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DECLARATION OF JAMES RUSK

I, James Rusk, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney with the law firm of Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton
LLP, attorneys for The California Valley Miwok Tribe, The Tribal Council, Yakima Dixie, Velma
WhiteBear, Antonia Lopez, Michael Mendibles, Antoinette Lopez, Iva (Carsoner) Sandoval and
Gilbert Ramirez, Jr., Intervenor-Defendants in this case.

2. This declaration is submitted in support of Intervenor-Defendants’ Motion
for Summary Judgment.

3. Pursuant to Local Rule 133(i)(3), the exhibits attached hereto contain true
and correct copies of the following uncodified authorities cited in Intervenor-Defendants’
summary judgment brief.:

Exhibit 1: 2 Ops. Sol. Int. 1253 (Mar. 10, 1944)
Exhibit 2: 140 Cong. Rec. S6144 (May 19, 1994)
Exhibit 3: House Report 1129 (Aug. 13, 1957)
Exhibit 4: Sen. Report 1874 (July 22, 1958)

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed March 6, 2017, at San Francisco, California.

/s/ James F. Rusk
JAMES F. RUSK
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EXHIBIT 1

2 Ops. Sol. Int. 1253 (Mar. 10, 1944) (as transcribed at http://thorpe.ou.edu/sol_opinions/p1251-
1275.html (last visited March 6, 2017))

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS--
POWER TO ESTABLISH MEMBERSHIP ROLL

March 10, 1944,
Syllabus

Re: Powers of Tribal Council of Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians to establish a new tribal
membership roll in view of the provisions of the acts of June 4, 1924 (43 Stat. 376), an March 4,
1931 (46 Stat. 1518).

Held:
(1) The membership roll prepared under the act of June 4, 1924, was made final and conclusive for
all purposes by the terms of the act.

(2) Under the amendatory act of March 4, 1931, all persons whose names appear on the roll
prepared under the act of 1924 and who are now living must be recognized legally as members of
the tribe unless it can be shown that they have voluntarily renounced their tribal membership.

(3) The only effect of the act of March 4, 1931, was to permit changes in this roll by additions of
new-borns and deletions of deceased members subject to the limitation as to degree of blood
established by the act.

(4) The Tribal Council derives no additional powers over tribal membership by virtue of the act of
the State of North Carolina of March &, 1895.

(5) In the absence of further legislation the Tribal Council can establish a roll for all current tribal
purposes only by organizing under the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984),
but the mere fact that the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians has voted to accept the Indian
Reorganization Act is not a sufficient basis for this authority.

(6) The Tribal Council may, however, strike from the existing membership roll any member who
is found to have *1254 severed his tribal relations, and taken up the habits of civilized life but
such adjudications would not be conclusive, and would not deprive such member of the right to
share in tribal property.

(7) The Tribal Council may by ordinances also condition the benefits and privileges of tribal
membership upon residence on the reservation but such ordinances would have to be applicable to
all members of the tribe irrespective of their degree of Indian blood.

Memorandum for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs:

There is returned to you herewith for further consideration your letter of October 27, 1943, to
the Superintendent of the Cherokee Agency, discussing the power of the Eastern Band of
Cherokee Indians to establish a new tribal membership roll.

This letter is occasioned by Resolution No. B-2 adopted by the Tribal Council of the Eastern
Band of Cherokee Indians on February 6 or 7, 1940. This resolution in effect requested that the
Department sponsor legislation to purge the tribal membership roll prepared under the act of June
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4, 1924 (43 Stat. 376), of all persons who have less than 1/16 degree of Indian blood. This appears
to be the second resolution on the question of tribal membership adopted by the Tribal Council.
On November 20, 1940, it adopted Resolution No. 70 requesting the enactment of legislation to
make it possible to admit into membership children born since June 4, 1924. The record shows
that the tribe has long been dissatisfied with the roll prepared under the act of June 4, 1924.

No action to effectuate the wishes of the tribe has, however, been taken as yet pursuant to either
resolution. You now in effect propose to advise the Tribal Council that no legislation is necessary
to purge the tribal roll of persons of less than 1/16 degree of Indian blood, and that it may without
any qualifications prepare a new roll for "current tribal purposes."

This legal position is, however, not in harmony with the act of March 4, 1931 (46 Stat. 1518),
which amended the act of June 4, 1924, and is also based upon an unjustified extension of the
opinion of this office dated May 17, 1941. Under the act of June 4, 1924, the Eastern Cherokee
roll was made final and conclusive for all purposes, and therefore falls within the third category of
tribal membership statutes discussed in this opinion. If the act had remained unaltered, there could
have been no question but that the roll could not be altered or disregarded by the Tribal Council.
The act of March 4, 1931, did not repeal the act of June 4, 1924, but only sought to modify it in
certain respects. You seem virtually to take the position, however, that the effect of the
amendatory act was to terminate the validity of the membership roll, and to convert it solely into
an unalterable tribal document of interest for historical purposes but of no practical import. Such
an interpretation finds no support in either the language of the act, or its legislative history, which
shows that the tribe had long objected to the basis upon which the roll had been prepared under the
1924 act, and that it was the purpose of the 1931 act itself to settle the basis upon which
membership should be determined in the future. Thus the departmental letter of December 4, 1930
(Senate Rep. No. 1479, p. 3) stated: "If enacted this proposed amendment would provide a
membership roll of these Indians which would be authentic and would settle the enrollment
problem at least, thereby determining the tribal rights of a large number of claimants and
contestees who have for the past 23 years been urging that their cases be finally adjudicated."
Congress itself having determined the basis of membership under the 1924 and 1931 acts, the
tribal power is necessarily limited by the provisions of these statutes. There is certainly no support
in either principle or authority, for the argument that statutes of the State of North Carolina can
undo the effects of acts of Congress. Section 3 of the act of June 4, 1924, expressly declared
indeed that in the preparation of the roll directed by the act the North Carolina statutes "shall be
disregarded."

