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My name is William Miller.  I’m here today representing the Dot Lake Village Council, the tribal government for the Native Village of Dot Lake.  
Traditionally, I’d like to let you know that my mother and father were Peter and Anna Miller from New Jersey.  My mother-in-law was Doris Charles; the late Doris Charles, the matriarch of Dot Lake.  My wife is Stella Miller.  

I’m here today basically to try to get the Commissioners to understand the situations in the villages.  There’s 131 recognized tribes in Alaska.  The majority of these tribes have tribal councils which are their governing bodies.  The tribal councils have operated from time immemorial.  They control the people within their villages; within their tribes.  

Dot Lake in specific, which I’m familiar with, over the last ten years we have completed about three tribal adoptions which cost the adoptive parents absolutely nothing.  It was completed, in each case, within two months with no required attorney fees, court fees.  The tribal council acting as a tribal court and the time during which the State recognized the tribal court for the adoptions which right now is in question because of the latest AG’s opinion.  

But these tribal adoptions have worked out very well.  We follow the adoptions—Or after the adoptions, the parents—the adoptive parents, the children and their all doing very well.  We’ve had tribal courts for child custody.  Over the same period of time, we have had approximately 12 tribal members in tribal custody and placed in foster homes with tribal members.  Again at no cost to the State and without going through the red tape that’s required under the State laws.

Some of these children are still in tribal custody.  We presently have four children in tribal custody.  The remainder were returned to the parents and the parents have been working very well with their children.

We also had a situation where the State had taken custody of children and the tribal council acting as a tribal court was third party.  We attended all of the status hearings.  We made our recommendations and these children now have been returned to the parents.  

One of the major problems that we run into is the State recognition of the tribes.  They are tribal governments.  The Councils are the government for the tribe.  Under Governor Knowles, we had the Millennium Agreement.  It was starting to work very well with different State agencies -- getting notifications, consultations and information from the State.  

Under the present administration, I don’t know where this Millennium Agreement sets because we’ve heard absolutely nothing on it.  

The other problem that we run into is response.  Living out in the villages, your State Trooper response is very sparse.  We depend on the State Troopers out of Tok.  Sometimes—And we’re lucky because sometimes its only a day before they respond as opposed to some of the areas where it may be a week before they get out there.  

We’re not authorized to have law enforcement of our own.  We work basically on the peer system.  And this is the peer pressure to maintain order within the village.  

Dot Lake specifically -- very rarely does the Council call the State Troopers to respond unless it’s something that we cannot handle ourselves.  We may not have legal status to handle it, but we’ve handled a number of different cases.  

We have two safe homes within the village, which is run under our Indian Child Welfare program in addition to the Family Violence program that we operate in the village.  Everyone knows where the two safe homes are.  They know where they can go.  One of them is also the home of our Health Aide, which means that we have medical coverage or the Health Aide can provide medical care, if needed in the situation.  

The other home is my home, which my wife and I are willing to take anyone in at any time that needs any type of protection.  

Addressing the alcohol problem, that it’s in the villages.  We had the State Alcohol Option, which can be voted on.  The only problem that we have with that is its stricted.  In our particular case, it’s listed as the voters within a two mile radius of the post office.  Dot Lake is very unique in the sense that we have both a Native and a non-Native community there.  And they are separate.  What that means is that they all live within the two mile radius and the non-Native community has very little alcohol problem or we have the individuals that does not any type of government interference.  The one time that we tried to initiate one of the alcohol options, it was defeated by one vote.  Therefore we couldn’t use the State Alcohol Option.  
What we would like to see is some type of State support for the systems that we have in place.  Right now, under Federal law, we can have local ordinances.  But it’s like everywhere else.  Why initiate laws or ordinances that you have no method of enforcing?  If we initiate an ordinance and we put a fine of some type on it and we tell an individual they violated the ordinance, they have to pay a fine.  They say, no.  There’s nothing that can be done.  Whereas under State law, it’s a fine or jail.  

We cannot hold the individuals because presently being a 280 State, we don’t have the jurisdiction to hold these individuals.  If we notify the Troopers, the first question is what State law have they violated?  If it don’t happen to be a State law, then the State Troopers are not going to respond and they’re not going to enforce it.  

We’ve also had trouble in the past under child custody cases where the children have been taken from the parent.  The parent has gone and taken the children and we cannot get the State Troopers to assist us in getting the children back.

These are some of the situations that we’ve run into.  

We can save the State a tremendous amount of money in the court systems, if the tribal councils are allowed to operate as tribal courts with the support of the State.  We’re not necessarily asking for funds.  

