United States Department of the Interior

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Central Celifornia Agency 4 REPLY REFER TO:
1824 Tribate Road, Suite
Sacraments, CA 058154308
AR -7 2000

Shesp Ranch Rancheria :
1055 Winter Court
Tracy, Califomia 95376 .
Dear Ms. Buriey:

The purpose of this comespondence is to provide you with a summary of the discussion that
occurred during 2 meeting on February 15, 2000, held at the Central Califomia Agency ;
(Agency), with Yakima Dixie, Vice-Chairperson of the Sheep Ranch Rancheria (Tribe), his
brother Melvin Dixde, and other interested parties. The summary responds to the concems you
expressed in your letter dated February 15, 2000. We also respond o your requests expressed
in your letter dated February 24, 2000. i

The Meeting of e;:rua 15,

At the request of Yakima Dixie, Vice-Chairperson, which he made during a mesting at the
Agency with him and other interestad parties on December 28, 1988, we schedulad a meeting
to be held at the Agency on February 15, 2000. As explained in cur February 4, 2000, letiers o
you and to Mr. Dixie, the purpose of that mesting was to discuss the issues raisad in those
letters, as well as steps the Tribe may take to resclve this matter intemally. Mr. Dixie also
requested that only members of the General Councll and one non-attorney representative for
each side participate in that meeting. We understood Mr. Dixie's request as a desire to ensure
a free exchange of ideas among those persons comprising the body possessing authority to
decide the issues. ; - :

By letters dated February 9, 2000, you informed the Agency that the Tribe concluded that the
February 15, 2000, meeting was inconsistent with Tribal management of its own affairs. On that
basis, you and Rashel Reznor declined to participate in that mesting.

On February 15, 2000, we informed Yakima Dide, his brother Melvin Dixie, and other interested
pafﬁes,dﬂwdadsimnfﬁashaiﬁmrandyuumtfnpamdpateinm&sﬂhaduladmﬁg
However, Yakima Dixie requested a brief mesting with us to address general guestions arising
from our February 4, 2000, letter to him. We agreed to meet for that limited purpose. The
following is a summary of the ensuing discussion. ' :

At the outset of the meeting, we reiterated to the parties prasent the.A
issues raised in our letter of February 4, 2000, are intemal matters, [Ad:Sani
needed {o seek redress within the appropriate Tribal forum e e

such issues. We also reiterated our view, notwithsianding a Tribal decision 1o the contra

the appropriate Tribal forum is the General Council. At present, we view, again Msg‘n;::