The amendatory act of 1931 very closely provides that the roll prepared pursuant to the act of
1924 shall be a final roll only for the purpose of showing the membership of the band as it existed
on June 4, 1924. In other words, that roll constitutes the legal membership of the band as it existed
on that date and is subject to change only by Congress, and not by the Tribal Council or by
administrative officials. The roll prepared under the act of 1924 is not, however, final for any other
purpose. Accordingly, membership in the tribe would thereafter be subject to change by addition
of new-borns and deletions of deceased members. The proviso takes cognizance of this by
specifically prohibiting recognition thereafter of any person of less than 1/16 degree of Cherokee
Indian blood. The limitation of such persons to the rights acquired by inheritance contemplates
property rights which were vested in the deceased member at the time of his death. There is no
such thing in Indian law as inheritance of tribal membership. In the absence of Congressional
legislation, tribal membership is usually acquired by birth into, affiliation with, and recognition by
the tribe. The tribal *1255 authorities themselves of course are invested with primary authority to
determine questions of membership.

Under the amendment of 1931 all persons shown on the roll prepared under the act of 1924 and
now living must be recognized as legal members of the tribe, irrespective of their degree of blood
and irrespective of their present residence, unless it can be shown that they have severed their
tribal relations and this might be established by showing that they have taken up their residence
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separate and apart from the tribe and have adopted the customs and habits of civilized life. In such
a case their own rights to share in distributions of tribal property would not be lost in view of the
familiar statutory provisions saving the rights of such persons in so far as sharing in distributions
of the tribal property are concerned. (See Handbook of Federal Indian Law, pp. 167-68).

Thus, the only way in which the result desired by your office may legally be reached without
further legislation is for the Eastern Cherokees to organize under the Indian Reorganization Act
and prescribe membership rules which would control in all distributions of tribal property save
where tribal property has been segregated or individualized so that the existing members may be
said to have acquired vested property interests in shares set apart to them. However, the mere fact
that the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians has voted to accept the Indian Reorganization Act does
not give the Tribal Council authority to prescribe membership rules to govern present day
distributions of tribal income. Section 16 of (the act gives a right to organize and hence impliedly
to determine membership but the right must be exercised in order to be effective. The reason for
this is that the right to organize is given to "the adult members of the tribe." Unless the
membership, as determined under the 1924 and 1931 acts, is given an opportunity to vote on a
proposed constitution, it will be deprived of a right given under the statute.

However, while the tribe may not prepare a membership roll for "all current tribal purposes" the
membership roll of the tribe may as already suggested be brought up to date by adding new-born
children who possess at least 1/16 degree of Cherokee Indian blood, and by deleting the names of
deceased members. The tribe may doubtless also strike from the roll members who have long been
absent from the reservation, and who may be presumed to have severed their tribal relations and
taken up the habits of civilized life, but this action, as already indicated, would not deprive such
members of the right to share in the distributions of tribal property. Such cases would, however,
have to be adjusted by the Tribal Council and even then it is doubtful that such adjudications
would be conclusive. The tribe can also perhaps ameliorate the existing situation by adopting
ordinances which would confine various tribal privileges such as the right to vote or to receive
loans to members of the tribe who are residents of the reservation but such ordinances would have
to apply to all members of the tribe irrespective of their degree of Indian blood. No member of the
tribe on the roll prepared under the act of 1924 can be disfranchised, or disqualified from sharing
in tribal benefits or activities merely on the ground that he is of less than 1/16 degree of Indian
blood. If these suggestions do not satisfy the Tribal Council, and the tribe declines to organize
under the Indian Reorganization Act, you should consider the advisability of further legislation
along the lines indicated in the resolution of the Tribal Council.

FELIX S. COHEN, Acting Solicitor.
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EXHIBIT 2
140 Cong. Rec. S6144 (May 19, 1994)
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TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT OF 1994, 140 Cong Rec S 6144

May 19, 1994

Reporter
140 Cong Rec S 6144 *

Congressional Record TOC > 103rd Congress, 2nd Session > May 1994 > May 19, 1994 >
Senate > TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT OF 1994

Reference: Vol. 140, No. 63

Section: Senate

Speaker: Mr. FORD ; Mr. FORD; Mr. McCAIN ; Mr. INOUYE ; Mr. McCain ; Mr. BAUCUS

Text

[*6144]

Mr. FORD. Madam President, | ask that the Chair lay before the Senate a message from the House of
Representatives on S. 1654, a bill to make certain technical corrections.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following message from the House of Representatives.

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S. 1654) entitled "An Act to make certain technical corrections", do pass
with the following amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

SECTION 1. NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIAN RESERVED WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT OF 1992.

(a) Environmental Costs.-Section 7(e) of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights Settlement Act of
1992 (Public Law 102-374, 106 Stat. 1186 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end thereof the following new
sentences: "All costs of environmental compliance and mitigation associated with the Compact, including mitigation
measures adopted by the Secretary, are the sole responsibility of the United States. All moneys appropriated
pursuant to the authorization under this subsection are in addition to amounts appropriated pursuant to the
authorization under section 7(b)(1) of this Act, and shall be immediately available.".

(b) Authorizations.-The first sentence of section 4(c) of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights
Settlement Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-374; 106 Stat. 1186 et seq.) is amended to read as follows: "Except for
authorizations contained in subsections 7(b)(1)(A), 7(b)(1)(B) and 7(e), the authorization of appropriations
contained in this Act shall not be effective until such time as the Montana water court enters and approves a decree
as provided in subsection (d) of this section.".

(c) Effective Date.-The amendments made by this section shall be considered to have taken effect on September
30, 1992.

SEC. 2. SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT OF 1992.
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(a) Amendment.-Section 3704(d) of the San Carlos Apache Tribe Water Rights Settlement Act of 1992 (Public Law
102-575) is amended by deleting "reimbursable" and inserting in lieu thereof "nonreimbursable”.

(b) Effective Date.-The amendment made by subsection (a) shall be considered to have taken effect on October 30,
1992.

SEC. 3. TRIBALLY CONTROLLED COMMUNITY COLLEGES.

The part of the text contained under the heading "BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS", and the subheading "operation
of indian programs", in title | of the Department of the Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1994,
which reads "Provided further, That any funds provided under this head or previously provided for tribally-controlled
community colleges which are distributed prior to September 30, 1994 which have been or are being invested or
administered in compliance with section 331 of the Higher Education Act shall be deemed to be in compliance for
current and future purposes with title Il of the Tribally Controlled Community Colleges Assistance Act." is amended
by deleting "section 331 of the Higher Education Act" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 332(c)(2)(A) of the Higher
Education Act of 1965".

SEC. 4. WHITE EARTH RESERVATION LAND SETTLEMENT ACT OF 1985.

