 10 percent reduction in the average Hemo-
globin A1C levels of American Indians and Alaska Natives with diagnosed diabetes.
Improved blood sugar control contributes to reductions in complications from diabe-
tes. This FY 2015 President’s Budget request includes a proposal to reauthorize the
SDPI for another 3 years to maintain and build upon this important progress.

We are also focusing on behavioral health issues, which Tribes have identified as
a top priority. IHS is making progress on implementing its recently released Na-
tional Behavioral Health Strategic Plan and its National Suicide Prevention Plan.
And the evaluation data from our Methamphetamine and Suicide Prevention and
Domestic Violence Prevention initiatives show very promising results as the pro-
grams are implementing evidence-based strategies.

IHS has a lead role in the First Lady’s Let’s Move! in Indian Country initiative,
which includes our IHS Baby-Friendly Hospital initiative and a collaboration with
the Notah Begay III Foundation involving activities to prevent childhood obesity.
We are promoting breastfeeding in all IHS hospitals because it has been shown that
breastfeeding can reduce childhood obesity. We are also encouraging all tribally-
managed hospitals to join us in this effort.

We have also established a new hospital consortium to work on improving quality
and maintaining accreditation requirements in our hospitals. We plan to establish
a system-wide business approach to accreditation.

We are meeting regularly with the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) to imple-
ment activities to better coordinate care for American Indian and Alaska Native vet-
erans who are eligible for both VA and ITHS care. We have also implemented the
VA-THS national reimbursement agreement at all federal facilities and are billing
and receiving reimbursements from the VA for direct care provided to American In-
dian and Alaska Native veterans.

We have accomplished a great deal as we work to meet our priorities, and this
is reflected in our Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA) measures. In
FY 2011, for the first time ever, we met all of our clinical GPRA measurement goals.
In FY 2012, we did great again. And the results are now in for 2013, and once
again, we met all of our clinical targets. We are very proud of all the IHS and tribal
sites that worked so hard to make improvements in the quality of the health care
that we deliver. Our focus on improving the quality of care, along with more ac-
countability system-wide, is making a difference. But we know that we still have
much more to do.

In summary, we are working hard and in partnership with Tribes to change and
improve the IHS through our reform efforts, and we thank you for your support and
partnership. The increases IHS has received in its budget over the past few years
are making a difference, and we look forward to working with you on the President’s
FY 2015 Budget request to help continue progress. Although we are in a challenging
fiscal environment, the work of the past few years has clearly established that by
working together, our efforts can change and improve the IHS to ensure that our
AI/AN patients and communities receive the quality health care that they need and
deserve.

Thank you and I am happy to answer questions.
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The CHAIRMAN. Thank you both for your testimony. We very
much appreciate it. Thank you for the work that you do.

I will start with you, Kevin. If I'm the only one here, we will
probably ask questions for a while. Then you can take a break and
we will go to Dr. Roubideaux.

This year’s budget, as already pointed out, has a 1.2 percent in-
crease over last year’s enacted levels. There is a chart up there
that you can see of the Interior allocations. I am not saying the Na-
tional Park Service should not get 22.2 percent, because our na-
tional parks are in disrepair. I am not saying that the BLM should
not get 6.1 percent because the BLM needs resources to be able to
do their job.

What I am saying and what you know much better than I is the
challenges out there in Indian Country across this country. Their
increase is almost at the bottom, yet we have so many challenges
out there.

I don’t know how your life works. I don’t know if you come in
and say we need a 5, 10, or 20 percent increase over last year and
they just whittle you down and keep whittling you down until you
get to 1.2 percent or if you come in at zero and hope they give you
1.2 percent. The chart is not right, it says 1.5 percent. It is 1.2 per-
cent, lower than that.

How do we get budgets that will work? I know you have to shed
the best light you can on this budget but this needs some work.
Give me an idea of what you are up against? Who do we need to
talk to? Who do I need to get Senator Udall or Senator Johnson
to talk to so we can get some of these figures up so the people and
the agencies can do the job? It will help morale and help folks on
the ground.

Mr. WASHBURN. You put these charts up and they look pretty
bﬁd. I feel there are some apples and oranges going on in these
charts.

I won’t quibble with it too much except to say I think we would
provide different data and it would look a bit different the way we
would present it. For example, over the last five years, in the
Obama Administration you would find the President’s budget re-
quest for Indian Affairs has been higher than for any other agency
at the department.

If you pick out one year, you can cherry pick figures and make
it look bad. You are also comparing tiny budgets to big budgets.
Our overall budget is about $11 billion at the Department of Inte-
rior. Ours is $2.6 billion, so it is a big chunk of that. Some of these
offices are tiny offices that $1 million can make a 10 percent swing
in the office if it is a $10 million office.

I guess we would quibble with this but the question is how do
we come up with these budgets. We work really hard and the Sec-
retary made a real commitment this year and really went to bat
for the Indian Affairs budget. Compared to the really big budgets
at the Department of Interior, we did okay.

If you compared apples to apples, I think you would find we
didn’t get the request the National Park Service got for their cen-
tennial year. There is a special occasion this year for them next
year and there is also this Opportunity Growth and Security Initia-
tive built into these numbers that you have presented.
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We didn’t quantify our request for that initiative. It is in there.
We have a request for Indian education in that initiative but we
didn’t put a number figure. We kind of got shellacked here because
we didn’t attach a number to the Opportunity Growth and Security
Initiative which is the President’s way of saying if we do get more
money than the Murray-Ryan caps provide, we are going to put a
significant amount into Indian education.

I am not sure this graph is entirely fair.

The CHAIRMAN. That is a fair statement but here is what we will
argue. When you talk about this Administration putting in record
amounts of money, especially compared to previous administra-
tions, that is apples and oranges too because the previous adminis-
trations haven’t exactly been stellar when it comes to Indian Coun-
try.

I would just say this. It comes down to things within these pro-
grams and we can go down the list and you can pick any line item
and say it is deficient. Honestly, you might be able to do that with
the other budgets also but in this case because of the trust respon-
sibility we have and treaty responsibilities we have, it is different.

I know where your heart is. I just think we need to figure out
how we can work together to make this happen.

The only other question I have is I know OMB plays a role in
all this budgetary stuff. Sometimes they are the hammer that
pares back things. I would like your honest assessment. Does OMB
know about the trust responsibilities and treaty rights that this
country has for Indian Country?

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, they have actually learned a lot.
I have to say they have really been much more engaged with tribes
over the last few years. I think they really have gotten onboard and
gotten much more engaged with tribes.

I think it might be fair to say they are sort of the adults in the
room who say hold on a second, we have to meet these Murray-
Ryan budget caps so we cannot give you everything you dream of;
we have to pare it back a little bit, but they do have sense of the
trust responsibility and have been learning a lot.

The CHAIRMAN. I appreciate that.

We are going to do something a little different. I am going to go
down the line. I want seven minutes on the clock for questioning
because I think there are two people here who are pretty important
to everyone on this Committee.

I will start with you, Senator Johnson. You can do it with an
opening statement or go right into questions, whatever you prefer.

Sel(liator JOHNSON. I will give my opening statement for the
record.

STATEMENT OF HON. TIM JOHNSON,
U.S. SENATOR FROM SOUTH DAKOTA

Senator JOHNSON. Mr. Washburn, I appreciate the BIA is focus-
ing on reducing repeat incarceration in Native communities. How-
ever, tribes are still struggling with the lack of infrastructure.

Tribal law enforcement and agencies need detention centers that
are not falling apart and tribal courts need integrated courts for
drug and mental health issues. How is the Department planning
on addressing this infrastructure issue?
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Mr. WASHBURN. Thank you, Senator Johnson. We have increased
our funding request for detention facilities in Indian Country. We
have 96 existing detention facilities. As Chairman Tester said in
the beginning we have about 180 schools. I don’t like those num-
bers. I wish we had a lot more schools than detention centers. The
fact is we don’t take care of either one of them enough.

In the fiscal year 2014 budget, we had a $14 million increase for
detention facilities and because we just got our operating plan fi-
nalized about a month ago, that money is just now to a place where
we can use it. That money is continued into the fiscal year 2015
budget request so there will be more money available.

We fund the detention programs at about 55 percent of need.
That is not enough. Many of the poorest tribes cannot afford to
come up with the other 45 percent. This is going to be an ongoing
challenge for us but we are working hard to meet it.

Senator JOHNSON. Too often I hear from South Dakota BIA fund-
ed tribal schools that they much continually use ISEP funds to pay
the heating and electrical bills. Can you please explain why the
President’s budget does little to alleviate the burden of administra-
tive costs, facilities operations, and maintenance costs?

Mr. WASHBURN. You are asking that question at a very stressful
time for tribes and for the Administration. The cost of propane this
winter was a serious problem in your State and that really ate into
those funds.

We pay for our maintenance program out of the same funds, we
pay for our electric bills and the propane bills. If you use up all
your money on propane, it doesn’t leave a lot for maintenance and
relzlpafi‘rs and that sort of thing. That has been a real challenge to
all of us.

We hope that is a one year problem and that the costs will not
repeat themselves. We have also worked on other strategies of try-
ing to pay in advance for propane so that we are paying a more
flat rate rather than dealing with the ups and downs in the mar-
ket. We are exploring ways to deal with those problems.

It is a tough fiscal environment. We are trying to do a lot with
a little amount of money.

Senator JOHNSON. The expense of propane exacerbates things.
This issue has long been in existence, the use of ISEP funds for
overhead.

Dr. Roubideaux, you noted the dramatic increase in funding for
the Purchased Referred Care Program. However, in a recent GAO
study, this program was given poor marks on the handling of med-
ical claims. Recently a South Dakota dialysis clinic reported to me
that the business has thousands of dollars of unpaid claims and a
number of patients were left to foot the bill because their life-sus-
taining dialysis treatments were not a high medical priority.

Can you please address how IHS will improve both the claims
process and approval of referred patient services?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Thank you for that question. We will have our
staff connect with yours about that particular provider and that
particular issue.

The Purchase and Referred Care Program, how we pay for refer-
rals, we have been working very hard to try to improve our ability
to process and pay for those referrals and have been working on
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education with outside providers on eligibility, looking at our bill-
ing process and the GAO report you mentioned looked at how we
are measuring our progress. We are implementing recommenda-
tions from that report.

We want to do everything we can to make sure we can pay or
authorize referrals in the quickest time possible. We definitely
want to work with you on this issue.

Senator JOHNSON. The Sanitation Facilities Construction Pro-
gram provides critical water supply and disposal for individual
homeowners and projects.

As Chairman of the Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs Com-
mittee, it is important to me to find solutions to our critical hous-
ing needs. With a tremendous need for water systems in Indian
Country, how will ITHS continue to work with tribes and other
agencies to address the need for this critical infrastructure without
a budgetary increase?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We are very interested in finding solutions in
this area because you are correct, there is an incredible need.

One of the things we have done in the past year is signed an
interagency memorandum of understanding with other Federal
agencies to try to leverage other resources and look at what legal
or regulatory things might be getting in our way. That MOU is
with EPA, HUD, DOI and the Department of Agriculture.

That will help us make sure we can look for some creative solu-
tions to this very significant challenge.

Senator JOHNSON. I yield back.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Udall?

STATEMENT OF HON. TOM UDALL,
U.S. SENATOR FROM NEW MEXICO

Senator UDALL. Thank you very much, Chairman Tester. I really
appreciate being here with you as our new Chairman.

I want to completely identify with the frustration of the Chair
and the passion he spoke of in terms of the budgets and looking
at these charts. He has outlined something and I would adopt his
comments.

In addition, I would point out it has been absolutely devastating,
the long terms effects sequestration has had on Indian Country.
Dr. Roubideaux, the IHS was the only direct medical service agen-
cy that was subject to full sequestration cuts. Medicare, Medicaid,
children’s health insurance, veterans affairs, all were either exempt
or received a smaller cut of 2 percent.

According to your testimony in April 2013, you estimated that
the reduction would include 3,000 in-patient admissions, 804 out-
patient visits and this was a painful, unnecessary, arbitrary cut to
communities that can ill afford them.

I am not going to go on and on. I will put the statement in the
record because I want to ask you questions on BIE.

It is important we get the figures out there. BIE schools lost
$42.2 million as a result of sequestration. This had to be absorbed
by 183 already underfunded schools.

Tribal Head Start programs lost $11.9 million as a result of se-
questration, impacting 25,000 children in 26 States.



17

The Bureau of Indian Affairs, Office of Public Safety had an
$18.3 million sequestration cut and I could go on and on. I know
you both know and understand this very well. I would be interested
as we proceed with the hearing how these cuts are going to affect
us in terms of moving forward.

[The prepared statement of Senator Udall follows:

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. ToM UDALL, U.S. SENATOR FROM NEW MEXICO

I would first like to thank Chairman Tester and Vice Chairman Barrasso for hold-
ing this important hearing. I am glad to see my friend Assistant Secretary for In-
dian Affairs, Kevin Washburn, here today. I look forward to hearing from him, as
I do the rest of this distinguished panel, as we discuss the President’s FY 2015
budget and the impact on Indian communities.

I’d like to begin by addressing the devastating and long-term effects sequestration
have had on Indian Country. The IHS was the only direct medical service agency
that was subject to full sequestration cuts. Medicare, Medicaid, Children’s Health
Insurance Program, and Veteran’s Affairs were all either exempt, or received a
smaller cut of 2 percent. According to her testimony in April 2013, Dr. Roubideaux
estimated that reduction would include 3,000 inpatient admissions and 804,000 out-
patient visits. This was a painful, unnecessary, arbitrary cut to communities that
can ill-afford them.

The BIE schools lost $42.2 m as a result of sequestration. This had to be absorbed
by the 183 already underfunded schools. Tribal Head Start programs lost $11.9 mil-
lion as a result of sequestration, impacting 25,000 children in 26 states. The Bureau
of Indian Affairs Office of Public Safety had a $18.3 sequestration cut. The Indian
Housing Block grant program was cut $34.5m by sequestration. And the cuts contin-
ued. I will be interested in hearing how these cuts affect programs moving forward.

Contract support costs are a vital part of tribal self-determination and self-govern-
ance. I think everyone here can confidently acknowledge the positive outcomes that
have resulted from tribes having the option to contract and carry out their own serv-
ices. Unfortunately, funding for contract support costs has consistently fallen short,
and I look forward to addressing with Dr. Roubideaux the steps being taken to ad-
dress the underpayments, in addition to hearing from Mr. Washburn how the budg-
et will try to anticipate these costs.

I look forward to working with my colleagues on this Committee to help address
the long-standing issues facing Indian country. I am encouraged by the administra-
tion steps to take seriously our responsibilities to Tribes, and look forward to hear-
ing how the President’s budget reflects that commitment.

Senator UDALL. Let me ask a couple questions. Dr. Roubideaux,
I appreciated your testimony about the work the Indian Health
Service is doing to address outstanding claims for contract support
costs. As you noted, these have real impacts on tribes, including
tribes in New Mexico. However, while you have reported consider-
able progress overall, your agency has stated that of the 93 claims,
zero have been settled and 81 are still pending.

What will you do to work with me and the Committee to ensure
that tribes receive the settlements they are entitled?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We are absolutely committed to working with
you to try to resolve these past claims for contract support costs as
quickly as possible.

If you look at the claims in New Mexico, I think since we sent
you information, I think in my in-box a settlement offer to one of
the tribes popped up and I approved it. We will see how that nego-
tiation goes. We have also completed four analyses and have 15
claims on the priority list for New Mexico.

We are working very hard and know that tribes need this fund-
ing, they know it is owed to them and we want to work very hard
to resolve these claims. We are working hard. The numbers are
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changing on a daily basis, so I am glad to be able to give you a
little update.

Senator UDALL. I hope you will update us and keep us apprized
because as you have said, these contract support costs are abso-
lutely crucial for self determination and for the tribes to be able to
move forward with the things they believe are important to them.

We have an Indian center in Gallup called the Gallup Indian
Medical Center. It has long been on the list. It is a facility that
needs to be renovated, if not replaced. At this time, how is the IHS
creatively thinking to advance the management of facilities and
construction to update or improve or replace these outdated facili-
ties and what other sources of funding, what greater use of Tele-
health or emerging models of care are you contemplating to ad-
dress this concern now and in the future?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We are absolutely trying to do everything we
can to address the health facility construction needs in Indian
Country and they are enormous. The current priority list, which
Gallup Indian Medical Center is on, has $2.1 billion of construction
left on it.

In addition to our President’s budget, the Opportunity Security
and Growth Initiative has the $200 million increase for health fa-
cilities construction. We do hope that gets good consideration.

We do a lot of creative things. The average age of our facilities
is 20-30 years, so we do things like save our third party collections.
Gallup Indian Medical Center was very innovative and was able to
build an entire outpatient center doing that.

We look at leasing sites, we look at other innovative things like
modular construction, and we look at what kinds of repairs we can
make. Tele-health is an area that really does help us expand serv-
ices without having to do construction. New Mexico leads in that
with several programs that are happening and help get services to
rural areas.

In terms of delivery models, I think there is a lot of change with
the changing health care delivery system. We are working on our
Improving Patient Care Initiative which looks at reorganizing the
clinic to make sure patients waiting times go down and there is
more availability of appointments, with more of a team approach
to care. In some cases, that involves reorganizing the actual space
in the clinic to be more efficient.

We are working on some of those things, but we know funding
is the quicker answer and we are working on that as well.

Senator UDALL. Thank you.

Assistant Secretary Washburn, you heard me talk a bit about the
impacts of sequestration. Moving forward and coming up with your
budget, what are you trying to do, as best you can, to fill the holes
and make a difference in terms of the cuts that have happened and
how we are going to move forward to deal with what has happened
in the past?

Mr. WASHBURN. You are right, a lot of the tribes are still feeling
the sequestration because we did not backfill the five percent that
got cut. First of all, we paid full contract support costs in the 2014
year when we did get funding, so we couldn’t backfill the five per-
cent because we had other purposes for that money suddenly.
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We did a few other things we felt were important in the law en-
forcement area and a little bit in education. We are doing the best
we can and tribes are frustrated and struggling. We are in tight
fiscal times. As long as we are in tight fiscal times, it is going to
be hard to get out of this.

Hopefully with the economy improving, we won’t get another se-
questration, we will get past the Murray-Ryan budget caps and go
back to regular order where we can ask for what we need rather
than trying to live and fit into really tight caps. We are working
hard on that. I just came from two days of budget meetings with
tribes and they are really feeling the pinch.

Senator UDALL. Thank you very much. I know you are both
working very hard to try to remedy some of this.

Thank you and I yield back.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Begich.

STATEMENT OF HON. MARK BEGICH,
U.S. SENATOR FROM ALASKA

Senator BEGICH. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Thank you both for being here today and thanks for the work
that you do for Indian Country and Alaska Native communities
throughout my State.

As you know, we have the most remote parts of the country and
some of the most difficult challenges be they from health care to
education to infrastructure and many other things. Thank you all
very much for being here.

Dr. Roubideaux, thank you for your work at the Indian Health
Service. I know at times we have pushed back quite a bit here and
I am trying to get some resolution. Let me follow up quickly on the
data point you were sharing with Senator Udall.

I would love to see you submit something to the Committee with
regards to how many cases are still pending overall, how many are
being actively pursued for resolution and how many are still kind
of out there getting scheduled and what those time schedules
would be.

If you could answer that now, it would be great. If you can sub-
mit something, that would be even better. If you can answer that,
I also have some additional questions in regards to the past claims
issues.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. For contract support past claims, we have
heard from Congress and tribes that they wanted us to accelerate
the claims process, so we committed additional resources and staff.

Currently, there are 1,200 claims pending but we have about 550
of those in analysis or the analysis is done. We have actually made
offers on over 200 claims from 31 tribes. The total amount of claims
that either there have been offers formally settled or accepted and
in the process of settlement is about $133 million worth.

Our progress definitely over the past couple of months has in-
creased and we are working hard to continue that increase because
we know it is important that we settle those as quickly as possible.

Senator BEGICH. Do you think you would be able to give to the
Committee, with the numbers remaining in the process, what that
schedule would look like timewise? It doesn’t have to be specific but
you expect another x amount of cases settled in x amount of time.
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Is that something you could tell me now or submit to the Com-
mittee so that we have a good sense of how that progress will
move?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We would like to work with you and give you
frequent updates on that. It is hard to estimate because some of
the cases are in Federal court.

Senator BEGICH. Yes, and some are more complicated.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Some are more complicated and the negotia-
tions are in process. The one thing we can control is getting settle-
ment offers out to the tribes. That is our primary goal right now,
as soon as possible to get settlement offers out to the tribes.

Senator BEGICH. That is the 550 where you have done an anal-
ysis. From that 550, 200 of those are in motion or have been re-
solved and the remaining amount are ones you could make offers
to at some point because now you have an understanding of where
the parameters are. Is that a fair statement?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes. We have worked collaboratively with the
tribal lawyers on this and have negotiated. I am really seeing
progress in my email inbox every day or offers that I approved. I
approved one while I was waiting for the hearing.

Senator BEGICH. Let’s stop the hearing and you continue to ap-
prove a few more.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We are seeing the numbers go up like that, so
I am pretty confident we can make significant progress this year.

Senator BEGICH. That is very good.

As you know, I have had regrets about this initiative and some-
times I know you felt too aggressive from me maybe, but this is im-
portant. It is contract provided services and we need to settle them
so we can move forward.

The next question I have, which I think is a great statement,
2014 and 2015, and now the 2015 budget has full funding of con-
tract support services. We greatly appreciate that. I want to make
sure that at some point you will put together a more detailed plan
of how you can maintain that.

One of the big concerns people have is maintaining that may
mean other services get squeezed within the overall Interior budget
and/or within budgets like BIA and others. I don’t know if you are
planning to submit something to the Congress or the Administra-
tion, but this is something I would be very interested in.

Now you have two years under your belt, one year and moving
to two years, hopefully, and that piece of the puzzle, it is very im-
portant that it’s sustainable, long-term and full funding. Is that
something you could provide at some point, your plan of action?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes, sir. The Consolidated Appropriations Act
of 2014 required a work plan to be submitted within 120 days.
That is due in May. We are very interested in working with all of
you on the long term solution for contract support costs, to be able
to determine the more predictable amounts and that would work
in the overall budget formulation with other priorities.

Senator BEGICH. In May when you submit that, is that to us and
the Administration or is it the Administration first and then to us?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes. It goes through our clearance and then
goes to Congress. We are happy to discuss it with you before we
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develop the plan. It is a plan for consultation on the issue because
we want to develop this in consultation with the tribes.

Senator BEGICH. Perfect. May is 30 some days away.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes.

Senator BEGICH. Also, as you know, I am a lead sponsor on the
advance appropriations bill for Indian Health Services which I
know about a year ago we asked for the position you would have
on that. Do you have any new information you can share? Do you
support that legislation or does the Administration have a position?
Can you give me your thoughts on that?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We are very happy to work with this Com-
mittee on this issue. We know it is a top tribal priority. It would
be so good to have more predictable and stable funding levels.

Senator BEGICH. Can I take that as you are supportive of the
concept in the legislation and we could talk about the details?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We just saw the legislation and are now re-
viewing it. We are talking with the VA to see their experiences. We
are hoping to have more definitive information for you.

Senator BEGICH. I would love that soon. I know we have done it
with the VA very successfully. I actually have a bill for the VA also
to finish out their discretionary advanced funding. Between VA and
Indian Health Service, it would make a huge difference long term.

I know we have done it on the medical side of VA. I supported
that when I first came in. Now I have the bill for VA on discre-
tionary and also now Indian Health Services. I would love your
thoughts on that.

I have some other things I will submit for the record. If I could
jump very quickly to Mr. Washburn, we have talked about public
safety issues. Based on conversations we have had publicly and pri-
vately, there is always great stress on your budget but tell me your
thoughts on how we are going to go after the issue based on the
report.

We had a hearing here in regards to the report done on the
needs not only in Alaska but across the country in public safety
and how we can get these more unified and also how and what you
need to be successful.

I can tell you in Alaska, the incarceration rate with the Alaska
Native population is double the population percent which is unac-
ceptable. As you know, I have a bill which I think in a week along
with other bills, we will be doing a hearing on. I would love to hear
your thoughts on what you think we need to be doing. Obviously
we are not doing enough. I don’t mean that in a negative way but
we just are not.

Mr. WASHBURN. Senator Begich, thank you for your leadership
on the contract support cost issue. You have made a difference
there and it has been helpful.

The law enforcement issues are important. I think we have in-
creased funding over the Obama Administration. That is the area
where we probably have already increased funding the most in our
budget or it is close to it. It is one of the highest priorities. I just
came out of two days of budget meetings with tribes, including the
Alaska region, where law enforcement, once again, was one of the
highest priorities.
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It is no small challenge to try to start funding 229 Native vil-
lages and 109 tribes in California in addition to the ones we are
already under funding. During really tight fiscal times like we are
in, I am not sure if we can make a big impact on that.

Senator BEGICH. It is a resource issue.

Mr. WASHBURN. It is a resource issue and requires changing our
paradigm about how we do this stuff because in Public Law 280,
States like yours, we just don’t fund very much law enforcement.
That is a problem. Those tribes have public safety issues as well.

Senator BEGICH. Serious issues.

Mr. WASHBURN. Absolutely.

Senator BEGICH. I know I am out of time, Mr. Chairman, but I
will submit other questions for the record if that is okay.

The CHAIRMAN. Absolutely. Thank you.

Senator Barrasso, we appreciate your being here. We appreciate
your courtesy for the previous ones.

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN BARRASSO,
U.S. SENATOR FROM WYOMING

Senator BARRASSO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this
hearing on the President’s Fiscal Year 2015 budget request for trib-
al programs.

We all recognize the Federal Government has important respon-
sibilities in Indian Country. Public safety, education and health
care are just a few. Carrying out the responsibilities requires
money and as I have stated before, priorities and spending will re-
ceive increasing scrutiny, especially with the enormous Federal def-
icit.

Agencies are called upon to find a more efficient manner of oper-
ating and promoting economic development, especially and particu-
larly for Indian communities. Earlier this month, I introduced S.
2132, the Indian Tribal Energy Development and Self Determina-
tion Act Amendments for 2014.

This bill is going to streamline the bureaucracy of Indian energy
resource development and in turn facilitate long term job develop-
ment and economic growth.

Secretary Washburn, I have a couple of things.

In reading the testimony from both you as well as from Dr.
Roubideaux, you highlight several behavioral health initiatives as
top priorities, appropriately. The Bureau of Indian Affairs proposes
a new family initiative to address violence and substance abuse
within Indian communities related to what Senator Begich talked
about in terms of crime.

How is your agency coordinating with tribes and the Indian
Heal:c)h Service to effectively implement these interrelated initia-
tives?

Mr. WASHBURN. Our Tiwahe Initiative, our family initiative, is a
request for the fiscal year 2015 budget which we do not have yet.
Let me say we have already started planning in the hope we will
have it funded and it will require coordination.

So far it is an initiative in concept. We have not had lengthy con-
versations with our partners in IHS and elsewhere about that but
that is certainly something we need to do. We need to take a much
more holistic attitude towards these problems.
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Senator BARRASSO. I appreciate your efforts and direction.

I mentioned the energy bill I introduced again this session. Your
written testimony notes that the Bureau of Land Management is
requesting $16.9 million for programs such as oil and gas to sup-
port Native Americans.

The Bureau of Land Management also requested a $6,500 fee for
submitting an application for a permit to drill for energy. The Bu-
reau of Land Management has stated in recent budget justifica-
tions that this fee is to offset the application processing costs.

I am looking for an explanation in detail of what makes up those
processing costs for the applications for a permit to drill?

Mr. WASHBURN. Thank you for your leadership on Indian energy
issues. We know you are concerned about those and have been a
constructive partner on those issues.

I can’t tell you what all the specific costs are. We probably need
to get someone from BLM to do that better. I will tell you there
has always been frustration about how slow we are to issue our
APDs at BLM. The good news about those costs is they go to offset
the costs so that BLM can process more of those. That is a good
thing because it requires the people who want to drill to bear the
cost of the drilling, the processing costs and the government.

I am not sure exactly what each of those costs is but we work
very closely with BLM on processing these APDs. We have a part
to play and they have a role to play as well. That is one reason
why, Mr. Chairman, those figures you put up on the board where
you say BLM is funded higher than BIA, some of the BLM money
actually benefits Indian tribes also. That happens and that is why
some of those figures aren’t so obvious.

We would be happy to get back to you with a clearer answer ex-
actly accounting for those figures.

Senator BARRASSO. I'd appreciate it.

Dr. Roubideaux, we talked a little bit in the past about the cost
to construct all facilities on the current Indian Health Care Facility
Priority List. It is over a billion dollars. I think in your testimony
was it was $1.2 billion. 'm sorry, over $2 billion, I can’t read my
own writing.

I have also emphasized to you a number of times that the pri-
mary health care facility on the Wind River Reservation in Wyo-
ming is nearly 140 years old. We have only been a State in Wyo-
ming for 124 years. It was there before we became a State.

It would astonish everyone in this room, I would imagine, to
know that the facility is not even on the priority list. We are talk-
ing about a priority list of $2.1 billion and it has not even made
it to the priority list yet.

The last time I asked, you said you would be happy to work with
us. I just what to know what has happened since we last visited?
Have you personally worked with the Wyoming tribes to develop a
plan and a timeline for addressing their facility needs?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We address the facility needs in a number of
ways. The first is the list which by law we have to address all of
those facilities but we do have other ways to address health care
facilities construction. I know Wind River has been interested in
the joint venture program.
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The good news I have to share today is that we are approving
the last three agreements from the last round of applicants. Wind
River is one of them. We can move forward with that joint venture
agreement.