The other program that is constantly going downhill is the VPSO program.  We’ve never been authorized a VPSO because they tell us we’re within fifty miles of Tok and sixty miles from Delta Junction, therefore we have State Troopers in the area.  But the State Trooper detachment is constantly being reduced.  Every time they have a budget cut of any type, it’s always the man on the ground that looses out.  We very rarely see the supervisory positions or the higher up positions being reduced.  What they do, is they take the State Trooper away.  So now the same supervisor that was getting paid to supervise five people is supervising four and getting paid the same thing for three.  But they never get rid of the supervisor.  And the supervisors don’t come out and respond.  They don’t come out and help.  We’ve had Trooper Sergeants in Tok that don’t leave the Tok office.  If something comes up, they’ll call one of the Troopers that’s off duty and have them come out and have them respond at an additional cost because its overtime.  

The other problem that we have is we get Troopers in from urban areas.  They have absolutely no idea what goes on out in the rural bush areas.  Some of these are Fish and Game type enforcement officers.  And it just so happens we just got one to come in and one of his first actions was to set up Grouse decoys along the road and sit along side the road and wait to see who stops to shoot one and then cite them.  I mean this is ridiculous.  If they have time to do things like that, they have time to go ___ a State Trooper.  They have time to respond and to help us when we need help.  And we don’t ask for it unless we need it.  

I’d like to thank the Commission for coming up here and giving us a chance in the Interior here to testify.  And I hope that you leave with a good impression and with the idea that the tribes are here to stay.  The tribes are here to help the State.  Their primary concerns are their tribal members and the safety and the well being in the villages.  All we need is a little bit of support.  Not necessarily financial, but support in the legal status that can give us some type of jurisdiction; some type of authority.  Somehow that we can enforce these things at a local level so that we can have a better life.  

Thank you.

BLATCHFORD:
Thank you, Bill.  Are there any questions of Mr. Miller?  Wilson.  
JUSTIN:
Thank you.  

BLATCHFORD:
Will you take questions, Bill?

MILLER:
Oh yes.  

JUSTIN:
That’s good.  We can get along.  I’ve got a couple of questions, Bill.  You were talking about the interaction with the tribes and your members there with the foster home and child placements.  Was OCS involved in those cases?  Or was that strictly in the….

MILLER:
The ones where the tribe took custody of the children was strictly the tribal.  We took the first actions and therefore we did not have to go through OCS.  We didn’t go through all of the time period things that OCS has.  After twelve months, you start looking for adoption as opposed to return to the family.  We can keep children in custody for two years; three years.  Because our ultimate goal is to keep the families together.  The parents have things that they have accomplished and sometimes they don’t do it; can’t do it; won’t do it or don’t it within the time frame that the State set up.  Then the State has to go through a lot of red tape to extend this—I believe it’s a one year period or eighteen months.  To extend it, they have to go through a lot of red tape and during this time the parents are always on edge.  They don’t know where they stand.  They don’t know if there’s a possibility of getting their children back.  Whether the State’s going to terminate parental rights or what.  
And knowing the people and working with the people, we’re not like a far-off entity—for instance; our OCS office is in Delta.  Nine times out of ten, you call it and you get a recording.  You may get a call back.  You may not.  We get people in there again—I think we get the rejects out of the urban areas.  That for some reason they’ve had trouble or problems in the urban areas and they end up out there.  And it’s like they—All they want to do is make life miserable for the parents.  You finish this goal and we’re going to set another one.  They don’t lay it out in the beginning.  
Now the one case that we did have OCS involved in, that’s basically what happened.  We had to fight to keep those children in State custody long enough to where the father finally got them back.  And then again, it was well you should be getting back in June.  And then it goes to July and then it goes to October.  Then you’ll get them back before Christmas.  The 23rd of December, he got his children basically to keep.  And believe it or not, the OCS individual announces, well the foster parents have had these children for almost two years or a year and a half and it’s going to be hard on them, so we think the children should go back to the foster parent for a week or two for a transition period.  ___ says you’re out of your ever loving mind.  You told him the 23rd, before Christmas he would have his children.  He’s got them now and he kept them.  But they wanted the children to go back to transition for the foster parent.  Now the foster parent understood when they took the children, that this is a temporary placement.  I mean, who are they interested in?  The foster parent or the parent?  The family or the foster family?  These are the types of situations.  But the other cases, we handle ourselves.  
JUSTIN:
Thank you.  And I had one more question.  You mentioned that you had—After the Millennium Agreement was put in place, that it was starting to work—showing signs of working.  Was that with some agencies or was there a specific agency that you were starting to show a working relationship through the Millennium Agreement?

MILLER:
Well we started to have a lot better working relationship with the Troopers for one thing.  Because the word came out that you will keep the tribal councils informed of what’s going on.  With the magistrate at the time, we were getting copies of court orders.  If we had a tribal member that was living in the village that was on probation, we got a copy of the order of what they were and were not to do so that we could observe locally.  

We don’t get this anymore.  

JUSTIN:
Thank you.  That was the questions I had.  Okay.  

BLATCHFORD:
Thank you, Bill.  We appreciate you taking the time to testify for this Commission and thank you very much.  
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