Section 7 of the White Earth Reservation Land Settlement Act of 1985 (25 U.S.C. 331, note) is amended by adding
at the end thereof the following:

(0

(1) The Secretary is authorized to make a one-time deletion from the second list published under
subsection (c) or any subsequent list published under subsection (e) of any allotments or interests
which the Secretary has determined do not fall within the provisions of subsection (a) or (b) of section
4, or subsection (c) of section 5, or which the Secretary has determined were erroneously included in
such list by reason of misdescription or typographical error.

"(2) The Secretary shall publish in the Federal Register notice of deletions made from the second list
published under subsection (c) or any subsequent list published under subsection (e).

"(3) The determination made by the Secretary to delete an allotment or interest under paragraph (1) may
be judicially reviewed in accordance with chapter 7 of title 5, United States Code, within 90 days after
the date on which notice of such determination is published in the Federal Register under paragraph
(2). Any legal action challenging such a determination that is not filed within such 90-day period shall
be forever barred. Exclusive jurisdiction over any legal action challenging such a determination is
vested in the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota.".

SEC. 5. AMENDMENTS.

Section 1(c) of the Act entitled "An Act to establish a reservation for the Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde
Community of Oregon, and for other purposes", approved September 9, 1988 (102 Stat. 1594), is amended as
follows:

(1) delete "9,811.32" and insert in lieu thereof "9,879.65"; and

(2) delete everything after "5817 All 640.00" and insert in lieu thereof the following:

0i0"6  0i08 0i01  SW\1/4\SW\1/4\, W\1/2\SE\1/4\SW\1/4\ 53.78 14
0i0"6 0i08 0i01  S\1/2\E\1/2\, SE\1/4\SW\1/4\ 9.00 14
0i0"6  0i07 0i08 Tax lot 800 5.5514

Total 9,879.65".
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Mr. FORD. Madam President, | move that the Senate concur in the House amendments with two further
amendments that | now send to the desk on behalf of Senators McCain and Inouye, and | ask unanimous consent
that the amendments be agreed to en bloc, and that the motions to reconsider en bloc be laid upon the table; and,
further that any statements relating to the measure appear at the appropriate place in the Record as though read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The amendments were agreed to as follows:

Amendment No. 1736
Mr. FORD offered an amendment No. 1736 for Mr. McCain and Mr. Inouye.

The amendment is as follows:

(Purpose: To clarify provisions of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights Settlement Act of
1992)

On page 1, strike all of Section 1 and insert in lieu thereof the following:

(a) Environmental Costs.-Section 7 of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights Settlement Act of
1992 (Public Law 102-374, 106 Stat. 1186 et seq.) is amended by adding the following new subsections (f) and (g)
and redesignating the succeeding subsections accordingly:

"(f) Environmental Costs.- All costs associated with the Tongue River Dam Project for environmental
compliance mandated by federal law and fish and wildlife mitigation measures adopted by the Secretary
are the sole responsibility of the United States. Funds for such compliance shall be appropriated pursuant
to the authorization in subsection (e), and shall be in addition to funds appropriated pursuant to section
7(b)(1) of the Act. The Secretary is authorized to expend not to exceed $625,000 of funds appropriated
pursuant to subsection (e) for fish and wildlife mitigation costs associated with Tongue River-Dam
construction authorized by the Act, and shall be in addition to funds appropriated pursuant to section
7(b)(1) of the Act.

"(g) Reimbursement to State.- The Secretary shall reimburse Montana for expenditures for environmental
compliance activities, conducted on behalf of the United States prior to enactment of this subsection (g),
which the Secretary determines to have been properly conducted and necessary for completion of the
Tongue River Dam Project. Subsequent to enactment of this subsection (g), the Secretary may not
reimburse Montana for any such environmental compliance activities undertaken without the Secretary's
prior approval."

(b) Authorizations.-The first sentence of section 4(c) of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights
Settlement Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-374; 106 Stat. 1186 et seq.) is amended to read as follows: "Except for
authorizations contained in subsections 7(b)(1)(A), 7(B)(1)(B), and the authorization for environmental compliance
activities for the Tongue River Dam Project contained in subsection 7(e), the authorization of appropriations
contained in this Act shall not be effective until such time as the Montana water court enters and approves a decree
as provided in subsection (d) of this section."

(c) Effective Date.-The amendments made by this section shall be considered to have taken effect on September
30, 1992.

amendment no. 1737
Mr. FORD offered an amendment No. 1737 for Mr. McCain and Mr. Inouye.

The amendment is as follows:
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(Purpose: To prohibit regulations that classify, enhance, or diminish the privileges and immunities of an
Indian tribe relative to other federally recognized Indian tribes, and for other purposes)

At the end of the bill add the following: "Section 16 of the Act of June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 476) is amended by
adding at the end of the following new subsections:

"(f) Privileges and Immunities of Indian Tribes; Prohibition on New Regulations.-Departments or agencies of the
United States shall not promulgate any regulation or make any decision or determination pursuant to the
Act of June 18, 1934, (25 U.S.C. 461 et seq., 48 Stat. 984) as amended, or any other Act of Congress, with
respect to a federally recognized Indian tribe that classifies, enhances, or diminishes the privileges and
immunities available to the Indian tribe relative to other federally recognized tribes by virtue of their status
as Indian tribes.

"(g) Privileges and Immunities of Indian Tribes; Existing Regulations.-Any regulation or administrative decision
or determination of a department or agency of the United States that is in existence or effect on the date of
enactment of this Act and that classifies, enhances, or diminishes the privileges and immunities available
to a federally recognized Indian tribe relative to the privileges and immunities available to other federally
recognized tribes by virtue of their status as Indian tribes shall have no force or effect.".

Mr. McCAIN. Madam President, | am pleased to join the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Senator
Inouye, in offering an amendment to S. 1654, a bill to make certain technical corrections. The purpose of this
amendment is to clarify provisions of the Northern Cheyenne Indian Reserved Water Rights Settlement Act of 1992.

Not long after enactment of the settlement act, representatives of the State of Montana and the Interior Department
found themselves in disagreement over their respective responsibilities for costs of compliance with environmental
laws and fish and wildlife mitigation under the terms of a water rights compact signed by the State, the tribe, and the
Department, and under the language of the settlement act (Public Law 102-374, 106 Stat. 1186 et seq.).

