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Eight-four persons attended the meeting at the Heard Museum and fourteen
representatives of Native American tribes addressed the Commission. The chairperson of
the fort Mojave Indian Tribe expressed support for their inclusion in draft congressional
district C and draft legislative District B. A representative of the Gila River Community
said that the Metro tribes should be kept together and that draft legislative district W does
so; but he suggested the possible advantage of linkage in Pinal County with Hispanic
populations and the Tohono O’odham Nation, with which his community shares a
significant commonality.
The chairman of the Hopi Tribe, although expressing support for the draft Congressional
map, strongly opposed inclusion of his tribe in the same legislative district as the Navajo
Nation. Noting the unique culture of the Hopi, he said that draft District A would permit
the Navajo voice to drown out the Hopi voice, leading to unfair and ineffective
representation of his tribe. The Governor of the Village of the upper Moenkopi asked for
inclusion in the same legislative district as the Hopi. A member of the Hopi Tribal
Council traced the history of the Hopi lands from the 19th century through the 1996
Navajo Settlement Act.
The attorney for the Navajo Nation, citing the elongated neck made necessary in the
Congressional draft by exclusion of the Hopi from the Navajo area, said that the district
involved a total abandonment of the compactness standard. He charged that the
separation would fail to assist the Hopi and their voting strength, since it would result in
their inclusion in a district with a small percentage of Native American population. He
repeated the Navajo Nation’s continuing strong support for the legislative district that
they had proposed, noting that the benchmark requirement was for a population of 75
percent Native Americans in the district. Draft legislative district A, however, has a

Native American population of only 65 percent and, therefore, would be subject to
challenge under the Voting Rights Act. He further noted the Navajo Nation’s
recommendation to include the whole of Apache County, including the White Mountain
Apache Reservation and the San Carlos Reservation, within the same legislative district;
and he suggested that only their inclusion would make it possible to achieve the
benchmark standard. The chief of staff in the office of the Speaker of the Navajo Nation
noted that the Native American tribes share the same issue concerns of roads and schools.
The Chairwoman of the Hualapai Nation gave general support to their inclusion in draft
Congressional district C and draft legislative district A; but she also endorsed the Hopi
request.
The Vice-Chairman of the Pasqua Yaqui Tribe said that the draft legislative map violates
the spirit of the Voting Rights Act by separating the lands of his tribe among four
legislative districts.
The President of the Salt River Indian Community said that his tribe is centered in the
Phoenix Metropolitan area; thus, its urban concerns (such as transportation and utility
corridors) bring them into cooperative projects with the surrounding jurisdictions. He
suggested, therefore that the tribe be located with Scottsdale in the Congressional plan.
The Chairman of the Tohono O’odham Nation accepted that there might be a problem,
given the distance from the main reservation, in including the San Tano lands in the same
district. He warned against linkage of the Tohono O’odham with the southeastern corner
of the State. Noting strong cultural links with the Gila River and Ak-Chin tribes, he said
that there was no community of interest with the southeast.
The chairman of the White Mountain Apache Tribe, noting that historically they have
shared Congressional representation with the Phoenix Metropolitan tribes, expressed
concern over the disconnection with the Gila River and Ak-Chin tribes with which they
have community of interest. He supported the Navajo Nation’s proposal for keeping
Indian tribes together. A representative of the Yavapai Apache Nation said that his
concern, also, was to keep as many of the Indian communities as possible in the same
Congressional district; that his tribe wished to be in the same district as the other Apache
Nations; and that the lands owned by the Tribe in the Verde Valley be kept in the same
legislative district.
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