We also plan to open a new round of applications for joint ven-
ture later this year. We are trying to look at other innovative ideas
in addition to trying to fund the Health Care Facilities Construc-
tion List and trying to move forward on some of these other pro-
grams.

Senator BARRASSO. Hopefully we can continue to work together
on this because it continues to be an issue of concern for many.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Senator Murkowski.

STATEMENT OF HON. LISA MURKOWSKI,
U.S. SENATOR FROM ALASKA

Senator MURKOWSKI. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Welcome to you both, Mr. Washburn and Dr. Roubideaux. Thank
you for all that you do.

From a budgetary perspective today, I am going to focus my
questions on some of the programs that really have impact on our
tribal governments and our village clinics. These are the small and
needy tribes account at BIA and the Village Built Clinic Lease Pro-
gram at THS.

We have clearly seen the benefit of these programs but consid-
ering these programs keep the village governments, and the village
clinics open, it is important we pay attention to them as priorities.

Oftentimes they get kind of swept under with all of the other big
things we are dealing with. I appreciate the discussion you have
had with Chairman Tester as well as Senator Begich on contract
support costs and the advances we have made which were long and
hard fought but I think we are on the right track. I agree with Sen-
ator Begich, we need to make sure that it continues on that track.

I am also very curious, Dr. Roubideaux, to hear greater clarity
from the Administration in terms of our request on the advance ap-
propriations. That is an area where I look at the trust responsi-
bility we have to our Native people which is akin to our obligation
to our veterans.

If we can provide greater certainty to our veterans, if we can as-
sure that during times of furloughs and cutbacks that they don’t
see that reduction, I would certainly like to think that we can af-
ford the same to our Native people as well. I would be curious to
hear your response to that.

Mr. Washburn, on the small and needy tribes issue, the BIA
budget justification describes the background behind the small and
needy tribes account, the initiative that was advanced in the early
1990s. It was the 1994 Joint Tribal Advisory Task Force on BIA
Reorganization that made the recommendation to provide the small
tribes with a base of $160,000 and in that, the recommendation for
Alaska tribes was $200,000 as a base. Of course we know that this
has never been met.

You always feel you have to make a special case but we know,
you know, both of you, that the costs in rural Alaska are tremen-
dously high. Utility bills are eight to nine times higher than they
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are in the lower 48. In Noatak, in the northwest Arctic area, they
are looking at energy costs of 87 cents a kilowatt hour as compared
to about 11-11.5 cents in other parts of the lower 48.

The cost to keep the lights on and the cost to heat a building is
extraordinarily expensive for our tribes. Given the minimum
amount of funding they receive, it is not penciling. Our tribal popu-
lations are growing. We have seen a 19 percent increase in the Ber-
ing Strait region in the past ten years.

Population has gone up, costs are going up and yet, the assist-
ance for our small and needy tribes has not moved. I guess the
question to you, Mr. Washburn, is given what we have seen within
BIA necessary budget increases for public safety and school oper-
ations, and I am not complaining about it, we know these programs
are not eligible for our Alaska tribes.

Can you give me any kind of commitment or assurance that we
might see a base funding level to Alaska tribal governments of the
$200,000 that was recommended in that report? What is the future
of this?

Mr. WASHBURN. I am relatively new to this issue, so I guess I
would like to take it back and respond to you in writing.

We do have a Small and Needy Tribes Program. It sounds like
you are saying we have a shortfall that we don’t provide $200,000
to each of the Native villages in Alaska. My understanding is we
only have about five tribes in the lower 48 still involved in the
Small and Needy Program because the base of $160,000 has been
eclipsed by the regular funding.

The idea behind the Small and Needy Program was it sort of pro-
vided a base funding in case your ordinary funding didn’t rise to
$200,000 or $160,000 in the lower 48. We can look at that. We can
look to see what the shortfall is and talk to you more about that
and try to figure out what is the shortfall and what is needed to
solve that. With 229 Alaska Native villages and $200,000 for each,
we are talking real money.

Senator MURKOWSKI. We are talking real money. I clearly under-
stand and appreciate this. I also appreciate your willingness to
take a look at it if you are not familiar with it. Again, some of the
programs available for our tribes in the lower 48 through BIA are
simply not available to the Alaska tribes.

If we are going to treat all of our Native people on some level
of funding parody, I think this is an area we need to be looking at.
If you are willing to explore it with your staff and mine sitting
down, I would certainly welcome that.

Mr. WASHBURN. We would be happy to.

Senator MURKOWSKI. Dr. Roubideaux, we have had good oppor-
tunity to talk about the success we have seen with our dental
health aid therapy program in our tribal communities. I think it
is something we point to as a source of pride, an innovative way
to be able to provide for oral health care needs of our Native people
in areas where we are not going to see dentists out there on a reg-
ular basis.

I have been pleased with how we have built that forward. It is
important that we continue to see the support of the DHAT pro-
gram in the budget process in order to see these improvements in
access to the care.
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The other program that we follow closely, on which you and I
have had a conversation, that is essential to delivering basic health
services in our remote Native communities is the Village Built
Clinic Lease Program. The Indian Health Care Improvement Act
mandates that IHS develop and operate the community health aid
program of which the funding for the VBCs, these leases are essen-
tial. The Village Built Clinic Program that really helps keep our
health clinic doors open.

Going back to the rising costs that we see directly related to en-
ergy that impacts our utilities, VBCs only cover 55 percent of clinic
operating costs. IHS has not increased the lease rental since 1989.
I know we have had a chance to talk about it before. In previous
conversations, you indicated this was something you would like to
look into to gain a better understanding.

I really think we are in a situation and I hear from so many of
our tribes that they just don’t know where to turn. It would appear
that some of our more remote communities are just kind of forgot-
ten. I cannot forget them, will not forget them.

My question to you with both these programs is, the Dental
Health Aid Therapy Program and the Village Built Clinic, what are
you doing to address both of them within the context of this budget
we have before us?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We definitely see the success of the Dental
Health Aid Program in Alaska. We actually posted on my director’s
blog a very positive position paper showing our support for that
program. In terms of the budget formulation process, we definitely
want to continue to work with you on that and also on the Village
Built Program.

As I think about all the programs in Alaska are 638 and there
is the ability to rebudget their programs. We are proposing an in-
crease in medical inflation in 2015. I wonder if maybe that kind of
increase gives tribes the flexibility to put funds into different areas
they might have a need.

We are interested in talking with you more and working with
you. I know a work group has been formed in Alaska and I believe
there is some new information they want to share on the needs re-
lated to village built clinics. We are definitely willing to continue
to work on this issue with you.

Senator MURKOWSKI. My time has expired so I will be very quick.
Are you saying that contained within your fiscal year 2015 budget,
you think you have funding flexibility with this inflation factor or
not?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Because the tribes manage the programs under
the ISDA contracts and compacts, they can rebudget and repro-
gram however they want. As we look at the increases in the budg-
et, we are proposing a $63 million increase in medical inflation. It
is really up to the tribes how they use those funds. That might be
a way to address some of these needs.

Senator MURKOWSKI. It is not necessarily taking it from another
budget category where we are arm wrestling with somebody else?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. This is on top of. In particular, we have talked
about the hospitals and clinics line item and the medical inflation
increase does include increased funding for the hospitals and clin-
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ics line item. Under the ISDA, tribes are able to rebudget funds
however they want.

Senator MURKOWSKI. Is there anything separate for VBCs, for
the village built clinics?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. There hasn’t ever been a separate line item for
village built clinics in the budget. There was conference language
that mentioned it many years ago, but it really can be in the hos-
pital and clinic line item and any funds could be used towards
leases in that particular line item. That is part of the great thing
about tribal management, the flexibility with ISDA.

The challenge, of course, is there are many other priorities and
each tribe makes decisions about what they need to fund. We are
hoping that this increase in medical inflation, once it gets to the
local level, each tribe can make choices about how they allocate
those funds.

Senator MURKOWSKI. I would be interested in learning a bit more
about that. I recognize we can have very successful, innovative pro-
grams like the DHAT Program and have these programs like VBC
that have been critical in maintaining these clinics but we have to
make sure that we have the funds in the budget to allow for that
going forward.

As you gain more information from some of our tribes on this
and we can better understand what is going on within the medical
inflation account, perhaps we can build on that.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thank you for the additional time.

The CHAIRMAN. Absolutely. Thank you, Senator Murkowski. I ap-
preciate your line of questioning.

Secretary Washburn, over the last month and a half I have
toured most of the reservations, some of them twice. I will tell you
they have some great new facilities I can think of across Highline
3, as a matter of fact, that have facilities that are brand new that
aren’t open and they are done. They are not open because they
don’t have staffing.

I was wondering how your department works with other Federal
partners, DOJ, the Indian Health Service, the Department of Edu-
cation, to ensure that operations and maintenance expenses are
being fully funded for these new facilities because it is really frus-
trating that we have literally state of the art facilities that are ei-
ther partially open or not open at all.

Mr. WASHBURN. To the extent those are detention facilities, we
fund our existing detention facilities at 55 percent of need, which
is not adequate. Tribes are frustrated by that. We increased our
funding in the operating plan we just finished for fiscal year 2014.
We increased the fund by $14.3 million for new facilities that have
come on line.

If we used all of that $14 million for the new facilities, including
one at Ft. Peck, we would be funding those facilities at 88 percent
of need but meanwhile, our existing facilities would be at 55 per-
cent of need.

We are trying to figure out a more fair way to allocate that
money. We may very well be spreading around that money a little
bit more to not just include the six newest facilities but some of the
other relatively new ones like the ones you are talking about that
have come online in the last few years.
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That will not be 100 percent of need for staffing but it will be
much closer to what the tribes need.

The CHAIRMAN. The bottom line in almost every other question
I have asked, you understand this and I know you get it, right now
there just aren’t the resources there to open these facilities. I am
not going to say it is almost criminal because it is criminal because
in a lot of these cases, we have criminals walking the streets be-
cause they don’t have a facility to put them in.

Ft. Peck’s water system and the O&M associated with this is a
BIA obligation. You know the BIA and the tribe negotiated the
amount of money that is required to operate this project and that
the tribes executed the Indian Self Determination Act contract
based on those negotiations.

The BIA only requested $750,000 for the operation, maintenance
and repair of the water project that provides water to frankly most
of the folks on the Ft. Peck Reservation. Why is BIA having so
much trouble determining the cost of operation, the cost of repair
and maintenance of this project?

Mr. WASHBURN. Chairman Tester, I am not sure why that is.
Last year I think we over funded the project for operation and
maintenance. Because of that, this year we lessened that amount.
We are committed to funding it at the proper amount going for-
ward, but we were trying to average out for the last two years basi-
cally so we get to the right amount.

We do want to see that project with the right amount now that
it is finished so it can continue going forward. We will certainly
work with you when it comes to the fiscal year 2016 budget formu-
lation to get it right. We hope it averages out for fiscal years 2014
and 2015.

The CHAIRMAN. Which brings up another issue, an issue we tend
to create around here, not you, and that deals with government
shutdowns and reserve accounts. What is your perspective on re-
serve accounts as they apply to government shutdowns?

Mr. WASHBURN. The government shutdown is the best reason I
see to having tribes running these programs because they can keep
operating even if the Federal Government is shutdown but they
have to have the money to do so. We need to create flexibility in
the system to ensure they can do so.

The CHAIRMAN. I would hope we can figure out what the amount
is supposed to be and get it there. Quite frankly, if I was running
the water system right now, seeing what I saw last fall, I wouldn’t
deplete my reserve account either.

I want to talk a little bit about education and I will move on to
Dr. Roubideaux because I know she doesn’t want to get left out of
this conversation.

Secretary Jewel testified before this Committee that Indian edu-
cation is an embarrassment. We have looked at the budget and I
am curious to know, Secretary Washburn, what you think is in this
budget that would change that perception?

Mr. WASHBURN. Thank you for asking the question. I do have the
BIA Director, a new permanent BIA Director, Monty Roessel, here
with me today.

We are studying Indian education really hard right now. Sec-
retary Arne Duncan is very interested in this and of course Sec-
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retary Jewel. She knew when she made that statement, she needed
to do something about it, so I have clear marching orders.

We have a study group working on this. I notice you put up some
charts about the Department of Defense education.

The CHAIRMAN. It’s right there.

Mr. WASHBURN. It’s right there.

The CHAIRMAN. That is not apples and oranges.

Mr. WASHBURN. No, that is not apples and oranges. That makes
we think maybe we should move the BIA back into the War De-
partment because they are funding their schools well in the De-
partment of Defense.

One of the things I mentioned early on was the President has
proposed we are going to live within the Murray-Ryan budget caps,
but if there are new revenues, we have already projected how we
would spend those new revenues. One of the areas is for Indian
education.

We have a study group. I know study group doesn’t sound like
a big deal. You can certainly put together a study group at any
time but we are really committed to doing something with Indian
education once the study group comes up with recommendations.

The White House has been engaged in this and two Cabinet Sec-
retaries and Mr. Roessel, the Director. I am confident we are going
to be moving forward with some real improvements in Indian edu-
cation.

The CHAIRMAN. I appreciate that. Do you agree that Indian edu-
cation is a trust responsibility?

Mr. WASHBURN. It certainly is. It is in some of the treaties. Some
of the treaties include words about education.

The CHAIRMAN. You answered that correctly. Thank you.

Do you think the OMB understands that education is a trust re-
sponsibility?

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. I know in theory they think it is a trust re-
sponsibility.

The CHAIRMAN. I think it is really important. Secretary Jewel
thinks it is important, the Secretary of Education thinks it is im-
portant, and I would dare say I absolutely do and I think a vast
majority of people on this Committee agree when it comes to get-
ting people out of poverty, this is the best way to get it done. There
is a lot of poverty in Indian Country.

Thank you very much. I appreciate your testimony. I have some
other questions for the record.

Dr. Roubideaux, correct me if I am wrong, there are about 1,500
claims out there for contract services, correct?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. It depends on who you ask, but the running
tally of total claims is over 1,300, probably over 1,400. The pending
ones now are about 1,200 and some.

The CHAIRMAN. Let’s use the smaller number, let’s say it is
1,200. There have been about 200 claim offers to tribes of that
1,200, correct?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. How long have we been working on this?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. We have been working on this since the Ramah
decision came down which was in June 2013.

The CHAIRMAN. June 2013, so we are about nine months in?
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Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. How many of those 200 claims that have been
offell"eai‘,) not counting the ones on your blackberry today, have been
settled?

Dr. RouBIDEAUX. Of the 200 claims, we have 41 claims formally
settled with tribes, 68 offers accepted by tribes but they are in
process, so it is about 104 settled. That is $133 million worth.

The CHAIRMAN. How many settled out of the 200?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. 104.

The CHAIRMAN. 104 have been settled out of the 200. Did you say
the process started in June 2013 or June 2012?

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. I'm blanking right now, so I will get back to
you but we have been working very hard on it for so long, I can’t
remember.

The CHAIRMAN. I will just tell you this. We had this conversation
in my office before and I know you guys are working hard to get
it done, but in the overall scheme of things, with 1,200 claims, po-
tentially more than that, 104 have been settled, 200 have been of-
fered, the reason I am hearing from tribes and the reason many
people on this Committee are hearing from tribes is because they
are frustrated that it is not moving faster.

I would tell you that we have to figure out how to move the ball
forward. We just have to figure it out because it is not going to get
easier for me or for you if this doesn’t move quicker.

I want to talk about Indian health care and sanitation facilities.
I think the Ranking Member talked about it from an Indian health
care facility standpoint. I want to talk about it from both because
this Administration has reported that there is a $10 billion backlog
for health care facility and sanitation facility construction, yet the
request is $150 million. I know those are all big numbers but $150
million of $10 billion is 1.5 percent.

Talk to me. We are it even keeping up with inflation and infla-
tion is pretty low.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. I hear your frustration on this. We are frus-
trated as well. These are difficult budget times and with available
funds, we are not able to fund all tribal priorities but we do believe
these are extremely important priorities.

That is why trying to use the Opportunities Growth and Security
Initiative to get more construction funds for health facilities could
help us. That is why we are collaborating with other agencies to
leverage other funds to try to see if we can make some progress.
It is an enormous need and we are very much interested in work-
ing with you on this.

The CHAIRMAN. I could go down the same list of questions I did
with Secretary Washburn but I won’t. I will tell you if you look at
this backlog, we are talking about backlogs in health care facilities
construction and talking about sanitation facilities construction.
There is no way we are going to get our arms around the health
impacts of these two deficiencies.

I dare say that we are running way, way more than $150 million
in additional expenses because we are this far behind on these two
arenas.

When we talk to OMB in all these things, I just think it is very,
very important that we talk about what is happening on the
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ground because it is really important. This quality of life, this is
health care, this is the ability to go to school, this is the ability to
get educated. We need to fix it.

Eighteen million dollars for health care education in this budget
request, as I alluded in my opening comments, we can invest now
in a lot of these things or we can invest later. I can tell you on a
lot of the reservations in Montana, and I am learning more about
it since I have gotten this position around the country, we are see-
ing unemployment rates through the roof and we are seeing a
shortage of nurses and an incredible shortage of doctors.

It would seem to me that this is just an incredible opportunity,
with the challenges that are out there, to make some investments,
whether it is through tribal college, which would be my first choice,
or some other arena to help push Native American people into
health care to take care of their own.

They are good paying jobs, there is a huge need out there. The
question is, when you go to OMB, the President, Sally Jewel, or
whoever it may be, what are we talking about when it comes to in-
vestment in health care education? Have we talked about it? It is
a priority but it doesn’t seem to be a priority when it comes to
money.

Dr. ROUBIDEAUX. It is definitely a priority to our agency because
we know there is a great need. Our fiscal year 2015 budget pro-
posal includes the medical inflation which could be used to hire
more providers. We also have the proposal to exempt our scholar-
ship and loan repayment programs from taxation which would
allow us to give more awards which would allow us to be able to
improve the pipeline.

We are definitely interested in working with you on this in the
budget formulation process.

The CHAIRMAN. I will make a statement and we will get to the
next panel. I appreciate your patience, I appreciate your testimony
and I appreciate your willingness to sit here and answer questions
over a budget.

When Byron Dorgan was Chairman of this Committee, we had
the same conversation with different people sitting in your chairs.
I would just say that when we look at budgets for Indian Country,
we need to look at it from the standpoint of what challenges are
out there and what needs are out there and if we are doing any-
thing to close the gap.

I will be honest. If you just took health care, if you just took the
facilities budget, or if you just took loan forgiveness or this $18 mil-
lion for health education or whatever it might be, my daughter
happens to be a nurse. It is a good job. There is a lot of opportunity
out there to take care of folks.

I also live in a small town in rural America, frontier America,
and I know how hard it is to get people off reservations to come
and work there. We have a tremendous opportunity. Whether it is
your department, your agency, Health and Human Services and
Secretary Sebelius or OMB, we need to try to get across this mes-
sage.

All you have to do is step into Indian Country. Some of them who
have the resources are doing a great job but those who don’t have
the resources, it is not good. It is just not good.
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We have some other questions for the record that we will put in
for you, Dr. Roubideaux, as well as Secretary Washburn. Once
again, I want to thank you for your testimony and we will be vis-
iting as we move forward on budget issues and everything else.

Thank you for your service to the country.

We will start with the next panel. The next panel consists of the
Honorable Aaron Payment, Midwest Area Vice President, National
Congress of American Indians and Chairman, Sault Ste. Marie
Tribe of Chippewa Indians of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan.

Mr. Payment was elected October 16, 2013 to serve a two year
term as Midwest Area Vice President of the National Congress of
American Indians. His resume is good and impressive. It is good
to have you here and look forward to your testimony.

Then we have the Honorable Andrew Joseph, Jr., Member-at-
Large and Portland Area Representative, National Indian Health
Board here in Washington and Chair, Northwest Portland Area In-
dian Health Board in Portland, Oregon.

Andrew Joseph, Jr. was elected in March 2013 as Member-at-
Large and Portland Area Representative of the National Indian
Health Board. Andrew also has a very impressive resume which I
could go through but their testimony is more important than the
accolades at this point in time.

I would say thank you very much for being here. Before you give
your testimony, I very much value it and I appreciate you taking
the time to tell us what is going on from your perspective.

As with the previous presenters, we are going to give you five
minutes but your entire written testimony will be made a part of
the record. It might just be you and I on question and answer but
maybe someone will show up again.

At any rate, we will start with you, Mr. Payment, and then go
to Mr. Joseph.

STATEMENT OF HON. AARON PAYMENT, MIDWEST AREA VICE
PRESIDENT, NATIONAL CONGRESS OF AMERICAN INDIANS;
CHAIRMAN, SAULT STE. MARIE TRIBE OF CHIPPEWA
INDIANS

Mr. PAYMENT. Good day. My name is Aaron Payment. I am
Chairperson of the Sioux Tribe.

As Congress considers the fiscal year 2015 budget and beyond,
tribal leaders call on Congress to ensure that the promises made
to Indian Country are honored in the Federal budget. Please re-
member just as we do not have the discretion to renege on our mil-
lions of acres of land cessation, we ask that you no longer exercise
your trust obligation as discretionary.

With accumulated impacts of level funding, budget cuts and se-
questration in some cases amounting to up to 30 percent cuts since
the Clinton era, the continued trust obligation of the Federal Gov-
ernment is threatened. These cuts feel very much like an abroga-
tion of the treaty and trust obligations.

NCAT’s President Cladoosby would remind you this is your duty,
you are our trustee. Please serve with honor and put the trust in
trustee. When people ask why honor such antiquated documents
like Indian treaties, I remind them that they are pursuant to the
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U.S. Constitution and judicial decisions and remember the Con-
stitution is older.

My written testimony calls for the equitable funding for tribal
governments across the board and then addresses specific proposals
in the Administration’s fiscal year 2015 budget, including the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, Indian Health Services, Natural Resources
and Environment, Education and Public Safety and Justice.

NCALI, in collaboration with national, regional and issue specific
tribal organizations has developed comprehensive recommendations
included in the fiscal year 2015 Indian Country budget request. We
request for the document to be entered into the record.

For the remainder of my time, I would like to hit a few high-
lights to sound the clarion call for equitable funding for tribes.

Even with the inroads and understanding of trust obligation, In-
dian Country continues to experience what the U.S. Commission on
Civil Rights in 2002 called the “quiet crisis of Federal funding and
unmet needs.”

The Indian Health Service is currently funded to meet only about
56 percent of the need despite being the primary provider of health
care for many tribal communities. In 2002, THS per capita expendi-
tures for patient health services were just $2,896 compared to
$7,535 per person for health care spending nationally. This is a dis-
parity of nearly the magnitude of three times.

For my tribe, for 66 percent of the citizens not residing near our
health care delivery system, their health needs remain unmet. The
response, intended or not, to access Medicaid fails to recognize the
trust obligation, besides hundreds of thousands of tribal citizens
across the country live in States where Medicaid expansion simply
did not occur.

Please restore leftover 2013 THS budget cuts due to sequestra-
tion. We lost ground. The rural nature of our health care system,
so far my tribe lost six providers just since last fall due to the shut-
down and sequestration. I fear this will be even more devastating
if special diabetes is not renewed and one year is the least of what
we are looking for.

Due to these losses, we desperately ask Congress to move our
funding from discretionary to non-discretionary and support ad-
vance funding to further avoid losing ground.

We ask that Congress fully fund contract support and reinstate
sequestration losses. Again, fully funding contract support is man-
dated by the Supreme Court in the Ramah case. However, fully
funding contract support but cutting other areas appears like a
sleight of hand or punishment.

We support the President’s request for $251 million to fully fund
contract support but please don’t cut services to IHS or infrastruc-
ture to do so. Otherwise, we will experience a net loss.

To give you the importance of health care in our community, life
expectancy for American Indians and Alaska Natives is 4.1 years
less than it is for the general population. In my family, our life ex-
pectancy is 60 years, with one exception. How many years would
you have left? I have 12 if we live the expectancy.

We support the BIA’s increase of at least $33.8 million or 1.4 per-
cent above the fiscal year 2014 enacted level. However, with con-
gressional mandate to fully fund contract support, this will mean
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inevitable cuts to Indian programs and essential BIA infrastruc-
ture. After a year of sequester cuts, now making do with sequestra-
tion is an impossible burden to place on the BIA.

With Interior budgets, some budgets are projected to increase up
to 22 percent. Ours is really the least of it. Ours is the very least.
A joke was made the other day, maybe Indians should move to the
national parks. However, that is to a good idea either because the
Navajo haven’t been able to move forward some of their housing
development because they are located in national parks, so that is
really not the solution.

We have the highest dropout rate of any racial ethnic population
in this country. This has not increased in the last ten years. We
need greater effort in Indian education. Impact aid is critically im-
portant because 90 percent of our kids go to public schools and de-
pend on the funding that comes from impact aid. I hope there are
questions so we can flush that out later.

I have much, much more that I could address but I think I am
out of time. There is a lot more in my written testimony. I hope
that you lots and lots of questions for me.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Payment follows:]
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. AARON PAYMENT, MIDWEST AREA VICE PRESIDENT,
NATIONAL CONGRESS OF AMERICAN INDIANS; CHAIRMAN, SAULT STE. MARIE TRIBE
OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS

On behalf of the National Cangrass of American Endians {NCAI), I'd like to thank you for
holding this important hearing on the President’s Fiscal Year 2015 Budget for Tribal
Programs. NCAl is the oldest and |argest American Indian arganization in the United
States. Tribal leaders created NCAl in 1944 as a respanse to termination and
assimilation policies that threatened the existence of American Indian and Alaska
Native tribes. Since than, NCA] has fought to preserve the treaty rights and soveraign
status of tribal govarnments, while also ensuring that Native people may Fully
participate in the political system. As the most representative arganization of American
Indian and Alaska Native tribes, NCAl serves the broad Intarests of tribal governments
acrpss the natlon. As Congress considers the FY 2015 budget and beyend, laadars of
tribal nations cal! on decision-makers to ensura that the promises made to Indian
Country are honored in the federal budget.

This testirony calls for equitable funding for tribal govemments across the koard, and
than addressas specific proposals in the Administration’s FY 2015 budget, including the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, natural resources and enwironment, health care, education,
and puhbllc safety and justica; howaver, NCAI, in collaboration with national, reglonal
and issue specific tribal organizations, has developed comprehensive recommendations
included in the FY 20158 Indian Country Budget Request, and we request far the
document to be enterad Intc the record.

Intreductian

Annuzl funding decisions by Congress are an expression of our nation’s moral priorities.
Numerous treaties, statutes, and court decisions have created a fundamental contract
betwean tribal natlans and the United Statas: tribes ceded millions of acres of land that
made the United States what it is today, and in return tribes have the right of
continued self-government and the right to exst as distinct peoples on thelr own |ands.
And for its part, the United States has assumed a trust responsibility to protect these
rights and to fulfill its solemn commitments to Indian tribes and their members.

Part of this trust responsibility includes basic governmental services in Indian Country,
funding for which is appropriated in the discretianary partion of the federal budget.
Tribal governments exist to protect and preserve their unique cultures, identities, and
natural environments for posterity. As govarnments, tribes must dellver a wide range
of critical services, such as education, workforce development, and first-responder and
public safety services, to their citizens. The federal budget for tribal governmental
services reflects the extent to which the United States honors its promises ta Indian
people,
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shrinking resources due to sequestration and the Budget Contro! Act have adversely affected tribes’
ability to meet the needs of their communities, An honarable budget for Indian Country will
empower tribes sa they can pravide their peaple with good health care, quality education, decent
and adequate housing, and public safety. These services — that every American expects — meet the
needs of Native peoples, benefit residents of surrounding communities, and fulfill abligations to
tribal natlons. Although Indian Courntry continues to face immense ecanomic challenges, upholding
Indian trust and treaty obligations also holds the promise of tremendous ecenemic success.

A Cal for Equitelile Fuading for Tribes

A fundamental gaal For Indian Country governmental services should be parlty with similarly sTtuated
governments or services. Although tribes have made sarme progress in addressing egregiously
inadequate public servicas that many Amearicans routinely take for granted, they are still
experlencing what the US Commission on Civil Rights called “a quiet crigis” of federal funding and
unmet needs.?

* Public Safety: The bi-partisan Indian Law and Order Commission {ILOC) recently released its
report to Congress and the President emphasizing that “[h)ow we chonse to deal with the
current public safety crisis in Native Amerlca-—a crisls largaly of the Federal government's
own making over mare than a century of failed laws and palicies—can set our generation
apart from the legacy that remains one of [the] great unfinished challenges of the Civil Rights
Movement."" The Cammission recammends and NCAI agrees that Congress and the
executive branch should direct sufficient funds to Indian country law enforcement to ensurs
law enforcement in Indian Country is op par with the rest of the United States.

