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Ms.SvivIaBam:}ey Chairperson
California Valley Miwok Tribe
10601 Escondido Pl

Stockion, California 95121

i}earMs. Bm‘ley"

Tinslwarax:hmwie&gmourf-‘ebmaryn 2004, receipt of a document represented to be
the tribal constitution for the California Valley Miwok Tribe. It is our understanding that
ﬂmfn‘behasshamdﬁnsmbaiwmm&tﬁeBmmofIndxanAﬁ’ans(BfA)man
atteynpt to demonstrate that itisan orgammd”ﬁibc.chmtﬁxHy,wemustdzmgmethat
such a demonstration is made.

Alhough the Tribe has not requestad any assistance or comments from this office in
response to your document, we provide the following observations for your
consideration. As you know, the BIA's Central California Agency (CCA)hasa
responsibility to develop and maintain a government-to-government relationship with
cach of the 54 federally recognized tribes situated within CCA’s jurisdiction. This
relationship, includes among other things, the responsibility of working with the person
or persons from each tribe who either are rightfully elected to a position of authority
within the tribe or who oﬁmwxseecwpyamﬁcnefauthmtymm an tnorganized
‘tribe. ‘i‘othatend,the:BIAhasrecogmzadyou,asapmonafamhomymmﬁw ,
California Valley Miwok Tribe. However, the BIA does not yet view your tribe 1o be an

“orgamized” Indian Tribe and this view is borne out niot only by the document that you
have presented as the tribe’ 's constitution but addifionally, by our relations over the last
several decades with members of the tribal community in and around Sheep Ranch
Rancheria.( Let me emphasize that being an organized vis-3-vis unorganized tbe
ozﬂ:mﬁywiﬂno:xmpactn&mmm’be‘sday»today operations but could impact your
tribe’s continued eligibility for certain grants and services from the United States).

Wimeazszeﬁmhas notpmv:owsiy»e;gammdseeksmdo s0, BlA also hasa

rmponsihﬁity 10 determine that the orgammamaai efforts reflect the involvement of the
wimie tribal communpity. We have not seen evidence that such general involvement was
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aﬁ%‘;}iﬁé or has occurred with the purported organization of your tribe. For example, we
have not been made aware of any efforts to reach out to the Indian %smm%zes in and

around the Sheep Ranch ?ﬂm&zena, f};’i{} persons who have maintained any cultural

wsmt* with Sheep Ranch. To our knowledge, the only persons of Indian descent
involved i in the tribe’s organization &ﬁi}m were you and your two daughters. We are
unaware i}f any efforts to involve Yakima Dixie or Mr. Dixie’s brother Melvin Dixie or
any offspring of Merle Butler, Tillie Jeff or i&ﬁﬁy Jeff, all persons who are known to
have resided at Sheep Ranch Rancheria at various times in the past 75 years and persons
who have inherited an interest in the Rancheria. We are also not aware of any efforis to
involve Indians( such as Lena Shelton) and their descendents who once lived adjacent to
Sheep Ranch Rancheria or to investigate the possibility of involving 2 neighboring group.
We arc aware that the Indians of Sheep Ranch Rancheria were in fact, part of a larger
group. of Indians residing less then 20 miles away at West Point. Indeed, at your February
;%»33 éﬁé deposition, you yourseif testified you were at one time of the %’%?%{ Point Indian

unity; we mdarmnd as well, that you had siblings r{ssxémg there for many years.
?fiza aﬁ; remains available, vpon your m&s&s to assist you in identifying the members
of %%zz&mcﬁ} Indian community, to assist in dissemir ating both individual and pubic
%}i}ﬁif:@&, facilitating meetings, and otherwise ;ggz}w iding logistical support.

Itis amy atter the greater tribal ammmg% is initially identified that governing
documents should be drafted and the Tribe’s base and z&ﬁmb&rﬁﬁp criteria identified.

The mﬁgﬁzwsz the greater tribal community is essential to this effort. We are very

concerned about the designated “base roll” for the tribe as identified in the submitted
tribal constitution; this “base roll” contains only the names of five living members all but
one whom were born betwesn 1960 and 1996, and therefore would imply that there was
never any tribal community in and around Shesp Ranch Rancheria until you met with
Yekima Dixie, asking for his assistance to admit you as 2 member, The base roll, thus,
sugzests that this tribe did not exist until the 1990°s,with the exception of Yakima Dixie.
However, BIA’s records indicate with the exception not withstanding, otherwise.

Bass m&mﬁaﬂsﬁm rolls are used to estzblish a tribe’s cohesiveness and communitv ata
pointin fime in Mry They would nermally contain the names of individuals listed on
%éﬁ«%ﬁﬁ{:&i documents which confirm Native American tribal relationships in a specific
geographical region. Since tribes and bands themseives did not usually possess such
historical documents, therefore, tribal base rolis have included persons listed on old
cepsus rolls, Indian Agency rolls, voters rolls, etc. Our experience with your sister
%ﬁ%’f}%: i’%}@s {2.g., Shingle Springs m&% Tuolumne ﬁaﬁaﬁm Ione Band,
ﬁ”@%fm; cads us to believe that Miwok tradition favars base rolls identifying persans
fm in Miwok tribes stretching from Amador County in the North to Calavaras and
Max amga Counties in the South. The Base and Enrollment eriteria for these %ﬁ%@ Vary;
wample. Amador County tribes use the 1215 Miwok Indian Census of Amador
{:ﬁmi% El Dorado County tribes utilize the 1916 Indian Census Roll, tribe(s) in
’E‘wi’msm County utilize a 1934 IRA voters’ list. The base roll typically constitutes the
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wgmmﬁg of tribal membership and based upon o experience, has been the basic
starting point and foundation for each of the %w:ﬁ; m@ez in our g;zméz;:ﬁm, fe, the

Tone Band of Miwok Indians, Shingle Sm% Rancheéria and T

We gm&s‘ continue to emphasis the importance of the participation of a greater tribal
community in éezermzm&zg mem%srs%ﬁg criteria. We reiterate our continued availability
@zﬁ willingness to assist you in this process and that viz PL 93-638 contracts intended 1o
facilitate the organization or reorganization of the fribal community, we have already )
sxtended assistance. We urge you to continue the work that vou have begun towards

formal organization of the California Valley Miwok Tribe.

If we can assist your efforts in any way , please contact Raymond Fryg Manager, Tribal
Sﬁ@fzm at {?iﬁ} 930-3794. .

Eﬁ%ﬁg you wish to appeal any portion of this letter, you are advised &m you may do 2o
by complying with the following: ,

‘This decision may be “ﬁ}'}@aﬁeé to the Regional Director, Pacific Regional Office, Burean
of Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 95825. In accordance with
the regulations in 25 CFR Part 2 (copy enclosed). Your notice of appeal must be filed in
this office within 30 days of the date you receive this decision. The date of ﬁ%mg or
notice is the date it is post marked or the date it is personally delivered to this office.
?@m* aotice of appeal must include vour name, address and telephone number. It should
ci%g{iy identify the decision 1o be apggai&é. if possikle attach a copy of the deeision. The
notice of and the envelope which it is mailed, should be clearly labeled “NOTICE OF
APPEAL.” The notice of appeal must Hst the names and addresses of the interested
parties &@%ﬁ to you and certify thar vou have sent them copies of the notice.

You must also send a copy of your notice to the Regional ﬁx&:ﬁm at the address given
zbove. .t

I you are niot represented by an atiomey, you may request assistance ff@m this office 1 i
fhe Waﬁm ﬁf your appeal.
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