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April 3, 1975

}.!-@lonorable Daniel Peacl;xas | - E.AV\; L gg"% ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁv

House of Representatives i 1 : ay
State Capitel : : ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ EEMEH%E_
Phoenix, Arizona 86007 o : ! et

Dear Represehtative Peacheas:

You have' asked whether the Arizona Attorney General

“hag the jurisdiction to enforce civil and criminal laws on
- Indian reservations where such enforcement is requested by

the Tribal Government.

' Under Title 25 of the U.S. Code, a state may assune
civil and criminal jurisdiction within an Indian reservation
with the consent of the particular Indian tribe and legisla~
tive action by the state in question {25 U.S.C. §§1321, 1322).
(Kennerly v, District Court of Yth Judicial District of
Montana, 400 U,S. 423 {1971). 71no ccroeone of an inaLan tribe
must be given by a special election held within the Indian
reservation (or porticn of Indian réservation in wvhich state
law is proposed to be applicabls), conducted by tha Secretary
of the Interior., In order to have such an election, it nust

'be requested either by the Tribal Council or twenty percent of

the Tribe (25 U.S.C. §1326).

It would certainly be possible for any gi#en plece of

 ptate legislation to provide for coverage of Indian reservations,

contingent upon official Tribal request. As we discussed,
Indian arts and crafts may well be an area where such a joint
éffort would be desirable. S : '

- 8incerely,

- Bruce E. Bapbitt
Attorney Generdal

BEB:cl




