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LRDA
MAIN OFFIC : 12ty -
e Lumbee Begional Development Association, Inc.
East Main Street P. O. Box 68 Pembroke, N. C. 28372
ANNEX
(919)521-2401
. June 9, 1976
JAMES H. WOODS
Chairman
Honorable Charlie Rose
JOHN R. JONES Congress of the United States
Vice-President 7th District of North Carolina
T House of Representatives
CURT LOCKLEAR
Th“:;u~ 1724 House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515
MARY L. LOCKLEAR .
Sccretary Honorable Robert Morgan
EXNETH R AAYNOR U.S. House of Representatives
KENNLE . MAYN h .C. 2020 T
Exccutive Washington, D.C 0202 //0 v0; 5\ .
Director Honorable Jesse Helms f;’ o
U.S. Senate Building V&, o
Washington, D.C. 20202 5
Gentlemen:

For sometime now we have been requesting assistance from the DHEW
for adequate funding to sustain a respectable level of grantee administra-
tion, planning, and services for the Lumbee Indians. Our efforts have been
in vain,

I feel it unnecessary in this letter to you, our distinguished con~-
gressional aelegation, to list the problems and needs Indian people have
in Robeson anc¢ our adjoining counties. As we have struggled these past
years to burld a viable organization for our people, we have encountered
many obstac.es but have managed to survive. We are looking ahead to our
future and our relationship with the federal government. And, while we do
not desire to depend or look to the federal government for all our needs,
wve feel it necessary to insure that our people have equitable access to

those programs and resources available to Native American.

It is our contention that we have been denied equitable treatment

. and funding from DHEW. For example, let us look at the Office of Native
American Programs directed by Dr. George Blue Spruce. If you will refer
to ettachments #2 and #3, you will find a list of grants made by ONAP
to Indian organizations other than Indian urban centers. From this li::
you will note that the Lumbees comprise the second largest service po
pulation of all 92 grantees but receive the lowest level of funding. )
the averaze, ONAP 18 expending $45 per person. Some tribes receive as aigh
$225 per person. We recelve $7 per person - a gross disparity in funding

;A

“Land of the Lumbee”
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particularly if you look at other grantees with a service population
near that of the Lumbees.

I would like to note at this point that we have requested from
ONAP a listing, such as the ones attached, of all ONAP grantees and
"their funding level. We were told there was not one - obviously to
prevent us from knowing the distribution of funds to Indian organiza-
tions compared to that of our own funding level.

We currently use our ODNAP funds to support LRDA Administration
over programs, grantee planning, and in the area of community develop-
ment. And, with the addition of our CETA program and other programs,
our organization needs have grown tremendously. At the present time,
we do not have enough support from ONAP to effectively administer our
programs, conduct the level of planning that desparately needs to be
done, as well as provide services to those of our people in dire need
of help. We are seriously handicapped and need the additional help from
ONAP.

We are well aware of the efforts being made by the National Congress
of American Indians, United Southeastern Tribes, the Eastern Band of
Cherokees, and others to prevent us from beimg funded under ONAP as well
as other HEW programs such as Title IV, Indian Education Act, P.L. 92-318
They have also actively sought the preventiom of the ammendment to the
Lumbee Bill. In each of these programs, ONAP and Title IV - Indian Educa-
tion, opinions from the general counseloffice has been made available
clearifying our eligibility to receive support under these programs. See
Attachment 4, 5, and 6. Yet, these organizations have continued to per-
sist in their efforts to have us cut off from these programs as well as
other programs. (I might also note that while the Lumbees have been the
target of this harassment, the overall desire of these organizations is
to prevent all "non-federally recognized Indians" from receiving federal
support under these programs.)

United Southeastern Tribes has now pendimg before the General
Accounting Office a8 bid protest which questions the legal funding
of LRDA under ONAP with respect to P.L. 84~570, the Lumbee Act. In 1975,
USET had submitted a bid to ONAP for a trainimg and technical assistance
contract. Although having received a high ratimg on this bid, USET was
determined by ONAP to be unresponsive to compliance requirement because
they had refused to served the Lumbee Indians under this proposed con-
tract. It is our understanding that GAO will be looking further at P.L.
84-570, the Maynor VS. Morton Court decisiom, and our legal history to
determine whether or not the Lumbees are eligible for ONAP assistance.

All these developments have created an wmmfavorable constraint upon
-our negotiation with the federal government - particularly the Office
of Native American Programs and the Office of Indian Education where our
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funding has more clearly been affected by the anti-Lumbee position
pursued by these organizations and other persons within DHEW.

¥
'

We feel that DHEW has attempted to avoid widening the division
that already divides this country's Indian population by geography
and status. But at the same time, the funding decisions of DHEW, in
regards to the Lumbee's are, we feel, grossly inequitable and possibly
influenced by pressures from these organizations.

We call on your assjistance. If at all possible, we would like
for representatives from LRDA to meet with each of you in conference
to more fully present our position and discuss steps that could be
taken to rectify some of these problems we are encountering.

Mr. Micheal Smith, an intern with Indian Claims Commission, will
be contacting each of you for scheduling this conference,

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Ruth B. Locklear
at (919) 521-9761.

Thank you.

4

James H. Woods, Chairman
LRDA Board of Director

cc: Attorney General of NC,, Hon. Edminstein
Clyde Matthews, DHEW, Civil Rights
Dr. Marrs, Special Assistant to the President
on Indian Affairs
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hairman

OHN R. JONES Dr. George Blue Spruce, Director

‘ice-President Office of Native American Programs

Office of Human Development

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare e,
200 Independence Ave. S.W. A
{ARY L. LOCKLEAR Washington, D.C. 20201 5 S

ecretary

URT LOCKLEAR

‘reasurer

Dear Sir:
'ENNETH R. MAYNOR

Lxecutive
director

"I am writing you on behalf of the LRDA Board of Directors and the
Lumbee Imdians for increased federal support under Title VIII, The Native
American Programs Act, P.L. 93-644. We have made similar efforts in the
past through our executive director, Mr. Kenneth R. Maynor, without success
and now find it necessary to formally petition ONAP for reconsideration
and further examination of this matter,

We are currently funded by the Office of Native American Programs
at the level of $210,000 for a service population of 30,000. Actually,
ve are able to meet the needs of less than 1/3 of this population under
our present funding level. I might note at this point that ONAP is current-
ly expending $45 per person in its grants to Indian organization. Yet,
ve the Lumbee people, with the second largest service population, receive
the lowest level of funding, roughly $7 per person. And, while we do not
wish to take away from other Indian programs, it is our desire to be fund-
ed on an equitable basis and at the proper level to sustain our operations,
planning, and the development of our communities. In this sense we feel
that our goals are consistent with those expressed by ONAP.