Article VI(C) of the water rights compact states that "The Secretary of the Interior shall comply with all aspects of
the National Environmental Policy Act and the Endangered Species Act and other applicable environmental acts
and regulations in implementing this Compact". Accordingly, the Congress, in section 7(e) of the settlement act,
authorized "such sums as are necessary to carry out all necessary environmental compliance associated with the
water rights compact entered into by the Northern Cheyenne Tribe, the State of Montana, and the United States,
including mitigation measures adopted by the Secretary".

The centerpiece of the settlement is the Tongue River Dam Project, which includes repairing the dam to cure safety
defects and enlarging it to provide additional water for the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. The bulk of the contemplated
environmental compliance and fish and wildlife mitigation is associated with this project. However, because funds
for the project are authorized under section 7(b) of the settlement act, the Department and Montana were unclear
as to what work would be considered funded under that section and what would be funded under section 7(e).

In 1993, the Senate passed S. 1654, which included language intended to clarify the language of the settlement
act. Section 1 of S. 1654 was drafted to accomplish three purposes, described in Senate Report 103-191 as to
make clear that first, "all costs of environmental compliance and mitigation associated with the compact, including
mitigation measures adopted by the Secretary, are the sole responsibility of the United States"; second, "section
7(e) environmental compliance funds are authorized in addition to funds authorized in section 7(b)(1) for the
Tongue River Dam Project"; and, third, "section 7(e) funds can be expended prior to the Montana water court's
issuance of a settlement decree".

Subsequent to the Senate's action, the administration, while agreeing to sole responsibility for environmental
compliance associated with the Tongue River Dam Project, expressed concern that the new language might
preclude the Secretary from seeking third party, nontribal cost-sharing for environmental compliance and mitigation
for development projects on the Northern Cheyenne Reservation, unrelated to the Tongue River Dam Project, that
would use water secured to the tribe under the compact. Efforts to address these concerns while S. 1654 was
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pending in the House of Representatives failed to produce agreement prior to the House passing the bill and
returning it to the Senate.

Subsequently, all parties to the settlement have worked with the staffs of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the
House Natural Resource Committee to develop an amendment that would resolve the major issues in
disagreement. | am pleased to state that the amendment Chairman Inouye and | offer today achieves that end.

Our amendment makes clear that the costs associated with the Tongue River Dam Project for environmental
compliance mandated by Federal law and fish and wildlife mitigation measures adopted by the Secretary of the
Interior are the sole responsibility of the United States.

The amendment limits the amount of money authorized by the settlement act which the Secretary may spend on
fish and wildlife mitigation associated with the Tongue River Dam Project to $625,000. It further provides that these
funds, as well as funds for compliance with Federal environmental laws, are authorized by section 7(e) and are in
addition to funds authorized for the Tongue River Dam Project in section 7(b)(1).

The amendment authorizes the Secretary to reimburse Montana for expenditures of State funds for environmental
compliance activities undertaken prior to enactment of the amendment. The Secretary is required to reimburse the
State only for those compliance activities that the Secretary determines have been properly conducted and are
necessary for completion of the Tongue River Dam Project. Subsequent to enactment of this amendment, the
Secretary could not reimburse Montana for environmental compliance activities undertaken without his prior
approval.

The amendment also corrects references in section 4(c) of the settlement act to reflect the intent of Congress and
the settlement parties that, except for a total of $1,400,000 authorized for the Tongue River Dam Project for fiscal
year 1993 and 1994, and the funds authorized under section 7(e) for environmental compliance, no funds could be
appropriated for the project until the Montana water court enters and approves a settlement decree.

| would like to emphasize that the amendment neither adds to nor eliminates or reduces any existing authorization
of appropriations in the settlement act, nor does it provide any new authorization of appropriations for any purpose.

The amendment leaves intact the language in 7(e) of the settlement authorizing such sums necessary for the
Secretary to comply with applicable environmental law associated with implementing the compact. The Secretary
can rely on this authority to request necessary funds in cases such as where the Northern Cheyenne Tribe seeks to
use its right to water in Yellowtail Reservoir, or to develop facilities for irrigated agriculture, or to develop coal or
other minerals on the reservation. Such requests would necessarily be within the discretion of the Secretary, and of
course, the relevant congressional appropriations committees.

I would like to make the point that neither the language of the existing section 7(e) nor the language of the
amendment would preclude the Secretary from following existing policy and practice of requiring nontribal third
parties involved in development of a tribe's natural resources to contribute to the costs of environmental compliance
or fish and wildlife mitigation.

Madam President, this amendment has been reviewed and agreed to by the Montana delegation, the State of
Montana, and the leadership of the Northern Cheyenne Tribe. Today we received from the Department of the
Interior a letter, cleared by the Office of Management and Budget, expressing the administration's support for the
amendment.

The Northern Cheyenne Indian reserved water rights settlement, together with the water rights compact it ratifies,
are major accomplishments that reflect great credit on the tribal, State, and Federal representatives who negotiated
and assembled them. Having been involved in efforts to achieve several such settlements in my State of Arizona, |
can attest to the aggravation and difficulty that the settlement process entails.

I commend all of the parties involved for their good will and cooperation, and join them in the hope and belief that
adoption of this amendment, together with the other agreements required by compact and by the settlement act, will
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clear the way for expedited work on Tongue River Dam and full implementation of the Northern Cheyenne
settlement.

Madam President, | am pleased to offer an amendment to S. 1654, a bill to make certain technical corrections. The
amendment | am offering will amend section 16 of the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 [IRA] and it is
cosponsored by my good friend, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, Senator Inouye.

This amendment is similar to S. 2017, which Senator Inouye and | introduced on April 14, 1994. The purpose of the
amendment is to clarify that section 16 of the Indian Reorganization Act was not intended to authorize the Secretary
of the Department of the Interior to create categories of federally recognized Indian tribes. In the past year, the
Pascua Yagui Tribe of Arizona has brought to our attention the fact that the Department of the Interior has
interpreted section 16 to authorize the Secretary to categorize or classify Indian tribes as being either created or
historic. According to the Department, created tribes are only authorized to exercise such powers of self-
governance as the Secretary may confer on them.

After careful review, | can find no basis in law or policy for the manner in which section 16 has been interpreted by
the Department of the Interior. One of the reasons stated by the Department for distinguishing between created and
historic tribes is that the created tribes are new in the sense that they did not exist before they organized under the
IRA. At the same time, the Department insists that it cannot tell us which tribes are created and which are historic
because this is determined through a case-by-case review.

