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tion to them and I cannot, understand. Why they should obJect, to some-
thing that doesn’t apply, te:them,.;

With respect: te: the;remainder;, of | 184:3,,1 shouid llke to oonﬁne
myself ton the heart of the matter whlch s modlﬁcatlon of Pubhc Law
280: Public Law 280 permits the State to., jimpose its laws.on Indian
people living on Indian reservations without their consent, and. of all
the Indiar legislation on thehooks, there is none. better known, to In- ‘
dians or more generally despised than Public, Law 280. ‘

Public Law 280 and the provisions, that I am talking about that per-
mitted legislation by the State without, the consent of the Indians to
subject the Indians to jurisdiction. was; adopted by Congress, without
any heamn(rs No Indian tribes were heard with respect. to that provi-
sion of the statute which relates to extendlng State ]urlsdlctmn without

tribal consent, That was done in executivesession,

- When this bill came before the President, President Elsenhower, he
was tempted to veto it and he charactemze.d it as an unchristianlike
approach at the time he signed it into law, and he urged Congress then
in 1953 to change it. But since 1953, altllougll repeated. efforts have
been made, including efforts with the admmlstmtlon we have not been.
able to obtain any bill from either House, or with one exception, the

‘Senate. One of the sessions of the Senate did pass a bill amendmg
Pubhc Law 20 to require tribal consent. ,

I think the committee should know that this reqmrearnent has been.

brought to bear at least with respect to the tribes I represent in the

~ States of Montana, Wyoming, and South Dakota. In the State of
South Dakota the Legislature imposed State jursidiction over Indians
in Indian country. This was done on short notice, with small opportu-
nity give to the Indians to present their views. Livestock interests
spearheaded b{ a majority leader of the State senate, formerly a State
senator from Indian country, were behind the efforts to place Indians
under State control and jurisdiction,

For the first time probably since the Battle of Little Blg IIorn the
mine tribes in South Dakota, all Sioux, united and pooled their re-
sources and obtained a referendum under a State constitution to lefer
the issue to the people.

The South Dakota tribes purchaﬁed telev151on and radio tlme, news-
paper and magazine coverage, and they brought to the people of South
Dakota” Abraham Lincoln’s message that no. man is good enough to
govern another man without that other man’s consent. And the people
of South Dakota responded and rejected by an overwhelming vote
of almost. four to one the statute passed by the State Legislature of
South Dakota to 1mpose JuI‘lSdl(:t;bOH, bmte ]urlsdlctlon on Indldns
Wlthout their consent. . =

- That was a very costly prooedure f01 the trlbes It cost them more
pexhqps than to run an entire campaign, but it was necessary. .

The CuamMAN. Your time has expired For today. When the hearings
were held on the Senate bill of the 89th Congress, the:National Con-

ress of American Indians were meeting here They don’t. Iepresent
all of the Indians, do they, Mr. Sonosky ¢

‘Mr. Sonxosky. No. I den’t think thay represent all the Indlans l"hey
represent most Indian tribes; .

The CuatkmMAN: But there were. %V@ral Inzdlan trlbes, 1nclud1ng the
pueblos who had no particular notice at that time of what was going
on When the hearings were held in the other body. , SO