Since being funded by the Office of Native American Programs, LRDA
has experienced tremendous growth with the addition of new programs,
services, and staff. In one program area (manpower) we have been able
to serve our people in three additional counties. Yet, there is need in
these  Indian communities outside Robeson County for additional help in
housing problems, community development and organization, education,
social services, economic development, etc. Additionally, we have two
adjoining counties from the state of South Carolina with an estimated
2,000 Indian population - Lumbee - who have petition our office for
assistance.

“Land of the Lumbee”
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Director

We would like to see our current ONAP program expanded to accom-
plish several things:

1. Community organization and development in the Indian Communities
in Hoke, and Scotland counties in NC. and in Dillon and Marlboro counties
in the State of SC. .

2, Additional administrative support for effective grantee opera-
tions and control over our current programs.

3. Long-range planning in the areas of community health, community
development, mobilization of community and other local resources, economic
enterprises.

4, Program development for HUD programs, EDA, other HEW programs,
and USDA programs,

5, The support of those students whose education now stands in
jeopardy due to the dental of further assistance from the American
Indian Schelarship in New Mexico.

Under our present funding level, as stated before, we are unable

- to meet the needs of 2/3 of our population in Robeson County. Since

the majority of Lumbees live in Robeson, there is a definite need for
expanded services and grantee planning that could mobilize other re-

sources to serve this population. But to accomplish this requires additional
resources and a greater level of grantee planning.

Before we begin our application to ONAP for FY'77 we would like an
epportunity to discuss these matters with you. And, at that time, we can
more fully present to you sufficient documentation of the conditions of
our people, the need for additional assistance, and what we would like
to see accomplished in the ONAP program for FY'77

Looking forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

PP ;/ / 7 44//}/

s
4ot

James H. Woods, Chairman
LRDA Board of Directors

ce: Cong. Charlies Rose
Senator Morgan
Senator Jesse Helms
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. 9005 ONEO (Navajo Tribe) - AZ - .-5,250,000 5,250,000 128,123 41
2. 40401 Lumbee NC 210,000 210,000 30,000 7
3. 90-1-100 Five Civilized Tr. FovnAation oK 762,000 762,000 13,737 55
{. 80993 Oglala Sioux (Pine Ridzz2} sD 561,000 561,000 11,500 49
. 90053 California ITC CA 557,000 557,000 11,000 51
3. 01251 STOWW (Small Tr. Western ‘Wash. WA 394,000 394,000 8,483 46
l. 90098 Gila River Az 423,000 423,000 - 8,311 51
3. 90018 San Carlos AZ 183,000 183,000 8,047 28
3. 90078 Papago AZ 357,000 357,000 7,668 47
). 00912 Yakima WA 269,000 269,000 7,480 36
L. 80995 Rosebud Sioux o SD 377,000 377,000 7,403 51
2. 80926 Turtle Mountain Chlppewa “ND 376,000 376,000 7,380 51
3. 90066 Hopi AZ 271,000 271,000 6,418 42
i. 80790 Blackfeet MT 301,000 301,000 6,159 49
5. 90066 White Mountain Apache AZ 292,051 292,051 6,144 48
5. 90-1-97 Oklahoma ITC * OK 190,000 190,000 5,525 - 34
7. 51204 Great Lakes ITC WI 370,000 370,000 5,123 72
3. 90656 Nevada ITC NV 296,000 296,000 4,977 59
3. 60385 Zuni NM © 170,000 170,000 4,952 34
Jd. 80936 Standing Rock Sioux . ND 249,000 249,000 4,892 51
l. 40359 Cherokee Mt NC 236,000 © 236,000 4,820 49
2. 22192 Seneca NY 100,000 100,000 4,700 21
3. 60413 Six Sandoval NM 210,000 210,000 4,364 - 48
4. 81052 Shoeshone & Araphao Tribes WY 189,000 189,000 4,277 44
5. 80966 Cheyenne River Sioux SD 264,385 264,385 4,232 62
5. - 80776 Crow Tribe MT 201,000 201,000 4,104 49
7. 80811 Fort Peek MT 182,998 182,998 3,998 46
B. 40524 Choctaw MS 163,000 163,000 3,309 49
9. 60492 Eight Northern Pueblos A NM 159,000 159,000 3,121 51
0. 90-1-99 No. Central Tr. of Okla. ;.. OK 253,000 253,000 2,954 96
l. 80616 Flathead s MT 123,000 123,000 2,833 43
2. 50673 Leech Lake MN 200,484 200,484 2,795 72
3. 50664 Red Lake MN 147,000 147,000 2,761 53
4. 00010 Colville WA 98,000 98,000 2,732 36
5. 80914 Three Affiliated Tribes ... ND 135,000 135,000 2,720 50
b. 50664 white Earth MN 147,000 147,000 2,659 55
7. 51157 Menominee WI 120,000 120,000 . 2,607 46
B. 80815 Northern Cheyenne MT 120,000 120,000 2,486 48
9., 60457 Laguna Pueblo NM 89,000 89,000 2,464 36
0. 90049 Salt River ME 30,000 30,000 2,410 58
1. 90-1-92 Sisseton - Wahpeton Sioux . SD 80,000 80,000 2,120 . 38
2, 90-I-415 Oneida carmlTE, WI 91,350 91,350 2,030 45
3. 51508 Michigan ITC T MI 106,000 106,000 1,996 53
4. 80883 Devils Lake ' 'L ND 106,000 106,000 1,988 53
5. 90-1-98 Five Central Tr. Shawnee A. - OK 284,000 284,000 1,950 146
6. 60462 Acoma Pueblo RIS NM 104,000 104,000 1,944 53
7. 90108 Colorado River AZ 66,000 66,000 1,860 35
B. 60414 Santo Domingo 57 \, NM 91000 91,000 1,851 49
9. 60401 Jicarilla Apache ///? 0 NM 65,000 65,000 1,797 36
0. 60454 Isleta Pueblo 3 ﬁ NM 97,000 97,000 1,783 54
1. 80777 Fort Belhnap aﬁ ~5 MT 97,000 97,000 1,778 55
2. 60390 Mescalero Apache v, :. NM 110,000 110,000 1,695 65

