”;‘Indlan trlbes but recogmzes the ex1stence of Ind1a ‘tribes. as quasi sovere, wo
~ entities possessing all the inherent rights of sovereignty: eX(‘:ept Where restnctmns i
" have been placed theréon by the United States itself.”
- In discussing the scope of the meaning’ of tribal soverelgnty, Fellx Cohen in
. h1s book entitled “Federal Indian Law,” said: = ;
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-eleglslatlon by Gongress but, save as as thus expressly quahﬁed full powers.
- of internal ‘sovereignty are vested in the ’In(han tmbes and in thelr duly
»censtututed organs of’ government” e A o
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= '-Jurlsdlctlon over Iﬁdlans There remain, however mgmﬁcant areas in Whlch the
 tribe retains complete authorlty over’ the lives. of it members. .

.~ One of the most serious inadequacies in tribal ‘goyernment arises from 1ts
. failure to conform to traditional constitution 1 safeguards which apply to State-

eral Governments. As Senator Anderson, a .m e;r, iovf; the Committee-

on Interior and Insular Affairs has noted: 1 / ‘the rights

oo of other citizens while he is oﬁ‘? the reservatlon, but on the reserva on ‘in the-

o absence of Federal leglslatlon he has only the ights glven te him by the tmbal
' governing body.” : :

* shairman Ervin has made a snmﬂar observa m ;- “It appears that a~tribe may

“deprive its members of Jproperty .and: libert hout' due proce law ]

 may not come under the limitation. of: Fedeaaal, nd Stat : g:QVernments as s‘t‘ ated in:
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