» Health Care: The Indian health care delivery system, while working to reduce Indian health
disparities, also faces significant funding disparities in per capita spending between the
Indian Health Service {IHS) and other federal health care programs. The IHS is currently
furded to meet only about 56 percent of its need, daspite being the primary provider of
health care for many trihal eommunities, In 2013, IHS per capita expenditures for patient
heaith services were just 52,896, compared to 57,535 per persen for health care spending
nationally,”

« Education: Of the over 600,000 American Indian/Alaska Mative {AlfAN) students in pre-
kindergartan through grade 12, most attend public schoals, But many of these schools do not
have a reliable tax base and disproportionately rely on Impact Aid funding, which makes up
for the lack of funding on and near reservatlons and military bases. The Impact Ald program
has not been fully funded since 1950. The Bureau of Indian Education, which serves nearfy
50,000 Native students, recefvad 548 million less in funding In FY 2013 compared to its FY
2012 funding level. Native students still do not have the same education outcomes as their
peers, and improving education is an economic necessity for Indfan Country. If half of the
24,700 Native students of the Class of 2010 who dropped out of school had graduated, they
would likely be earning an addittonal 5147 millian each yaar compared to what they will earn
without a high schaool diploma.’
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Invest in Self-Determination

Congress and the Adminlistration have expressed streng support for Indian seff-determination and
honoring the trust respensTbllity. Indeed, many tribes have made tremendous gains in improving the
social and economic well-being of their communitiss when Congress has respected the important
role of tribal governments and invested in salf- determination. Chairwoman Karen Diver from the
Fond Du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa in Minnesota shared her perspective on reductions to
tribal base budgets:

When elderly nutrition started at Font du Lac in the 1990s, we set the age at 52 because the
average age of death in the 1970s was 56. We are proud that under seif-govemance, that
age is now 74, [Congress] is asking us to be wizards in our own community. We are to
promote community development. We are to promote economic development. We are to
promaote health, We are to promote safety, We are to do all these things without a tax base.
[Budget cuts] are taking away our ability to rise up and help support rural communities — nok
just Indian communities — but eatire rural communities with the employment and the
aconomic ripple effects.

‘The Fond du Lac Band poured more than $300 millien Into the reglonal economy In 2011 and created
2,600 jobs in its regian, for Natives and non-Natives alike, Tribes across the United States are making
similar economic cantributions te thelr regions, drawing on a mix of Intergovernmental transfers,
fees, enterprises, sales, and leases that make up their governmental revenue. However, the trend in
funding for Indan Affairs in the Department of the Interlor (DOI} does not reflect Indtan self-
determination as a priority in the faderal budget. Figure 1 shows Bureau of Indlan Affatrs [B1A)
funding in the Department of the Interior as a percantage of the total federal budget from 1980 ta
oz,

Figure 1; Indian Affairs Funding as 2 Percentage of the Federal Budget
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BlA provides the base budget funding for tribes, indluding: tribal law enfarcement, tribal courts,
human services, natural resource management, energy development, road maintenance, job
training, water resource managemsant, and maore. Even as tribes have assumed more responsibility
for public activities under self-tatermination and self-governance, the core suppert for tribal
gavernments has declined as a percentage of the federal budget, Honorable fulfiliment of the trust
and treaty promisas to tribes would positively impact not only required public services to tribal
citizens but also the surrounding reglonal ecanomias. Given the law histarical bases of funding far
tribal governments, opportunities for ecenamic improvement and governament success are needed,

Upholding Obligations to Mative People Wil Expand Coonomic Opportunity

Although in the lask 30 years Natlve people overall have experienced significant econemic growth as
measured by average Income and wealth, American Indians and Alaska Natives are still one of the
United States’ maost econemically disadvantaged populations, Mearly one in three Native people—
29.1 percent— lived below the faderal paverty line in 2012, For Natlve peaple living on reservations,
the rate is far higher at 38.6 percant, 2.5 times higher the natlenal rate. Progress |5 possible, though:
in 1990, over half of American Indians on reservation and tribal land lived In poverty.

A recant analysis by the Economic Faolicy Institute examined the problem of the low rate of American
Indian employment.” Only when American Indfans and Alaska Natives have higher and steady
employrmant rates will poverty decling and wealth begin to grow. The paper found that, cver the
2009-2011 periad, the American Indian employment rate among 25- to S4-vear-olds was 64.7
percent—13.4 percantage paints lower than that af the White rate. To Increase the Native
employment rate to that of the White rate would require about 234,000 [obs thraughaut Indlan
Country and the United States, Far Native people, these statistics show major challenges, but also
tremendous opportunity and potential for ecanormic success,
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As the rest of the Amerlcan econemy continuaes to recaver, tribes offer naw oppartunitias for the
communities that surround them. Whers tithes exerclse seif-daterminatian, suceass starfas abound;
and they all include the themes of improved responsiveness and increased accountabiliby.
Overcoming peverty, while henoring tribal traditions and strengthening culture, is achievable but
securing tribal economic security and prosperity will require a sustained commitment. Congrass
must answer this moral and legal call to action so that Native peoplas can look farward to improved
prosperity and prograss for future generations.

Equitable Funding Leads to Success

Inglan Country has long struggled with high crime victimization rates. Vialent erimes impose
economic costs on the victims and their families, in the form of medical and other expenseas and the
loss af earnings. Areas with high crime also experignce reduced investment, Safe communities are
nacessary for economlc development. Morsavar, the Indian Law and Order Commission found that
tribal nations throughaut aur country weould henafit enarmously if locally based and accountable law
enfercement officers were staffed at levels compareble to similady situated communities off-
reservation. In 2010, DO established a High Pricrity Perfarmance Goal [HPPG) initiative to redure
viglent crime by at least five percent over 24 moenths an four reservations that were experiencing
high rates of vielent crima, In FY 2010, all four lacations received an increase in base funding to
support additianal sworn stafi. The additional resources assisted in closing the staffing gap and
bringing each lucation up to national swarn staffing levels as listed under the US Department of
Justice Uniform Crime Report stzffing avarages. The increased number of law enforcament officars
aligned the staffing-to-population ratios closer to the national standard for rural populations of 2.8
officars per 1,000 parsons, The effort resulted in a 35 percent decrease in violent crime across the
four sites. The ILOC report states, “[d]espite the current budget raality, the results of the HPPG
Initiative shauld not be forgotten: parity in law enforcement services prevents crime and reduces
vialent crime ratas.

Figura 4t Reduction in Violent Crime at HPPG Reservations
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Department of the Interiar
MCAl appreciatas recant support for some tribal programs over the last faw years, espaclally for the

Incian Health Service, contract support costs, and law enforcement, However, we must mention that
comparing the requested Tncreases for the largest Interior agencies in the FY 2015 Presidents’
Request reveals inequitable support relative to the Mational Park Service {NP5), Bureau of Land
Management (BLM), and the US Geclogical Survey {USES). The DGI budget without the BlA would
increase 5.3 percent in the FY 15 Presldent’s buclget. &n Tncrease of $339 million to BIA aver FY 2014
Is raquired #o provide an equitoble increase relative to the overaff FY 2015 DOI budyet.
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“hithonty {Daliars . . X : - EnBeted SR HENES
Burean of Land Mar 1t {BLM] 1,159,810 1,765,478 1,342,858 77,410
US Geologleal Survay (USSE) 1,013,093 1,032,975 1,074,016 41,0141
Fish & Wildlife Service [USFWS) 578,752 2,700,413 2,812,293 27,680
Natianal Park 5arvice {NPS) 3,206,136 2,983,754 3,647,402 RE3, 648 22.24%
Indlan Alfairs (BIM) 2,408,322 2,540,178 2,675,007 3E,918 147%
Office of the Secratary 4,450,434 2,141,544 2,214,294 172,750 8073
Insular Affalrs 647,775 B40,683 678,127 37,044 5.84%
Office of Speclal Trustes {D5T) 513,161 524,508 336,248 11,739 2.24%
Department-Wide Programs 1,325,307 1.440,157 1,391,633 -18,514 -1.37%
Bureau of Reclamation {BOR) 1,146,608 1,276,903 1,165,520 -113,033 -8.E4%
Department of the Interior (DOI) 19491,852 17,615,311 13,434,301 815,530 4.53%
00| without BlA 16,958,631 | 14,975,133 15,755,804 776,671 5.19%

Figura 6: DO! Bureaus, % Change in Total Budget Authority
F¥ 2014 Enacted to FY 2015 Budget Request
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The other Interior agencies certainly provide assistance to Indian tribes, According toa £Y 2014
crosscut of Native American funding,"" in FY 2013, tribes received 1.4 percent of BLM's hudget, 14.5
percent of the Bureau of Reclamation budgat, 0.4 percent of the USFWS budget, and 0.4 percent of
the NPS budget. About 21 percent of the funding Tn £Y 20172 that went ta Indian tribes in DOl was
through BiA and OST and 2 pareent of funds to tribes [excluding fire} were in ather burzaus.

Ag B =l e .":-u-?! gl B :

Bureau of Land Management 1,153,810 16,000

Flsh & Wildlife Service 2,578,792 10,000 0.38%
NMatianal Park Service 5,206,136 13,000 0.40%
Bureau of Reclamation 1,145,608 166,000 14.48%

MCAl appreciates that, for instance, USGS is increasingly engaging with tribes to develop climate
adaptation programs and working to meet tribes’ needs for sclentific and planning Informatlon. The
budget proposes that in FY 2015, the Mationa! Climate Change and Wildlife Sclence Center/
Department of the Interior Climate Science Centers {NCCWSC and the CSCs) would help identify and
implement best practices for the integration of traditional ecolagical knowledge inte C5C science
products. The CSCs weuld build on existing training and educational effarts, working with tribes in
the develepmeant of climate adaptation strategies. The C5Cs would expand research on key climate
concarns, such as tdentifying those "First Foods” and sTmilar culturally valued interests {plants,
animals) whose existence or access is threatened by climate change.

The USFWS also s Improving Its work with tribes, such as with the North Pacific Landscape
Conservation Cooperative {NPLCC). The NPLCL is funding research to help coastalland managers
face many challenges and uncertainties in planning adaptive strategies for conserving nearshore
habitats under future climate change scenarios. The USFWS states that “Indigenous peoples have
long understood the inextricable link among climate, landscapes, watersheds, plants and animals,
and peaple, And their knowledge — often referred to as Traditional Ecological Knowledse (TEK] —
cffers an impartant perspective to rescurce management in @ time of rapid environmental change.
\Western science can miss the comples interactions between pecple and the broader ecosystem, But
when TEK is considered along with Western science, managers can gain a mare holistic
understanding af the natural environment and can create a more rasilient future,”

Increased tribal engagement is goad, to the extent that nan-BlA bureaus are assisting trihes,
providing resources and upholding the federal trust respansibility. But BIA provides the primary
resources for carrying cut the core gavarnmental services te ahout 2 millian American Indlans and
Alaska Natives. Funding far tribal capacity building is critical. Individuzl projects, such as the NPLCC,
do nct provide the long-term capability that tribes need to be able to address climate issues. The
$9.847 milllon in the BIA’s budget for Cooperative Landscape Conservation does not go far for 566
federally recognized tribes.

Even as ather agencies work to improve meeting their obligations to tribes, NCAl urges Congress ta
ensure that tha BIA budget can provide the resources that modern and sophisticatad tribal
governments require.
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Bureau of Indian Affairs

The FY 2015 budget request for the Qperation of Indian Programs account is 52.4 billlan, an Increase
of $32.8 mlllton, ar 1.4 percent, abave the FY 2014 enacted [evel, The FY 2015 budget request for the
Canstruction account is $109.9 milllon; a2 decrease of $216,000 below the FY2014 enacted level (see
Appendix A), The FY 2015 budget proposes a total of $922.6 million in Tribal Priority Allocations, an
Increase of $19.2 milllon aver the FY 2014 level, a 2 percent increase. An increase of $139 million to
BIA ovar FY 2014 would be reguived to provide an equitable increase relative to the overall FY 2015
oo hudget,

The budget request for contract suppart is 5251 million; including funding for the Indian Self-
Determination Fund, an increase of 34 millian above the FY 2014 enacted level, The renuested
amount will fully fund estimated F¥ 2015 contract support costs, accarding to BIA basad en the most
recent analysis, NCAl commends the Administration for requesting full funding far Contract Support
Costs in FY 2015,

NCAl notes however that the Tribal Grant Support Costs for BIE tribally cantrolled schools and
residentTal facilities should alsa be fully funded. Tribal Grant Support Casts {fermerly referred to as
Administrative Cost Grants) funding is provided to the schools to cover administrative and indirect
costs incurred in operating contract and grant schools, In 5Y 2012-2013, tribally contralled grant
schools received an estimated 64 percent of the grant support funding needed as defined by the
administrative cost grants farmula,

IMafor initiatives

The Tiwahe [Famnily] Initiative would provide an additional $14.5 million ta expand Indian Affairs'
capacity te addrass Indian child and family welfare and jub treining issues and implement processes
to hetter sustain [ndian families. nereases include: $10 milllon to build on social services and Indian
chitd welfare programs that pravide culturally-appropriate services toward health promotion, family
stability, 2nd strengthening tribal communities; $550,000 to expand job placement and tralning
programs; BIA law enforcement would begin a pilot program to implement a strategy for alternatives
to incarceration and increased traatmant; $1 million to develop and institutionalize a program fer
evaluating social service and community development needs and ta inform programmatlc desfgn,
evaluation, management, and budgeting.

Tribal leaders through the Tribal Interior Budget Councll have repeatedly called for increases to
Social serviges and Indian Child Welfare Act (ICWA) funding, NCAl alse supports Increases to these
twa activities, ICWA was enacted in 1978 in response to the troubling practices of public and private
child welfare agencies that were systematically remaving American Indian and Alaska Native childran
from their homes, communities, and culture, and placing them in non-Indian foster and adaptive
homes. The Act not only providas protections for Native children in state child welfare and judicial
systerns but recognlzes the sovernlgn right of tribes to care for their children, The erippling of Native
sconomies before the Self-Determination Era left tribal cltizans overwhelmingly impoverished, facing
high unemployment compared to non-Native people, and with few econamic appartunities. The
barrtars to employment vary reglon- to-region in Indian Country, but include geographic remotenass,
a weak private sector, poor basic infrastructure, and even a {ack of baslc law enforcemant
infrastructure. This, coupled with the recent economlc down turn, makes the Social Service program
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an essentlal yat undarfunded part of antl-poverty programming on reservations nationwide, For
these reasans, NCAl supparts the increase BlA Social Services.

Education increases include: $500,000 for Johnson O’Malley education assistance grants to support a
new student count in 2015 and provides funding for the projected increase in the number of
students eligible for grants; 51 million to support the ongoing evaluation of the BIE schoo! system;
5.3 miflion to fund site development at the Beatrlce Rafferty Schoo! for which design funding was
provided in tha FY 2014 hudget; $1.7 million for fellowship and training opportunities for post-
praduate study in science fields and $250,000 for summer pre-law preparatory grogram
schalarships. NCAl appreclates all the proposed modest Increaszs, but reminds Congress that an
increase of 5139 million to BIA over FY 2014 would be required to provide an equitable increase
relative to the overall FY 2015 DOI budget.

Indian Health Service

The survival ard prosperity of tribal communities depend on the safety, health, and weliness of our
cltizens. Desplte the federal government's trust responsibility to provide health care to aur people,
Amaerican Indians and Alaska Matives (AlfAN) suffer disproportionately from a varisty of health
concerns. The Al/AN [ife expectancy that is 4.1 years lass than the rate For the US afl races
populatian. According to IHS data from 2005-2007, Al/AN people die at higher rates than ether
Americans from alechelism (352 percent higher), diabetes 182 percent higher), unintentionat
Injurles {158 percent higher}, homicida (83 percant higher), and suicide (74 percent higher).
Additionally, Al/AN pecple suffer from higher martality rates from cervical cancer (1.2 times higher);
pneumoniafinfluenza (1.4 times higher}); and maternal deaths [1.4 times higher). Clearly, this data
calls for a better funded Indian health care delivery system.

The Indian Health Service [JHS) has been and continues to be a critical institution in securing the
health and wellness of tribal communities, Funding Tor the IHS is crucial for providing necessary
health care for tribal citizens and depends solely on the federal budget, Additionally, the budget for
the IHS determines the extent to which the United States honors its federal trust respansibility to
American Indian and Alaska Native peoples, The FY 2015 budget for the IHS should support tribal
self-determination, uphold the federal government’s partnership with tribes to improve Indian
health, and work to reduce health disparities for Native people. It is unconscionable that, America’s
first nations are often the last when it comes to health.

Indian health-care providers, who form a crucial system of care in some of the most remote
cammurnities in the country, must receive the funding necessary to opemate HS facilities and fund
cammunity-kased programs on which tribal communities rely. Underfunding results in atrocicus
medical practices, poor facility conditions, and unreliable management. Overall improvemeants in 1HS
will protect the future of tribal nations and fulfill the government's treaty responsibility. NCA!
supparts thg IEu'ational IH5 Tribal Budzet Formulation Workgroup and their recommencdations ta HHS
for FY 2013."

NCAl appreciates that the IHS has finally seen sume of the most significant budpet increases in
decades with a historical increase of 32 percent during the past six years, Yet, funding for Indian
health care services and programs still falls significantly short of what is required to bring health

parity to Indian health in line with other federal healthcare programs.
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In FY 2014, IHS received an increase of 5304 million over FY 2013 enacted levels. Mast of this
increasa was designated to fully fund contract suppart costs (CSC), 25 well as new staffing packages,
at the direction of Congress, Thus, the agency was forced to cut an additional $10 million from the
overall IHS budget. NCAl and tribes hoped that funds would be available ta restore sequestration
cuts from FY 2013 2nd adjust for inflationary increases and population growth. Tribes are insisting
this vear that the Department and Congress fully rastore the cuts left over from FY 2013
sequestration and provide funding to maintaln current services, as well as provide a meaningful
increase in the senvices line item.

Transportaticn, Houslng, and Infrastructure

Fulfiliment of the trust responsthility represents necessary elements for a strong economic
foundatlon in ndlan Country to afford Native chlidren and future generations the cppartunity to
fulfill thetr potential. Investmants In tribal Infrastructure must continue to address the Inadequate
roads, housing, and breadband systerns that are all essentlal to ecconomic development and Job
creatlon. Educatlan is fundamental to long- term economic apportunitizs, and public safetyisa
prereguisite for [ong-term economic development. Support for tribal energy and natural resource
develapment must be ramped up—althaugh trilal lands contain a vast amount of the nation’s
conventional and renewable energy resources, tribal governments face an array of challengesin
developing these resources. All of these investments hold immense promise to contribute to
regianal ecanamies, in turn strengthening the American econamy and building & better future for all
Americans.

Housing

Housing is a care pecessity for tribal communitias, While tribes have made great stridas toward
impraving hausing conditions in thefr communities through the Native American Hausing Assistance
and Self- Determination Act {NAHASDA), the need far adequate, affordable housing for law income
Indian people persists. Mative Americans still face some of the worst housing and living conditions in
the United States, Nearly 30 percent of homes in indian Country rely on wood for heating; up to 18
percent are without phone service in some areas; and substandard housing conditions continue to
prevall. According to the American Community Survey 2006-2010 data, Indtan hoimes fraquently [ack
utilities and Infrastructure, with approximately 8.6 percant [acking complete plumbing factlties; 7.5
percent lacking kitchen fadllities; and 18.9 percent lacking telaphone sarvice.

Since the enactment of NAHASDA in 1996, tribal housing programs are moving into a new era for
housing and community development—and using sustainable building nractices and leveraging their
NAHASDA and other federal funding, Today there are close to 500 Tribally Designated Housing
Entities {TDHES) in Indfan Country. The NAHASDA effectively replaced the various Indian housing
programs under the 1537 Housing Act and consolidated federal heusing funds through direct block
grants to the tribes and their TDHEs, It also authorized tribes to desien and implement trikal housing
and other community develspmeant infrastructure programs. The NAHASDA has resulted In tens of
thousands of more housing units being constructed, as well as Increased tribal capacity to address
related infrastructure and economic develepment challenges.
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The NAHASDA authorizes several programs and activities that are in need of additional funding,
including: the Indlan Housing Block Grant; Indian Comnmiunity Development Block Grant; Sections 134
and 4844 Guarantee Losn Pragram; Titie VI Guarantes Loan Program; and NAHASDA's Tralting and
Techndcal Assistance Funding.

fnelon Housing Bfock Grant

NCAI reconnmends that the indian Housing Biock Grant {MB5) be funded at nat [ess than $575
miition. HHEG funding is impartant fer housing devalapment, construction, infrastructurs,
maintenance, and repair In Native communities. These funds also assist tribal govarnments and
TDHES to leverage ather funds, such as low-income housing tax credits,

814 Roads Maltenancs

NCAL recomments 53¢ miliion far the BIA Road Mointencnce Program. Currently, BIA needs $290
milion per year to maintain BtA-owned roads and bridgas to an adeguate standard, Costs to
rmaintain these roads have risen sharply due o high infiation for construchion. Howsvar, for FY 2013,
enly $23 million has been appropriated for BIA rosds maintenance, 1t s crftical thet 330 malion be
appropriated for the BI& Read Maintenances program i FY 2015,

Human Services
Child Welfare

Tribes have an important ralationship with their childeen and famiiies: they are exparis in the needs
of American Indian and Alaska Native (AAN) chitdren, best suited to effectively serve those needs,
and maost able to improve chilkd welfare outcomes for thase chfdren, Many states find tribesta be an
assertial part of the child walfare system Secause of the belp and reliaf they offar thraugh the
provistan of euluraly competent servives and needed out-of-heme placements for tribal children,
Self-detarmination is essentl! to gocd autcomes for Nathe children in both state and tribal child
walfare systems. Successful tribal child welfare requires a budget that avalds unnecessary restraint
to tribal decision making. Funding must pravide flexible opportunities that allow tribas to design
their child welfare services to meet the needs of American Indian and Alaska Native children and
Tamilies. In addition, Native communitias have elevated risk far child abuse and neglect. Funding
must account for this elevated need and the United Statgs’ corresponding trust raspangibiiiby for the
protection and preservation of tribes” most vital respung—Ameatican Indian and Afaska Mative
caifdraa,

Depa nt of Health and Huran Sonlr

Promuting Scfe and Stebis famikes (Sociol Securizy Acy Title (-8, Subpart 25 NCAI recominiends
increasing funding to 575 mifion for Fy 2015 te alow wore tribes, wha are ctrrentfy eiighaie due to
o funding formuta thet danies funds to tribes eligible for less thon 510,000, ta cecess these funds.

Prarnating Safe and Stabla Familles 5 a program designed to provide funds ta operate a coordinated
child welfare program that ingludes family preservation, family suppart, reuniflcation, and adeptian
suppart services. Pramating Safe and Stabla Families has both 2 mandatory capped entitfemzant
appropriation, as well as a discretionary appropriation, Trities are efigible for funds Based on s three
peroent set-aside.
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All tribes whose plan receives approval are eligible for a portion egqual to that tribe’s preportion of
chitdren cormpared with the number of children for all {ribal entities with approved plans, Tribes wheo
would qualify for less than 510,000 under the formula are not eligihle to receive any funding,

Tribal chitd welfare programs work tirelessly to strengthen famllles and provide services that keep
children safely fn their homes. In state systems, when child abuse or neglect s substantiated, Native
children are three times mare likely to be removed from their home=—as opposed to receiving family
preservation services—than their non-Native counterparts.” Because of thls, tribes across the nation
are waorking to increase their child welfare capacity and assume the care of more children and
ensure that Native families are kept together,

An integral part of this work is the Promoting Safe and Stable Farmilies Program—which focuses an
preventing the unnecessary ramoval of children—hby supporting parenting classes, home-visiting
services, respite care for caregivers of children, and other services that safely preserve families.

One hundred and thirty tribes and tribal consortia depend on this funding ta pravide child welfare
services that strengthen families and prevent unnecessary ramoval of AIFAN children from their
homes, Yet because of the funding levels, many tribes are Ineligible for thase farmuia grant dollars as
their portion of the tribal set-aside s less than $10,000. Increasing this prograim to 575 millton (still
5125 million below the authorized appropriations) could help dozens of new tribes aceess this
funding and augment the programming of the 130 tribes and consartla currently funded.

Substance Abuse ond IMental Health Services Administration
Programs of Regional and Wotiona! Significance: NCA recommends increasing the funding te the FY
2011 leve! of 52 miffion, and reserve 56 milifon specifically for the Cirties of Core Program.

The Children and Family Pregrams line iter in the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services
Administration (SAMHSA] budget represents funds allocated to support StatefCommunity
Partnerships ta Integrate Services and Supports for Youth and Young Adults Pregram and the Circles
of Care Program. Although tribes are eligible for State/Cammunity Partnerships to Integrate Services
and Supports for Youth and Young Adults, none have received funding under this campetitive grant
pragram which Is a five-year pitot program designed to facilitate a successful transition to
independence and adulthood for young adults with serfous mental health canditions. Circles of Care
is a competfitive grant program that Is tha cornerstone of tribal Children’s Mental Health and
comprised of all tribal grantees, Indian Country’s primary concern undear this linz item is the
appropriation of funds necessary for the Circles of Care Program.

Circles of Care is a three-year planning grant that supports the development of capacity and
infrastructure necessary for a coordinated network of holistic, community-based, culturally
approprigte interventions designed by and for the community to help children with serious
behavioral health issues access services and find weliness. The Circles of Care program js the pnly
SAMHSA grant program that is focused specifically on children's mental health issues in Native
communities. It is also the anly SAMHSA program that allows tribes and tribal organizations to apply
without competing for funding with othet governmental entitias like states, countias, or cities. There
are currently seven communities recelving Circles of Care funding.
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American Indian and Alaska Mative children and youth face a "dispropartionste burden” of mental
health issues while simuitaneousty facing more barriers to quality mental heaith care.46 Programs
Tike Circles of Care, which provide cammunities with the funding ta glanand build culturally
cormpetent services and design integrated suppaorts that meet the specific needs of thair youth with
behaviors) health chalienges, are essential ta the well-being of Native youth today.

Since its inceptlon In 1998, the Circlas of Care Program has impacted 38 different tribal and urban
{ndian communities. These programs have been incredibly successful in creating long-term
sustainahle systems change. Of the 31 total graduated Circle of Care grantees, 12 have obtained
direct funding to Implement thelr system change efforts through the Child Mental Health titiative
{CMHI) Program (which funds Systems of Care grants), and four others have partnarad with other
CMHI-5ystems of Care grantees to implement their models. The others have developed various
alterpative strategias to operationalize and sustain their system change plans to care for youth with
rmental health challenges.

It Is essentlal that funding be renewed to FY 2011 levels in FY 2015, with %6 million under this line
item raserved for the Circles of Care program. This will ensura that the Circles of Cara program ran
continue and a new robust cohort of tdbal communities can have the opportunity to plan for the
systerns change necessary to ensure the weli-being of their children and youth struggling with
mental illness.

Education

“We have a generatlonal transfarmaticn going an in this country—I know that is true in Indian
Country as well. . . . if our children are not well educated, and if they are not educated in a culturally
appropriate way, you are not going ta achleve . . . [the] goals for your tribes and your cultures, nor
the goals of these young peoplz to raalize their dreams.”

- Secretary Sally Jewsll,
Remarks at the 2013 White House Tribal Nations Summit

Amerlca’s highest priority must be to provide all of our nation’s children with an excellent education,
including American Indian and Alaska Native youth. Ensuring equal educational opportunitias is not
simply a matter of fairness, but even more importantly in today's tough economic chimate, itis an
essential strategy for craating jobs and securing the nation’s future prosperity, As President Obama
has stressed time and again, Improving American education is an *sconomic imperative,”

Research cansistently demonstrates that Investments In education contribute to econamic growth,
while alsn expanding oppartunities for individual advancement.19 For example, a 2007 Brockings
Institution study revesled that investments in education and training programs provide a payaff
between five and 15 percent per year compared to their upfront costs.20 Likewlsa, cutting statawide
public ¥-12 expenditures by just one percent would reduce a state’s employment rates by 0.7
percant in the short run and by 1.4 percent in the leng run.?
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Deporiment of the Interior, BIE, School Constnuction and Repair

NCAl recommends 5263.4 million for Bureau of Indian Educatlon (BIE) school constructlon and
repair. This funding category includes school construction, facTlities improvement and repair, and
replacament school construction, Schoals gperating within the BIE system are woefully outdated and
in same cases, dangerous far students and staff. Currently more than 60 BIE schools are rated in
“poor* condition, which puts Mative students at an unfair disadvantage, Students canneot be
expected to surceed in environments that are often dilapidated and unsafe, Further, morateriums
on new canstruction only cause backlogs of vonstruction projects. The federal government must
uphold its trust responsibility to Mative education and adeguately fund construction and repair
projects,

Inpact Aid

NCAl recommends 52 billion for impact Aid, Title Vi) funding under the Neo Child Left Behind Act.
Impact Aid provides direct payments to public school districts as reimbursement for the loss of
traditional property taxes due to & federal presence or activity, Including the existence of an Indian
resetvation. With nearly 93 percent of Native students enrclled in public schoals, Impact Aid
provides essentlal funding for schools serving Native students. In Fiscal Year 2013, Impact Aid was
cut by approximately 5100 millian dollars by sequestration from the Fiscal Year 2012 Jevel of $1.1
billlen, which forced schoal closures and schoal cansolidation acress many Native communities. In
order to ensure Natlve students have access to education, Impact Aid must be fully funded at 52
Ebillion. Furthermore, impact Aid should be converted to a forward-funded program to eliminate the
need for cost transfars and other funding issues at a later date. The President requestad a cut ta
Impact Ald in FY 2015 of 367 millian compared ta FY 2014,

Titie Vil findian Edvcation Formula Gronts)

NCAI recommends 5128 millian for Title VIl funding under the No Child Left Behind Act. This grant
funding Is desfgned to supplament the regular school program and assist Mative students so they
have the opportunity to achleve the same educatienal standards and attain parity with their nan-
Mative paers, Title VIi provides funds to schaol divislons to support American Indian, Alaska Native,
and Native Hawaiian students tn mes=ting state standards. Furthermare, Title VIl funds support early-
childheed and family programs, academic enrichment programs, curriculum developmant,
prafessional development, and culturally-related activitles. Currently, funding for Title VIt anly
reaches 500,000 Mative students ieaving over 100,000 without supplementary academic and culturai
programs in thejr schools, As Native students are far behind their non-Native pears In 2ducatlonal
achievement, increased funding is necessary to address this substanttal gap.