e
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3. 90112 Quechan o AZ 115,000 115,000 1,681 68
4. 90-I-704 Kiowa j; OK 30,000 30,000 1,601 19
5. 00002 Lummi v . WA 73,000 73,000 1,384 53
5« 80096 Ute Mountain Tribe co 50,000 50,000 1,354 37
7. 00140 Nez Perce vy ID 103,000 103,000 1,303 79
3, 81033 Ute Tribe 'Ulntah & Caxay; - - oT 61,000 61,000 1,301 47
). 91265 Pascua Yaqui : AZ 100,000 100,000 1,224 - 82
). 80955 Crow Creek Sioux 2> - SD 69,000 69,000 1,183 58
1. 80792 Rocky Boy (Chippewa Cree) . MT 66,000 66,000 1,179 56
2. 70009 Omaha Tribe NE 55,000 55,000 - 1,101 50
3. 40149 Seminole - FL "'56,000 56,000 1,069 52
4. 90059, Hualapai AZ 59,000 59,000 1,035 57
5. 00804 Quinanult - WA 56,000 56,000 1,002 . 56
5. 90-I-90 Aroostock . ME " 30,000 30,000 1,000 _ 30
7. 21116 St. Regis Mohawk . NY 30,000 30,000 1,000 15
3. 90-I-96 Cheyenne Arapaho Trlbes OK 165,000 165,000 974 169
9. 00927 Metlakatla B .S 40,000 40,000 953 42
D. 50721 Mille Lac e u.’.;;;.‘,.,!,..m 52,000 52,000 795 65
l. 90-I-103" United Tr. of Kans & SE Nebra. . KA 55,000 . 55,000 763 72
2. 59671 Fond Du Lac MN 59,000 59,000 744 79
3. 80064 Southern Ute co *106,000 106,000 - 690 154
1. 50761 Nett Lake MN 45,000 45,000 675 67
5. 00864 Tulalip ‘WA 45,000 45,000 659 ‘68
5.+ 90-I-101 W.C.D. Enterprises oK 142,000 142,000 632 225
7. 80038 Lower Brule Sioux Sbh 45,000 45,000 616 70
8. 00776 Makah WA 45,000 - 45,000 566 80
3. 10005 Pasamaquoddy ME 100,000 -100,000 550 182
0. 90-I-95° Penobscot ‘ME *. 30,000 30,000 -515° - 58
1. 00111 Couer d4d' Alene - ID 30,000 30,000 483 62
2. 40158 Miccosukee FL 30,000 30,000 430 70
3. 90015 Havasupai AZ 45,000 45,000 374 120
4. 90-I-435 BApache Tr. of Okla. OK 40,000 40,000 371 108
5. 00857 = Swinomish WA 45,000 45,000 370 122
b. 90-I-436 Pawnee Tribe of Okla. OK 50,000 50,000 318 157
7. 00778 Quileute " WA 45,000 45,000 301 150
B. 90-1-700 ' Coushatta 1A 30,000 30,000 284 106
9, 90-I-701 Chitimacha 1A 30,000 30,000 275 109
D. 90-I-102 Kickapoo Tribes of Kanas KA 59,000 59,000 - 270 219
l. 70336 Santee sioux NE 45,000 45,000 244 184
2. 50679 Grand Portage MN 45,000 45,000 212 212

Ibtal ———$18 809,998$18,809,998

414,936
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,90-1-101 W.C.D. Enterprises OK 142,000 142,000 632 225
,90-1-102 Kickapoo Tribes of Kansas KA 59,000 59,000 270 21¢}
50679 Grand Portage M 45,000 45,000 212 21 ¢
,70336 Santee Sioux HE 45,000 45,000 244 18 i
,10005 Pasamaquoddy ME 100,000 100,000 550 18; ¢
,90-1-96 Cheyenne Arapaho Tribes )4 165,000 165,000 974 16°% -
,90-1-436 Pawnee Tribe of Okla. 0K 50,000 50,000 318 157
, 80064 Southern Ute . g0 106,000 106,000 690" 15’ .
, 00778 Quileute WA 45,000 45,000 301 152
,90-1-98 Tive Central Tr. Shawnee A. OK 284,000 284,000 1,950 145
,00857 - Swinomish WA 45,000 - 45,000 370 22
,00015 Havasupail AZ 45,000 45,000 374 . 12¢
,90-1-701 €hitimacha 1A - 30,000 30,000 275 102
,90~1-435 Apache Tr. of Okla, LK 40,000 40,000 371 1C:
,90-1~700 " Coushatta ) . § 30,000 30,000 284 10-
, 90-1-99, No. Central Tr. of Okla. (0.4 253,000 253,000 2,954 54
.91265_4 Pascua Yaqul AZ 100,000 100,000 1,224 82
,00776 Makah S~/ § 45,000 45,000 566 &0
00140 YNez Perce ' m 103,000 103,000 1,303 i3
59671 Fond Du lac M 59,000 59,000 744 I
50673 leech Lake MR >- - 200,48%  200,48& 2,795 72
51204 . Great Lakes ITC W . 370,000 370,000 ° 5,123 2
.90-1-103 United Tr. of Xans,& SE Nebr.XA "~ 55,000 - 55,000 763 VA
80038 Lover Brule Sioux SD 45,000 45,000 616 70
550104 . snccosukea FL 30,000 30,000 430 - 79
,90112 Quechan - - & 115,000 115,000 1,681 63
7.00864 Tulaldip ' _ _ WA 45,000 45,000 . - 659 L1
.50761 Nett Lake A . ¢ 45,000 45,000 675 87 !
3.50721 .0 7 TMille lac - . MN ‘52,000 52,000 755 05
).60390 Mrscalero Apache NM 110,000 110,000 1,695 65:
+80966 Cheyenne River Sioux SD 264,385 264,385 4,232 62
00111 Couer d'Alene 1D 30,000 30,000 483 62
90656 Nevada ITC NV 296,000 296,000 4,977 59
'»80955 Crow Creek Sioux - 8D 69,000 69,000 1,183 58
90049 Salt River AZ 140,080 140,080 2,410 58
»90-1-95 Penobscot ‘ME 30,000 30,000 515 58
»90059 Hualapai AZ 59,000 59,000 1,035 57
00804 Ouinault ' o BTA 56,000 56,000 - 1,002 56
80792 "Rocky B6y (Chippewa Cree) THT -266,000 66,000 1,179 56
50664 White Earth uN 147,000 147,000 2,659 55
«80<1~-100 Five Civilized Tr. Foundation (0K 762,000 762,000 13,737 55
--.-80777 Fort Belhnap Hr 97,000 97,000 1,778 .55
o 50454 Isleta Pueblo M 97,000 97,000 1,783 54
‘251508 Michigan IIC Ml 106,000 106,000 1,996 53
'« 50664 Red Lake MN 147,000 147,000 2,761 53
50462 _Acoma Pueblo ™ 104,000 104,000 1,944 53:
-‘80883 Devils Lake .-ND 106,000 106,000 1,988 - 83
~ 50002 Lumei L WA 73,000 73,000 1,384 53
*¥0149 Seminole et FL 56,000 56,000 1,069 “ 52
’430936‘ Standing Rock Sioux. ND . 249,000 242,000 4,892 S1
*480995 Rosebud Sioux SD 377,000 377,000 7,403 51
* 90098 Gila River Ceee AZ 423,000 423,000 8,311 51
:S“J’)S3 California ITC T wire- CA 557,000 557,000 11,000 51
*.50492 Eight -, Northern Pu‘h‘f"',:-’;xim 159,000 159,000 3,121 51

