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Mr. Chairman, | welcome the chance to testify today before this committee on an issuethat is
S0 persondly important to me.

| want to start by welcoming two witnesses, President Jackson and Lorey Cachora, who are
here today on behdf of the Quechan Nation. | have had along relationship with this Tribe, a
relationship that actualy came about because of the unfortunate circumstances | will describe in afew
moments.

But fird, let me address the issue of sacred sites, and how strongly | fed that these sites must be
protected.

In thisworld, there are a number of sacred sites that we all recognize, respect and revere as
sacred, regardiess of individud faith. The very idea of placing acell phone tower at the Wailing Wall,
making a parking lot out of Notre Dame, or putting an ail rig in the Blue Mosque or Westminster
Abbey is prepogterous—it's impossible to even conceive of it happening.

And yet, there are numerous Native American sacred Sites — some that are unknown, but many
that are known —that are currently being ravaged and destroyed in these very ways.

| fed comfortable saying that in this room, we al understand the importance of sacred sites and
the role they play in the spiritud and religious life of atribe. But there is a difference between
understanding that sacred Sites exist and respecting these sites, being cognizant of their importance and
protecting them with the full force of law.

The protection of sacred sitesisnot anew issue. It has been dealt with numerous times,
through Executive Order, and federd laws and regulaions. However, sacred Stes are till being
threatened — in my state of Cdifornia and across the nation.

Let metdl you about a specific sacred sitesissue in which | have been intimately involved —
one that involves the Quechan Nation's epic battle againgt a proposed gold mine. The story spans
nearly a decade and began in 1994, when the Canadian-based Glamis Imperial Corporation proposed
development of an open-pit gold mine that would impact over 1,600 acres of land in southern
Cdifornia

“Impact” isaterm that can mean many things. This proposed mine wouldn't just impact these
lands— it promised to destroy them. Open pit gold mining, which iswhat Glamis proposed, literdly
atersthe face of the landscape. And because the scope of the damage is sometimes hard to



comprehend, | brought a chart that shows asmilar mine that exigsin Cdifornia. What | didn’t bring
were the pictures | have of the yellowish-orange rivers near thismine.  Theserivers are dead zones
that have been poisoned by the cyanide used in this type of gold mining.

It isfair to say that thistype of gold mining creates sacrifice zones. And in this case, Glamis
proposed that the sacrifice zone be alocation that is sacred to the Quechan people.

During the permit review process, the President’s Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
testified that the mine would “essentidly destroy the Tribe' s ability to practice and tranamit to future
generdions the ceremonies and vaues that sustain their culturd existence” To methat saysthet this
mine would rip the heart out of the Tribe s religious center.

The Tribe, to its credit, played by the rules. They participated in the environmentd review
process and they expressed their objections. | repeatedly expressed mine. | met with Secretary
Babhitt to let him know of my opposition.

And in January 2001, the Clinton Adminigtration did the right thing. In an unprecedented move,
it denied Glamis the necessary permits. Never before had the Bureau of Land Management denied a
mine because of its environmentd and culturd impacts.

The Adminigration’s decison to regject the mine was based in part on the fact that “the
proposed project isin an area determined to have nationdly sgnificant Native American vaues and
historic properties and would cause unavoidable adverse impacts to these resources.”

The day that decision was made was a day when the federd government honored its legal and
ethical obligations to protect the interests of the Quechan (QUITS-ON) Tribe. It sent a powerful and
positive message that Native American religious rights would be honored and their sacred Sites
protected.

Unfortunately, that victory didn't last long.

In November 2001, Secretary Norton came up with anew interpretation of mining law and
decided she was going to reopen congderation of the Glamis proposd. Although the initid permit
denid took 6 years and hundreds of hours of consultation, the decision to reopen the permit involved no
public input and took only afew months.

Nowhere in the convoluted explanation that Secretary Norton gave to judtify this decison did
she address the Tribe's concerns. She smply acted asif they didn’'t matter. Or maybe she knew there
was no legd or mord judtification she could give.

The decison isargection of her trust obligations to the Tribe. It ignores her duty to comply
with the Executive Order on Sacred Sites. And it rglects her obligation to comply with the Native



American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act.

But what redlly bothers me deeply is that Secretary Norton met with the Glamis Corporation —
a private Canadian company — prior to reversing the Clinton decison.

She did not smilarly meet with, or even consult, the Tribe. In fact, she dill has not met with the
Tribe, despite her plans to move forward with a project that will tear the heart out of their culture.

| hope that today’ s witness for the Administration can give us confirmation that the Secretary
will meet with the Tribe in the near future to discussthis.

When | ask mysdlf how this could happen, the only conclusion | can draw isthat Secretary
Norton views the Glamis project asjust another mining project. But | am hereto tell you, it isn't. The
Glamis project is about the desecration of a sacred site.

Wein Congress must find away to ensure that the Quechan Nation's sacred sites and the
sacred Stes of other Tribes are not dlowed to fal prey to mining or any other form of destruction.

Although | have mentioned one Stuation in my state, | know that thisis not a sate-specific
issue. It isanationd issue, and one that we must address at the nationd levd.

| once again thank you Mr. Chairman, for convening this series of hearings—and for your
dedication to improving the protection of Native American sacred Sites.