NCAI has also developed many other recommendations for Indlan education programs published in
the FY2015 Indjan Country Budget Request."
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Department of lustice

Congress has taken historic steps in recent years with the passage of the Tribal Law and Order Act in
2010 and the Violence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013 (VAWA 2013}, both of which
begin to address some of the structural barrers to publlc safety In tribal communitles. For the
promise of these laws to be fully reallzed, however, these laws must be fully implemented, which
requires suffictent resources for tribal Justice systems and ongolng coordinatlon and consultation
between various federal agencles and tribal gavernmants. The Department of Justice racognlzed this
reality in its recently issu=d Propased Statement of Frinciples. The Propesed Statement articulztes
DOY’s helief that stable funding at sufflcient levals far zssentlal tribal Justice functions is critical to
the long-term growth of tribal institutions.””

This would al=o help foster economic development on tribal Jands and improve the quality of life in
immeasurahle ways, The following budget recommendations also ensure that tribal law
enforcement officers, emergency respanders, and Justlze personnel are able to find work In the
communities that need their services the most, As the federal govemment balances the national
hudgat, it must also pledgze to hanor its distinct legal, treaty, and trust obligations to zssist tribal
nations in providing public safety to their citizens. Highly-functioning criminal justice systems and
hasic, on-the-ground police protection are fundamenta! prigrities of any government; tribal
governmants are no different,

Tribal Grants: NCAl recommends efiminating competitive grant funding process and ufkilize Justice
Department appropriations as bose funding where tribes and tribol courts themselves determine
their own priorities,

One of the bigeest issues with DOJ funding is that it is competitive funding for whatever issue DOJ
deams the priorily at that particular moment {which changes frequently), In order to obtain this
funding, tribes —~ an behalf of their tribal courts — must compete against each other under 00)'s
prinrities and guidelines, In the end, the tribes that have the financial and human resources ta
employ experienced grant writers end up receiving funding, while the under-resourced tribes are |aft
without,

The approach instead should be to utilize Justice Department appropriations as base funding where
tribes are encouraged to determine their awn priorities, DO) posed the Idea of base funding in the
form ef a block grant at the most recent Office an Vielence Against Women (OVW) tribal
capsultation, While this is a welcome step in the right direction, tribal governments should be
afforded base funding from DOJ appropriations across the board, and not limited to solely the OvWw,

NCAI supports o seven percent tribal set-nside from funding for all discretionory Qffice of Justice
Pragrams {QiF] progroms, ensure that those funds are olfocoted as flexible bose funding, and see
that each farmerly separate program areda receives funding ol or above the FY 2010 funding fevel of
S50 miilon, Including trlbal caurts opd Joils construction, fegal assistance, juvenile delinguency
prevention, and substance ohuse pravention,

Congress should adapt the seven percent tribal set-aside in 0IP funding and, at a minimum, restore
funding levels for DOJ tribal justice programs to their FY 2010 level of $50 milfian, Tribal natfons are

in 2 unigue place right now, where Cangress has opened the door to new possibilities through
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passage of the comprehensive TLOA, but they lack the resources necessary to make huge stridesin
previding public safety on the reservation. We urge Congress ta act now to restore funging far DOJ
tribal justice programs,

In particutar, the seven percent tribsl set-aside of {UP programs is extremely bngortant to tribes,
hecause # woudd ailow fur a more fexible funding structwre, and herause £ compiemans the
Bepartment of Justice’s Courdineled Tribai Assistance Soficitation (CTASL CTAS attempis to
streamline the grant application process for tribes, enablimg them ta submit a single spplication and
select multiple purpose areas, as opposed to previous years in which they were required to submit
muitiple grant applications. However, this streamlined application model will not achisvs its
intended success unless and unkl it is accompanied by a streamlined funding mechanism.

The Presidant’s FY 2015 Budget requests $395.4 milfion for the Department of Justice (DO} public
safety initTatives in Indisn Country {including $375.4 ralilion Iy discretionary funds and 520 miliion
from: tha Crima Victims Fund, a mandatery account]. This Is 2 $5.5 mblion Intreass compared to the
President’s TY 2014 DOJ reguest, and it demonstrates the Adminictralion’s continued commitment
te improving the criminal Justice systermn o triba! fands.

The Crime Victims Fund, administerad by the Office for Victims of Crime {OVT) within DO Office of
Justice Programs [DIP] includes the $20 million set-aside for tribal victim assistance within the
Crime Victims Fund, which was inftiated in FY 2014. The Crime Vickims Fund was inftially estaklished
ta address the need for victlm services programs, and to assist tribal, state, and local governments in
providing appropriaté services to their communities. The Fund 1s financed by callactions of fines,
nenalty assessments, and hond forfelturas from defendants convicted of federal crimes, but tnti
last yaar, tribes have only beon efighile to recelve 2 very smal porticn of the discretionary funding
fram tha Fumd, The tribal funding s requested as part of DVE's Vision 21 initintive, 4 stratepic
planning initiative based oo an 18-month national astessment by OFP thet systematically engaged
the trime victim edvacacy field and other skehaolder groups in assessing current and emerging
challenges and opportupities facing the field. The initiative feeuses on supplemental vietims senfices
and other victim-related programs and initiatives in areas like research, legal services, capacity
hujlding, national and internations| victim assistance, and-~af course—tribal assistance,

Similarto the President’s 2015 and 2014 requests, the Department again propaoses bilt language fora
7 pergant tibal set-asida from alf discretionary Gffice of Justics Pragrams to address indiao country
public safaty aad tribaf criminat justice needs. Under the FY 2015 regirast, the 7 parcent set-aside
totals zpproXimeately $102.8 million—:& sfight increase from fast year's request.

The President’s D04 budget requests 5233 million for the Office on Viclence Sgainst Women {DVW),
$46,1 million of which will be aimed at addressing the high victimizatian rates of Americzn Indian
and Alaska Native women for the crimes of domestic vinfence, sexual assault, dating viclenga, and
stalking on trinal lands. Of these funds, about $35.7 million is requested for dishursement through
the VAWA Grants to Indian Tribal Governments Program, while $6.2 million would be funneled to
tritat coalitions through the VAWA Tribal Coalitions Grants Program and $2.7 millina weuld go ta
tribes under VcWs Sexunl Assault Services Program. Alsa within thase OVW funds, the Prasident
hrs raquested that S500,000 he avaifable far an ndiar Cauntry Sexutal Assault Clearinghouse that
offers a one-stop shop for trikes *o request free on-site training and technical essistarce,
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This year's DOJ budget also requests a total of 1.6 million for the Office of Trihal Justice (QTI) to,
amangst other things, halp fund a total of six attorney pasitians In FY 20:45. This requast Is tdenthcal
to FY 2014, The requast for additional skaffing resources was made In recognition of the Increased
warktcad and duties of G73 staff in recent yzars, particufaty since the Tribal Law & Order Act of 2010
tablished Oflasap et component of the Depavtment. Hundreds of federal 6a3es, in
addition o other conflists needing resoiution are generated in Indien country each year, and 0T
serves as the primary point of contact Setween ail 556 federally recognized tribes 2nd DO on these
matters, Additionzlly, with the special domestic violence criminal jurisdiction {SDVCI) tribal
provisions of the Violence Against Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, OT) plays an tmportant role
in tmplerentation, OT) cogriinates thase complex matters, the underiying palicy, and gmerging
lzgislation between mara than a dazen DOJ campanents aetive In Indian country. A5 such, Ttis
imperative that OTJ has the necessary resources to sufficiently fulfill all of these obligations,

Additionaliy, the FY 2015 butlget request for tribes ender the Community Oriented Policing Services
{C02S] program to fund tribal iaw enforcement expenses is 325 millon, an incresse of 535 milkon
frum e FY 2014 reguested amount. This program provicies funding end rescurces Lo meet the
public safety needs of law enforcement and advance community policing ot tribal lands, The
Prasident’s FY 2015 increase brings the amount closar to his request in Y 2012 {which was closer to
$42 million}. These funds ars critical for the hiring and retentlon of tribal law enforcement officars.

NCA! racommends increosing funding of tribal low enfarcement progroms under the Department of
Justice’s Community Oriented Policing Services {COPS) Grants ta 552 million.

Since the creation of the COPS Office under the Vislent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of
3984, the COPS Dffice has swarded over 2,000 srants totaling more than 3400 riliion o tribad
nztions io nire more than 1,700 new or radaploved faw enfnrcement o¥irers, i has alsh heiped
tribes 0 obtaln necessary Iaw enforcement training, eouipment, vehicles, sad technology.14
Througt its Tribal Rescurces Grant Program and Tribat Methamphetamine Prograr and historical
programs and funding initiatives such as the Tribal Hiring Renewal Grant Program (THRGP), Tribal
Mental Health and Community Safety Inftlative, and the Tribal Court Pllot Pragram, the COPS Office
has taken a proactive approach toward addressing the negds of tribal nations and has become one
of the primary resourtas avafiable to tribaf law enforcement agencies attempting to develop and
maintain a fundamental policing infrastructurs and upgrade outdated equipment, Yet, thereisstilta
tremendous unmet nesed within tribal justice systems for more COPS funding. The COPS Offkce has
acknowiedged that due te imited rescurces, it has not been able to adeczuately fund tribe! fstice
systoms, pasticutarly in the srea of Misngfretaining tribal (aw enforcement oificers. i 2 raport
refeased in Decamber 2019, the: COPS Office desstibed s practice of Intermitiont funding 25
“probiematic,” especially "when refetring te hiring of oiicsrs,” Hiring more tribal police efftcers
shauld be a top priority for reasens of public safety. Indian Country urges Congress to significantly
Increzase funding for tribal lavws enforcement programs under the COPS program.

DOI's FY 2015 Budget Reguest for Indian Country programs is an increase over its FY 2044 numbers,
which Is particulzrly encauraging given the current hudget ¢limate in Washington, DC Morgavar,
BOY's requast provides tribes with mora fexibility in how they spend their DOJ grant dollars,
demonstrating the dustive Department’s cartinued commitmant to tribal seif-determingiion and the
improved administration of justice an Indian fands.
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Envirenmental Protection Agency

Although the President’s FY 2015 Budget requast far EPA is $7.89 billion, $310 million or nearly 4
percent below FY 2014 enacted funding of $8.2 billion, many of the tribal set asides recaived
increased funding. Recognizing tribes and states as the primary implementers of environmental
programs, the EPA continued funding its State and Tribal Asslstance Grants program, which accaunts
far the largest percentage of the EPA‘s budget raquest at over 33 percent. Further, tribes recelveda
substantial increase of approximately $31 milllon over FY 2014 enacted apprapriakions to the Tribal
General Assistance Program {GAP). These additional funds will assist tribes in capacity building and
promote protections for the environment and human health. NCAl supports the praposed increase
far the GAP program.

However, the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds, which provides low-interest
loars to tribes and states for new infrastructure impravemeants projects for drinking water and public
treatment systems saw a reduction in requested funding by $581 million frem the FY 2014 anacted
budget to 51.775 billion—%$1.018 hillion for Clean Water and $757 million for Drinking Water.

Prior to allotting DWSRF to states, the EPA will reserve up to 2 parcent, or 520 millien, whichever fs
greater, of appropriated funds for Indian tribes and Alasks Native Villages. These funds are awarded
elther dirzcily te tribes or, on behalf of tribes, to the Indian Health Service through interapency
fgreements.

EPA FY213 | FY2014 FY2015
{S In millions) Actual | Enacted | Reguest Fr5-FY14
Alaska Native Villages 9.5 10 10 0
Tribal Air Quality Management 12.3 12.8 12.8 Ja)
Tribal General Assistance Grants £G4 55.4 96.4 31
State and Tribal Assistance Grants 3,392 3,535 3,055 {530}
Clean Water Skate Revolving Fund 1422 | 1,823 1,018 {905)
Trittal Resources 18.6 29 30 1
Drinking \Water State Revelving Fund 927 1,302 757 (245}
Tribo! Resources 14.3 18.1 20 15
Climate Change/air Quality 9556 | 98385 1,031 481,

Tribal General Assistance Program (GAP} Grants

This reflects an increase in base funding available for GAP grants, which will: (1} increase the average
size of grants made to eliglblz tribes while providing tribes with a stranger foundation to bufld tribal
capacity; and (2} further the EPA’s partnership and callaboration with tribes te address a wider set of
program respansihilities and challenges. As the largest single source of the EPA’s funding to tribes,
the Tribal GAP grants assist tribes to establish the capacity to implement programs tc address
environmental and public health issues in Indian County. NCAl supports this propesed increase.

Department of Energy

Tribal lands contain abundant and largely underdeveloped cenventional and renewable energy
resources that hold great prornise for current and future generations of Native peoples. Even with
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this substantial potential, there are only two commercial-scale renewahle energy projects operating
in Indian Cauntry. In the conventional energy fiald, tribes hoast neatly a quarter of the nation’s on-
share oil and gas reserves and developable resources and one-third of the nation’s western low-
sulfur coal. The Three Affiliated Tribes of Morth Bakata celebrated a groundbreaking ceremany May
B, 2013, far their $450 million Thunder Butte Refinery.

Nevertheless, tribes and Native communities face not only many of the same challenges in
developing their energy resources and infrastructure that state and local governments and non-
Indian comemunities face but also additional challenges—including special laws, regulations, and
palicies that are completely unique to Indian Country and often to a specific tribe, as well as grossly
inadequate physical infrastructure, limited access to capital, and high workforce training and
development needs.

In additian, tribes need access ta the capacity and technical assistance pecessary to advance the
150-plus energy projects that they are currently moving into the develepment, financing, and
construction stzges.

Only a few nationwide tribal exarnples exist to extrapalate succassful renewable energy
development madels, and a report preduced by the National Renewahle Energy Lab (NREL DOE)
provides tribes with basic information regarding the development potential for renewable energy—
biomass, geothermal, hydroelectric, sclar, and wind—on tribal lands. It provides detailed renewable
enargy potential information by tribal territory and resources throughout the United States in order
to help tribes identify areas where development may be an option, and where tribal or private
investment in renewaie energy may assist in achieving a tribe’s economic development, energy
savings, or seli-sufficiency goals.

In FY 2015, the Office of Incian Energy Palicy and Programs [IE) would move out of the Departmental
Administration {DA) account and be established as a new stand-alone office, with a separate
appropriation under Erergy Pragrams. NCAI has been advacating for this and was pleased to see that
it may come ta fruition, Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy’s Tribal Energy Program and the
DA’s Bffice af Indian Energy Policy and Programs wauld be conselidated under the new IE
appropriation to promote alighment of the Department’s Indian energy palicies and financial
assistance programs, Consolidation will result in more efficient and effective administration and
management of Tribal activities and programs via a single program office,

There are two new initiatives for the Office of Indian Energy, Policy and Programs; the financial and
technical assistance for micra-grid projects and electrification infrastructure projects; and climate
mitigation and adaption for clean energy systems in Indian Country.

Additional resources are being directed into technical assistance and compaetitive grant programs for
tribes. Technical and financial assistance /s necessary ta help support clean energy developmant,
energy efficiency improvemants, electrification projects, and other greanhouse gas emissian
mitigation technalagles for tribes, including, but not limited to, fossil fuel eloctric gonerating plants
or peaking units that utilize carbon seguestration systems, and/or operate n conjunction with solar,
wind, or ather squrces af renewable energy. NCAl has consistently advocated cansolidating
pragrams under the Office of Indian Energy pursuant to the Energy Policy Act of 2005°s Title V.
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The Office of Indlan Energy Palicy & Programs would receive $2.5 million for FY 2015 and the Teibal
Energy Programs would receive $13.5 million for FY 2015, for a total of $16 million for the Office of
Ineiian Energy Policy & Programs.

FYi3 F¥is FYLS F¥iSve,

(Ralizss in thousands) Current | Enacted | Rewuest | FYid
Office Of Indlan Energy Policy and Programs

Office of indfan Energy Palicy and Programs {TE) [#] 1] 2,510 2,510

Qlfiee of Indian Energy Prolicy and Programs {DA) {non-add) 1,928 2,506 0 N/A

Tribal Energy Frogram ([E} o 4] 13,480 | 13480

Tribat Energy Program (EE)} Ingn-add] 9421 B, 995 "] N/A
Total, Office of Indfan Engrgy Polley and Programs i} 1] 16,000 | 16,000
Cepartnent of Agricubiure

Agriculture programs arg vitally importand to Native exonomies and are the ecopnomic buckbone of
move than 220 tribal communities, in fact, 35 percent of American indians and Afaska Natives live in
rural comrnunities. The Department of Agriculture {USHA) houses programs that braadly touch
avery aspect of Mative communities. USDA works with other related federal agencies and is & major
component of Indian Country’s econgmic, employment, and nutrition. Nearly 40 percent of Indian
Country's jnbs are dependent on agriculture. Federal funding for agriculture, ranching, subsistence
fishing and farmfng, consarvation, forestay, housing, water, troadband, and related activithes
thraugh USDA programs suust enhanced, These programs ganarate significant benefits for tribes,
rursl corxmunities, and the nation by promating economiz develapment, joh apportunities and
growth, coramunity revitalizatian, setfeufficiency, youth engagemant, and healthisr sating.

Eood Distritwtion Breqrans nn Indian Reservations (FRRRT: Troditiono! and Lovally Sreawn Foods —
Loco! Fund: NCAT recommends an lncrease to 55 milion,

The quality of food packapus needs to be dramatically improved ta help fight the health deficiencles
of Amarican Indians on taservations. Faads with lower fat, higher whole wheat, lawesr sodium and
sugar content are cruclal to improve nutetionzat guallty and lower high dlabates rates. For neatly a
cenfury, Tribes have been asking that more traditional Mative American foods be includad in the
FOPIR progeam. Finally, the 2008 Farm Bill established a "Troditiona! and Locally Graven Fend Fund®
that allows Fribal programs at the local ievel to administer @ smzll fund ta purchase feeds designatad
“traditional” to the: comtymnity or “locslly grawn” for inhusion into food packages, and supparis the
procurement of the foods by Native American farmers and ranchers. KCAI strongly supoorts Full
funding of this loca! fund, Congress recognized this issue by creating a demonstration in the 2014
Farm Bili for the incluston of traditional and locally grown fapids In FORIR. Funding is negded to make
sure that this important program and project get startad and that our Mative farmers, ranchers, and
praducers and tribes have the tanls necessary to be invnlved tn thase programs,
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USDA Secretary’s Office of Tribgl Affairs
MCA! recommends on fcresse to 51.5 milion,

The Office of Tribal Relatlons {OTR), Iocated within the Office of the Secretary, is a critical vaice for
agriculture In Indian Country with in USDA, especially since a vast majority of LISDA’s services and
programs effect and touch tribal lands and communities, Many times decisions and awareness, both
within the agency and within Indian Country are lacking. OTR serves a linchpin rele in expanding all
USDA program suppert throughout Indian Country, as well a5 ensuring that relevant programs and
policies are efficient, easy to understand, accessible, and develaped In consultatlon with the
American Indians and Alaskan Native constituents they impact. OTR is also responsible for
coordinating policy affecting Amerlcan Indians and Alaska Nativas across ather federal agencies and
throughout the USDA. Since it Is now a permanent affice under the Dffice of the Secratary and with
the plethora of new and improved programs for Native Americans in the 2014 Farm Bill, OTR neeads
to be funded at least 51.5 raillion.

Rura! Uiy Services
The FY 2014 budget for has been cut by nearly $3 billion dollars from FY 2012 and 2013 levels. The

additional funds in FY 2102 in FY 2013 that will not be available in FY 2014, will leave a2 noticzable
gap in services and development in many Native comraunities. USDA-RD began implementing
changes in 2012 designed to imprave access ko RUS funding for individuals living in Substantially
Undersarved Trust Areas {SUTA)—including Indian lands and lands owned by Alaska Native Regional
Carporations and Village Corporations —to improve basic services, including: water and waste
disposal, rural electrification and high-cost energy, telecommunications and broadband
infrastructure, and distance Jearning and telemedicine. The SUTA changes, autheorlzed by the 2008
Farm Bill {but not appropriated), will require additional funding for administration as well as for
programs and loen autherity within RUS. 1t Is imgortant that funding Is avallable now that accessis
improved,

Of special concern is the nead to malntaln funding for trihal set-asides for water, wastewater, and
solid waste management for Indian countty and Alaska Native villages, USDA"s Water and
Environmental Program {WEFP} provides a combination of leans, grants, and lean puarantees far
drinking water, sanitary sewer, solid waste, and storm drainage facilities in tribal and rural areas and
cities and tawns of 10,000 or less. WEP zlsa makes grants to non-profit organizatlons to provide
technical assfstance and training to assist rural communities with water, wastewatzr, and sofld waste
management. Last year, funding for WEP was substantially cut and only provided tribal-spacific
grants and loans of $22 million for tribes In the [ower 48 states and 523 million for Alaska Native
villages, equaling cuts of 526 million and $61 million respectively.

More than 12 percent of tribal homes lack access to safe drinking water and basic sanitation, which
is a rate more than 20 times the national average.™ For example, many Alaska Native villages must
transpart human waste in large containers to apen pit sewage lagoons. The federal government’s
failure to address this situation is unacceptable, especially in light of its trust ohligatian to tribal
nations, The existing federal budget does not make a significant dent in addressing this fundamental
deficit in quality of life far Native peoples and the FY 2013 cut to this budget makes it warse,
exposing Mative peoples and youth to unhealthy water and its subsagquent detdmental Impacts to
human health, economic development, and community marale.
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Federpliy-Recogmized Triiol Kxteqsion Progrart
MNCA! recommends increasing the Feceraliv-Recognized Tribal Extension Program [FITER} to 56
miltian.

The 1504 Extension Program is designed to complement, not dupicate, the Federslly-Recegnized
Tribe Extension Program iFRTER). ronicakly, the 1994 Institution: — tyibal collsges and unfversitias -
are the only mambers of the land grant system that are not elighle to compete for these grant
dollars. The 1994 Extension Program activities Include: outreach to at-risk youth; business skills
development for lacal agriculture entrepreneurs; Native plant restoration and herticulture projects;
environmental analysis and water guality projects; and nutrition projects aimed at adkdrassing health
disparities, such as high rates of dlabetes among Native populations. Eleven years ago, while the
1954 Extenslon Program suffeced & 13 percent cut in appropriated funding, the 1852 znd 1840
axtension programs were reduced by just 0.59 percent. In the vears since, the 1934 Extension
Pyograms has heen strisggling to recavar lost funds and opportunities. In FY 2013, the profirant was
cut 3 further 7.5 perceat by seguestration to just $3.984 mitlion, it is time that Congress adequately
invests in the extension programs benefling reservation communities. 1894 instiutons Research
Grants

Forestry

Indians are amung the largest owners of comtnercial farestry resources in the United States. Of the
totat 56 million acres of federal indian trust land, 16 millian acres are farest lands, within which 7.3
millian acres are destpnated for commercial forestry, The BiA astimates that these forests contaln 44
kitlion board feet of commercia! tmber with an aliowable cut of 1.02 bitlion feet gar year. in the
13803, these forests praduzed 5300 miilion ennually in stumpege revenue and provided the
equlvalent of over 12 CCO Ful-ttme, year-round jobs.

Increasingly, tribes are administzring and controlling these resources that the Departrnent of the
Interior halds in trust. Cammercial forestry on tribal lands is 2 key economic driver on aver 102
reservations and the surrounding communities acrass 23 states. For example, some of the [arger
farested tribes aperate the anly sawmills in their region and are major employers of not only their
own peaple, but of the non-tribal residents who live in ar near their communities, Addiionally,
several timher trlbas are engaging in biomass profects ta generate renewable energy arl jobs for
trihal people 2nd the surrounding community.

At presant, there §s at Jesst 2 ane wiifon scre bacidog in forestry management on federat Indian
trust Jarsdd, Tribal and U5 forest Service {USFS) forests share 2,100 miles of common boundarfes.
Combinirg sound business practices, traditional ecologivs| knowledge, modern technigues, and an
inherent respect for the land, many trihes engage in superb sustainabis forestry management
practices that are recognized as innovative national [and internationaf) models. Indian trust forests
are significantly more productive, generating on a per-acre hasks ebaut 250 percent of the harvest
produced by comparable USFS lands, These tribal achievernents and initiatives demonstrate high
return on federal dollars, which tribes accomplish in profoundly inequitable circumstancas.

Daspite the federal tryst rosponsibility to sustain trest fand and resources for the benefit of
frundregs of thousands of tribal residents and their governments, natural rasource-related progrsms
sdtinye to be yoderdfunded—for below the funding lavels necessary to Rl the feders] fiduciary
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responstbillty to protect the health and productivity of the trust corpus. Historically, tribal forests an
a per acre basis have received about cne-third of the funding provided to farests managad by the US
Forest Service. Independent studies by nationally-recognized forestry experts in 1953 and 2003
documented BIA Forastry per-acre management funding Ts less than half of that of the National
Forest Systern.

In an era where federal funding commitments must demonstrate high return and accountability for
administering trust programs, tribal forests and thelr management are strong and essantlal
Investrmnents,

‘The third Indian Forest Management Assessment states™:

During the development of the Mational Indian Forest Resources Management Act {NIFRMA)
in 1981, Congress declared that the United States has a trust responsibility toward indian
forest lands, and that federal investment in Indian forest management is significantly below
the level of investment In Forest Service, Burzau of Land Management, or private forest land
management (25 USC Sec, 3111}, We find thal the federal gavernment continues to
inadequately fulfill its trust abligations to Indian forestry, This is evidenced by the fact that
funding and staffing levels are lower now than at the time of IFMAT- and well below those of
comparable public and private programs.

NCAI supports the IFMAT-II recommendations that Indian forestry funding be increased by &
minirnum of $112.7 milllen per year, including an Increase In annual base level funding by $100
mifllan to 5254 million—the amount estimated nacessary for a level of forast stewardship and
timber preduction that wauld be consistent with Indian goals; and $12.7 million to support
education and professional tralning.

Conclusion
NECAI respectfully requests that these recommendations be included in the appropriations pracess

and looks farward to working with this committee to ensure the trust responsibility is upheld in the
Ff 2015 budpet.
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Appendix A
Bif, BIE By Activisy, Sub-actlviy fém;: Fr2ois | evaord | Pvaois | chenge | ma- :fg:
loalars in thowsards) seg Actgal Enetted Request —F¥1s ig pre-seq
Ald To Teitel 23,662 28,167 23529 24,624 -1, 225 i, 2% -f'.?.ﬂi‘
Comsshidated Tribel Sov. Frogam 37280 73,266 VAL T4 1.73% 23k <5k
52 Corpacs, 157935 | 149,877 |  A26B1 | 158,767 |  GEBE L  3o% |  oom
Contrack support 218,771 EREREE] 24114 246,009 000 1% 1349
Indlgn Sel[-Determination Fund 1995 1885 5.000 S.002 o 0% | 150.5%
Hew Tribes 313 203 163 463 i L.0% 43.9%
Emall and Needy 1943 1,845 B35 1,845 4] ) -5,
Read Malntenance 25,403 24,123 24,503 24,461 158 7R -3.7%
Tribal Geve Pem Qversighl 8,494 2.066 a.1z8 8,141 820, .0%% -1.7%
Subtatal, Tribal Gavarnment 521,786 495,485 535082 545,679 | 10,507 2.0% 3.6%
Sarlai Senvices 24,219 31404 345,763 ALETE 5208 14,04 18.4%
Waifare Astistance Mt 70,878 74,809 74,833 7 0.0% 3%
Indlan Child Waifare dct 10536 5,095 U0 15433 4,033 G415 45.6%
Habslng imarcvement Frogam 13,5¥¢ iLE43 X 5008 E 0i% -35.3%
Haman Services Tribal Design 436,437 F34 #11 307 4 LE% -5.0%
| Human Services Pern Gversight Rt} 2054 3055 3,105 20 Lk -15%
| Subtatal, Human Servires 135,615 178,779 132,778 102,634 EXEH 7,435 5,29
Natural Resources 5,201 4,030 5,165 5,089 7E BT -2.2%
Irvigation Gps and Malntenante 11,823 13,322 11,32 11,353 17 1.1% -1.7%
| Pights Prataction Implementation 31,000 23,437 35297 35,420 123 0.3% 14.3%
THIC Program 9,709 5,220 9,230 4,044 14 0,23 -4 8%
Endangered Specics 1,232 1,170 1673 2,575 2 1% I171%
Cnap Landscape Canzervation 957 546 5,942 8,248 1 10 23980
Intagratad Rosawrce Iafy Program 2442 A 1,895 2385 2400 [ 0015 0.1%
Ay & Penge 25,553 27 A% 33555 ENED] B[ i 5.3%
Farasivy 45953 41,742 ANTES 45,835 -LE4G <380 A%
WeterResourses 0] 0,653 3588 35533 10,287 e L -2.3% 2.0%
Fish, WhHadBie and Patks 11,354 IR 7E2 18,525 15,577 <245 -1,8% 188%
Resourcs hemk P Cversight £002 5700 5925 6038 32 0,55 3%
| Total, Trust-NR 161,529 154,337 184,295 184,012 283 | 2% 13.2%
Trust Services 1604 15,235 15,303 15,150 -82 ~1.0% -G89
Navajo-Hopi Settlement Propratn 3,183 1,128 1,433 1,147 1z i1% -3A%
Probate 12,502 11,966 11953 12,043 i L£% -44%
Land Title and Recards Offices 14,309 13,568 13.732 12,891 158 2% -1.9%
feal Estate Services 37331 25,449 AGAGE 36,435 -5 A% -2A4%
Lang Racords Impravament E,757 5,416 H305 €436 13 0.2% -4, 8%
Environmental Tustiny 16346 1553F 15,823 15,544 21 3.1% EET
Alaskan Heive frogmms 1023 S7L 1002 1,032 g G.8% -1
Righte Protassion 0,785 8,252 '«:ﬁi 11,353 pr 0.2% 9.‘3?9_&'
Frust - Beal Estete Servioas Dversight 13,5938 313335 230 13443 133 1.8% ~3.5%
Jotad, Teust-Real Extate Senvicey 138334 123,762 125,763 137,002 344 0.2% -2.6%
Law Enforcement 313451 303,351 325,898 327,258 1E00 5% 2.5%
Tribal Caurts 24,646 23,404 A3241 23,280 38 0.2% -5.55%
Fira Prolectlon EED.713 BAT 1477 1274 137 148,25 A4.7H
Total, Public Safety and Justize 344,981 323,502 asp0ia 351,850 1,836 0.5% 2.0%
Iob Placement and Tralking 11,502 e 10420 11453 543 5.0% -0.3%
Ecanomle Development 1357 2247 1713 LB 7 1.4% -27.9%
Minerals and Mining 18,545 12610 A6 20,513 148 7% 11.1%
Community Davel Qrersight 2303 2193 3,203 2,215 11 5% A%
Tord, ComtruntthySxonamic Huy ag,722 32572 25,30 35,596 bY¥E A% A%
Exzc Xt and Admin Senilces, 238044 225800 215,383 258,755 357 LB% -3.8%

BE
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1A, BIE By Actlvty, Sub-activity :Y;Dl:: Fyiois FY2014 FV2015 Change %h- :ii
[Dcllars in thawsands) s'eq Acteal Enacterd Aequast —Fild Frid pre-:
Elam & SncProprams (fuwd) 513,808 453,301 518,318 520,755 1,437 0.5% a
Blamentary and See Pragrams 122,501 116,326 11e402 115,195 793 0.7% -2
Past Sec Programs {fwd] 63,394 64,47 69,793 B&,783 1] 0.0% 2
Past Secandary Pragrams 51,855 58,832 51,387 64,182 2,295 3.7% E]
Education Mansgement 21,334 30,258 20,354 20,464 phli) 0.5% -4
Subtotal, Indian Education 794,092 754,064 78R, 759 F94.3689 5,635 0% Q
TOTAL. OIP Approgriation 2,363,002 | 2,243,891 2,278,763 | 2412,59§ 33,832 1.4% 2
CONSTRUCTION

Education Construction 5074 Lrril 5E.285 55,533 248 0.4% 5
Publiz Safcay and Justize 11,283 11,243 11,306 131,303 0 0.0% 0.
Resources Memt Construcilon IL.657 32,607 3,758 34,427 1,508 S1% 5
Other Progrem Construction 3.979 3,373 10,774 8,642 -2,131 | -19.8% -3,
TOTAL, Construction 135,698 105,698 115,124 109,908 -216 0.2% N

! Mationz | Congress of American lndlans, [Panuery 2014). Fiscal year 2015 Indlan Country Budgat Raquests: An honarabla budget

for Indian country. Washington, DC: Authorn,

"US Comrmission on Clull Rights. {2003). A qulat crlses: Fedaral funding and unmet needs In indion Country. Retrdaved on Januaty

10, 2014, from wwwe.userr.zov/pabsnad7 03/ na0204.pdf

Miadian Law & Crdar € I55i0m, [ ber 2012). A roodmap for muking Notive Amrerica sofer: Report to the Prestdent &

Langrazs of the United Stoter, Executive Sommary, p. :ox. Fetrieved on January 140, 2014, (rom www.alse usla,

edvfitoc/repart/Ales/A_Roadmap_For_Making Natlve_ America_Safer-Full.pdf.