“RA0Ne
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‘GUIDELINES: HAT IV MAERICAN PROGRAM

TRIBAL: , Service $/pe
_ Grantf Gran‘ce State 1975 1976 Population Pors
57.80914 Three Affiliated Triles :. ND 135,000 135,000 2,720 50
58,40359 Cherokee NC 236,000 236,000 4,820 49
59, 40524 Choctaw". MS 163,000 163,000 3,309 49
60, 60414 # ' Santo Domingo - - - NM 91,000 91,000 1,851 49
51,80776 Crow Tribe MT 201,000 201,000 4,104 49
52,80790 Blackfeet . MT 301,000 301,000 6,159 49
53, 80993 Oglala.Sioux (Pine Ridne) - "SD 561,000 561,000 11,500 49
54 , 80815 _Northern Cheyenne MT 120,000 120,000 2,486 48
55,90066 White Mouniain Ajpache AZ 292,051 292,051 6,144 48
¢,,60413 Six Sandoval NM 210,000 210,000 4,364 48
1..81033 Ute Tribe(Uintah o .iwray) UT 61,000 61,000 1,301 47
¥ .90078 Papago AZ 357,000 357,000 7,668 47
«§-,80811 Fort Peek . MT 182,998 182,998 3,993 46
26,01251 STOWW (Small Tr. Western Wash WA 394,000 394,000 8,483 46
4..51157° Menominee CWI 120,000 120,000 2,607 46
%,90-I-415 Oneida . WL 91,350 91,350 . 2,030 - 45
,.81052 Shoeshone & ‘Araptiav-Tribes = WY - 189,000 189,000 4,277 44
.80616 Flathead MT 123,000 123,000 2,833 43
255 90066 Hopi AZ 271,000 271,000 6,418 42
2,00927 Metlakatla " AK 40,000 40,000 953 42
9590005 ONEO (navajo Tribe) AZ 5,250,000 5,250,000 128,123 41
75,90-1-92 Sisseton -Wahpeton Sioux Sb 80,000 80,000 2,120 38
7% 80096 Ute Mountain Tribe Co 50,000 50,000 1,354 37
90, 60401 Jicarilla Apache MM 65,000 65,000 1,797 ' 36
¢ 60457 Laguna Pueblo NM - 89,000 89,000 2,464 36
§2.00010 Colville WA 98,600 98,000 2,732 36
§300912 Yakima WA 269,000 269,000 7,480 36
£.90108 Colorado River AZ 66,000 66,000 1,860 35
£560385 Zuni e N 170,000 170,000 4,952 34
%,90-1-97 Oklahoma ITC OK 190,000 190,000 5,525 34
# 90-1-90 Atvustock: e e ME 30,600 30,000 1,000 30
9% 90018 San Carlos AZ 183,000 183,000 8,047 28
£6.22192 Seneca ... NY 100,000 100,000 4,700 21
40,90-1-704 Kiowa OK 30,000 30,000 1,601 19
9421116 St. Regis Mohawk NY 30,000 30,000 1,000 15
#e40401 Lumbee NC 210,000 210,000 30,000 7

. . Totals ---$18,809,998 $18,809,998 414,936 240
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Eligibility of Lumbee Indians for Funding under the Headstart,
Economic Opportunity, and Community Partnersnip Act of 1974

o]
a}

You have asked us (1) whether the Lumbee Indians are eligitle f{
funding under the Native American Programs Act of 1974, Title VIII
the Headstart, Economic Opportunity, and Community Partnership Act o
1974, P,L, 93-644, January &, 1975 (hereafter referred to as "Title
VIII") and (2) whether P.L., 84-570 affects their eligibility by
imposing a barrier to funding,

8}
ot

In order to be eligible to apply for and receive assistanca undar

Title VIII, Native Americans (American Indians, Hawaiian Nactives, and

Alaskan Natives) oust satisfy the requirements of section 803(a). That
section provides in relevant part:

-The Secretary is authorized to mrovide
financial assistance to public and non-
. profit private agencies, including but
- not limited to, governinz bodies of
* Indian tribes on Federai and State
reservations, Alaskan Native Villiages
and regional corporations establisned
by the Alaska Native Claizs Settiement
Act, and such public and nonprarit
private agencies serving Hawaiian
Natives, and Indian organizatioms in
urban or rural nonreservation areas,
for projects pertaining to the purposes
‘of this title ...

The Lumbees are not a Federally-recognized tribe nor do they reside on a
State reservation, They have, however, been recognized by the S:zatz c:
North Carolina as Indians and would qualify for assistance undar zhis
provision as an Indian organization in a rural acnreservation arza.

