I would appreciate your: consideration for revision of | those sections 1;1, *the Bbill
o ‘that the Pueblo people are not threatexied in the du"ectmn of undue harvdshipy
leadi*ng toa breakdown in their systems. ' S

It is my sincere desire that the Indian citizenry of New Mexico Wd&'k iont
system conducive to continued good working relationships with all omnx/citizéns
in order that we continue the harmony for the sake of a meamngful development
in the direction of progress for all. Thank you for the opportunity. to convey thlS
message. David F. Cargo, Governor of the State of New 'Mexico o .

The CramruanN. We have a statement that Was presented as a part
of Mr. Montoya’s statement ; but it was not put in the record, be@ause it
did not : s]ggw that it was s1gned At least I could not see that my copy.

was sl

Nowg,ltlzhls isall Very well and good but what pnOSlthIl doés the G‘ov-{'
ernor take on this leglslatlon at the present time? Is he for the. Indian
rights bill as it is presented. in Senate bill 1843, House bill 15122, and.
House bill 15419, or. is his position that he Wants a olosm' consldem—f
 tion of titles I and TT of the genate bill 18437 .

Mr. Acova. Yes, sir. This is it. He is in favor of supponbmg the/ ~
' Pueblo Indians in the rev1s1on or what they are askmg under tltles
and I, sir,
The Cramax. Thank you very much.
The gentleman from Washington? ' .
Mr. Merps. Just, a preliminary question. Are you representlng the
Gov"ernor here? Do you speak for him in all’ resPeots on this matter?.
Mr. Acoya. Yes, sir; on Indian matters, . §
Mr. Merps. Where i is the State of New Mex:lco with regard tp fbh@ll‘
constitutional. I'eVISIOIl or Wh&tever 1s necessa,l y to acqulre ]umsdm—
tion under280¢ = .
‘Mr, Acova. They have ! never- enter@a,med rthe ma,»ttesr, sn'.y-"‘ :
of fact, under the Cons ,u(tlon, of course, a. disclaimer is this, that 4]
State Wlll never assume ]umsdwtmn over Indian. l}aﬁpds unle
either revised, the Constltutlon is rev1sed throug ) efarendum or by
constltutlonal vote. .
Mr. Merps. And is thafo bemg pnopased at a,,ll aat nthe present tlme?
" M¢. Acova. No, sir; never has. .
'Mr. MzEps. So tham the positions talnen by former w1tnesses thafc fhe»v
grevalénce arising from the lack of ]umsdlctmn by communities - d‘
y States, there does not appear to be much relief in sight for
the present time by the State. takmg ]urlsdlctlon, does there? o
- Mr. Acova. No, sir. That is true. . ) L
Mr. Mezps. If you—and speakin for: the Governorv—-lf the Stabe;
of New Mexico was to take jurisdiction, would it be your position
that the first 10 amendments to the U S. Gonsmtutmn should not applyl

to Indians living on reservations?
Mr. Acoya. If the State did take ]urlsdmtqon?
Mr. Mzeps. Right. ,
Mr. Acova. I think his position is that he supporbs that t]ae B,ﬂl
of Rights apply with the exception of titles I and II be worked out.
so that it would be, conduowe to- confbmued good rela)tlonshlp W) vth the
Indian pueblos. - ﬁ
Mr. Meeps. Are you aware that tltle i 1s, in effect a gmntmg of the‘
first 10 amendments to Indians on reserva,tlong? .
Mr. Acova. Sir, T did not get the question. .
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