¥ Natlonal Tribal Budget Formaulation Weoskgroup, Ereating o fegocy of honor and trust: Striving for beplth pority for olf

American Indipns end Alaska Notives, Recommendations on the fadian Heolth Service Fiscal Yeor 2015 Budget, (Maoy 2013).

YWashington, DC: Netlenal Indian Health Baard. Retrdeved on January 10, 2014, from wwwalhlorg/decs /071120037

FY#%202015%201H55620budge 155201ul %20 report_ANALpdF.

¥ Alliance for Exceltent Education. (2011}, Edveation and the ecanomy: Boasting the nations y By impravag high schoal
i rates anong studenls of coler and Netive students, n. p, Retreved an Jonuany 10, 2004, from allded.orgfwp-

cantentfuploadsf2011/05/EdEconBrief_sehzoc.pdf.

o Austin, A, (Decormber 17, 2013). Motive Amerfcons and jois: The chollenge ond the promie. ‘Washington, DC; Economlc

Policy institute. Retrieved on January 10, 2014, from s3.epl. arg#iles/2013/HATIVE-AMERICANS- AN D-[QRS-The-

Chall and-the-Pramiee.pof,

'"hi‘tg:!fu\mv,du]ﬂw udpatfupload /R 203 48atve Amedcan Crosseut. pdF

" Indian Health Service budget narrative and recommendstions found In this section were adaptad fram the [ndian

Health Sarvice Budpet \Workeroup's FYZ015 Budget Racomimendotions.

“ HIl, R. 8. {2008}, Ar enalysts of roziolfethnle disprepartiomelity end disparity at tha motional, state, ond counly fevels, Seattle,

Wa: Casey Famlly Programs, Casay-CSSP Alllance Far Raclal Equity in Child Walfare, Race Matters Consorfium Wastar.

*Wolfe, 8. L. & Haveman, R. H. {lune 2002}, Socfal and nanmarket benefits from education in an advanced

economy. Conference Series; [Proceedings], Federal Reserve Bank of Boston, val, 47: 97-142,

“ Natlonal Congress of American Indians. [January 2014} Fiscal year 2015 Indian Country Budget Requests: An honorable budge

for Indian country. Washington, DC; Author. hittpe//wenw. nealorg/0Ca1 2014 Budeet Request Educelion,pdf

* LS Department of Justice. {November 2013). Proposed staterment of principles for warking with fedarally recognized Indlan

tribes, p. 2. Aetriaved on January 10, 2014, from www,Justice gov/tribalfdocs/stale ment-of-principlas-for- working-with-

tribes.pdf

i VS Envlranmental Protection Agency. (April 2010), FY2011 Natlonal Water Program Guidance. Washlagton, DC: Authar.

Retrievad on lanuary 8, 2013, from hitp:ffwww.cpa.govitpfpdifinlra-task-force-progress. pdf.

# hitp Ltenct.orgffile_dewnloadfs = N ™




60

. Figure 2: Percentage of Population In Poverty
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Figure 3: Employment Rates
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Figure 4: Reduction in Violent Crime at HPPG Reservations
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Figure: DO Bureaus, % Change in Total Budget Authority
FY 2014 Enacted to FY 2015 Budget Request
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Budget Increases for the 6 Largest Interior Agencies Fy 2004 to Fy 2015 (President’s Budget Ilequesﬂ
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The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Payment.
Mr. Joseph, you are up.
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STATEMENT OF HON. ANDREW JOSEPH, JR., MEMBER-AT-
LARGE/PORTLAND AREA REPRESENTATIVE, NATIONAL
INDIAN HEALTH BOARD:; CHAIR, NORTHWEST
PORTLAND AREA INDIAN HEALTH BOARD

Mr. JOSEPH. Good afternoon, Chairman Tester.

I thank you for holding this important hearing on the fiscal year
2015 budget.

On behalf of the National Indian Health Board and the 566 fed-
erally-recognized tribes we serve, I submit this testimony.

My name is Andrew Joseph, Jr. I am an at-large executive com-
mittee member of the National Indian Health Board. I also serve
as the Chair of the Northwest Portland Area Indian Health Board
and as tribal co-chair to the National Tribal Budget Work Formula-
tion Work Group.

First, I would like to thank the Committee for the work it has
done to advance health care priorities for our people. In fact, due
to the help of many members of this Committee, we were able to
change the mind of the Administration on contract support costs.
For this and all you have done and continue to do for the first peo-
ple of this country, thank you.

Despite important changes in health care funding we have
achieved over the last several years, we still experience many dis-
parities. I look back home to my tribe and see us burying too many
people. It is tough to be here at meetings in Washington and see
three or four of our people have passed by the time I get home.
This has to stop. The Federal Government has not fulfilled its
promise and our people continue to suffer.

Considering the level of funding appropriated to IHS, these sta-
tistics are not surprising. In 2013, the IHS per capita expenditure
for patient health services was $2,800 compared to almost $8,000
per person for health care spending nationally. The first people of
this Nation should not be last when it comes to help. Let’s change
that now.

For fiscal year 2015, NIHB echoes the recommendations for the
Tribal Budget Formulation Work Group and recommends $5.3 bil-
lion for THS overall. This request would allow the funding of cur-
rent services and include program expansion increases in several
key areas including Purchased/Referred Care hospitals and clinics,
mental health, alcohol and substance abuse.

These programs represent the core of IHS work and areas of
most critical need to our people. You will see in NIHB’s written tes-
timony greater details about each priority.

We also ask that sequestration cuts from fiscal years 2013 and
2014 be fully restored. Congress did not provide enough funding to
fund contract support costs and restore the sequestration or pro-
vide increases in the other crucial service areas. Some accounts
even received cuts beyond the fiscal year 2013 sequestration level
in fiscal 2014. This, combined with medical inflation and additional
staffing costs has not really allowed these budgets to move forward.
We are once again losing ground in addressing health disparities
suffered by our people.

I would also like to support several policy changes that would en-
able our THS budget to be used in a better way. NIHB strongly
supports Medicare-like rates for IHS Purchase/Referred Care. In
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2003, Congress enacted legislation to require hospital providers to
only pay Medicare-like rates when billing THS through the Pur-
chase/Referred Care Program, but non-hospital providers do not
have this requirement.

We also echo the recommendation of the GAO who said that re-
imbursements for providers should be capped at Medicare-like
rates.

Advance appropriations for IHS would allow tribally operated
IHS programs to know what kind of funding they have a year in
advance. This would mean that we could not only save the admin-
istration cost but would also be able to provide a better compen-
dium of care for our people.

Finally, we support the immediate renewal of the Special Diabe-
tes Program for Indians. This is saving lives and taxpayer dollars
and must be renewed now.

You will see additional policy recommendations detailed in our
written testimony. Thank you again for this opportunity to testify
before the Committee today and for all the work you do to support
Indian health.

I am happy to answer any questions you might have.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Joseph follows:]

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. ANDREW JOSEPH, JR., MEMBER-AT-LARGE/PORTLAND
AREA REPRESENTATIVE, NATIONAL INDIAN HEALTH BOARD; CHAIR, NORTHWEST
PORTLAND AREA INDIAN HEALTH BOARD

Chairman Tester, Vice Chairman Barrasso, and Members of the Committee,
thank you for holding this important hearing on the FY 2015 President’s Budget
Request. On behalf of the National Indian Health Board and the 566 federally-rec-
ognized Tribes we serve, I submit this testimony.

First, I would like to start by thanking the members of this committee for their
dogged determination in advocating for the rights of American Indian and Alaska
Native (AI/AN) peoples. Consistently, this committee has been willing and ready to
stand up for the trust obligations the Federal Government has toward American In-
dians and Alaska Natives. The United States assumed this responsibility through
a series of treaties with Tribes, exchanging compensation and benefits for Tribal
land and peace. The Snyder Act of 1921 (25 USC 13) legislatively affirmed this trust
responsibility. To facilitate upholding its responsibility, the Federal Government cre-
ated the Indian Health Service (IHS) and tasked the agency with providing health
services to AI/ANs. Since its creation in 1955, IHS has worked to fulfill the federal
promise to provide health care to Native people.

In passing the Affordable Care Act, Congress also reauthorized and made perma-
nent the Indian Health Care Improvement Act (IHCIA). In renewing the IHCIA,
Congress reaffirmed the duty of the Federal Government to American Indians and
Alaska Natives, declaring that “it is the policy of this Nation, in fulfillment of its
special trust responsibilities and legal obligations to Indians—to ensure the highest
possible health status for Indians and urban Indians and to provide all resources
necessary to effect that policy.”

Health Discrepancies for American Indians and Alaska Natives

Despite these promises, the health of AI/ANs continues to fall far short of the
health status of all other Americans. The AI/AN life expectancy is 4.1 years less
than the rate for the U.S. all races population. AI/ANs suffer disproportionally from
a variety of diseases. According to IHS data from 2005-2007, AI/AN people die at
higher rates than other Americans from alcoholism (552 percent higher), diabetes
(182 percent higher), unintentional injuries (138 percent higher), homicide (83 per-
cent higher) and suicide (74 percent higher). Additionally, AI/ANs suffer from higher
mortality rates from cervical cancer (1.2 times higher); pneumonia/influenza (1.4
times higher); and maternal deaths (1.4 times higher).

Devastating health risks from historical trauma, poverty and a lack of adequate
treatment resources also continue to plague Tribal communities. According to THS
data, 39 percent of AI/AN women experience intimate partner violence, which is the
highest rate of any ethnic group in the United States. One in three women in AI/
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AN communities will be sexually assaulted in her lifetime. AI/ANs suffer at higher
rates from psychological distress; feelings of sadness, hopelessness and worthless-
ness; feelings of nervousness or restlessness and suicide. Additionally, public health
risks due to alcohol and substance abuse are sadly widespread in many Tribal com-
munities, leading to other health disparities such as poverty, mental illness, and in-
creased mortality from liver disease, unintentional injuries and suicide. Dental
health concerns also continue to affect AI/ANs at higher rates than other Ameri-
cans. Ninety percent of AI/AN children suffer from dental caries by the age of eight,
compared with 50 percent for the same age in the US all races population. Our chil-
dren ages 2 to 5 have an average of six decayed teeth, when children in the U.S.
all races population have only one.

Clearly, more must be done to alleviate these health risks for our people and to
fulfill the trust obligations to AI/ANs. When considering the level of funding appro-
priated to IHS, these statistics are not surprising. In 2013, the IHS per capita ex-
penditures for patient health services were just $2,849, compared to $7,717 per per-
son for health care spending nationally. Despite the historic increases that Congress
has given to the IHS budget over the last several years, funding discrepancies un-
ambiguously remain. The First People of this nation should not be last when it
comes to health. Let’s change that now.
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Sequestration in FY 2013 and the FY 2014 Budget

As the Committee is well aware, the THS budget lost $220 million due to seques-
tration in FY 2013. This, combined with the two week long government shutdown
at the start of FY 2014 was devastating many Tribal health programs. Many sites
cut patient visits, furloughed staff and delayed or denied needed medical proce-
dures. The tragedy of sequestration in Indian Country was a clear denial of the fed-
eral trust responsibility to Tribes and our communities became, yet again, an unfor-
tunate victim of unrelated political battles in Washington. As then Senate Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs Chairwoman Maria Cantwell stated on November 14, 2013,
“Our country’s financial troubles are not really stemming from our obligations to In-
dian Country, and frankly, we’re not doing a good job in fulfilling those obligations.”

The Congress, in the FY 2014 budget did make a commitment to replace some
of the funding lost due to sequestration in the previous year. However, due to prior-
ities outlined by Congress and the rightful funding of Contract Support Costs, the
THS was not able to alleviate sequestration across most accounts and provided only
nominal increases for those where the funding was restored. Some accounts even
received cuts beyond the FY 2013 sequestration level in FY 2014. This, combined
with medical inflation and additional staffing costs, have not really allowed these
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budgets to move forward. Despite receiving these urgently needed increases, we are
once again losing ground in addressing health disparities suffered by our people.

For FY 2015, Congress, at a bare minimum must truly restore these sequestration
cuts, and adjust for inflation and population growth. Otherwise, our people will con-
tinue to experience some of the worst health disparities in the nation and continue
to experience loss of lives due to sequestration cuts. To that end, Tribes also request
that Congress enact legislation to exempt IHS and all programs serving Indian
Country from any future sequestration. While discretionary spending is not facing
sequestration in FY 2015, we urge this committee to continue to advocate with your
colleagues in Congress to create a permanent, full exemption from sequestration, as
well as rescissions, for Tribal programs for FY 2016 and beyond.

FY 2015 President’s Budget Request

NIHB echoes the recommendations of the Tribal Budget Formulation Workgroup
for FY 2015. The Tribal Budget request continues to be full funding of the Total
Tribal Needs base budget of 28.7 Billion dollars over a 12 year period. This includes
amounts for personal health services, wrap-around community health services and
facility capital investments. However, for FY 2015, Tribes request total funding
amount of $5.3 billion. This request would enable the funding of current services
and include program expansion increases in several key areas including purchased/
referred care; hospitals and clinics; mental health and alcohol and substance abuse.

The NIHB and Tribes believe that the President’s FY 2015 request a positive step
forward for Indian Country. The President’s overall proposal restores the cuts
caused by sequestration and the cuts made in the FY 2014 IHS operating plan.
NIHB commends the Administration for including a $63 million increase to account
for medical inflation and an additional $2.6 million for pay cost increases at both
the IHS and Tribal level. However, other challenges still remain in the federal budg-
et, such as a long-term solution on Contract Support Costs when a long-term com-
mitment is required; increased funding for Purchased/Referred Care (formerly Con-
tract Health Services); increase for Mental Health care, screenings and services; and
alcohol and substance abuse.

Contract Support Costs

Importantly, the FY 2015 budget request also fully funds Contract Support Costs
(CSC) in accordance with the U.S. Supreme Court decision in Salazar v. Ramah
Navajo Chapter. The request includes a $30 million increase in order to fund the
increases requested for the IHS in FY 2015. This represents a historic shift in a
decades-long battle. As you recall, in FY 2014, the Administration proposed capping
CSC for individual contracts, which Indian Country unanimously pointed out was
a violation of both the federal trust responsibility and the principles of Ramah deci-
sion. Congress rejected this proposal in FY 2014 and provided a pathway for the
Administration to fund CSC in FY 2014. NIHB would like to again, thank this com-
mittee for the work it did to not only elevate the issue, but also to change the posi-
tion of the Administration.

However, as noted above, this CSC funding obligation should not have been
achieved at the expense of other Tribal programs. It is unfair to force Tribes to
choose between increased services and funding of costs already owed to us to oper-
ate our programs. Funding CSC at the expense of other direct services is a continu-
ation of the injustice, and is simply “robbing Peter to pay Paul.” The increases pro-
vided in the FY 2014 budget to fund CSC only restored obligations to the Federal
Government has already made to Tribes, and did not provide a true increase to the
overall budget in terms of real health dollars.

NIHB is encouraged by statements that the Administration recently made that
it wants to continue to find a long-term solution for funding CSC. We urge Congress
and the Administration to work together with Tribes in order to ensure that funding
for CSC can be maintained without making sacrifices to other areas of the budget.

Purchased/Referred Care

Over the last several years both Congress and the Administration have heard the
call of Tribes to increase funding for Purchased/Referred Care (PRC) (formerly
called Contract Health Services). Purchased/Referred Care dollars fund for IHS pa-
tients health care services that cannot be directly provided by an IHS or Tribal
health facility. These dollars have historically been so scarce that many health pro-
grams run out of funding by June 1 of the fiscal year. This dearth of funding creates
an emergency “life or limb” scenario (Priority I) where an amputation will be paid
for when the preventative care that could prevent the amputation will not—or
where painkillers will be paid for when orthopedic surgery is needed. This has to
stop. Tribes are grateful that since FY 2009 PRC has increased by $244.1 million,
or 38 percent. Before sequestration, some clinics were actually able to start treating
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cases that were nonlife threatening (Priority II). In FY 2015, the President’s request
includes an $18 million increase for PRC. However, funding is so short for this pro-
gram that Tribes have requested $1.1 billion for PRC in FY 2015, which is $22 mil-
lion above the FY 2014 enacted level and $17 million above the FY 2015 request.
At current levels (and especially after sequestration), the IHS budget typically only
covers Priority I or “Life or Limb” referrals. Through lack of funding and de-
prioritizing preventative opportunities, this cycle creates increased costs for needed
health care by increasing costs to the Purchased/Referred Care programs specifi-
cally, and to the THS health delivery system overall.

Medicare Like Rates for PRC

In addition to providing additional funding for PRC, one common-sense solution
to enable these funds to go further is for Congress to enact legislation that would
require that PRC reimbursements to nonhospital providers are made at “Medicare
Like Rates.” In 2003, Congress amended the Medicare law to authorize the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services to establish a rate cap on the amount hos-
pitals may charge IHS and Tribal health programs for care purchased from hos-
pitals under the PRC program. However, hospital services represent only a fraction
of the services provided through the PRC system. The IHS PRC program may be
the only Federal Government entity that does so; neither the Veterans’ Administra-
tion nor the Department of Defense pay full billed charges for health care from out-
side providers.

On April 11, 2013, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) issued a report
that concluded “Congress should consider imposing a cap on payments for physician
and other nonhospital services made through IHS’s CHS program that is consistent
with the rate paid by other federal agencies.” We agree: these savings would result
in THS being able to provide approximately 253,000 additional physician services
annually. This number will even be greater when you consider Tribally-run pro-
grams, which means that total savings are more likely to be around $100 million
annually. NIHB and Tribes encourage Congress to swiftly enact the legislative
change to make PRC subject to Medicare Like Rates.

Hospitals and Clinics

In FY 2015, Tribes request $2.1 billion for Hospitals and Clinics (H&C) in order
to better provide health services for 2.1 million AI/ANs. This represents an increase
of $297 million, or 16 percent over the FY 2014 enacted level. H&C includes medical
and surgical inpatient care, routine and emergency ambulatory care, and other med-
ical support services. H&C funds also support community health initiatives tar-
geting health conditions disproportionately affecting AI/ANs, such as specialized
programs for diabetes, maternal and child health, women’s health, and elder health.

The services provided by H&C are constantly being challenged by many factors
including inflation, population growth and an increased rates of chronic diseases.
Additionally, THS/Tribal/Urban-managed facilities often have great difficulty in re-
cruiting and retaining medical staff meaning due to remote locations and funding
difficulties. If the health status of AI/ANs is ever going to improve, Congress must
prioritize this core program now.

Mental Health

For FY 2015, NIHB recommends $130 million for mental health services. This
represents a $52.7 million increase over the FY 2014 enacted level. As noted above,
American Indians and Alaska Natives suffer from a high incidence of mental health
disorder, illnesses and suicide rates; in fact, suicide is the second leading cause of
death for AI/AN children and youth. Failure to treat mental health conditions and
providing appropriate and timely interventions and care, effectively results in com-
munity-wide public health risks both on and off reservations for AI/ANs. For exam-
ple, the Navajo Area suicide rate that is four times greater than the US all races
rate for youth aged 5-14. In 2010, in one town with a population of only 8,000, there
were 15 suicides. Sadly, many communities throughout Indian Country also experi-
ence this tragic story. The trauma and emotional injury stemming from a suicide
in Tribal communities impacts elders, mothers and fathers, sons and daughters,
friends and destabilizes the cultural and community fabric of our Nations. Our
young people in Indian Country often experience a life filled with a variety of social
problems such as substance abuse and poverty, and envision a future without prom-
ise or hope for a better life. For the sake of the next Seven Generations, we must
all Jvork together to find a serious, comprehensive solution to end this disturbing
epidemic.

Treating these issues among AI/ANs must utilize a comprehensive approach that
targets early intervention and engages all aspects of life. Services that THS cur-
rently provides, when resources are available, include comprehensive outpatient
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mental health treatment, crisis response services, prevention programming, collabo-
rative treatment planning with alcohol and substance abuse treatment providers,
group therapies, and traditional healing methodologies, in addition to other evi-
dence-based approaches to mental health treatment. Overall, these solutions are
more reactive than they are proactive. Services generally not available at THS or
Tribally-operated facilities, but instead must be procured through third party con-
tracts, include inpatient and residential treatment services, group homes, and inde-
pendent living centers.

One of the most critical problems Tribal communities face is the recruitment and
retention of qualified fulltime psychiatrists and psychiatric nurse practitioners. This
is one of the many reasons NIHB supports a legislative fix that would enable THS
Student Loan Repayment Program and Health Professions Scholarship Program to
have tax exempt status. It would enable THS to fund an addition 105 new repay-
ment awards to combat the 1,550 vacancies for health care professionals in the THS
system. In the House of Representatives (H.R. 3391), bipartisan legislation has been
introduced to address this concern. We urge the members of this committee to intro-
duce a Senate companion bill to H.R. 3391 and swiftly pass it out of committee.

NIHB also urges this committee to seriously investigate the contributing factors
to mental health and work with Tribes, federal agencies and other stakeholders to
find a real solution to this difficult problem.

Alcohol and Substance Abuse

Closely linked with mental health issues are chronic problems stemming not only
from historical trauma, but from emotional injuries related to domestic violence as
well as alcohol and substance abuse in Tribal communities. As mentioned above, AI/
ANs are consistently overrepresented in statistics relating to alcohol and substance
abuse disorders, leading to widespread health issues for individuals, families and
even entire communities.

For FY 2015, we recommend $236 million for Alcohol and Substance Abuse, or
$50 million above the FY 2014 enacted level and $43 million above the FY 2015
President’s request. THS programs and Tribally operated alcohol and substance
abuse programs employ a variety of treatment modalities consistent with evidenced-
based approaches to address substance abuse disorders and addictions through indi-
vidual and group counseling, peer support, and inpatient and residential placement.
However, it is essential that treatment approaches also include traditional healing
techniques designed to improve outcomes and to tie services provided back to valu-
able cultural practices and the individual AI/AN’s spiritual journey.

THS funding supports the operation of adult and youth residential facilities and
placement contracts with third party agencies, but limited funding often results in
placement decisions based on the availability of alternate resources and the pro-
viders’ clinical recommendations. IHS-funded alcohol and substance abuse programs
continue to focus on integrating primary care, mental health and substance abuse
services, and the exploration and development of partnerships and alliances with
other community stakeholders.

Again, treatment for alcohol and substance abuse must be approached from a
community-wide perspective and integrate not only health programs, but also Tribal
justice, and education initiatives. Communities in Indian Country experience these
tragic issues due to a large and complex list of contributing factors, so approaches
to solve these problems must also address all aspects of society.

Fund THCIA New Authorities

The adoption of the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (ACA) (P.L. 110-
148) in 2010 was historic for Tribes in many ways. Most importantly, it renewed
the Indian Health Care Improvement Act (IHCIA). The effort to renew ITHCIA took
10 years and represents a true victory for Indian health. The Act updates and mod-
ernizes health delivery services, such as cancer screenings, home and community
based services and long-term care for the elderly and disabled. It also establishes
a continuum of care through integrated behavioral health programs (both preven-
tion and treatment) to address alcohol/substance abuse problems and the social
service and mental health needs of Indian people.

However, many of these provisions remain unfunded, which again, represents an-
other failure to follow through on promises to our people. All provisions of the
THCIA are critcal to advancing the health care of American Indian and Alaska Na-
tive people and should be implemented immediately. Adequate funding for the im-
plementation of these long awaited provisions is needed now. Tribes recommend
funding of $300 million in order to fully implement IHCIA in FY 2015.
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Definition of Indian in the Affordable Act

As NIHB testified previously, we urge Congress to enact a legislative “fix” for the
Definition of Indian in the Affordable Care Act. The “Definitions of Indian” in the
ACA are not consistent with the definitions already used by the Indian Health Serv-
ice (IHS), Medicaid and the Children’s Health Insurance Plan (CHIP) for services
provided to American Indians and Alaska Natives. The ACA definitions, which cur-
rently require that a person is a member of a federally recognized Tribe or an Alas-
ka Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) corporation, are narrower than those
used by IHS, Medicaid and CHIP, thereby excluding a sizeable population of AI/ANs
that the ACA was intended to benefit and protect. Unless the definition of Indian
in the ACA is changed, many AI/ANs will not be eligible for the special protections
and benefits intended for them in the law.

NIHB requests that the committee use all methods at its disposal to resolve this
issue. On October 16, 2013, Senator Mark Begich (D-AK) introduced S. 1575 which
would address this issue. NIHB encourages the committee to swiftly consider and
favorably report S. 1575 to ensure that all AI/ANs are eligible for the benefits in-
tended for them in the ACA.

Other Policy Recommendations

The Administration’s FY 2015 Budget Request Contains three legislative policy
provisions: (1) Provide Tax Exempt Status for the Indian Health Service Health Pro-
fessions Scholarship Program and the Health Professions Loan Repayment Program,;
(2) Renew the Special Diabetes Program for Indians at $150 million for three years.
NIHB supports these legislative priorities, in addition to Advance Appropriations for
the Indian Health Service.

Renewal of the Special Diabetes Program for Indians

As part of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, Congress established the Special Dia-
betes Program for Indians (SDPI) to address the growing epidemic of Type II diabe-
tes in American Indian and Alaska Native (AI/AN) communities. The Special Diabe-
tes Program for Type 1 Diabetes (SDP) was established at the same time to address
the serious limitations in Type 1 diabetes research resources. Together, these pro-
grams have become the nation’s most strategic, successful and comprehensive effort
to combat diabetes. SDPI is transforming lives and changing the diabetes landscape
in America.

According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), AI/AN adults
have the highest ageadjusted prevalence rate of diagnosed diabetes compared to
other major racial and ethnic groups at 16.1 percent. By comparison, this is almost
twice the rate for the total U.S. adult population. Some regions of Indian Country
have diabetes rates as high as 33.5 percent, with specific communities having Type
II diabetes reach a level as high as 60 percent.