All of this ignores a few fundamental principles of Federal Indian law and policy. Indian tribes exercise powers of
self-governance by reason of their inherent sovereignty and not by virtue of a delegation of authority from the
Federal Government. In addition, neither the Congress nor the Secretary can create an Indian tribe where none
previously existed. Congress itself cannot create Indian tribes, so there is no authority for the Congress to delegate
to the Secretary in this regard. Not only is this simple common sense, it is also the law as enunciated by the Federal
courts.

The recognition of an Indian tribe by the Federal Government is just that-the recognition that there is a sovereign
entity with governmental authority which predates the U.S. Constitution and with which the Federal Government has
established formal relations. Over the years, the Federal Government has extended recognition to Indian tribes
through treaties, executive orders, a course of dealing, decisions of the Federal courts, acts of Congress and
administrative action. Regardless of the method by which recognition was extended, all Indian tribes enjoy the
same relationship with the United States and exercise the same inherent authority. All that section 16 was intended
to do was to provide a mechanism for the tribes to interact with other governments in our Federal system in a form
familiar to those governments through tribal adoption and Secretarial approval of tribal constitutions for those Indian
tribes that choose to employ its provisions.

Clearly the interpretation of section 16 which has been developed by the Department is inconsistent with the
principle policies underlying the IRA, which were to stabilize Indian tribe governments and to encourage self-
government. These policies have taken on additional vitality in the last 20 years as the Congress has repudiated
and repealed the policy of termination and enacted the Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act and
the Tribal Self-Governance Demonstration Project. The effect of the Department's interpretation of section 16 has
been to destabilize Indian tribal governments and to hinder self-governance of the Department's unilateral and often
arbitrary decisions about which powers of self-governance a tribal government can exercise.

Mr. INOUYE. Madam President, will my good friend, the distinguished vice chairman of the Committee on Indian
Affairs yield for the purpose of a colloquy on the amendment?

Mr. McCAIN. | would be pleased to engage in a colloquy on the amendment with the chairman of the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Mr. INOUYE. | thank the Senator. | have reviewed section 16 of the Indian Reorganization Act [IRA] and have
reached the conclusion that on its face it does not authorize or require the Secretary to establish classifications
between tribes or to categorize them based on their powers of self-governance. As the legal scholar Felix Cohen
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noted in his 1942 Handbook on Federal Indian Law, the IRA-"had little or no effect upon the substantive powers on
tribal self-government vested in the various Indian tribes." | believe that the Federal courts have also consistently
construed the IRA to have had no substantive effect on inherent tribal sovereign authority.

Apparently, the Department of the Interior began making this distinction on the basis of whether reservations had
been established for those tribes that were removed from their aboriginal homesteads by the Federal Government.
Tribes for whom reservations were established in areas to the west of their traditional lands suddenly became
created tribes, even though such tribes had existed for hundreds of years prior to the arrival of Europeans on this
continent. Strangely, although the Department was apparently making this distinction amongst tribes, it appears that
the Department never notified the affected tribes or the Congress of their new status. Had they done so, we would
have acted to correct this unauthorized arbitrary and unreasonable differentiation of tribal status long ago.

The amendment which we are offering to section 16 will make it clear that the Indian Reorganization Act does not
authorize or require the Secretary to establish classifications between Indian tribes. As my good friend, the Senator
from Arizona has noted, the Department cannot even tell us how many Indian tribes have been placed in each
classification. As | understand it, our amendment would void any past determination by the Department that an
Indian tribe is created and would prohibit any such determinations in the future. Is that also the understanding of the
Senator from Arizona?

Mr. McCAIN. The Senator from Hawaii is correct. | would also state that our amendment is intended to prohibit the
Secretary or any other Federal official from distinguishing between Indian tribes or classifying them based not only
on the IRA but also based on any other Federal law. We have been advised that other agencies of the Federal
Government may have developed distinctions or classifications between federally recognized Indian tribes based
on information provided to those agencies by the Department of the Interior. In addition, we have been advised that
the Secretary of the Interior may have carried these erroneous classifications into decisions authorized by other
Federal statutes such as sections 2 and 9 of title 25 of the United States Code. Accordingly, our amendment to
section 16 of the IRA is intended to address all instances where such categories or classifications of Indian tribes
have been applied and any statutory basis which may have been used to establish, ratify or implement the
categories or classifications.

Mr. INOUYE. | thank the Senator. | also believe that our amendment will correct any instance where any federally
recognized Indian tribe has been classified as "created" and that it will prohibit such classifications from being
imposed or used in the future. Our amendment makes it clear that it is and has always been Federal law and policy
that Indian tribes recognized by the Federal Government stand on an equal footing to each other and to the Federal
Government. That is, each federally recognized Indian tribe has the same governmental status as other federally
recognized tribes by virtue of their status as Indian tribes with a government-to-government relationship with the
United States. Each federally recognized Indian tribe is entitled to the same privileges and immunities as other
federally recognized tribes and has the right to exercise the same inherent and delegated authorities. This is true
without regard to the manner in which the Indian tribe became recognized by the United States or whether it has
chosen to organize under the IRA. By enacting this amendment to section 16 of the IRA, we will provide the stability
for Indian tribal governments that the Congress thought it was providing 60 years ago when the IRA was enacted. |
thank the vice chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs for his leadership on this matter.

Mr. McCain. | thank the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs for his assistance on this legislation. | certainly
agree with all of his remarks. | would like to add just a few comments. First, our amendment will also remove what
appears to be a substantial barrier to the full implementation of the policies of self-determination and self-
governance. It is my expectation that the Department will act as promptly as possible after enactment of this
amendment to seek out and notify every Indian tribe which has been classified or categorized as "created" that the
classification no longer applies and to take any other steps which are necessary to implement the amendment.

Lastly, Madam President, | want to express my gratitude to the Pasdua Yaqui Tribe of Arizona for bringing this
matter to our attention and for providing the leadership necessary to focus the attention of the Congress and other
Indian tribal governments on a solution. | would note for my colleagues that the Committee on Indian Affairs has
reported H.R. 734 to the Senate for its consideration. This bill would amend the legislation which extended Federal
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recognition to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe to prohibit the Department of the Interior from classifying the tribe as
"created." H.R. 734 also enables the Tribe to complete the process of enrolling its members and authorizes several
studies intended to assist the tribe in providing basic services and developing their tribal economy. H.R. 734 will
soon be before the Senate and | urge all of my colleagues to support this long overdue legislation.