The issue then is whether P.L., 84-570 affects the eligibility of the
Luxbee Indians for funding under Title VIII, Tt is our opinion that it
does not and, therefore, that it imposes no legal bar to funding by the
Office of Native American Programs (ONAP),.
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f . P,L 84-570 (June 7, 1956) designates the Lumbees as Indians but

; provides that:

Nothing in this Act shall make such Indians
‘(Lumbees) elizible for any service performed
by the United States- for Indians, and none of
the statutes of the United States waich affect
Indians because of their status as Indians

. shall be applicable to the Lumbee Indians,

An indication of the Congressional intent behind the "services"
portion of this provision is revealed in Senate Report No, 2012, 1956
U.S. Code Congressional and Administrative News, which states that the
¥, .. Lumbee Indians will not be eligible for any services provided
through the Bureau of Indian Affairs to other Indians." Thus, it appears
that this disclaimer pertains to BIA services only (BIA provides services
only to Federally-recognized Indians; the Lumbees are not Federally
recognized) and is not relevant to a determination of the legality of
funding by DHEW,

It is the second portion of the above cited provision, the "statutes"
clause, which is relevant, This restriction means that any U.S. statutes
which pertain to or have an influence upon Indians because of their
designation, classification, or status as Indians do not apply to the
Lx:“““-*“"“n;.

We have already determined by memorandum of October 18, 1974 to
Dr. George Blue Spruce, Director of ONAP, that P,L. 84-570 doces not
preclude funding the Lucbee Indians under the Eccnomic Opportunity Act
of 1964, as amended,because assistance under that Act is predicated on
economic condition rather than Indian status. It is our opinion that this
same ‘rationale applies to the issue of funding under Title VIII._l/

Title VIII is part of the Headstart, Economic Opportunity, und
Commmunity Partnership Act of 1974, which is an amendment of the Zconczic
Opportunity Act of 1964, Section 2 of the Headstart, Economic Opportunirzy,
and Comrunity Partanership Act of 1974 states that "it is the purpose of
this Act to =xtend programs under the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964.,..'
There is nothing in Title VIII or the entire Act indicating that Conzress
intended to alter the nature of the program administerad by ONAP, The

_1/ See mexzorandum of April 10, 1974 from Harry J, Chermock, Assistazc
General Counsel, Educaticn Division to Fred Hundemer, Jr., Contracts aad
Grants Division, Oiffice of Education on the eligibilicty of Lumbee Indiazs
under the Indian Education Act (P,L. 92-318, Title IV) and other CZ orcozcs

[ R

(17}

‘wherein a similar legal arsuzent is made to sugmort fundingz (assiscance

based on educational deprivation or linguistic deficiency, not Indianm scatus;
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legislative history of this Act, in fact, supports the opposite view,
House Report No. 93-1043 (May 15, 1974) states:

The Act authorizes the Secretary of Health, -

Education, and Welfare to continue operation

of the Native American Program in the sacze

manner as that prozram is now being carried

out under Title II of the Economic Opportunity

Act under a delegation from the Director of the
—_— Office of Economic Opportunity ...

Senate Report No, 93-1292 (November 20, 1974) states:

A major element for the variety of Native
American projects is overcoming the problexs
of poverty ... The amount of the basic
B} . grants to reservations is based on the number
) of poor residents ... The Coomittee bill
continues the present focus of the Native
American Program ...

P.L, 84-570 excludes the Lumbee Indians from eligibility for
assistance under statutes which affect Indians because of their status
a3 Indjians, Title YIITI does not provide assistance to Indians bacausa
of their status as Indians, but instead provides assistance to Native
Americans because of their economic and social condition, The purpose
of this title (section 802) is to promote the goal of economic and
‘gocial self-sufficiency for Native Americans, which includes, bdut is
not limited to, American Indians, Hawaiian Natives and Alaskan Natives
are also eligible beneficiaries, Any assistance received by the Luzbee
Indians pursuant to Title VIII would be based on their status as a
poverty group (Title VIII and the other titles within the Act continue
the arti-poverty rfocus of the Economic Opportunity Act ci 1564, as
amended), not because of their designation, classification, or status
as Indians, Therefore, the pronibitions contained in P.L, 84-570 would
not affect the eligibility of the Lumbee Indians under Title VIII and
present no legal bar to funding by ONAP,
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3 * Hm * 2 DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AN2 URBAN DEVELOPMENT
% &
"‘.I ” & WASHINGTON, D.Z. 20410
22420 W

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY
TO:
FOR CONSUMER AFFAIRS AND REGULATORY FUNCTIONS . IN REPLY REFER TO

24 AP2 378

Mr. A. Bruce Jones

Executive Director

Commission of Indian Affairs
. 229-239 Heart of Raleigh Motel

Person & Edenton Street

Raleign, North Carolina 276°C

(%)

Dear Mr. dJdones:

This is in response to y:-ur letter on behalf
of the Lumbee Regional Develc:ment Association,
requesting comments on paper:s a2ssessing the situation

which exists between the Lumbzess and the resolutions
of the National Congress of ALzesrican iIndians.

As you know, HUD's mandate i:s to promote the general
welfare of the nation by assizting in the provision

of a suitable living environc:=nt for zil citizens,
regardless of race, religion, national origin or sex.

In assisting the Native Ameri:zn popuiation, HUD has
recognized the uniqueness of -neir stztus, and has set
forth criteria of eligibility for the creation of
Indian Housing Authorities. :s a Fedzral Agency, HUD
has set these criteria to covzr both those tribes which
have sufficient powers of sell governnent to create
their own authorities, and tr:se whicz must be created
-pursuant to state-enabling lezislation. Although the
Pembroke Housing Authority wzs not cresated through
either of these avenues, 1its units arz allocated from
the Indian housing set-aside, since tze town is recognized
as the center of the Lumbee cizmunity in Robeson County.

—g"mi._“_i.u- i
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In short, HUD is striving to make eligibility
requirements for its program - in terms of Indian
tribes - as broad as possible. It recognizes that
some tribal relationships with the United States
precede the passage of the Indian Reorganization Act,
and therefore does not intend to narrow its Indian
eligibility factors to just the "Federally-recognized"
tribes.

Sincerely,

\
,
/’{, L‘/:(__.K.w, A ,\/—‘ -

Constance B. Newman
Assistant Secretary for
Consumer Affairs and
Regulatory Functions




U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

MANPOWER ADMINISTRATION ™
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20210 -

~
A,

Mr. A. Bruce Jones

Executive Director

State of North Carolina
Commission of Indian Affairs
229-239 Heart of Raleigh Motel
Person & Edenton Street
JRaleigh, North Carolina 27603

Dear Mx. Jones:

We have reviewed your recent communication concerning the Resolutions 75-46
and 75-54 passed by the National Congress of American Indians.

The Department of Labor provides services to Indians pursuant to the
Comprehensive Employment and Training Act (CETA). This act clearly
provides that all unemployed and underemployed Indians and other Native
Americans, regardless of where they reside, are eligible to participate
in CETA funded programs. We feel that the legislation has established
our position for us and that we are bound, and we intend to administer
the act in -accordance with the intent of Congress.