Today, SDPI is funded at a level of $150 million per year and supports 404 diabe-
tes treatment and prevention programs in 35 states. With funding for this critical
program set to expire on September 30, 2014, Tribes are requesting a renewal of
this program of $200 million/year for 5 years. While we understand an increase in
funds during this budgetary environment is difficult, SDPI has been level-funded
since 2002. This represents an effective decrease. Calculating for inflation, $150 mil-
lion in 2002 would be about $115 million in 2014—or 23 percent less. In order to
keep the momentum of this important program alive, it is critical that Congress con-
tinue to invest in SDPI, which will save millions in preventative care over the long
term. When taking into account additional Tribes that have gained federal recogni-
tion since 2002, the dollars are even scarcer.

NIHB wishes to express its gratitude for the work that members of this committee
have done so far to support renewal of SDPI. With the deadline of September 30th
in mind, I urge you to support a multi-year reauthorization of the SDPI by March
31st of this year. We have a critical opportunity to see the program renewed by
March 31, when Congress must renew the Medicare Extender legislation—and that
legislative vehicle is typically the legislative vehicle for SDPI renewals. Without an
immediate, long-term reauthorization, critical infrastructure that the Tribes have
built to address the Diabetes epidemic in Indian Country has greatly contributed
to the success of SDPI. A delay in renewal will mean loss of SDPI staff—loss of
jobs—that will severely impact tribal health: both in terms of patient health and
community economic health. Also, because SDPI is a grant program, the Indian
Health Service requires four months to advertise and complete the grant process—
so please actively shepherd through the reauthorization of SDPI by March 31, 2014.
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Support for Advance Appropriations

In addition to the policy recommendations outlined by the Administration, NIHB
would like to reiterate its support for Advance Appropriations for the Indian Health
Service. On October 10, 2013, Senator Lisa Murkowski (R—AK) introduced legisla-
tion, S. 1570, to provide advance appropriations for the IHS. While this measure
will not solve the complex budget issues at IHS, it will be an important first-step
in ensuring that AI/ANs receive the health care they deserve. Advance appropria-
tions would allow Indian health programs to effectively and efficiently manage
budgets, coordinate care, and improve health quality outcomes for AI/ANs. The need
for advance appropriations was no more obvious during the Federal Government
shutdown at the start FY 2014. Many Tribal health programs were forced to fur-
lough employees, close their clinics and deny services during this period.

This change in the appropriations schedule will help the Federal Government
meet its trust obligation to Tribal governments and bring parity to the federal
health care system. Adopting advance appropriations for THS would result in the
ability for health administrators to continue treating patients without wondering
if—or when—they would have the necessary funding. Additionally, IHS administra-
tors would not waste valuable resources, time and energy re-allocating their budget
each time Congress passed a continuing resolution.

At the Department of Health and Human Services Budget FY 2016 Tribal Budget
Consultation on March 7, 2014, agency officials noted that they are seriously consid-
ering this issue with the Office of Management and Budget. They are also engaged
in conversations with the Veterans’ Administration to learn how they implemented
advance appropriations when they received this status in 2010. NIHB is highly en-
couraged by these statements and urges this Committee to quickly consider S. 1570
and report the bill favorably to ensure that Tribes can move forward to a more sta-
ble funding mechanism.

Conclusion

On behalf of the National Indian Health Board and the 566 federally recognized
Tribes we serve, thank you to the Committee for holding this important hearing on
the FY 2015 budget. While we have made important gains in the IHS funding budg-
et over the last several years, the scourge of sequestration has eliminated much of
that progress. Tribal communities still continue to suffer greatly from chronic public
health risks exacerbated by grossly underfunded health services in Indian Country.

For FY 2015, Tribes are requesting:

1) Begin implementation of a plan to achieve a Needs Based Budget for THS
at 28.7 billion.

2) Fund THS at $5.3 billion for FY 2015.

3) Restore Cuts/Shortfalls in FY2013-15 resulting from sequestration, inad-
equate increases to cover Congressionally mandated budget categories, and no
provision for inflation for Continuing Services & Binding Obligations and advo-
cate that Tribes and Tribal programs be permanently exempted from any future
sequestration.

4) Provide an additional $300 million to implement the provisions authorized
in the Indian Health Care Improvement Act (IHCIA).

State and local governments have the power to tax in order to fund government
services. Tribes do not have that option. In many remote Tribal communities, eco-
nomic development is also unfeasible. Tribal governments depend more heavily on
Federal Government sources, thereby making the need to fund Tribal programs at
a sustainable level even greater. It is a matter of justice and equity—failure to
prioritize an IHS budget that makes a meaningful investment in the health of Al/
AN is a violation of the federal trust responsibility and denial of the sacrifices that
our people have made to this country.

Thank you for the opportunity to offer this testimony.

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Joseph. I appreciate your testi-
mony.

I appreciate both your testimonies and both of you taking time
from your busy schedules to be here today to advocate for causes
I know you both feel are very, very important. I feel the same.

I will start with you, Mr. Payment. With the President’s fiscal
year 2015 budget request for $2.6 million for Indian Affairs at the
Department of Interior, my understanding from your testimony is
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that the NCAI full budget request is, at almost every line item in
the Indian Affairs budget, underfunded.

NCAI testimony mentions an across the board $139 million in-
crease, knowing that there are unmet needs for basically all the In-
dian Affairs programs. Is an across the board increase the best
place to start or would it be better to start with specific programs
and if so, could you prioritize a few of those?

Mr. PAYMENT. I would say we have a critical need with law en-
forcement right now. We do have a detention center and it actually
covers its own costs. We are able to use the revenue from the de-
tention center but have been doing that for the last couple of years,
so that fund is almost gone.

We have used that to make up for the Federal Government not
adequately funding our law enforcement and conservation. In about
a year that fund will be depleted and it then will compete with our
other self governance funds.

We have a very rural area like a lot of tribes, so our law enforce-
ment is minimally covered right now. We just signed a couple years
ago the permanent settlement of our treaty rights, so the conserva-
tion portion of that is going to increase. I am not sure how we are
going to cover that, so law enforcement would be one.

Education is critical. I am working on my doctorate in education.
We have a 50 percent dropout rate. The solution is not only in the
BIE. Ninety percent of our kids don’t go to school in Indian schools.
We do have a tribal school in my community and we just got the
highest MEAP scores in the region, higher than the local schools.
When we do it, we do it right.

We can’t abandon those who attend public schools because there
needs to be a focused attention there. How does impact aid benefit
communities? A friend of mine is a superintendent of a school that
serves about 50 percent Native American children. They are under-
funded.

With the cuts that happened last year, the funding to impact aid
happened in the middle of the school year so they didn’t have time
to adjust. When cuts happen to public schools, to impact aid, it im-
pacts the highest need people because that is the first thing cut.
Our people happen to be the highest need people. The connection
with impact aid is there.

Social welfare, we need a new commitment in social welfare, es-
pecially with mixed messages coming from the Supreme Court in
Indian child welfare. We need much, much more resources in In-
dian child welfare. Juvenile placements in detention, we need di-
rect funding for that.

The last one I will say is suicides. We have a very high rate of
suicide in our community. We need direct funding from SAMHSA
to tribes. We need to skip the State compacting process and come
directly to the tribes because I think we know best how to serve
our people and meet those needs.

The CHAIRMAN. A very good point.

I am going to cut to another area that has to do with consulta-
tion. When I go around the State and around the country as far
as that goes, there is an understanding that Indian Affairs does a
reasonable job in consultation. Other departments, not so much.
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I don’t want to be critical of them because, quite frankly, they
don’t deal with Native American issues all the time and consulta-
tion is a different way of doing business than they are used to.

I want your input or NCAI’s input. We will start with the two
biggies, the Department of Interior and the Office of Management
and Budget. Do they give sufficient opportunity to talk about the
resources for programs?

Mr. PAYMENT. I would say that the Obama Administration espe-
cially consultation has been a priority for many Federal agencies.
What is consultation? It is not completely and universally under-
stood how it should actually happen. There are some templates
that suggest how it should happen.

I would say there is definitely a need to educate OMB to carry
forward the trust obligation and to understand and appreciate it
better. I think something is lost in the translation when it gets to
OMB. I think more work is needed there.

NCALI has requested that a Native American desk be established
in the OMB so they better understand so the translation from the
President’s office and from Congress’ commitment make its way to
the OMB.

I think the problem is systemic and it is much bigger. I think
with creation of the White House Counsel and in fact, this week
the Midwest Alliance of Sovereign Tribes passed a resolution which
I drafted calling for some infrastructure that will go along with the
commitment and asking the White House Counsel to put in place
some consultation and maybe an advisory council of tribal leaders
across the country to advise the White House Counsel.

I think the silo problem of the different departments and OMB
being kind of over here leads to lack of communication. The prob-
lems that happened with THS not being exempted from sequestra-
tion is a perfect example of that.

The CHAIRMAN. I would just say this. I don’t like to point fingers
without a few pointing back to us but Congress hasn’t been par-
ticularly helpful on a lot of these issues too. I would just say to
both of you if there are things we can do to help with consultation,
getting input to people who need to have input, please let us know
so we can try to help facilitate.

You make good decisions based on good information. Let’s just
put it that way. If you don’t have good information, you aren’t
going to make good decisions.

I want to go to you for a second, Mr. Joseph, on THS staffing. The
Northwest Portland Area Indian Health Board has often had con-
cerns about staffing levels in the region’s Indian Health Service fa-
cilities. I am aware this is not just a problem in that region. Have
you seen any change in staffing of facilities in Indian Country? Has
it been static? Has it gotten better or has it gotten worse?

Mr. JosepH. Right now, my tribe has declared a state of emer-
gency for staffing. It is an IHS Federal service unit. The Portland
Board and the California Rural Indian Health Board have a joint
resolution on staffing needs. A lot of our tribes have built their own
facilities, we couldn’t wait for the government. We are kind of like
the Wind River Tribe that was talked about earlier.

We built our clinics. Two of the four were written into the master
plan by THS. We still have the staffing from I'd say the 1950’s or
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maybe before then. The Affordable Health Care Act is an excellent
bill, I helped write it, but tribes like mine that have poor staffing
or low staffing are not able to take advantage of all of the good lan-
guage written in that bill.

I believe every tribe needs to look at facilities and staffing across
the country. I am really grateful for the ones that get it because
they get the full deal, they get the facilities, staffing and then they
get to take advantage. Some tribes have been waiting as long. If
we could have staffing, it would be helpful.

I took my son to the dentist, he had an emergency a couple of
weeks ago, and there is only one dentist. We have one we brought
back from retirement and he comes in part-time. I was waiting for
my son and an elder came in and asked if he could get an appoint-
ment. He was told, give me your name and number and we will call
you maybe in two or three months. There is about a six month
waiting time for an actual appointment. Staffing is a big need.

The reason why Portland is opposed to staffing is because they
that increase right off the top of the budget and it affects the over-
all medical part of health that IHS has to provide. Based on last
year’s 2013 budget when we did get sequestered, there was $53
million that went into staff two new facilities and that was taken
right off the top of the increase. The real medical increase wasn’t
as high as the Senate thought it would be.

Like I said, I am grateful there are tribes who got it but the rest
of us kind of suffered from it.

The CHAIRMAN. In your opinion, is the problem with staffing
budgetary or is it lack of availability of professionals for ITHS?

Mr. JosgpH. It kind of hits on the question you asked Aaron
about OMB. We have been submitting our budget and asking for
what we really need for quite a few years now. The real need for
the THS budget is $28.1 billion. We are stuck at the $4 billion level.

When 1 first started working on the budget 11 years ago, I was
wishing they would just round off the number to $3 billion. We
were really struggling then. Our population and the cost of pro-
viding medical health has gone way up.

The CHAIRMAN. For sure.

You both talked about advance funding. I would just say the Vet-
erans Administration already has advance funding. You probably
know that. You Native Americans serve at a higher rate than other
minority in this country. We have some questions that we are
going to talk to Dr. Roubideaux about.

I want to tell you guys since you are part of organizations that
one of the ways the Veterans Administration got advance funding
was because all the groups out there wanted it. I think it would
be an incredible plus for Indian Country if we got advance funding.
I think it is possible to get done. In fact, I have a bill to do that,
a piece of legislation to do exactly that.

I think it is going to take some real force from Indian Country
to get it done, to get in there and talk about how important it is
and how it can help in a very big way. I think if everyone gets on
the same sheet and is very focused, it can happen. Anything short
of that is going to be very difficult.
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I would thank you very much for your testimony. We have a few
more but this hearing has gone two hours which is a little longer
than I anticipated but there were some good questions here today.

I want to thank all witnesses for their testimony, the two of you
included. It is great to hear the information not only from the Ad-
ministration but the folks out on the ground. Once again, this testi-
mony shows the agencies and the tribes are resourceful but you
can’t get blood out of a turnip. We need to make sure we do what
we can do here and through the Appropriations Committee to try
to plus up this budget. It needs to be.

I know there is always a lot of interest in this testimony. I think
the fact we had the folks here even though I can tell you right now
I missed three meetings while this hearing was going on so every-
one else is in that same boat, no disrespect.

This hearing record will remain open for two weeks for any addi-
tional comments that anyone may add to it.

Once again, gentlemen, thank you for your testimony.

This hearing is adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 5:45 p.m., the Committee was adjourned.]






APPENDIX

PREPARED STATEMENT OF ALBERT A. YAZZIE, PRESIDENT, CRYSTAL BOARDING
SCcHOOL BOARD OF EDUCATION

“The Crystal Boarding School Board (M) hereby submits testimony (o the Seaate
Subcomnyives on Intertor Approprations regarding the Y 2015 budget of the Bursau of Indian
Education,

Resicre School Pingding Levels

‘The Crystal Boarding Sehool Board (NM) requests that the funding for tha Indian Schant
Euunlization Progrom (JSEP) and Education Facilities Maintenance be restored to at least the FY
2012 jevels. The FY 3014 Ingien Affsits oparating plan restored some, bul not alt, of the funds
for school operations that were eot in the FY 2013 sequester,

The FY 2014 fanding level fir the Indien Schoed Equalization Program {J3EF} frmula
fonds is $384,404 000 and iz §6,303,000 {-1.6%4) less thun the FY 2012 enacted lavel of
$390,707,000. Indian Affaics requested $386,563,000 for ISEP formula funds, a level that is
54,142,000 {-1.1%) balow the FY 2032 level

The FY 2014 funding level for Education Facilities Operations is 855,668,000 and is
52,857,000 {-4.5%) below the F¥ 2017 cnacted fevel of 358,363,000, We roquest that the
Clongress approve the request of $33,365 800 for Facilities Operations.

‘The FY 2014 funding level for Education Facilities Maintenance is $48,296,000 and is
$2.265,000 {-4.5%) belaw the FY 2012 enacted lavel of $50,665,000, indian Affairs requested
only $48,591,000 for Education Facilities Maintenanes, $2,074,000 (-4.1%4) below the Fy 2012
lewel,

(77)
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Tribal Grant Support Cost .

The Crystel Boarding Schoo] Board (N} requests full funding for Tribal Grant Suppon
Cosis for FY 2048 at $75.0 miilion. The requested funding level of $48.2 millipn mess only 67
percent of the need, leaving 2 shortfll of $26.5 million (33%).

Tribal Grant Support Coste fimd edminisirative averbead costs for schools including
business operations, payroll, personnel, annual audits, information technology, and reporting,
The shortfall in THEC forces the schools 1o vse Indian Scheol Equalization Propram (JREF)
Pormuis Funds to pay for administeative costs, which reduees the amaunt of funds avaflable for
rlassroom instruction,

The Congress suppocts Fall Rinding for Contract Support Costs for tribsl self-
detenmingtion contracts and self-povermnance eomgacts. Tribat Graot Suppott Costs ane to the
scheol what CSC funds are 1o the hibes.

Indian Affairs should decide on one neme of the sccount, Indian Affaies uses i erm
“Tribal (rrants Suppart Costs™ in the udget justifications but the Congress uses the term
“gdministrative cost gronts”™ in the Interior Appropriations Aot

l'eacher Pay Cost

The Cryetal Boarding Scheo! Beard (M) recuests full funding for the teacher pay cost
ineroase contnined i the fudian School Equalization Progesm (IS52) Formula Fonds, The funds
are needed to recrait and retain quality teachers o worls in BIE-finded schools that are often
located in nwal and 1scizied commumites.

The FY 2014 operating plan finds only a pertion of the foli need for teacher pay
tnceezscs, The full funding aeed for FY 2014 32 32,161,000, The FY 2014 operating plam
pravided only $163,000, That amoumt was only 7.8% of the smaount nooded,

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. BRIAN PATTERSON, PRESIDENT, UNITED SOUTH AND
EASTERN TRIBES, INC.

Introduction.

Chairman Tester, Vice Chairman Barrasso and members of the Committee, my
name is Brian Patterson. I serve as president of the United South and Eastern
Tribes, Inc. (USET), as well as on the Men’s Council of the Oneida Nation of New
York. Thank you for this opportunity to provide written testimony regarding the
budget priorities of USET.

USET is an inter-tribal organization representing 26 federally recognized Tribes
from Texas across to Florida and up to Maine. The USET Tribes are within the
Eastern Region of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), covering a large expanse of
land compared to other BIA Regions. Due to this large geographic area, the Tribes
in the Eastern Region have great diversity. From an economic standpoint, some of
our Tribes have highly developed economies, while others remain mired in poverty.
All of our Tribes, however, look to the United States to live up to its trust responsi-
bility, to support Tribal sovereignty, and to work with us on a government-to-gov-
ernment basis, especially on a matter as central to the trust responsibility as Fed-
eral budget policy.

The Role of this Committee—Defending American Values, such as the Trust
Responsibility

The role of this Committee, or that of any of the Congressional committee, is ulti-
mately not about dividing up money and power, but rather determining, deciding
and defending American values. For example, under budget sequestration the Vet-
erans Administration’s hospital system was exempt. That demonstrates a great
American value—fulfilling the commitment to honor our obligations to those who
put their lives on the line to defend American freedom. However, it is not an Amer-
ican value that the Indian Health Service was not exempted, putting the life, health
and well-being of generations of Native peoples at risk in a system that already
strains to deliver basic healthcare. This Committee can and should demand that the
THS be funded in a manner consistent with an important American value—our Na-
tion’s commitment to its First Peoples.
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Similarly, the sequestration exempted many low-income programs (e.g., Child
Care Entitlement to States; Child Health Insurance Fund; Family Support Pro-
grams and Temporary Assistance for Needy Families) demonstrating the great
American value that we will leave nobody behind when it comes to basic needs. And
yet, the sequestration applied fully to virtually all Federal Indian programs, even
though many Native communities suffer the worst social and economic statistics in
the country, largely due to Federal action and policies in place over the last two
hundred years. The application of sequestration to Native programs was not an
American value. Federal budget problems should not be addressed on the back of
Native peoples. USET respectfully asks that this Committee support funding in-
creases for Federal Indian programs that consistently exceed the relevant rate of in-
flation in order to achieve real progress in closing the services gap for Natives. As
described below, Federal Indian program should not be deemed discretionary, but
rather mandatory.

The Constitution, Indian Tribes, Treaties and the Laws of the United States

From the earliest days of the United States, the Founders recognized the impor-
tance of America’s relationship with Native nations and Native peoples. They wove
important references to those relationships into the Constitution (e.g., Art. I, Section
8, Cl. 3 (Indian Commerce Clause); Article II, Section 2, Cl. 2 (Treaty Clause).

Natives influenced the Founders in the development of the Constitution as recog-
nized by the 100th Congress, when the Senate and the House passed a concurrent
resolution acknowledging the “historical debt” the United States owes to Indian
tribes.

[OIn the occasion of the 200th Anniversary of the signing of the United States
Constitution, acknowledges the historical debt which this Republic of the United
States of America owes to the Iroquois Confederacy and other Indian Nations
for their demonstration of enlightened, democratic principles of government and
their example of a free association of independent Indian nations;. . .

S. Con. Res. 76, 100th Congress. One has only to walk the halls of the Capitol
to see many works of art and sculpture that depict the central role that Native na-
tions have played in the development of America’s national identity. Not depicted
on the walls of the Capitol are the many injustices that Native peoples have suf-
fered as a result of Federal policy, including Federal actions that sought to erode
Native territories, learning, and cultures. Out of those injustices, and from other
legal sources, there has arisen a Federal trust obligation to support Native govern-
ments and Native peoples.

The Indian provisions in the Constitution were given immediate life in treaties
that the United States entered into with Indian nations beginning with the Treaty
with the Delaware in 1778 and continuing through another 373 treaties. Addition-
ally, in the first decades of the United States, numerous laws were enacted address-
ing the details of the Federal-Tribal relationship (e.g., Trade and Intercourse Acts
of 1790, 1793, 1796, 1799, 1802, and 1834), even as the Federal courts defined the
Federal Government’s trust obligation to Indian nations (e.g., Cherokee Nation v.
Georgia (1831)). Notwithstanding this Constitutional foundation, the Federal Gov-
ernment engaged in many actions that betrayed the treaties and trust obligation to
Indian nations, such as the seizure of Indian lands and the forced assimilation ef-
forts of the Indian boarding school system. Fortunately, American greatness has led
to more enlightened policies since the boarding school era, reflected in a host of laws
that support tribal sovereignty and are critical to the vitality and well-being of trib-
al communities. Regrettably, these laws are rarely funded to the level necessary to
achieve their intended purposes.

Because of this history, the Trust obligation of the Federal Government to Native
peoples, as reflected in the Federal budget, is fundamentally different from ordinary
discretionary spending and should be considered mandatory in nature. As a 1977
U.S. Congress/American Indian Policy Review Commission Report stated:

The purpose behind the trust is and always has been to ensure the survival and
welfare of Indian tribes and people. This includes an obligation to provide those
services required to protect and enhance Indian lands, resources, and
selfgovernment, and also includes those economic and social programs that are
necessary to raise the standard of living and social well-being of the Indian peo-
ple to a level comparable to the non-Indian society.
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The World has its Eyes upon the United States and its Leadership—the
United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

As a sovereign nation, the United States exercises jurisdiction within its bound-
aries. However, the United States is also part of a community of nations that has
come together through the United Nations to develop common principles for the
benefit of all mankind. These principles are used to place a light on those in the
international community who do not live up to international human rights stand-
ards.

With regard to Indigenous peoples, the United Nations has adopted the Declara-
tion on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP). With regard to the improve-
ment of the economic and social conditions of Indigenous peoples, Article 21(2) pro-
vides: “States shall take effective measures, and, where appropriate, special meas-
ures to ensure continuing improvement of their economic and social conditions.”
Further, Article 38 provides that: “States, in consultation and cooperation with in-
digenous peoples, shall take the appropriate measures, including legislative meas-
ures, to achieve the ends of this Declaration.” Those ends include advances in well-
being of Indigenous peoples in the social, economic, cultural, political, environ-
mental, and other areas. One of the primary mechanisms or “effective measure” that
States routinely use to address such problems is funding to achieve UNDRIP’s
standards, which Article 43 summarizes as: “. . . the minimum standards for the
survival, dignity and well-being of the indigenous peoples of the world.” Federal In-
dian program funding should also be measured against international standards.

The Spectre of Sequestration Remains

The budget sequestration of FY 2013 was devastating to Federal Indian programs
and to the tribal communities they serve. While Congress has provided an alter-
native budget structure for FY 2014 and FY 2015, sequestration could be re-imposed
in FY 2016. Although this may seem early to raise this concern, USET urges the
Committee to educate other members of the Senate that the application of seques-
tration to Indian programs violates the trust responsibility, does not make economic
sense, and should not be countenanced going forward. For example, when some Fed-
eral health programs were rightfully exempted from sequestration, it was morally
wrong that the Indian Health Service was not. That should not happen again.

Contract Support Costs—Robbing Peter to Pay Paul

Congress provided that the Indian Health Service and the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs must pay the full amount of contract support costs in FY 2014, as they are
contractually obligated to do anyway! However, Congress, while fully funding CSC
in FY14, did so principally through restoration of pre-sequestration funding. This
meant that fully funding CSC was at the expense of other Federal Indian programs.

Full funding for CSC must not come with a penalty—namely, a reduction in pro-
gram funding or effective permanent sequestration of Indian program funds. That
result would have the same devastating effect on our service delivery as the failure
to fully fund CSC. Yet Congress, in the Joint Explanatory Statement accompanying
the FY 2014 Consolidated Appropriations Act, noted that “since [CSC] fall under
discretionary spending, they have the potential to impact all other programs funded
under the Interior and Environment Appropriations bill, including other equally im-
portant tribal programs.” Moreover, without any permanent measure to ensure full
funding, payment of CSC remains subject to agency “discretion” from year to year,
even though tribes are legally entitled to payment under the ISDEAA. Noting these
ongoing conflicts of law, Congress directed the agencies to consult with tribes on a
permanent solution.

In our view, there is a logical permanent solution which Congress is empowered
to implement: CSC should be appropriated as a mandatory entitlement. The full
payment of CSC is not discretionary; it is a legal obligation, affirmed twice by the
U.S. Supreme Court. Yet the budget authority for CSC is currently provided and
controlled through appropriation acts—as if it were a discretionary program. The so-
lution then is to bring the appropriations process in line with the statutory require-
ments and to recognize CSC for what it is: a mandatory entitlement, not a discre-
tionary program. We therefore strongly urge the Congress to move to appropriate
funding for CSC on a mandatory basis.

Additionally, the settlement of past CSC claims continues to move at an unaccept-
able slow pace. The settlement of past CSC claims must be prioritized and resolved
expeditiously.
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Fundamental Philosophical Flaw in the Tribal Interior Budget Council
(TBIC) Format

The Tribal/Interior Budget Council (TIBC) was established to allow Tribes and
Tribal organizations to work with Interior officials in the formulation of the Indian
Affairs and Office of the Special Trustee (OST) annual budget requests and perform-
ance plans in the spirit of the President’s Government-to-Government consultation
and collaboration policy.

However, TBIC is structured in a fashion that results in a warping of Tribal
views. Federal representatives to TBIC urge Tribal leaders to prioritize areas of
need, a virtually impossible task for many Tribal communities where deficiencies
are found in all areas of development and social need. Although this is pointed out,
Federal officials respond that in the absence of Tribal guidance the officials them-
selves will set the priorities. At that point Tribal leaders, reluctantly, attempt to
prioritize the needs of their communities.

While we understand that the budget planning process pushes Federal officials
to in turn push Tribal officials to establish a limited number of priorities, setting
such priorities should not be used against important Tribal interests. For example,
when a Tribal leader brings up a “non-prioritized” need, Federal officials should not
use as an excuse for not supporting that need that Tribal leaders did not prioritize
it. One example of this is education funding. Education funding did not make it on
a recent “priority” list. When Federal officials were questioned by Congress about
education funding, they said it was not a Tribal priority. That is a misuse of this
process. Essentially, the TBIC process is being used in a way that allows Federal
officials to affirmatively argue against a particular need even though that was never
tﬂe Tribal intent. The Committee should provide corrective guidance to Interior on
this point.

The bottom line: while the Federal-Tribal Nation relationship is understood to be
“special” and “unique”, the budget process currently utilized does not allow for the
United States to fulfill its fiduciary trust responsibilities and obligations. The proc-
ess needs to move away from a “needs based” understanding to a “fulfilling obliga-
tions” understanding. A significant part of the challenge is in the reality that OMB
approaches this budgeting process no different than any other area; resulting in an
expressed disrespect for the uniqueness of the sacred federal fiduciary responsibil-
ities and obligations.

Advancing the Appropriations Process by Providing for Advance
Appropriations

Advance appropriations are enacted a year before the funds become available,
thus allowing the federal agency knowledge of its funding level a year in advance.
The advance appropriations process does not put additional pressure on the appro-
priations subcommittees’ allocations. For instance, if FY 2015 IHS advance appro-
priations were included in the FY 2014 Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies
Appropriations Act, those advance appropriations would not be counted against the
FY 2014 Interior Appropriations Subcommittee allocation but rather would be
counted against its FY 2015 allocation. For the first year of advance appropriations
Congress would enact two years of IHS funds, and thereafter revert to appropria-
tions one year at a time.

Veterans organizations advocated for years for Congress to provide the Veterans
Administration (VA) with advance appropriations, noting that chronically late fund-
ing negatively affected their ability to properly plan and manage its resources, in-
cluding recruitment and retention of medical personnel. In 2009 Congress responded
by authorizing advance appropriations for the VA medical accounts. Like the VA,
the THS and tribal organizations provide direct, federally-funded health care serv-
ices to a specific population.

Just like the VA, the IHS has been very adversely affected by recurrent delays
in the passage of appropriations bills and by Federal Government shutdowns. Ad-
vance appropriations would dramatically reduce, if not eliminate, this problem.

For example, if IHS was receiving funding on an advance appropriations schedule,
its FY 2014 appropriations would have been enacted as part of a FY 2013 appropria-
tions act and the IHS and tribal health care providers would not have entered FY
2014 with no knowledge of what amount of funding to expect. Instead, the THS had
to furlough some employees and had others working on an unpaid status. Tribal
health care providers were similarly affected.

Enactment of legislation authorizing advance appropriations is the first step in
actually realizing such funding. The Budget Resolution, while not having the effect
of law, lists particular programs which may have advance appropriations. In order
for IHS advance appropriations to not be subject to a point of order, the IHS Serv-
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ices and the IHS Facilities accounts should be included on that list in the Budget
Resolution.

Medicare-Like Rate Caps—Stretching Precious Federal Health Care Dollars

As this Committee fully understands, the unmet health needs of American Indi-
ans and Alaska Natives are severe and the health status of American Indians and
Alaska Natives is far below that of the general population of the United States, re-
sulting in an average life expectancy for American Indians and Alaska Natives 4.1
years less than that for the U.S. all races population.

