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Aceovdmgly, hearmgs were commenced .in W:;whmgton An, August 1961 cmd
_~moved to California; Arizona, and New Mexico in November. The following J une,
»hearlngs were held in Colorado and North and South Dakota and finally con:
- cluded in Washington during March of 1963. These hearmgs and staff confer-
ences were held in areas where the subcommittee could receive;the views of the
~ largest number. of Indian tribes, During this period, represematlves from 85
;tribes appeared befare the subeomnmlttee
S. 961 through S, 968 and Senate Joint Resolutlon 4:0 of the 89!:}1 C«ongnes& Were
mtroduceq in ‘response  tio the ﬁndmgs of the smb‘commlttee based on: these
hearings and mvestxgatmns : :
. On June 22,23, 24, and 29, 196!5 the subcommlttee, meetmg in Washmgton,
: 1eee1ved testlmony relatlve t6 these measures. Additional statements ‘were: filed
with the subcommittee before and following the pubhe hearings. In all, some 79
‘persons-either appeared before the- subcommittee or presented sta tements for its
consideration. These persons mclu,ded represen‘ratwes from 36 separate tribes,

“bands, or other groups of Indians located in 14 States. Four national associations

Tepresenting Ind1ans, as well as:three. regional; federated Indian organizations,
presented their views. Members of Congress, State officials, and representatives
from the Department of thé Interior: alsy subriitted! opniwnS on this' legislation.

" The 1965 hearings revealéd: the  necessity of newsmg gomie -of: the original-
measures, icoribining ‘two. of them: into ititle g twovpr’opdsah from
the legislative package. The:six titles/of :S. 1843, as amended reproductsof the -

- re@ommwndmions of t’he Subcommli’;tee on (Vomtxtutwrnal Rlaghts sa@srepoﬁbed inits

. On May 23 1967, Senator Ervim i dothbrs: easponsored &, 1843 through S.

1847 and Semate Jtomt Resolution '87. Because extensive hearings: Wefrevfheld on .

simila,r measures Ain’ the Sgth Congress, gno furfsher hearings were neeessary

Thie purpose orf S 184& as. amend,ed 1s‘, , nsure that ,the Amemeqn Indlan is
'afforded thew bmad consrtltumona'l rights secured to other Amerlcans

ftmfn ,
Title I ig desugned. to, remedy ,
hearings of the Subcommittee on Co
~ tinuing problem.. . - ‘
- The quasu-soverelgn character of Indlan tr’ﬂbes, Indlan self—government and
_particularly the administration of justice, ‘are factors which may deny. both
“procedural and substantive rights to the residents of Indian communities. This
denial resulty from: the fact that panncular restraints on the United States
do not apply to-the operation:of tribal governments. While & great deal of blame
has been placed on Indian governments:for these:denials, the Federal Government
-and the States must. share the reSpons‘JJbihby rﬁof the Indlan s l,aek of constitustional £
rlghts 4
i Tb is hoped that tltle II requmng the Secretary ef the Interiolr w reeommend‘
‘a model code for all Indlan tribes, will 1mp1ement the effect of title I... .
Accordingly, thie - provisions of’ mtle I are scheduled to take effect: upon »the
. xpiratlon of 1 year from the date of enactment, thus affording Indian tribes a
. pernod in which to. prepare themselvesu for a nelw concept of law and order.

i ua,tion ﬁrst brqught ’ta light 1n ,the 1961
‘Ltutlonal Rights and found to.be a con:

'I‘ITLE ]I

’Dhe purpose of title II is m prorvidef fora model cade which wijll safeguard‘t’he
‘constitutional rights of the American Indian. The Secretary of the Interior -
- would be directed to draft a model: code of Indian offenses which would apply
uniformly. to all Indian courts in Indian country, thus assuring that: all Indians
,’receive equau justlce under Indian law. It is also envisioned that th&a model eodef ’