With respect to the Lumbee Indians, we would agree that, while the Lumbees
are not eligible for Bureau of Indian Affairs services, it is difficult
to deny that they have been federally recognized when it was an act of
Congress that, in fact, recognized them as the Lumbee Indians.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on your paper.

Sincerely,

PYPRCE A7 QUINLAN
Administrator

Office of Comprehensive
Employment Development

el

*New Name: Employment and Training Administration
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IE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WLLFARE

OFFICE OF THE STCRETARY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20201

OFFICE OF THE
GENERAL COUNSEL

: . Lganz 00 “ | ‘S/&’\
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MEMORANDUM

TO : Mr. Fred Hundener, Jr.
* Chief, Policy, Procedurcs and Planning
Branch Contracts and Grants Division
FROM : Education Division

OFFICE™ OF GENERAL COUNSEL

- SUBgEéT: Ellglblllty of Lumbee Indians of WOLLh Carolina

. Lok to receive 'drants under the Indian Education Act
o ' of 1972 (pP.L. 92-318, Title IV), and other.
P programs.

' This is'in response to your memorandum of March 7,

- requesting our opinion regarding the above noted subject.
As we understand it, the question as to the eligibility of
" the Lumbce Indians of North Carolina to contiriue to receive
" funds under the Indian Education Act of 1972 (hereinafter
IEA) (P.L. 92-318, Title 1IV), arose when your office
received a copy of P.L. 84-570, which states in pertinent
part: '

Nothing in this Act shall make such Indians [Lumbees]
eligible for any services performed by the
" United States for Indians because of their —_
_status as Indians, and none of the statutes . BCSR
" of the United States which affect Indians i
because of their status as Indians shall be L
S TR applicable to the Lumbee Indians.

Thus, the controlling issue is whether this provision of
- P.L. 84-570 affects the status of the Lumbee Indians to )
recelve assistance under the IEA from the Offlce of Educatlon."

PR
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Mr. Fred Hundemer, Jr. - Pajge 2

It is our opinion that the provision quoted above does not
affect the eligihility of the Lumnbees for ¢ such assistance.
SRS Vi

N o e . A~
. .
~ e

1. -

-

In orders to be eligible to: apply for and , r%c01ve
asa{otangc under Parts B and C of LHO TEA (whlch are primarily
at issue herc) as an Indian tribe or organization, the members
of such tribe or orgdnlzatlon must, of course, satisfy the
definition of Indian that appcars in section 453 of the IEA.
The pertinent part of this scction reads as follows:

For the purposc of [the IEA], the term "Indian
means any individual who (1) is a member of a
tribe, band, or other organized group of Indians,
including those tribes, bands, or groups terminated
*since 1940 and those recognized now or in the

45; future by the State in which they reside, or who is
a descendant, in the first or second degree, of any
such member . . .

»  P.L. 84-570 on its face recognizes the status of the
Lumbees as a tribe, band or group of Indians; in fact, the

 Public Law is entitled "An Act Relating to the Lumbee Indians
" of North Carolina."” 1In addition, since 1885 the State of

North Carolina has recognized the group as Indians, although
the name of_ the group has been changed several times under
state law. 1/ More recently, the North Carolina State
legislature granted recognition to the Lumbees and accorded
them ". . . all rights, privileges and immunities enjoyed

by citizens of the State . . ." 2/ Moreover, the Lumbees
have mandatory statutory membership on the State Commission
of Indian Affairs. 3/ Thus, it is clear that for the purposes

"of the IEA the Lumbees are Indians, and are eligible for
~assistance under the Act, provided that the applications

submlttod thercunder by Lumbce organizations have been approvec
by the U.S. Commissioner of Education. 1Indeed, in approving
appllcatlons under Parts B and Section 314 (a) of Part C of

‘the IEA, the Commissioner must give priority to applications

from Lumbee educational agencies, organizations, and

_1nst1tutlons, as he must to applications under those Sectlons

from all Indian educational agencies, organizations, and .
institutions. 4/ - SRR .uﬁ_ﬁka



Mr. ¥red Hundemer, Jr. - Page 3

Additional support for the conclusion that the Lumbees
are eligibhle grantees, can bhe found in the legislative
history of” the IEA. In cxplaining- the definition of “Indian"
recommendad JUL “dlloption (and ddOptcd), the-report submitted
jointly by the Senate CommJtLOLs\on Labor and Public Welfare
and on Interior and Indular AFTALrs states:

-~

) 1.
. The broad definition is uséd in order to ‘insure ’
AL that State-rocognized tribes and off-reservation
" Indians are included in the definition . . . » (
' (Emphasis added). 5/ ey

I1I.

Since your memorandum goes beyond the IEA in questioning

‘the eligibility of the Lumbee Indians to receive assistance

from the Office "of Education, a brief analysis of P.L. 84-570,

'~ and its effect on OE legislation, seems appropriate.

P

2% The purpose of.this Act is to recognize and designate’

‘as the Lumbce Indians of North Carolina the Indians living

in Robeson and adjoining counties of that State. The Act
specifically denies the Lumbee Indians eligibility for

‘receiving services provided to recognized tribes by the

Bureau of Indian Affairs of the Department of the Interior.

.4 ”‘Thus, the report on the bill from the Scnate Commlttee on
!': Interlor and Insular Affairs states: :

The committee has amended the bill to clearly
- indicate that the Lumbee Indians will not be
eligible for any services provided through the
Bureau of Indian Affair to other Indians . . . .
At the time this law was enacted (1956) there were no
other U.S. agencies providing direct services to Indians, its
scope was clearly limited to the BIA and the services provided
by that agency. This limitation on ellglblllty apparently

iwasAprovided because at that time the policy of the Federal
~government was to terminate the special status of Indian '

B}

b,



Mr. Fred Hundewer, Jr. - Page 4

Lribes vis-a-vis Lhe goveroment and Lo eliminate direct

provision of services to Indiang by thoe government, and

there woere BOM e slth nn'to Wh(thl rocs anLlon of the
- Lumbees might actually ‘create’ a special status where such

had not previously existed. In the report on the bill

"submittced on August 3, 1955 to the HNousc Lonm1ttro on
Interior and Ipsular Affairs by the Department>of the
Ink%{lOL the foJlow1ng statcments appear:

We are therefore unable to recommend that the ™
Congress take any action which might ultimately
result in the imposition of additional obligations
on the Federal Government or in placing additional
persons of Indian blood under the jurisdiction of

. this department . . . .

