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of South Dakota and most, States that the occasion doesn’t arise very
often for the State to have to take any action, but as I understand.
'S. 1843, it would permit, such a limited jurisdiction to be extended
- over the reservations with the consent of the tribes,and I don’t believe
“you would have any dlfﬁculty getting the, consent of the trlbes in South
:Dakota, your State, for that purpose. : CLY e g e
~ Mr. Begry. Thatis all, Mr. Chairman.
- The CuamrmaN. The gentleman from Idaho. '
~ Mr. McCrure. Mr. Chairman, T have two questions. I understand you
tosay that title IT will not apply to the tribal courts. 5
~ Mr. Sonosgy. Asappears in, S 1843, passed by the Senate it does not
~ apply to tribal courts.
" Mr. MoCruge. And the model oode subm1tted pursuant to t1t1e II
could not be made to apply to tribal courts.:
Mr. Sonosky: Congress can do- anythmg with respect to Ind1ans, |

| but. this bill as framed now, all it says to the Secretary of the Interior

~is you prepare a model code for courts of Indian oﬂ'enses and rec-
. ommend it to Congress. Now, Congress could have told the Secretal Vs
prepare a model code for tribal courts, but it didn’t. o

' Mr. McCrure. Now, you made a very strong plea for the rlght of
people to determine whether or not the laws shall be applied to

 them with reference to the repeal of Public Law 280, At the same time
~ you say that you think it is right that this C‘oncrress should impose

upon the people of the Pueblo Indians the provisions of this law
whether they want it or not. Now, are these two pos1tlons consistent ?
‘Mr. Sonosky. The provisions of titleI? N x
~Mr. McCrure. No. Your position. ’ ' .
Mr. Soxosky. Well, what I am saying about tltle I is that 1nd1v1dua1‘
Indians need the proteotlon of the Bill of nghts the same as 1nd1v1dual
 non-Indians need it. i
~ Mr. McCruge. But ’ohey don’t need the protectmn of the ]urlsdlctlon
of State law.
Mr. Sovosky. They don’t need the ppotectlon of ]urlsdletmn of State
laW becanse they have both. Federal and thelr own tmbal law.
' Mr. McCLURE. Well
- Mr. Sonosgy. It is a substltutlon of the law of another soveremnty, ~
so to speak.

Mr. McCrure. To me, it strlkes me as though my 1dea of what 1s goodr o |
for them is good for them, and somebody else’s 1deal of what. is crood

for them is not good. Perhaps that isn’t a falr statement. .
. Mr. Sovosgy. Well, let me say this. Congress has with respeot to
- the 11 or 12 major crimes act already said that the U.S. courts shall
have exclusive ]umsdlctlon over these 12 major cr1mes~—-murder, rape,
‘et cetera—which took it away from the Indian tribes who had it
before, and Congress has exercised that power and the Pueblos are
~ subject to it the same as all other Indian tmbes < -
‘Mr. McCruge. Is this right? ‘ L
. Mr. SONOSKY I thlnk that a compromise has to. be made 1n a s1tua-f
again.
Mr. MOCLU:RE Was that done Wlth the consenb of the tmbes, of the
Ind1anpeople? ' ik et S