The Indian Health Service and Tribal Purchased/Referred Care programs pur-
chase primary and specialty care services from private health care providers when
those services are not available at Indian Health Service or Tribal health facilities.
However, Purchased/Referred Care funds have been insufficient to ensure access to
care for American Indians and Alaska Natives, resulting in rationed care and diag-
nosis and treatment delays that lead to the need for more intensive and expensive
treatment, further reducing already scarce Purchased/Referred Care funds.

In 2003, Congress amended XVIII of the Social Security Act to require
Medicareparticipating hospitals to accept patients referred from the Indian Health
Service and Tribal Purchased/Referred Care programs and to accept payment at no
more than Medicare rates—the Medicare-Like Rate cap—for the services provided.
However, the Medicare-Like Rate cap only applies to hospital services, and does not
apply to other types of Medicare-participating providers and suppliers.

Unlike other federal health care programs, the IHS and Tribal Purchased/Re-
ferred Care programs routinely continue to pay full billed charges for non-hospital
services, resulting in needless waste of scarce federal Purchased/Referred Care
funds. Because Purchased/Referred programs continue to pay full billed charges for
non-hospital services, in many cases the Indian Health Service may only treat the
most desperate “Life” or “Limb” cases, leading to many undesirable health outcomes
for American Indians and Alaska Natives, and ultimately increasing costs to the
Purchased/Referred Care programs.

In the near future, legislation will be introduced to provide for the application of
the Medicare-Like Rate cap to all IHS Medicare-participating providers and sup-
pliers. In April 2013, GAO recommended that Congress enact such legislation, and
HHS concurred in that recommendation. USET urges this Committee to strongly en-
dorse such legislation and support its rapid advancement.

Carciert Fix

This Committee has strongly supported Carcieri fix language over the last several
years. In doing so, this Committee has sought to overturn the unjust Supreme Court
decision in Carcieri v. Salazar, which has led to two classes of Tribes—those that
can take land into trust and build up their communities and those that cannot. Fur-
ther, this holding has severely hampered economic development in Indian Country
and created a public safety risk through jurisdictional confusion. President Obama
has requested this Fix in his budget and USET asks that this Committee elevate
the urgency to resolve this injustice and once again take up the fight for fair and
equal treatment of all Tribal nations and advance a Carcieri fix. In an era of Tribal
Nation rebuilding and the pursuit of economic success and prosperity, the confusion
and chaos that has resulted from this SCOTUS decision serves as one of our most
significant barriers and challenges to this pursuit.

Support Tribal Sovereignty in the Area of Taxation

With Federal budget restrictions in place for years to come, Tribal tax rights be-
come more important, both for Tribal economic success and as a matter of sov-
ereignty.

USET calls upon Congress to ensure that federal tax law treats Indian Tribes in
a manner consistent with their governmental status, as reflected under the U.S.
Constitution and numerous federal laws, treaties and federal court decisions. Indian
Tribes have a governmental structure, and have the power and responsibility to
enact civil and criminal laws regulating the conduct and affairs of their members
and reservations. They operate and fund courts of law, police forces and fire depart-
ments. They provide a broad range of governmental services to their citizens, includ-
ing education, transportation, public utilities, health, economic assistance, and do-
mestic and social programs. Like states and local governments, Tribes—as political
bodies—are not subject to income tax under the Code. The non-taxable status of
Tribal governments is a matter of governmental fairness and parity. Improvements
to the Tax Code are also vitally needed to align federal tax policy with the critical
federal policy objectives of Tribal self-determination, Tribal economic growth and
self-sufficiency and the promotion of strong Tribal governments on equal footing
with other sovereigns within the federal system. Tax policy fairness toward Tribal
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governments and the promotion of economic growth are of central importance in In-
dian Country. Tribal governments must stimulate reservation-based economic
growth to generate the level of revenue needed to deliver vital programs and serv-
ices within their territories. While Tribal governments carry out responsibilities in
their communities that are similar in many respects to those of states and local gov-
ernments; Tribal governments are not able to rely on a robust tax base for revenue.
Instead, Tribal governments rely on revenue generated from economic development
to meet and supplement vital programs and services. This makes clear that Con-
gress must create reliable and effective federal tax policy to firmly support Tribal
governance while protecting the ability of Tribes to generate and retain the full use
of Tribal revenue.

Tribal governments also have responsibilities that are distinct from those of other
sovereigns. Tribes and their elected representatives have the added responsibility of
ensuring they have the revenue needed to fulfill responsibilities to maintain Tribal
language, culture, and ceremonies. Preservation and restoration of Tribal culture re-
mains a significant federal policy objective.

We ask that this Committee be supportive of this effort as we work on addressing
the larger budget picture for all of Indian Country.

Fair Funding for Newly Recognized Tribes

Federal recognition obligates the government to provide for the health and welfare
of Tribal nations. Yet, two recently recognized Tribes in the Nashville Area, the
Shinnecock and Tonawanda Nations are forced to operate without the appropriated
funds for health care services to which they are legally entitled. This has gone on
for several years, in spite of previous requests for funding from the IHS. While other
Tribes have access to their apportionment of IHS dollars, these Tribes have only a
small amount of “bridge” funding through the Purchased and Referred Care pro-
gram, access to which was only given in February of 2013.

USET was pleased to learn that IHS has, once again, requested funding for these
Tribes and that the Administration acknowledged their obligation to the Tribes and
proposed $8 million in the FY 2015 President’s Budget Request for five newly recog-
nized or restored Tribes in the California and Nashville Areas. However, as the Con-
gressional Justification reveals, the Administration has requested only $4.2 million
and $1.7 million for Shinnecock and Tonawanda, respectively. These levels are far
below those formulated and requested by the Nashville Area THS Office in previous
years: $6.2 million in 2012 for Shinnecock and $2.6 million in 2010 for Tonawanda.
Adjusting for inflation, THS’ FY 2015 funding requests for Shinnecock and Tona-
wanda are markedly insufficient.

This Administration and Congress must deliver on the promise made to these
“new” Tribes and provide new appropriations that will allow for parity with other
Indian health programs nationally. We urge the Committee to advocate for funding
for new Tribes at a level reflective of their true need.

Definition of “Indian”—Support the Indian Definition of “Indian”!

USET joins other Tribes and Tribal Organizations in calling for a fix to inconsist-
encies in the definition of “Indian” in the Affordable Care Act (ACA). While we be-
lieve the intent of Congress was to allow all IHS beneficiaries access to the special
benefits and protections reserved for American Indians and Alaska Natives (AI/AN)
in the ACA, the ACA has been interpreted to limit access to only enrolled Tribal
members and Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act Shareholders. The result is an
uneven and unfair application of the law to IHS’ patients, including those served
by facilities in the Nashville Area—USET’s area-and confusion across Indian Coun-
try. In addition to a fix through regulation, USET fully supports passage of S. 1575,
which would streamline the definitions of Indian in the ACA to reflect the statutory
definition of Indian used to determine eligibility for THS services. While the Com-
mittee works to favorably report S. 1575, we ask that Congress clarify its intent to
the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) that the special benefits and
protections for AI/ANs in the ACA are intended to apply all IHS beneficiaries. As
millions of Americans begin to experience the benefits of the ACA, the Committee
should use all methods at its disposal to ensure that all AI/AN receive the benefits
Congress intended for them.

Health Information Technology—Renew Funding for FY 2015 for the
Successful Nashville Area Program

Due in part to congressional reporting requirements like the Government Per-
formance and Results Act (GPRA) and improving efficiency in health care delivery,
Health Information Technology (HIT) is an ongoing need throughout Indian Coun-
try. The Indian Health Service Resource Patient Management System (RPMS) Elec-
tronic Health Record (EHR) is a data system designed to meet the varying needs
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of the IHS and Tribal hospitals and clinics. The goal of RPMS EHR is to provide
meaningful and rapid access to information for direct support of health care delivery
and resource management. Although HIT has advanced to make it easier for THS/
Tribes/Urban (I/T/U) programs to report on the quality of health care they deliver
to their beneficiaries, additional advancement is needed to modernize the I/T/U sys-
tems to be at par with other health care delivery systems across the United States.

The IHS has been providing USET with funding to assist Tribes in taking full
advantage of their RPMS systems in an attempt to increase GPRA reporting. For
FY15, USET was disappointed to learn that IHS does not plan to renew funding
for the GPRA program in the Nashville Area. These funds have been vital to the
success of USET Tribes, and the ITHS in meeting health indicators that are reported
to Congress each year. Over time, this data has shown the efficacy of increased
funding to the Indian Health Service. We urge Congress to consider additional funds
to assist I/T/U in advancing their HIT needs.

Inflation and the Budget for Federal Indian Programs

In evaluating whether the Federal budget fulfills the Trust responsibility, USET
believes that it is critical to take into account the effects of inflation. From FY 2002
through FY 2008, despite annual increases, after taking into account the effect of
inflation, most Federal domestic programs, including the Indian programs, saw a
purchase power decrease of approximately 14 percent. The large budget increase in
FY 2009, including ARRA funding, was approximately enough to make up for this
effective cut and bring the purchase power of Indian programs back to FY 2002 lev-
els, but in the intervening 12 years, Indian country needs have grown substantially.
And, of course, the FY 2002 levels were inadequate to address the needs of Indian
country or to fulfill the Federal Government’s trust obligation.

Further, with regard to inflation, the rate the Federal Government uses does not
accurately reflect true levels of inflation. In the FY15 President’s Budget Request,
IHS requested $34 million for inflation. This reflects a blanket rate of 3.6 percent
for medical inflation and 1.5 percent for non-medical identified by OMB, the same
they used last year, and is earmarked for increases in Purchased/Referred Care (for-
merly CHS). However, the Consumer Price Index (CPI) contains different rates that
correspond to different parts of the IHS delivery system. Inpatient hospital care is
at 4.3 percent and outpatient is at 3.8 percent. Inflation for various line items in
the THS budget, H&C, PRC, Mental Health, etc. should be calculated based on rel-
evant components in the CPI.

In a very real way, the budget of the United States government reflects the values
of the American people. Courtesy of the National Congress of American Indians
(NCAI), set forth below is a chart that depicts the percentage of the Federal budget
dedicated to funding the BIA. As you can see, as a percentage of the overall budget,
the BIA budget has declined from .115 percent in FY 1995 to .075 percent (cor-
recting chart typo) in FY 2011, approximately a one-third decline as a percentage
of the overall budget (despite a small bump up in FY 2010). Below that chart is
another which demonstrates that over the last ten years, when funding increases
have come to the Department of the Interior they have been greater for other major
agencies within the Department than for the Bureau of Indian Affairs.
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Federal Spending on Bureau of Indian Affairs

Compared to Entire U.S. Budget 1995-2011
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Conclusion

USET recognizes that in challenging times, all Americans must be called upon to
sacrifice for the common good of all. USET suggests, however, that when it comes
to sacrificing for the good of all Americans, the historic record demonstrates that
nobody has sacrificed more than Native Americans. We ask that this Committee
support and advocate for a budget based on American values that reflects the trust
responsibility and fair dealing for Indian Tribes.

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE NATIVE HAWAIIAN EDUCATION COUNCIL

Aloha Chairman Tester and members of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs,

Mahalo, thank you, for allowing us an opportunity to submit comments at your
oversight hearing on the President’s FY 2015 Budget.

We are seeking continued funding at pre-sequestration levels for the Native Ha-
waiian Education Program (NHEP) that targets the Native Hawaiian student popu-
lation. The NHEP is an important part of fulfilling the trust relationship between
the U.S. and Native Hawaiians, and it helps to improve the educational status of
Native Hawaiians. It is an important element in the Native community’s effort to
control its education programs and policies and to achieve educational parity. NHEP
aims to close the education achievement gap between Native Hawaiians and the
general population, and also functions to fulfill the trust relationship between the
United States and Native Hawaiians, the indigenous people of a once sovereign na-
tion. During the time of their own sovereignty in the kingdom of Hawai‘i, Native
Hawaiians had a higher rate of literacy than citizens of the United States. The edu-
cational achievement gap has occurred during the intervening years since the loss
of Native Hawaiian sovereignty, so that today Native Hawaiians are among the
most disadvantaged groups in the state.
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The NHEP Works

NHEP has been effective over the years in meeting the goals of the program. For
example, NHEA has been instrumental in preserving and protecting the Native Ha-
waiian language through funding projects that are designed to address the use of
the Native Hawaiian language in instruction, one of the priorities named in the
NHEA. The number of speakers nearly doubled in 18 years from 8,872 speakers in
1990 to 16,864 in 2008 (Source: OHA Data Book 2011 Tables 4.19 and 4.44)

The NHEP has funded programs that incorporate culture and indigenous teaching
practices in the classroom that leads to better outcomes for Native Hawaiian stu-
dents. An example is the improvement in the graduation rates for Native Hawaiians
and math and reading scores. Graduation rates for Native Hawaiians between 2002
and 2010 rose from 70 percent to 72.2 percent (Sources: Kamehameha Schools’ Na-
tive Hav;raiian Education Assessment Update 2009, Fig. 9 and HI DOE 2005-06 to
2009-10).

Similarly, math and reading scores have risen for Native Hawaiians. The percent
of Native Hawaiians scoring “Proficient or Above  from 2007 to 2012 rose from 27
percent to 49 percent in math and from 41 percent to 62 percent in reading (Source:
Hawaii DOE Longitudinal Data System ).

School attendance rates in schools with student populations that are over 50 per-
cent Native Hawaiian have increased from 90.1 percent in the 2000-01 school year
to 91.3 percent in the 2011-12 school year (Source: Kamehameha Schools’ draft Ka
Huaka'i update, p. 58)

The Need Still Exists

In spite of the gains that Native Hawaiians have made educationally, the need
for innovative programs to assist Native Hawaiians to improve their academic per-
formance still exists, since Native Hawaiians have not yet attained parity with the
rest of the students in the state.

Timely high school graduation rates for students in the state rose from 77 percent
to 79.6 percent in the same time period that it rose from 70 percent to 72.2 percent
for Native Hawaiians (Sources: Kamehameha Schools’ Native Hawaiian Education
Assessment Update 2009, Fig. 9 and HI DOE 2005-06 to 2009-10).

Native Hawaiians still lag behind the rest of the state in academic performance;
however the gap between the Native Hawaiians and others is decreasing. From
2007 to 2012 the increase in the percentage of Native Hawaiians scoring “Proficient
or Above” in math rose 22 percentage points, while the increase for the state during
the same time period was 21 percentage points. The increase for Native Hawaiians
in reading was even more dramatic during that time period, increasing 21 percent-
age points compared to the state increase of only 11 percentage points. Unfortu-
nately those gains were not enough to bring Native Hawaiians to parity. In 2012
Native Hawaiians were still 10 points behind the state in the percentage scoring
“Proficient or Above” in math and nine points behind in the percentage scoring “Pro-
ficient or Above” in reading.

Percent Scoring Proficient or Above

2007 2012 Change
Native Hawaiians Math ...cocovveienee. 27% 49% 22
State Totals Math .... 38% 59% 21
Difference -11 -10
Native Hawaiians Reading ... 41% 62% 21
State Totals Reading ... 60% 71% 11
Difference -19 -9

Source: Hawaii DOE Longitudinal Data System

In the area of Native Hawaiian language immersion, although the gains have
been tremendous, the nearly 17,000 speakers in 2008 only represents 6 percent of
the approximately 290,000 Native Hawaiians in Hawai‘i (2010 U.S. Census).

Appropriations Request

The pre-sequestration appropriations level for the NHEP was $34 million. Seques-
tration reduced the amount by $2 million to $32 million, which is the amount en-
tered into the President’s budget. For such a small program as the NHEP, the $2
million reduction makes a significant negative impact on the program. We would
like to continue to make gains in the educational achievement of Native Hawaiians,
and request the pre-sequestration level of $34 million so that we don’t lose the mo-
mentum of improvement.
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NHEP funds programs to help improve the educational attainment of Native Ha-
waiians in ways that are linguistically and culturally aligned to the needs of our
Native students and communities in Hawai‘l. Improving education, particularly for
the most depressed groups, eventually leads to cost savings over time through de-
creased incarceration, poor health, and public assistance.(Barnett, W. S., & Acker-
man, D. J. 2006. Costs, benefits, and the long-term effects of early care and education
programs: Cautions and recommendations for community developers. Journal of the
Community Development Society, 37(2), 86-100.) Academic achievement is also cor-
related with positive economic outcomes. (Belfield, C. 2008, June. The economic in-
vestments of early education in Hawaii. Issue Brief. Flushing, NY: Queen’s College,
City University of New York.)

Please help us sustain the NHEP to its pre-sequestration level in order to con-
tinue the educational gains that have taken this program years to accomplish.

PREPARED STATEMENT OF THE NATIONAL INDIAN CHILD WELFARE ASSOCIATION
(NICWA)

The MNational Indian Child Welfare Association (NICWA) is a national American Indian/Alacka Native
{AVAN) nonprofit organization, NICWA has over 35 years of experience providing Jeadership in the
development of public policy that supports tribal self-determination in child welfare and children’s
mental health systems, We thank the Senate Commitlee an Indian AfTairs for their cantinued cfforts on
behall of AVAN children and families, and share the following budgzet recommendations For FY2015,

Child ¥Welfare Overview
‘Tribes have an important relalionship with their children and familics: they arc experts in the needs of
AVAN children, best suited to effectively serve those needs, und mosl able 10 Improve child welfare
auteomes for these children (MICWA & Pew Charltable Trust, 2007). In addition, statisties show that
ANAN children face elevated rates of child abuse and neglect (Depl. of Health and Human Services,
2012). The key to successful tribal child welfare is a budget that aveids unneeessary restraint on tribal
decision-making and accounts for the elevated need, For this reason we make the following
recammendations:
v Tor pragrams administerad by the Department of Health and Homan Services, Administration
for Children and Familics: Fromoting Safe and Stablc Familics {373 million discretionary;
5345 million mandatory), Child Welfare Services (3280 willion), Child Abuse Discretionary
Activitics (335 million), Community Based Child Abuse Prevention Progran ($60 million}, and
Demonstration to Address Cver-Utilization of Psychotropic hMedications for Children In Taster
Care ($250 million}.
«  For progranis administersd by the Depanment of the Interior, Bureau of Indiun AlTairs: Tndian
Child Protection and Family Violence Prevention (543 millivn}, Indian Child ‘Welfare Act
(515.6 million Tribal Priority Alloeation; 516.5 million Self-Governance; $5 million Off-
Reservation program), Social Scrvices ($40,8 million), and Welfare Assistonce [$80 millian).

Chilidren’s Meniud Health Overview

Ta understand the mental health needs of AI/AN children, pelicymakers must cansider the legacy of
trauma that has been vigited npon thiz population and left them with unresolved historical trauma
{Yellow Harse Brave Hearl and DeBruyn, 1998). Tnadequate funding, uncaordinated health systemns,
ciltural incompetence, and a shortage of mental health professionals are barriers to the development of
successfisl mental health systems of care in AVAN communilies {Navins & Bees, 20113, Key to
children’s mental health programs in tribel cormmunities is a budget that supparts and strengthens o
system of tribally driven children’s mental health prevention, intervention, and treatment. For this renson
we make the following recommendations:

» Tor programs administered by the Deportment of Health and Human Services, Substance Abuse
Mental Health Scrvices Administration: Programs of Regional and Nattonal Significance,
Childtren and Family Prozrams {§6.5 million), Children's Menial Health Serviees Program,
Children’s Mental Healtl: Ingtiative ($117 millicn), Tilhal Behavioral Health Grants (340
millian), GLS Youth Suicide Prevention Progrom ($35.5 million}, und AFAN Suvicide Provention
(32.94 million},
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Commitiee on Appropriations,
Bubeommittee Labor, Health and Human Services, Fduention, and Related Apenrics

Deparétment of Health and Homwan Services Becommendations
Adminigsireiion far Children & Families

Child Welfare Priority Recammendations

Child Welfarc Scrvices Frogram recommendation: Resiore juading to af least 32850 million, fo
fnerease funding for fribal programs while sifll praviding far an increase in siote funding.

This pragram provides tunds to promate program flexibility and {1l gaps in child welfare programming.
Tribes receive an allocation based on & population-based formula identiffed within the regulnttons. This
iribal allocation is then deducted from the state’s allocation. Sludiss show that eullurally compatent
programs, resources, and ease management resnlt in better cutcomes for AVAN children and families
involved in the child welfare system {Red Horse, bartinez & Day, 2001, The funding of the Child
Welfare Scrvice Program is fiexible enough for tribez to tailor their ehild welfare services to fit their
communities® needs and cultore.

Without adequate funding AVAN children and families in tribal communities cannot receive the care
they need and remain at risk of further harm and trauma. Of the 566 federally recagnized tribes 180
depend on this fiunding. The medizn iribal grant is abowt 513,300 an insufTieient amount to support all
the gaps in tribal services this program can fill. Because of the way the formula for tribal grants has
been crealed, 3 ig essential 10 inereage the entire appropriation of this program to 3230 million to
increase tribal amounts.

Promoting Safe and Stable Families recommendation.: nerease diseretionary fiunding to 377 millisn
to aflow wore ribes, who are curvently ineligible, access Yo these finnds. As recommended by the
Pragident s Rucdge! fully fured the $345 militon fn mandatory fiundlng crt due fo sequestration.

s Priinieitiie Sefe vkl Srable ol

ol Sl At Tile 2By S g 2L S,

F¥2012 FE2013% FY20i4 FY20i3 o| Authorizaifon

Enacted Tnacied Enected Lres. Budpet
Mandatory 3345,000,000 | $327,403,500 | $320, 160,000 | £345,600,000 S345,000,000
Discrefinnary $43.065.000 | F30.471 Sé) | BI0 TAS 000 | ES9.7A5 OG0 | $240800.000
Tetal §408,063,000 | $387.077.000 | 372,923,000 | 5404, 755,000 S$545,000,000
Tribal Mandarory 9,140,000 | 58,459,200 55,604,800 | 510,330,660 3% ser aside
Tribal Diseratipnary HO2, 7! i) 54 202 056G £4,792.950 of foral
Tribal Total EI5047.600 | —RI0248 200 | -3F1,397, 750 | 512,742,050 | approprintion

* Reflects sequestration effects.

This program s designed to provide funds 1o operate a eoordinated program of family preservation,
fornily support, reunification, and sdoplion services. Promoting Safee and Slable Families is authorized
with botl a mandatory capped entitlement (3345 million) os well as n discretionary apprepristion (3200
millien}. Tribes arc eligible for funds based on 2 3% sct-aside of the total appropriation. All tribes
whose plan receives approval are eligible for o portion equal to that tiibe’s eelative share of childnan
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vompared with all ribal entitics with approved plans. Tribes who would gualify for less than 10
thousand dellars under the formula ore not eligible to receive funding.

Tribal child welfare proarams work tirelessly to strenpthen familics and provide services that keep
children safely in their homes. This propram is an intepral part of (hese efTorts. [ supparls parenting
classes, hame-visiting services, respite care for caregivers of children, and other services that salely
preserve families.

One hundred and thirty tribes and tribal consoctia depend an Lhis funding. Yet because af the [unding
levels, mony trihes are ineligible for these formula grant dollars as theic portion of the telbal set-nside is
Jess than $10,000. Increazing this propram's dizcrciionary funding to $75 million and fully (unding the
$345 million in mandatory funding would help dozens of new tribes access this funding and hundreds of
Families obluin tribal child welfore services.

Child Weliare Other Recommendations

Child Abuse Diserctionary Aetivities, meluding Innevative Evidence-Based Communliy
Prevention Programs recommendation: fncrease appropriations fo 335 miilion fo accoimt for tribes’
recent eligibility for these funds while holding state and other grantees barimiess.

The Community Basced Child Abuse Prevention Frogram recommendaiion: Mherease funding to 560
miillion, so that move fribes con have tecess 1o these scarce child abuse prevention dollars.

Demaonstration to Address Over-Utilization of Psychotropic Medications for Clilldren in Foster
Care (Presidents FY 2015 Initiative) reconumendailon: Fuad this initietive o the proyosed $350
wtitlion and ensure a treihal set-oalde of 3% so that tribal commuiitier can alvo participate in this
imporiunt initiative (o ensure children receive holistic mental bealth care.

Department of Health and Human Services Reconmendations
Substance Abuse and Mental TTeakth Services Administration

Children’s Mental Healib Priorlly Recomtendations

Programs of Regivnul and National Significance: Children and Family Programs (Circles af Carc}
recommendation: Fund Circles gf Care Program ai 86,5 milfion as recr ded by the President to
aRSUre CHRYERE Communities can contine thelr important work and new tibal commanities can have
access to ihis progrom.

The Children and Family Programs line itern reprasents funds allocated to the Cireles of Care Progtam.
The Circles of Care pragram is the cornerstone of children’s mental health propramming in tribal
commuaitics. The Circles of Care program is the gnly SAMISA grant program that is focuesed
specilically on AFAN children®s mental health needs. It is zlsa the gnlv SAMMSA program that allows
tribes and tribal organizalions o apply without competing for funding with other governmental entities
such as slates, counties, or cities. There are currently seven cominunities recejving Circles of Care
funding.
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The American Paychiatric Assaciation has found that AWAN childran and youth face a *disproportionate
burden™ of mental health issues while simultaneously facing more barriers ta quality mental health care
{2010). Cireles of Care provides comrmunitics with funding to plan and bulld eulturally competent
services and design integrated supports that meet Lhe specific needs of their youth with bchavioral health
challenges, It is essential to the well-being of AIVAN children, It is imperative that finding that matches
the President’s Budget cequest ol $6.5 million e reserved in this tine item far the Clocles of Care
program. This will ensurs that more tribal communities can access this grant und improve Lheir
ghildron's mental health carc systems,

Children's IMental Health Services Program: Children's Mental Ilcalth Initiative (Systems of
Care) recommendation: Aaintain funding at §117 million to vontinue support of Tribal chitdren’s
niental health systems change.

The various Systems of Care grants futrded under this line item support a comsmunity’s efforts to plan
and implement sttegic sppraaches to mental heallh sarvices and suppods that are family driver; youth
guided; steength based; eulbturally and linpuistieally competent; and meet the intellectual, emotional,
cultural, and social needs of children and youth.

The American Paychiatric Assoclation (APA; 2010) has rccognized family, culture, and traditional
health practices as important protective factors for ATAMS struggling with mental health challenges.
The Syatems of Carc program, which foster thosc protective factars described by the APA, has been
both well-received and particularly olfoctive in tribal communities, Currently, 17 tribal communities are
funded under the Children’s Meatal Health Initiative line item.

The woll-being ol AVAN children s dependent on the ability of more tribes to aecsss thess finds and
create teal systems change, Thus, funding must be maintained at $117 million as recommended by the
President’s Budgpet. This will cosure the cucrent Systems of Care grantess can continue, and & new
rabusl eahort of grantees can begin this impoctant work.

Chilidren’s Mental Health Recommendations

Tribal Behavioral Health Grants recommendation: Inplement President's Budget F12013
recommendeiion 10 fund this new initictive at $46 million so that ceditional ivibal commnmitics can
receive resonyoes for ehlldven s mental health ond substanee abuse,

The GLS State/Tribal Yaath Suicitc Prevention and Early Intervention Program
resommendation: Kezp funding o the FY2014 appropricted level of 835.3 million to ensure that
errrent grantees can coinplete thetr profects, and a shmilor sized cohort of annual granteas will have
accesy Mo his program.

The ATAN Suicide Prevention recommendation: Fund af the Fregident 's Budget proposed amount of
$2.904 million, to envure thal e epidemic of AFAN swicide receives the ailention if wavranis,
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Commitiee on Appropriations
Bubcommitiee Interior, Environment, & Helated Agencios

Department of the Interior Recomirendalions
Burean of Indian Affeirs

Child Wellare Priority Recomtmendations

Indian Child Prptectipn and Family Violence Prevention Act recommendation: Appropriate 843
million for the tiree discretfonary grant programs under this tew: 1) $10 siftiian for the Indian Child
Abuse Trectment Grawd Program; 2) $30 mitlion for the Indicn Child Protection and Family Vielence
Prevention Grant Program; and 3) 33 million for the Indian Chtld Resource and Family Service Centery
s that tribres will finally get this vitel fitnding.

The Indian Child Proteetion and Family Violence Prevention Act (ICPFVE; P.L. 101-630), was enacted
to fill gaps in tribal child welfare services—specifically child protection and child abuse treatment—and
to encourage coordination between child abuse ond domestic violence pragrams.

ATVAN women are more likely than any other raeial group to experience intimate parther violence (IPV);
39% af AFAN women report having experienced 1PV at some point in their lives (Black and Breiding,
2003), Studies show that in 49%—70% of cases, men who abuse their partners also abuse their children
{White Eagle, Clairmont, and Hunter, 201 1), The ICPFVP programs are the only funds specifically
authorized for tribes to address these issucs. The three programs authorized under this line item provide
funding for child abuse treatment and prevention; investigation of child abuse reports; family violence
treatment services; and the estallishment of BTA Indian child resource and fiunily service centers 1o
assist tribes wilh the investigation, prevention, and treatment of victims of child abose and domestic
violence. [n spite of the great need, and these programs® autharization in 1951, anly the BIA Indian child
resource 2nd Camily centers have ever ceceived funding and that was only in one fiscel year.

This year the President introduced on impertant Indian Country budget initiative: the Thwafe (Family)
Initiative. This initiative aims to empower tribal commumities in order to strengthen AVAN families by
“directing additional resources to support culturally appropriate social services and a more liolistic
approach taward Family stability” (U.S. DO1 Budget Justilications and Performance Information Indian
Affnirs FY 2013 (“Greeubgok™), 2014, p, 1A-ES8-2),

This initiative will provide additional finding to the BIA Socinl Service Program, the Indian Child
Wellare Act (ICWA) program, and to BIA job training and job placement programs. Omitting the
funding for [CPFVPA programs [eaves a gap in the President’s Budget initfative, Far this reason, and as
a part of this Theafre Initiative, the programs under this grant should be fully appropriated.