Mr. BAUCUS. Madam President, the Senate will soon consider S. 1654, technical amendments proposed by the
Senate Indian Affairs Committee, which includes technical amendments to the Northern Cheyenne-Montana Water
Rights Compact. | urge my colleagues to support this legislation.

The Northern Cheyenne-Montana Water Rights Compact was ratified by the Montana Legislature in June of 1991.
Federal legislation ratifying this compact passed the Congress in September of 1992. The compact quantifies the
Northern Cheyenne Tribe's water rights and provides for the enlargement and seriously needed repair of the
dangerously deteriorated Tongue River Dam in Montana.

Legislation that passed the Congress in 1992 required technical correction to allow the Department of the Interior to
reimburse the State of Montana for environmental compliance and fish and wildlife mitigation work associated with
the rehabilitation of Tongue River Dam.

The purpose of these amendments is to clarify the relationships and responsibilities among the parties to this
compact as they relate to environmental compliance and mitigation. It should be stated that these amendments, like
the Northern Cheyenne-Montana compact, are the result of extensive negotiations among the Northern Cheyenne
Tribe, the State of Montana and the Federal Government. It is my understanding that all parties have agreed to
these technical corrections.

| encourage the parties to continue their efforts to work cooperatively together to implement the compact and allow
the Northern Cheyenne Tribe to develop their water resources and to proceed with the critical task of expansion
and safety improvement of the Tongue River Dam. | want to thank the able staff of the Senate Indian Affairs
Committee for their assistance with this effort. | offer my support for these amendments and encourage my
colleagues to do the same.
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85te CongrEss | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES RerorT
18t Session No. 1129

—_———

PROVIDING FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAND
AND ASSETS OF CERTAIN INDIAN RANCHERIAS AND
* RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA

Avuausr 13, 1957.—~Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union and ordered to be printed -

Mr. EnqrE, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
submitted the following

REPORT

[To accompany H, R. 2824}

The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 2824) to provide for the dlstrlbutlon of the land
and assets of certain Indian rancherias and reservations in California,
and for other purposes, having considered the same, report favorably'
thereon with an amendment and recommend that the bill as amended

ass. :
he amendment i3 as follows:
Strike out.all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof

the following langua e:

That the Iands, “fnclu

minerals, Water rights, and Improvements located
on the lands;’ and other q_sSets of the following rancherias and r?ervations in the
State of California shall. be distributed in accordance with the provisions of
this Act: Bliie Lake, Graton, Guidiville, Mark West, Pinoleville, Potter Valley,
Redwood Vailey, Roblnﬂon ’Rohnervllle, Strawberry Valley, Table Bluff, Table
Mountain, Upper Lake, ,Wllton

SEq, 2,.(a) Theil’n‘ ians. who, hold formal’ or Informal asslgnments on egch_
reservation-or, rancherla,” or 'the Indidns of\such reservation or rancher OF
séretary of the Interior ‘after consultatlon with such Indians, shall’ prepare
a plan for distributing to individual Indians the assets of the reservation or
rancheria, including the'assigned and the unassigned 1ands, ‘or. for. selling such
assetsy and- dlstributlng the égreceeds of sale, or for conveylng such assets to a
corpor‘ “other *legal tity organlzed or designated by “the group, or.for
convey uch assets 'to the group as tenants in common, The Secretary shall
provlde 'sich assistancé to’ the’ Indlans ‘a8 18 necessary to organlze a corporation
or other legal entity for thé purposes of this Act,

{) Genéral notice shall'be given of the contents of &’ plan prepared pux‘giuant
to subsection (a) of thid‘séction and: approved by the ‘Secretary, and any’ Indian
who feels that he Is unfalrly treated in the proposed distribution of the preperty
shall be given an opportunity to present his views and arguments for the con-
sideration of the Secretary. After such consideration, the plan or a revision
thereof shall be submitted for the approval of the adult Indlans who will par-
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A f;of the prOperty, ‘and if the plan is approved by a
' ho vote in a referendum called for that purpose by
the Secretary the plan shall ‘be carrled out,

(c) Any-grantee under the provisions of this sectlon shall receive an unre-
stricted 'title to the’ property conveyed, aud the conveyance shall be recorded in
the( ) Prpriate c(tmilt{ (vibsted, under theprovistons of thig Act shall'atitte Ha

d). No property,distributed; under the provistons o et sh n;q \
of dlstribugign he sub ept toq(tlmy Fedqral ‘or Stta,ge inco ?a tax.‘ gollow ing nng
distribufioh’ of ‘propérty: made’ ubider thé provision of this Act, sitch property
and any income derived therefrom by the distributee shall'be subject to- theé same
taxes, State and Federal, as in ‘the case of non-Indians: Provided, ‘That for the
purpose of capital gains or losses the base value of the property ghall be the
value of the property when distributed to the indiyidual, corporation, or other
legal entity.

Seg. 3, Before mé:k n t}:e pogveya ggs author é;' by this Act on any rancheria
or reSet‘Vation, the Beerétary of the Thtéridr is'dirdetéd’

(a) To cause surveys .to be madé of: the exterior or interior boundaries of the
lands to the extent that such . surveys are necessary or appropriate for the con-
veyance of marketable and recordablé’ titlfs to'the lands. 0

(b) To complete any construction or ‘lmprovement required to. brlng T an
Bureau roads serving the rancherias or reservations up to adequate standatds
comphtable, to standards for similar; roads: of the State!or;subdivision.fhéreaf,
The Secretary is authorized to contract with the State of California or political
subdivisions thereof for the 'cohstriction ‘ot improvement of such roads and to
expand under such contracts moneys appropriated.by Congress for the Indian
road system. When such roads are transferred to the State or local government ~
the State is authorized to convey rights-of-way:for such roads, including any
improvements thereon,

(¢) To install or rehabilitate such-irrigation or domestic water systems as he
and the Indians affected agree, within a reasonable ‘time, should be completed
by the United States.

(d) “To candel all reimbarsable {ndébtedness owing to the United States:'on
account of unpaid, qqnstmction, operation, and: maintenance charges.for. water

- facilities on the reservation or rancheria. :

(e) 'To exthinge any lands ‘within the’ ranchérla ‘or’ ‘reServation that are held
by the United’ Stdtes.fof the ‘ufe'of Indians Which' the - Seci'etary aiid’the Indiahs
affected agree should be exghanged:before the:termination. of ithe: Federal trust

for;non-Indian lands and improveinents of approximately equal value, .. .