Except for the possibility of becoming~éﬁtitled

to Federal Services as Indians, the position of
~ « this group of Indlans would not be enhanced by
Sgnactment of thig bill. 7/ ‘

angress obviously shared these misgivings, and the law was
enacted with the limitation quoted on page 1 above.

In effect, the 1956 Act conferred on tlke Lumbees

" recognition equivalent of termination of any special status
that might be claimed by the Lumbees as a result of this
recognition. It thus would be inconsistent to preclude

the Lumbees from eligibility under the IEA because of

P.L. 84-570, when tribes formally terminated at the same
time that law was enacted are now specifically included
within the definition of "Indian" in section 453 of the IEA.

I1T1.

The conclusion that the Lumbees are elidible to receive
"assistance under Qffice of Education programs is also based
on language in P.L. 84-570, which states:




—"
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Mr. Fred llundemer, Jr. - Payge 5

Nothing in this Act shall make such Indians

" eligible for any scrvicns performed by the
United .States (or, Indians because of t_}_lp_l v
status as Indians, and none'of the statitbs of
the United States which affect ‘Indians because

of their status as Indians shall Qe applicable
to the Lumbecc Indians. (Emphasis addcd.mﬂf

VA ’ ’ .

J-\\Aé discussed in Part II above, the section which speaks
in terms of services performéd by the United States for
Indians was apparently intended to apply to the BIA, which’
provides many services directly to Indians living on or
near recservations. The IEA on the other hand, provides

~under Part A of the Act financial assistance to local and
" non-local educational agencies which serve Indian children
. (See definitions at 45 CFR 186.2), and under Parts B and

- C of the Act provides assistance to a variety of other

applicant groups including Indian tribes, organizations
and .lnstitutions (Part B, sections 810(b), (c), and (e);
part C, Sections 314(a) and (b)), but does not prov1de

-+ direct services to any grantee.

The second part of the provision in P.L. 84- 570 speaks
‘of statutes which affect Indians because of their status as

wpIndlans. Unlike the IEA, OE typically provides assistance

for Indian students under programs which do not provide
direct services or funds to Indians because of their status
as Indians, but instead provide assistance to State and
" local educational agencies to help them meet the educational
needs of Indian students because these students are, for
example, disadvantaged, handicapped, or of limited English-

~speaking ability, and not because of their status as Indians.

It is true that, in.regard to statutes such as ESEA,
§103 (a) (1) (A) and §103 (a) (1) (B), the U.S. Commissioner

of Education is directed ®allot . . . the amount necessary .-

to mect the special educational needs of educationally
deprived children on reservations serviced by elementary

-
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Mr. FPred Iandemerx, Jrv.

In addition, it would be inappropriate

Page 7

for you to

‘continue to 1) withhold furlher payments on current 1EA

grants
IEA roguoesls row
fiscal yecar 1774,

“ ‘ .
.‘ '\‘s -~
cc: Mr. McGettrick
JLGMr. Haefer e

Mr. Demmert -
~Mr. Swett

which suyprgort the

Lumbeaes, or-2) delay processing
N .
twimbne applicdits for assistance for

-
.
~ {
- »
. ™
- e

Harry J". Chernock ) :
Assistant General Counsel tee

for Education

//
',I/ fl // /" e
By ! ‘d:F /( A
Charles Cervante
Attorney '
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FOCTLOTES
1/ Sce the tepove on bk, 4656 {(which beocame UL Hd-
570) submittced v tihwe Dopartment pf the Interacr to the

Chatvmans o the vonpttes on ITatorwor and losualary Rffailr

tH
-

in whach ihe L ;;;; IS E\i the tralke ov AT OuL g jout 1 i;‘.u;r,
bLbriefly. =~ .0 2 T e
- ~

o7 Lumbiee Inlians of North Cavelana, (71-, Coneral
Stotutes of Weyth Cavelinas, (19710 L71-6, Lurlice Indians
oi Norin Caselanas viabts, pr1v1lagc5, urnenities, obliasticns
ahsﬁkuxnwl.*Tbc':ndzans now residing an Robeson and
adjoinmina countaies of Werth Carclana, eravinally found Ly
the Tarst white scitleors on the Lusbeoe River an Roelbeson County,
and clozming soant dddscent frow remnonts of ecarly Amsrican

Colonmasts ond vertaan trabes of Indisnz ora 3
the toaxtald regaions of Rorth Tareclana, zhall, from and

-

after Apral 20, 1953, Lo known snd Jdezionated as Louambes

Indions ¢f Nerth.Careline and shall continue o snoiey 211
rights, pravaledes and amwmunitaecs enjoyed Lj thzw ag citizens
of thy State as npow provaded by law, and shall continue to

bo &ub;a:t to 21 Lnx.ub]athans BNI duties of citicens under

t-hé’"lu\-\’_ (]J)’._( , o ~"E\/ﬂa )

" 37 State CTommidrsion of Indian Affalirss wenbership,
€71=-16, CGeneral Statutes of Korth Carolina (1271) s71-1%
Mowbershaps torw of office: chairmen: compenzation,.-{2) The

;._l

APRE b

State Commassicon of Indian Lifisadrs shall consist of the

Spoaker ©f the Houses Fepresontative

.-0-

he lacsutenant Gose

™

v

1

the Director of the Departnent of Focidal Fervices, Lise

[

-
of the State Duploymant Securiaty Commaszion, Dagector of
the State Doard of Mealth, the Director of The: ftate

Conservatisn and Dovelopmesnt Department

Loandl the Comupidsnicones
of labr. here shall Le 120 Indaon members Lv'ﬁ? zon Lot eadll
Dy trabal or cumnumaty ceonnent: thros sach from the four
following wmagor arovps of Morth Carolann Indbians: 4he Lundss,
the Haliawa, the Waooimaw Saouan, the Coharas tribes, in
afitition, at the dincretdon of the Tommiszmion and at sach

tawg: ds any other priaently unronognidned group or oroups of
Indlians rossding dn torth Cursdana are roaugnissil by the

PR e

oy .

Commds.eann, the Conmisisian may sizmat o up e three repre
Irome siuch o noewly seoogtinsd group who doneomstrate .
nuthpr ity o spoak dn the dotarsst ol the group they reprosent.



FOOTNOTES - Page 2

4/ IEA, Pavt B, s$810(¢): Part C, §314(c).