ICWA Funding recommendation; fnerease the ICWA On ar Wear Reservation Program
appropriations by 83 million and the Self-Governance and Cansolidated Tribal Goverament JCWd On
or Near Reservation appropriations by 83 mitlion, for o total increase of 318 miltion te halp tribes maat
the neads of thelr conumunities. Apprepriote an addivional 35 million for the authorized, but unfinded,
Off-Resarvation JCWA Program ta ensire ICWA protecis ofi chtidren.
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| Indian Ghild Welfirs Ao i:

FF2 FY2013+ FI2014 FY2ms
Enacted hix I Enncied Prey, Buddgef

On-Rescrvation: $I0.830,000 | 310,628,000 | $10.710000 | ~5/3,128.000

Tribal Priarity Allocation

On-Reservation: FILICO.O00 | 510,480,000 | mubor not | ~803,280,000

Self-Gow/618/ avaitable

Congol, Tribal Gov't Program

OH-Reservation 30 J 50 b

*Rellects sequestralion wlfints,

At the titne that ICW A was passcd, Congress cstimated that between $26 milllon and $62 million was
required (o Gitlly [ood iibal child welfare programs on or near reservations ducdng the first years of the
grant program (1.5, Senate Report 95-587). ICWA fimding is used for family reunification and
rehabilitation, case managemsnt, foster care recruitment and retention, and adoption services. [ncreased
ICW A funding is essential for strong AVAN families and communities, Despite its importance to so
many facets of tribal child welfars, it remains underfimded.

As part of the Thvake Initiative, the President’s Budget recommends a $5 million inerease to ICWA on-
rescriation (unding to be shared beiween Tribal Prarity Allacation and Sel-
Govemance/633/Consolidated Tribnl Governrient Pragrams. This wonld amount to an approxininte
increase of $2.5 million to each of thess ICWA on-resevvation proprams. Spreading the £5 million
increase between bath Trikal Priority Allocation teibes and Self-Governance/338/Consolidated Tribal
Government Programs will prevent a sighificant increase in actual ICWA funding for all tribes. ICWA is
such n foundation to the Fiwefe Initlative that we recommend a $5 million increase to each of the ICWA
on-reservation fimding proprams. This would mean a 35 million increass to the Tribal Priority
Allocation as well as a $5 million incrense ta Self-Governance/638/ Cansalidated Tribal Government
Programs for ICWA purposes.

The protections of ICWA are particularly impartant ta AVAM children who [ive in off the rzsarvation,
For thiz rcason, ICWA autherizes child welfare funding for urban ICWA pragrams. From 1979-1%96,
funding was ullocated for IZWA grants to urban arganizotions serving AIJAN peoples. This ofl-
reservation JCWA program has not sinee been funded since, deapite the fact that, according to the 2018
Census, 57% of AIFAN people lived off-reserwation. Urban programs provide important ICWA services
including recruitment of ATVAM foster homes, case managenient, identification of at-risk families for
services, and in-home services. As a result of the loss of funding, the majority of these proprams have
disintegrated. It is for thiz reasoen that to truly [ulfill the Tiwedie Initiative, {unding for oft-reservation
[CWA programs must be reinstated and appropriated at 35 millicn.

Child Wellure Recommendations

Soeial Services recommendation: fnerense fiunding by 55 miflion as rece ded by the President’s
proposed Tiwahe Dutfative for ¢ total appropriation of $40.8 million so that child protecitve services
can be fortiffed.

‘Wallare Assistance recommendution: frcrease current funding Ievels o 380 mitlion to provide a
safedy net for Native families and asvist kinsiip caregivers in fribal comnunities

PREPARED STATEMENT OF NATIONAL INDIAN EDUCATION ASSOCIATION (NIEA)

The National Indian Education Association (NIEA) appreciates the work of the
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs for making education a priority. As the Com-
mittee works with appropriators and the Administration, we request this written
testimony be submitted into the record, so Native education stakeholders are rep-
resented. NIEA was incorporated in 1970 and is the most representative Native
education organization in the United States. NIEA’s mission is to advance com-
prehensive and equal educational opportunities for American Indian, Alaska Native,
and Native Hawaiian students. NIEA supports tribal sovereignty over education as
well as strengthening traditional Native cultures and values that enable Native
learners to become contributing members of their communities. As the most inclu-
sive Native education organization, NIEA membership consists of tribal leaders,
educators, students, researchers, and education stakeholders from all 50 states.
From communities in Hawaii, to tribal reservations across the continental U.S., to
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villages in Alaska and urban communities in major cities, NIEA has the most reach
of any Native education organization in the country.

The State of Native Education

Native education is in a state of emergency. Native students lag behind their
peers on every educational indicator, from academic achievement to high school and
college graduation rates. Just over 50 percent of Native students are graduating
high school, compared to nearly 80 percent for the majority population nationally.
Further, only one in four Native high school graduates who took the ACT scored
at the college-ready level in math and only one-third in reading comprehension, as
compared to more than half for white graduates. Increasingly alarming, only 40 per-
cent of Native college enrollees in 2004 actually graduated college with a bachelor’s
degree by 2010. Nearly 62 percent of the majority students graduated. For Native
students to succeed in college and careers, they must have a strong education foun-
dation that also meets their local needs and strengthens their linguistic and cultural
identity.

Uphold the Trust Responsibility

The federal government has a trust relationship with tribes established through
treaties, federal law, and U.S. Supreme Court decisions. This relationship includes
a fiduciary obligation to provide parity in access and equal resources to American
Indian and Alaska Native students. National fiscal and policy concerns should not
be addressed by decreasing funds and investment to Native students or the pro-
grams that serve them.

Native education is one of the most effective and efficient investments the federal
government can make. Unfortunately, historical funding trends illustrate that the
federal government is abandoning its trust responsibility by decreasing federal
funds to Native-serving programs by more than half in the last 30 years. Sequestra-
tion only exacerbated those shortfalls. As tribes and Native communities work with
Congress to increase their role and responsibility in administering education, federal
support should increase for tribal governments and Native education institutions to
repair the damage caused by shrinking budgets.

Fiscal Year 2014 Funding Requests

While FY 2014 funding increases over sequestration levels are welcome, funding
continues to be insufficient for effectively and equally serving Native students. Until
the federal government fully appropriates funding to bridge the educational attain-
ment gap among Native and non-Native students, the trust responsibility will be
undermined. The federal government should fund Native education programs at the
levels below as the programmatic requests detail the minimum appropriations need-
ed to maintain a system that is already struggling and underfunded. Further, NIEA
supports the budget requests of the National Congress of American Indians and the
American Indian Higher Education Consortium.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION—LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES AND
EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS BILL

Title I, Part A Local Education Agency Grants
Provide $25 billion for Title I, Part A. An increase of $10.6 billion.

o Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act provides critical finan-
cial assistance to local educational agencies and schools with high percentages
of children from low-income families that ensure all children meet challenging
state academic standards.

e Currently, there are over 600,000 Native students across the country with near-
ly 93 percent of those students attending non-federal institutions, such as tradi-
tional public schools in rural and urban locations.

e A drastic increase in funding to counter annual inflation and sequestration, as
well as match the amount appropriated under the American Reinvestment and
Recovery Act, is necessary to meet the needs of Native students and students
from low-income families.

State-Tribal Education Partnership (STEP) Program
Provide $5 million. An increase of $3 million.

o Congress appropriated roughly $2 million dollars for the STEP program to five
participating tribes in FY 2012 and FY 2013 under the Tribal Education De-
partment appropriations.
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e In order for this program to continue to succeed and thrive, it must receive its
own line and authorization of appropriations in FY 2015.

e Collaboration between tribal education agencies and state educational agencies
is crucial to developing the tribal capacity to assume the roles, responsibilities,
and accountability of Native education departments and increasing self-govern-
ance over Native education.

Impact Aid

e Provide $2 billion for Impact Aid, under ESEA Title VIIIL. An increase of
$711 million.

e Impact Aid provides direct payments to public school districts as reimbursement
for the loss of traditional property taxes due to a federal presence or activity,
including the existence of an Indian reservation.

e With nearly 93 percent of Native students enrolling in public schools, Impact
Aid provides essential funding for schools serving Native students.

e Funding for Impact Aid must not be less than this requested amount.

Title VII (Indian Education Formula Grants)

Provide $198 million under ESEA Title VII, Part A. An increase of $76 mil-
lion.

e This grant funding is designed to supplement the regular school program and
assist Native students so they have the opportunity to achieve the same edu-
cational standards and attain parity with their non-Native peers.

e Title VII funds support early-childhood andfamily programs, academic enrich-
ment programs, curriculum development, professional development, and cul-
turally-related activities.

o Title VII programs were maintained at the 2013 sequestration level of $124 mil-
lion.

e While these levels are higher than what would have been incurred under an-
other year of sequestration, current funding results in inadequate support for
critical culturally-relevant educational services.

Native Hawaiian Education Program
Provide $35 million under ESEA Title VII, Part B. An increase of $3 million.

e This program funds the development of curricula and education programs that
address the education needs of Native Hawaiian students to help bring equity
this Native population.

e The Native Hawaiian Education program empowers innovative culturally ap-
propriate programs to enhance the quality of education for Native Hawaiians.
When establishing the Native Hawaiian Education Program, Congress acknowl-
edged the trust relationship between the Native Hawaiian people and the
United States.

o These programs strengthen the Native Hawaiian culture and improve edu-
cational attainment, both of which are correlated with positive economic out-
comes.

e Native Hawaiian-serving programs under Title VII were also maintained at the
2013 sequestration level, reducing much-needed services to Native students.

Alaska Native Education Equity Assistance Program
Provide $35 million under ESEA Title VII, Part C. An increase of $4 million.

e This assistance program funds the development of curricula and education pro-
grams that address the unique educational needs of Alaska Native students, as
well as the development and operation of student enrichment programs in
science and mathematics.

e This funding is crucial to closing the gap between Alaska Native students and
their non-Native peers.

e Other eligible activities include professional development for educators, activi-
ties carried out through Even Start programs and Head Start programs, family
literacy services, and dropout prevention programs.

e Alaska Native-serving programs under Title VII were also maintained at the
2013 sequestration level, reducing much-needed services to Native students.
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Tribal Colleges and Universities: Supporting Financially Disadvantaged
Students

Provide $60 million ($30 million in discretionary funding and $30 million
in mandatory funding) for Title III-A grants under the Higher Education
Act for Tribal Colleges and Universities. An increase of $35.5 million.

o Titles III and V of the Higher Education Act, known as Aid for Institutional
Development programs, support institutions with a large proportion of finan-
cially disadvantaged students and low cost-per-student expenditures.

e Tribal Colleges and Universities (TCUs) clearly fit this definition. The nation’s
37 TCUs serve Native and non-Native students in some of the most impover-
ished areas in the nation.

e Congress recognized the TCUs as emergent institutions, and as such, author-
ized a separate section of Title III (Part A, Sec. 316) specifically to address their
needs.

o Additionally, a separate section (Sec. 317) was created to address similar needs
of Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian institutions. Sixty million should be pro-
vided ($30 million discretionary/appropriations and $30 million in mandatory
funding under SAFRA) in FY 2015 to continue to fund grants to these vital in-
stitutions.

Tribal Colleges and Universities: Adult/Basic Education

Provide $8 million for American Indian Adult/Basic Education at Tribal
Colleges and Universities, from existing funds appropriated for state block
grant funding. An increase of $8 million.

e Despite an absence of dedicated funding, TCUs must find ways to continue to
provide basic adult education classes for those American Indians that the
present K—12 Indian education system has failed.

e At TCUs, the number of students in need of remedial education before embark-
ing on their degree programs is substantial.

e There is a wide-ranging need for basic adult education and literacy programs
and TCUs need adequate funding to support the ever increasing demand for
basic adult education and remediation program services.

Tribally Controlled Post-Secondary Career and Technical Institutions

Provide $8.2 million for postsecondary career and technical institutions
program funds under Carl Perkins Technical and Career Education Act. An
increase of $.5 million.

e Section 117 of the Carl Perkins Career and Technical Education Improvement
Act authorizes funding for operations at tribally-controlled postsecondary career
and technical institutions.

e Vocational education/training programs are very expensive to conduct, but are
vital to preparing a future workforce that will operate safely and efficiently con-
tributing greatly to the global economy.

e Currently, two TCUs participate in this funding program: United Tribes Tech-
nical College in Bismarck, North Dakota, and Navajo Technical College in
Crownpoint, New Mexico. The TCUs urge Congress to appropriate $8.5 million
for Sec. 117 of the Act.

Native American-Serving, non-Tribal Institutions (Higher Education Act
Title ITI-F)

Provide $10 million for non-tribal, Native-serving institutions of higher
education. An increase of $7 million.

e As the primary federal funding for Native-serving, non-tribal institutions of
higher education, the current appropriation of $5 million is insufficient.

e With nearly 100 institutions potentially qualifying as Native-serving, non-tribal
institutions, this strains the small amount of available funding.

e To ease the high-level of competition between Native-serving schools, increasing
the funding will provide the opportunity for more Native-serving institutions to
better serve their students and increase graduation rates among Native stu-
dents.
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—LABOR, HEALTH
AND HUMAN SERVICES AND EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS BILL, AND INTERIOR—
ENVIRONMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL

Tribal Education Departments

Provide $10 million to fund Tribal Education Departments. An increase of
$5 million, collectively.

e Five million dollars should be appropriated to the Department of the Interior,
and $5 million should be appropriated to the Department of Education to sup-
port tribal education departments (TEDs).

e This funding assists TEDs, who are uniquely situated at the local level to im-
plement innovative education programs that improve Native education.

e Because they are administered by tribes, TEDs are best equipped to deliver
education programs tailored to improve education parity for Natives.

e TEDs would use this much-needed funding to develop academic standards, as-
sess student progress, and create math and science programs that require high
academic standards for students in tribal, public, and Bureau of Indian Edu-
cation schools.

e Tribes utilizing self-governance over education have been very successful be-
cause they better understand the circumstances of their populations and can de-
velop initiatives that meet local needs.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR—INTERIOR—ENVIRONMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL

School Construction and Repair

Provide $263.4 million for Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) school con-
struction and repair. An increase of $153.3 million.

e This funding category includes school construction, facilities improvement and
repair, and replacement school construction.

e Schools operating within the BIE system are woefully outdated and in some
cases, dangerous for student and staff.

e Currently more than 60 BIE schools are rated in “poor” condition, which puts
Native students at an unfair disadvantage.

Johnson O’Malley
Provide $42 million for full funding. An increase of $27 million.

e The Johnson O’Malley program has provided grants to supplement basic stu-
dent needs since 1934.

e It is currently being used across the country in innovative ways to assist with
the unique cultural and scholastic needs of Native students.

e Current funding provides less than $76 per student, which are often the only
source through which Native students—including those in public schools—can
engage in basic activities expected of all American students.

e $95 per student was the allocation of JOM funding per student in 1995.

Student Transportation

Provide $73 million for student transportation in the BIE system. An in-
crease of $20 million.

e BIE schools incur significant costs in transporting Native students to and from
school.

e These costs are considerably higher than most school systems due to the often-
rural location of BIE facilities.

e Poor road conditions that link the BIE-funded schools increase vehicle mainte-
nance costs.

e These high costs often lead to funding shortfalls, which then must either go un-
paid or funded by diverting funds from other education programs.

Tribal Grant Support Costs
Provide $73 million for tribal grant support costs for tribally-operated
schools. An increase of $26 million.
e Tribal Grant Support Costs fund the administrative costs of existing tribally-
operated schools.



97

e The current funding levels only pays 65 percent of the current need and must
not be reduced in the upcoming budget cycle.

e This funding also help tribes expand self-governance and tribal control over
education programs by allocating monies for administrative costs such as ac-
counting, payroll, and other legal requirements.

e Schools must divert critical teaching and learning funding to cover any short-
falls in operational costs.

Facilities Operations

Provide $109 million for BIE facilities operations. An increase of $50 mil-

lion.

e BIE schools use this funding for costs such as electricity, heating fuels, commu-
nications, GSA vehicle rentals, custodial services, and other vital operating ex-
penses.

e For years, schools have only received roughly 50 percent of funding needed for
these expenses. This shortfall is unacceptable as costs continue to rise for vital
services.

Facilities Maintenance
Provide $76 million for BIE facilities maintenance. An increase of $25 mil-
lion.

e BIE schools use this funding for the preventative and routine upkeep, as well
as for unscheduled maintenance of school buildings, grounds, and utility sys-
tems.

e Underfunding of maintenance continues to be an issue as buildings are in poor
conditions and cannot maintain proper standards.

Indian School Equalization Program (ISEP)
Provide $431 million for the Indian School Equalization Program. An in-
crease of $35 million.
e These funds provide the core budget account for BIE elementary and secondary
schools by covering teacher salaries, aides, principals, and other personnel.
e ISEP funds are often reallocated to cover the program cuts in other areas of
education.

o ISEP must have adequate funding to ensure all program needs are fulfilled and
must not be reduced to provide funds for new initiatives that have not been vet-
ted by tribes.

Juvenile Detention Education
G Reinstate $620,000 for juvenile detention education in BIA-funded facili-
ies.
e These critical funds were eliminated for FY 2012.
o This essential funding was used to provide educational services to detained and
incarcerated youth at 24 BIA-funded juvenile detention facilities.
e One of the best methods to rehabilitate individuals is through education.

e Eliminating this program creates additional costs by increasing the rate of re-
peat offenders.

Tribal Colleges and Universities’ Institutional Operations

Provide $94.3 million for Titles I and II under the Tribally Controlled Col-

leges and Universities Assistance Act. An increase of $30 million.

e Title I: To fully fund Title I of the Tribally Controlled Colleges and Universities
Assistance Act of 1978 (Tribal College Act), which provides day-to-day operating
funds for 26 TCUs, would require $77.3 million.

e Since the Act was first funded in 1981, the number of TCUs has more than
quadrupled and enrollments have increased by more than 325 percent.

e Title I TCUs receive $5,665 per Indian student toward their institutional op-
erating budgets. Accounting for inflation, the program’s funding level is more
than $1,500 less per Indian student than it was under the program’s initial
FY 1981 appropriation, which was $2,831 per Indian student.

e Despite the constraints of the current economy, Congress has an obligation
to make these critical institutions whole now rather than continuing to make
hollow promises for the future.
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e Title II: Diné College has indicated a need for $17 million to operate its mul-
tiple campuses and education sites located on the Navajo Nation.

e Five other TCUs receive institutional operating funds through the annual De-
partment of the Interior Appropriation measure, under separate various au-
thorities.

e To support the basic day-to-day operating budgets of these TCUs, NIEA re-
quests the following:

e $9.3 million for institutional operations of tribally-chartered career and tech-
nical institutions under Title V of the Tribally Controlled Colleges and Uni-
versities Assistance Act of 1978;

e $4.8 million in a one-time payment to allow the institutions to be forward

funded,;

Adequate funds for continued and expanded operations of Haskell Indian Na-

tions University in Kansas and Southwestern Indian Polytechnic Institute in

New Mexico under the Snyder Act of 1921; and

e $27.7 million for a one-time appropriation, equal to 75 percent of the current
combined funding of the institutional operations grants of those TCUs not
funded under Titles I or II of the Tribally Controlled Colleges and Univer-
sities Assistance Act of 1978, necessary to transition these programs to be for-
ward funded.

Forward Fund Remaining Five Tribal Colleges and Universities

Provide a One-Time Appropriation of $22 million to forward fund five
TCUs.

e All other TCUs are able to plan multi-year budgets and start each school year
with predictable funding for operations. Forward funding these remaining five
institutions is necessary for Haskell Indian Nations University; Southwestern
Indian Polytechnic Institute; Institute of American Indian Arts; Navajo Tech-
nical University; and United Tribes Technical College.

e These five tribal colleges, which are the only education institutions funded
through the BIE that are not forward funded, have received no new operating
funds and were in danger of closing their doors to the thousands of Native stu-
dents they serve during the October 2013 federal government shutdown.

Institute of American Indian Arts (IATA) and Center for Lifelong Education
Provide $13.3 million to the Center & Museum under the American In-
dian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawaiian Culture and Art Development
Act. An increase of $5.3 million.
e TATA is the only four-year degree fine arts institution devoted to the study of
contemporary Native American and Alaska Native arts.
e TATA has graduated more than 3 ,800 students from federally-recognized tribes
and beyond. Of the $13.3 million requested, provide $9.3 million, with an addi-
tional one-time payment of $4 million to allow for forward funding.

Haskell Indian Nations University (HINU) and Southwestern Indian Poly-
technic (SIPI)

Provide $36.9 million to HINU and SIPI under the Snyder Act. An increase
of $19.4 million.

e As the first TCUs, these institutions are funded separately from the other insti-
tutions and require additional funding considerations.

e Appropriations of $14.3 million to HINU and $8.5 million to SIPI are necessary
to ensure adequate services are provided to Native students.

e A one-time payment of $13.2 million would help forward fund the institutions.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE—AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATIONS BILL

1994 Extension Program

Provide $6 million for the 1994 Extension Grants Program. An increase of

$2.1 million.

e The 1994 Extension Program is designed to complement, not duplicate, the fed-
erally recognized tribe extension program (FRTEP). Ironically, the 1994 Institu-
tions—tribal colleges and universities—are the only members of the land grant
system that are not eligible to compete for these grant dollars.
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e The 1994 Extension Program activities include: outreach to at-risk youth; busi-
ness skills development for local agriculture entrepreneurs; Native plant res-
toration and horticulture projects; environmental analysis and water quality
projects; and nutrition projects aimed at addressing health disparities, such as
high rates of diabetes among Native populations.

e Ten years ago, while the 1994 Extension Program suffered a 13 percent cut in
appropriated funding, the 1862 and 1890 extension programs were reduced by
just 0.59 percent. In the years since, the 1994 Extension Programs has been
struggling to recovered lost funds and opportunities. It is time that Congress
adequately invests in the extension programs benefiting our reservation commu-
nities.

1994 Institutions Research Grants

Provide $3 million for the 1994 Research Grants Program. An increase of
$1.2 million.

e The 1994 Research Grants Program allows TCUs to partner with communities
in research areas such as agriculture marketing, renewable energy, nutrition
and health, Native plants and horticulture, water quality, and land manage-
ment.

e These research areas are of increasing importance as tribal economies and
tribes’ efforts to address pressing challenges depend on access to quality data
and evidence.

e Challenges include the disproportionate impacts of climate change on tribal
lands and people, as well as the impact of poor economic conditions.

e TCUs need and deserve a level of funding that will increase their capacity for
further developing and conducting research and to strengthen education and
sustainable economic development important to their tribal communities.

e In FY 2013, the program was cut a further 7.6 percent by sequestration to only
$1.664 million.

Educational Equity Grant Program

Provide $6 million to the Educational Equity Grant Program for 1994

land-grant institutions. An increase of $2.7 million.

e The Education Equity Grant Program assists TCU land-grants to establish aca-
demic programs within the field of agriculture that explore areas such as nat-
ural resource management, nutrition, environmental science, horticulture, sus-
tainable development, and forestry.

e The funding requested will help in preparing to address issues of climate
change and its impact on agriculture, ecosystems, and natural resources focus-
ing on remote reservation communities.

e This investment will support TCU efforts to provide increased nutrition edu-
cation to their reservation communities, who experience diabetes and other
health issues at rates far greater than the national average.

e In FY 2013, the program was cut a further 7.6 percent by sequestration to only
$3.081 million.

The 1994 Native American Institutions Endowment Fund

Provide a $136 million endowed payment into the 1994 Institutions Na-
tive American Endowment Fund. An increase of $124 million.

e The Native American Institutions Endowment Fund, managed by the US Treas-
ury, provides funds to TCU land-grant institutions through dissemination of the
annual interest yield. Although Congress has made regular contributions to the
corpus of the endowment, the latest interest yield shared by the 32 eligible 1994
institutions amounted to just $4.5 million.

e These funds assist in strengthening academic programs, including agriculture
curricula development, faculty development, instructional delivery, and experi-
ential learning.

e Funds are also used to enhance student recruitment and retention in the agri-
cultural sciences, as well as to address the ongoing need for improved facilities
at the 1994 land-grant institutions.

e The 1994 institutions request that a payment of $136 million be made, which
would essentially double the principle amount funded for the 1994 Native
American Institutions Endowment.
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Since only the annual interest yield is distributed to the 1994 land-grant insti-
tutions, only the interest on the Fund-and not the appropriated payment
amount-is scored as budget outlay, yet the additional interest available to the
TCUs, will yield get dividends in community-based programs.

Essential Community Facilities at Tribal Colleges and Universities Grant

Program

Provide $10 million for the TCU Essential Community Facilities Grant
Program. An increase of $6.9 million.

The USDA-Rural Development program provides grants for Essential Commu-
nity Facilities at TCUs funds the ever-growing need for construction, improve-
ment, and maintenance of TCU facilities, such as advanced science laboratories,
computer labs, student housing, day care centers, and community service facili-
ties.

Although the situation has improved at many TCUs over the past several years,
some institutions still operate partially in temporary and inadequate buildings.
Few TCUs have dormitories, even fewer have student health centers, and only
a handful of TCUs have full research laboratories.

The 1994 land-grant institutions need a commitment of $5 million each year for
the next five fiscal years to support construction, improvement, and mainte-
nance of TCU facilities.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES—LABOR, HEALTH AND HUMAN
SERVICES—EDUCATION APPROPRIATIONS BILL

Head Start

Provide $9.6 billion in total funding for Head Start, which includes In-
dian Head Start. An increase of $1 billion.

Head Start has been and continues to play an instrumental role in Native edu-
cation.

In 2012, Head Start funds provided early education to over 24,000 Native chil-
dren.

This vital program combines education, health, and family services to model
traditional Native education, which accounts for its success rate.

Current funding dollars provide less for Native populations as inflation and fis-
cal constraints increase.

It is now conventional wisdom that there is a return of at least $7 for every
single dollar invested in Head Start

Congress should increase funds to Head Start and Early Head Start to ensure
Indian Head Start can reach more tribal communities and help more Native
people by triggering the Indian special expansion funding provisions (after a full
Cost of Living Allowance has been paid to all Head Start programs).

The definition of “expansion” for funding purposes should include not only new
positions, but also the establishment of new programs in unserved Indian com-
munities, as well as quality improvements (e.g., increased staffing, professional
development, transportation equipment, computer technology/web access, facil-
ity renovations and repair, etc.).

Expansion should also include going from part-day to full-day, from home-based
to center-based, full year services and from Head Start to Early Head Start.

Native Languages Preservation (Esther Martinez Program Grants)

Provide $12 million for Native language preservation with $5 million des-
ignated to fund the Esther Martinez Language Programs. An increase of $3
million.

Native language grant programs are essential to revitalizing Native languages
and cultures, many of which are at risk of disappearing in the next decades.

With adequate funding, Esther Martinez Program Grants support and strength-
en Native American language immersion programs.

In addition to protecting Native languages, these immersion programs have
been shown to promote higher academic success for participating students in
comparison to their Native peers who do not participate.

The federal budget should include $12 million as part of the appropriation to
the Administration for Native Americans for Native language preservation ac-
tivities.
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e The appropriation should include $5 million designated to support Esther Mar-
tinez Language Programs’ Native language immersion initiatives, as they have
demonstrated success in supporting Native language revitalization.

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD)—TRANSPORTATION,
HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL

HUD-University Partnership Program for Tribal Colleges and Universities

Provide $5.5 million to the HUD-University Partnership Program for
TCUs. An increase of $5.5 million.

e Executive Order 13592, “Improving American Indian and Alaska Native Edu-
cational Opportunities and Strengthening Tribal Colleges and Universities,”
holds federal agencies accountable for developing plans to integrate TCUs into
their programs.

e TCUs work with tribes and communities to address all aspects of reservation
life, including the continuum of education, housing, economic development,
health promotion, law enforcement training, and crime prevention.

o Likewise, federal agencies need to work with TCUs. To achieve results, Con-
gress needs to hold the Administration accountable for strengthening the TCUs,
including their physical plants and that they are routinely included as full part-
ners in all existing and potential federal higher education programs.

e The HUD-TCU competitive grants program, administered by the Office of Uni-
versity Partnerships, is an excellent place to start.

e This competitive grants program has enabled TCUs to expand their roles and
efficacy in addressing development and revitalization needs within their respec-
tive communities.

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION (NSF)—COMMERCE, JUSTICE, AND SCIENCE
APPROPRIATIONS BILL

Education and Human Resources (EHR)

Provide at least $13.3 million to the Tribal Colleges and Universities Pro-

gram. An increase of $1 million.An increase of $1 million.

e In FY 2009, NSF awarded $4.2 billion in science and engineering (SE) funding
to the nation’s institutions of higher education, and TCUs only received $10.5
million, or one-quarter of one percent of this funding.An increase of $1 million.

e Among other minority serving institutions, NSF awarded $144.2 million in SE
funding to 174 historically black colleges and universities and Hispanic serving
institutions, averaging $828,545 per institution, while 29 TCUs received an av-
erage of only $362,000 per institution.An increase of $1 million.

e This disproportionate distribution trend must be addressed in FY 2015.An in-
crease of $1 million.

Conclusion

NIEA appreciates the continued support of this Committee and we look forward
to working closely with its members under the leadership of Chairman Tester and
Ranking Member Barrasso. We share your commitment to Native education and
want to strengthen our partnership with you to ensure programs serving Native
communities are as efficient and effective as possible.

O
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