Seo. 4, Nothing in this Act shall abrogate. any water. rlgh'; tliat exlsts by
virtue” or the laws of the!Unlted States, . To the extent ‘that’ the laws of 'the
State of Callfo;‘nia are'fiot now applicable to any water Hght appurtenant to any
lands involved herein ‘they shall continue to be ‘inapplicable : while ‘thé’ wator
right is in I n ow,ne;shlp for & period not:to: exceed, ﬂtteen years after, the.
conveyance' purs‘uant Jfo’this ‘Act of an uﬁreptrictéd titlé’ thereto. and. thereafter
the applivibiiity Y, of 8 such ‘1aws shall'be’ withotit prejdsiicé "to'the: priprity ‘of any
sich’ right dot ti: retof rgf_‘ 18éd upon State’ law. During the’ time sqch S tate
taw 8 ot applicablé the Attorney General shall répresent the Indlah ownér in all
Tegal ‘proceedings, - includtng;px‘oceedlngs before ddministrativé bodles, mvoiving
such water: right" nd in any. necessary. aﬂlrmatIVe ‘action. to ,prevent adverqe
appropriationof. ater which would éncroach upon thé Indian’ water right, .

(). The ‘Secretary of the”Interior is” authorized o convey “without

Indians who récélve conveyances of and pursuant to’ this Act,
1o 1 'oF,; other légal’ entity organized y ‘siich Iudlans, or to a
) nx ‘federally owned property on the res«irvatlons or

et that is not needed for the administration of,

tq,of 'the Upper Like Rancheria
cre tract set aside as a wood reserve
order,da e&February 15, 1907.

of ggglgy ‘shall’ dlsuburse to -the Indians of the
{ aré*‘éubject ‘to this Act all funds of such In-
_ he cugtody. of the United States,.

7. Nothing in this'Aét shall affect any “¢lalm filed ‘before the Indfan’ Clalms
Commlssion or the r:ggt {f ahy,.of the Indians subfect to this Act to share h}
an% gudn{meht recove againat the United States or behalf of the Indians
alifornia
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Se0, 8. Beforo conveying'or distributing ‘Droperty pUrsiiit to.this Act, the
Secretary of the Interior 'shall protect’ )thgfyr‘ig’ﬁtp‘,fotv'iti,d_ividfiml 1hdians who are
minors, Dol compos’ iientis, of, i the opinion of the Secretary in need of assist-
ance in conducting thelr affairs, by causing the appojntment of guardigns for such
Indians in courts of competent Juriadiction, o by such oflee icans ps he ey
deem adeqyiate, ‘Withoilt application from such’ Indians, ‘including But not limited
to the creation of a trust for such Indiany’ property With'a trustéesélected by the
Secretary,’or the purchiase'by'the Sécretary of anhuities for such Indians; i ..

Seo, 9. Prior;to the termiration: of the Federal trust relationship in accord-
ance with the provigions of this Act, theiSecrétury of the Interfor is authorized
to undertake, withii'the liinits of dvaflable appropriations, a special program of
education and traibing designed'ts help the Indiand to' ;égfr'h;'ai-{iv’élihboa; to con-
duct 'thelr own affairs; and ‘to.assume their!responsibilities as citizens without
speclal services because of their status'as Indlans. Such program:may include
langudge_training, ‘orlentation. in;non-Indian, comfiiutilty customs aiid lving
standards, vocational training and related subjects, transportation to the place
of training ‘or instfuction, and subgistencé durlng thé-cotirse of training.or in-
struction, For theé'purposes of ‘siich program;:the Sectetdry is authorized to
enter {nto contracts or agreemernts with: any: Federal,:;State, or. local govern-
mental agency, ¢orporation, agsociation, or person. ' Nothing in this section shall
preclude. any Federal ngency froin underfaking any othér program for the edu-
cation and training of Indians'with fund§appropriated toit. .

Sko, 10. (a) The plan for the distribution of the:assets of a rancheria or res-
ervation, when:approved by the Secrétary and by the Indians in a referendum
vote ag provided in subsection 2 (b). of this Act, shall be final, and the distribu-
tlon of assets pursuant to such plan shall not be the basis for any claim against
the Unitéd States by an Indian who receives or iIs debied a part of the ‘assets
distributed." o o T . T

(b)’ After the assets of a.rancheria;or reservation have been distributed pur-
suant to thiy Act, the Tndiaiié who regelve any part:of such nssets, and the meni:
bers of their immediate familles, shall not bé entitled to any of the services per-
formed by the Unitéd Statés’for Indians because of their status as Indians, ail
statutes of ‘the:United States which: affect Indians becguse of their status as
Indians, shall be inapplicable-to them, and. the laws.of the several States shall
apply. to them in the:same mapner ag: they apply to other citizens or persons
within their Jurisdiction. , Nothing {n,thid‘Act, however, shall affect the status
of such persons as citizens of the United States, BT i

SE0.-11, The ¢onstitution and corporate ‘charter adopted pursuant to the Act
of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), as amended, by any rancheria or -reseryation
subject to this Act shall be revoked by the Secretary of the Interior when'a plan
is approved- by a majority of the adult Indians thereof pursuant to subsection
2 (b) of this Act. R

SEo. 12. The Segretary of the Interlor is authorized to issue such rules and
regulations and to execute or approve duch conveyancing instranients as he deems

necessary to carry out the provisions:of this Act. ; . .,
SE0, 13. There is authorized to be appropriated not to exceed $110,100 to earry

out the provisions of thig Act.
. H. R. 2824 \ _ A
The purpose of H. R. 2824, as amended, introduced by Congress-
man Mos3, is to-provide for the distribution- of lands, minerals, water
rights and improvéments on 14 Indian rancherias and resérvations in
California. ’i‘)he'b"‘ill also provides that either the Iridians who hold
assignments on or occupy’ each teservation or rancheria, or the Sec-
retary of the Interior, shall prepare a:plan for distributing the assets
of these properties by (1) transfer to individual Indians, (2) selling
such assets and distributing the proceeds to the: Indians, (3) convey-
ing such assets to:the ‘corporation or legal entity organized or desig-
nated by ‘the group, or (4) conveying such assets to the group as
tenantsin éommon. - 0 N
Four bills in addition to H. R: 2824 were introduced as follows:
H. R. 2576' by Congressman Sciudder, H. R. 6364 by Congressman