-
-

5/ §. Repta.-384, 92 Cong., 15t Sess., 5(1971).
— - * S Lod~ s ! o . MR '

6/ S. Rapt. No. 2012, s4ath Cond.} 2d Sess., 2(1956).

"~ 7/ S. Rept.- No. 201Ei . oo . :M;f
i;\\ . . o L
“. B/ Sce ESEA Title I, §103(a) (1) (A) and (B), (20 U.s.C.
§241c(a) (1) (A) and (B); Education of the Handicapped Act
§612(a) (1) (B) (20 U.S.C. 1412(a) (1) (B) Bilingual Education

Act §706 (20 U.S.C. 880-3a).

I
T

9/ ESEA Title I, §103(a) (1) (A), (20 U.S.C. §24lc(a) (1) (A).

.y . [N
U ~dr s’
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R el . L aades Gavan L oor- e f (,a/; o
. . : “" l.(":“:/, ’ ""114 ('Cf
} DEE AL ST OF HEALTIL V0UCA TN, AND KE11 AL
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10 My, dhicondon, slhe . byl " . ‘0.114
’ L Ece o iener b Couaneeed N S ‘ ' '
LT e A R S S
k TN - v SN T
) ~ .
Chict, Police, Pracedares o Planniag Bvaach _ : S
CogonLracts & traet s bivicion” N ‘ '
ﬁv\quu;.l of Ceneral Coganel dpinion o Gulian Edueat lon' Graats
A NN : ‘ et
< Le s office has received o copy of Public Law 570-84th ' ;
: : o Congress, which relatens 1o the Lombee Indiang of North e
v Carolina stating that, "Nothing in this Act shall make L
< onuch Indians celipible tor any :.(,rv_i ces performed by the _ -
United States Tor Todians becanse of their status as o o

|n\h ans, and none ot the statute:s of the United States
witich «lLlL‘\L Indians becanse ol their status as toudians
shall be appllcable Lo the Lunbee fadiaons.™  (Copy of

o Public Law agtached, Copy of ILR. 12216 attached),

'-ihmz.:_; the above L'mj'n-u'c; 1) make those prants now ln

Lo plave tllepatl, (Lae Y 1973 awards) 32) must the grants i S

0 be terminated dmmediately In total requesting the return S e
Cof all tunds, which In wost cases will result in an over-. L : :
payment. to the reclpient; 3) does the languapge in the act

CalTeet other grants in whole or in part wvhere support is
bedogy, provided to the Luambee Indlang, though they may not ISR
be loeated in North Carolinag & &) it is assumed by thils '
office that the languape aftecety other propgrams of OE e
where support may be provided Lo the Lumbees. ---_;:i‘-""

3. Au immediate responsce to the le()V(‘. prohlems; will be

il appreciated since this offlee is taking the followlng BT
actions: : ‘
_ = . Authorizing the FPinaoce ))lv1 fon to withhold farther
: Lt T payment s on enrvent. prants whiich are supporting the
. T Lumhoc lnd.i.:\us'-. _ S LT
Yoo by hed ay processing awards Tor the currene year for which .
‘ ST an applicant request support lor the Lumbee ladlans,




United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20245

IN REPLY REFER TO?

Tribal Government Services
BCCQO 4858

JUN 111976

Mr, Gerald Flute

Chairman

Board of Directors

nited Tribes Educational T achnical
Center

Bismarck, North Dakota 58531

Dear Mr. Flute:

Dr. Theodore Marrs of the White House staff has asked us to rezpond
tc your recent telegram regarding recognition of the Lumbee Tribe,

We are unaware of any consideration being given to an Executive Crder
that would extend Federal recocnition to the Lumbee paople a« a triba,
We mipht point cut that the language in and the legiclative history
aurrounding the so called Lumbee Act of June 7, 1858 (70 Stat, 254),
wherein the Indian people of Robeson and adjoining counties in North
Carolina were desinnated as Lumbee Indians, makes it clear that

these people, while Indians, were not to be considered as constituting
a tribe and further were eligible to none of the services from the
Federal Goverrnment for which Indian status misht otherwise make them
elirible. It would appear, thercfore, that their status could only b=
changed by the Conoress,

Your inquiry is appreciated, and vour views have been made a part of
the record,

Sincerealy yours,

(SGD) THEODORE KRENZKE
Director, Office of Indian S~rvices

Enclo=ures

cc: éDL Theodore C., Marrs
Scott Keep, Rm. 6447
FSA - Atlanta T
Code 1000 =
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RIS

TNtelnting to the !.mulm")n.olIMH of Narth Cnrolinn,

Whereas wany Tudians now living in Robeson and adjoining counties®
-.are descendants of Tl onee Jarge and prasperans triley which oc-
"y enpied the Tavds along The Tinnbee Tiverat the time of the eailiest
white settfements in that section and T

70 St11, 254,

Whereas at The (ime of their st contagis with the colonisis, these

Indians were a_well-established and distinetive people living in

. Eurepean-type honses invssettied tawns aml communities, owning

<« -wlaves ad hivestock, tilling the soil, and practicing many of .the
arts and crafis of Faropean eivilization: and

. ance and mxnner of speech il the frequent reenrrence among them
— of family names snch as Oxendine, lacklear, Chavis, Drinkwater,
Bullard, Lawery, Sammpron, and others, alzo found on the roster of

nble show of veaxon, trace their_origm to an admixture of colonial
bloud with certain coastal tribes of Iudians; and ~ 77

» Whereas these people e natarally and understandably proud of
their heritage. and desirous of establishing their sozial status and
preserving their racial history: Now, therefore, ,

Be it enocled by the Senate and Iouse of I'eprexentatives of the
= United Ntates of America in Conqgresn assembled, That ghe Judi
© L pe-now residine in Tobeson snd adioininge coyntl \ QI
.2 TornifInany st winte settfers on the Lumbee Jhiver n

7 N\ - Robieson County, and claiming joint descent from remnants of carly

. the coastal recsions of Novth Carolina any ¢
cation of thiy auowy sind desiginiec

(9 mrohpagand shall continue (o enjoy all nights, prviieces, and
Wm%ml By themn as aitizens of the State of Novth Carolina
and of the Linited States as they enjoved before the enactment of this

R Act, and shall continue to be subject to all the oblizations and duties
—of such citizens under the taws of the State of North Caroiin i

gl e

VUnited States, [oNoling i This .Lct 