* 23012°—~58 H. Rept. 851, vol, 4——81
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Engle, and H. R, 2838 and H. R. 8072 by Congressman Sisk, Fol-
lowing extended hearings in the Subcommittee on Indian Affairs,
Congressmen Engle and’ Sisk withdrew their bills from further con-
sideration, the remaining two bills were combined and the lainguage
contained therein was incorporated into H. R. 2824, as amended,
The language contained in H. R. 2824, as amended, was requested
by formal resolutionis from each of the following rancherias: and
reservations in California: Blue Lake, Graton, Guidiville, Mark
West, Pinoleville, Potter Valley, Redwood Valley, Robinson, Roh-
nerville, Strawbery Valley, Table Bluff, Table Mountain, zUpper
Lake, and Wilton. _ _
For several years Congress has had under consideration various
proposals to terminate Federal responsibilities for all Indian prop-
~erty and for the 36,000 Indians in California.” Earlier congressional
hearings were held during the 82d and 83d Congresses, both in the
field and in Washington, ‘but no positive action was taken. The
State Legislature memorializéd Congress in 1951 to dispense with all
restrictions on California Indians (S. J. Res. No, 29, ch, 123, Cali-
fornia Statutes, May 18, 1951); and ‘a representative of the Gover-
nor’s office testified in favor of the termination of the Federal super-
vision program as early as 1952. Since that time, the State senate
interim committee on gulifornia Indian affairs (created by S. Res,
No. 115, Senate Journal, June 10, 1953, p. 4125) has conducted ex-
tensive investigations throughout the State and sent ‘its representa-
tive to speak at subcommittee hearings on behalf of this legislation,
Members of the 14 rancherias and reservations fully understand
that H. R. 2824, as amended, is purely permissive, and does not im-
ose any kind of a program on the rancherias involved unless the
individual groups approve the legislation. It is not the intention
of Congress to force the legislation upon any group and any ranch-
eria desiring to withdraw may do so. : -

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS

Section 1 of the bill specifies the 14 rancherias and reservations in-
volved and directs the distribution of their assets in accordance with
the provisions of the bill. ) o ,

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indiansinvolved, or the Secretary
of the Intsrior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan
for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the assets to a corporation
designated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants in
common. -General notice of the plan must be given, and after the In-
dians affected ‘have been given an opportunity to object, the plan
must be submitted to the vote of the Indians who will participate
in the distribution. If a majority of those voting approve the plan,
it will be carried out. No provision is made for any further action if
a plan is not approved. ‘ . S .

Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for pre-
paring a membership. roll for eéach rancheria or reseryation. The
preparation of such rolls would be impracticable because the groups
are not well ‘defined. Moreover, the lands were for the most part
acquired or set aside by the United States for Indians in California
generally, rather than for a specific group of Indians, and the con-
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sistent {Jractice has been to select by administrative action the in-
dividual Indians who may use the land. The bill provides for the

distribution of the lahd, or the proceeds from the sale of the land,

primarily ‘on"the basis of plans prepared or approved by these ad-
ministratively selected users of the land. B T -
Section 8 of the bill requires the Secretary of the Interior to make
any surveys that are necessary to convey marketable titles, to com-
plete the constriction of any access roads that are scheduled for
transfer to the State or local government, to install or rehabilitate the
irrigation or. dornestic water systems that he and the Indians agree
within a reasonable.time should be completed by the United States,
to cancel all reimbursable debts that are charges against the land, and
to make any land exchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust
is terminated. . s o o , '

‘Section 4 of the bill affirms present Indian water rights, makes in-
applicable for 15 years the California law with respect to loss of |
water rights by nonuse if the land remains in Indian o6wnership,
and requires the Attorney General of the United States to represent
the Indians in any proceedings during that period involving their
water rights, »

Section 5 of the bill authorizes the disposition of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the adminis-
tration of Indian affairs. L _

Section 6 of the bill requires the distribution of all funds held by
the United States in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or reserva-
tions, :

Section 7 of the bill protects pending claims.

Section:8 of the bill provides for protecting the interest of minors
and incompetents by guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as the Secretary deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trustsif advisable. . . . =~ | o

~Section 9 of the bill provides for an accelerated program of educa-
tion and vocational training before the assets are distributed.
_ Section 10 specifies that after the Indians have accepted the termi-
nation plan and the lands are deeded to them, they shall not be eligi-
ble to participate in other Federal Indian programs. , No Federal pro-
grams are planned for the benefit of California Indians. Provisions
entitling the Indians of the affected rancherias te continue to partici-
pate in any future awards in pending cases are retained in section 7
“of the bill. T T S

Section 11 provides that the constitution and corporate charter of
1934 adopted by certain rancherias subject to this act shall be revoked
by the Secretax('iy .of the Interior when a plan is approved by a majority
of the adult Indians concerned. S . :

Section 12 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to issue rules
and regulations and to execute or approve such conveyancing instru-
ments-as may be necessary under thisact, - . o

Section 13 authorizes the appropriation of a-sum not in excess of
$110,100 to carry out the provisions of this act. The Bureau of Indian
Affairs has submitted the following costs believed necessary to termi-
nate Federal trusteeship on the 14 rancherias in H. R. 2824, as
amended; . - . i

Blue Lake, $4,700; Guidiville, $8,400;: Graton, $4,000; Mark West,
$1,300; Pmoieviile, $17,900 ; Potter Valiey, $5,200; Redwood Valley,
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~ 216,500‘ Robinson, $6,600; Rohnerville, $3,750; Strawberry Valley,
. $700; 'i‘ablp B]uff,¢}$3;550; Table Mountain, é6,700; Upper Lake,
$28,900; Wilton, $7,000. e o
Resolutions requesting this legislation from each of the rancherias
and reservations listed above and detailed background data on each are
on file with the Com.nittee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
The favorable reports on H. R. 2576 and H. R. 2824, each dated

April 17,1957, are as follows: |

' DEPARTMENT OF THE INTFRIOR,
, Washington,D. 0., April 17,1957,
Hon. CrAm Enare, o :
O hairman, Oommittee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C.

DeAr MR, EnoLe: Your committee has requested a report on H. R,
2576, a bill to provide for the distribution of the land and assets of
certain Indian rancherias oud reservations in California, and for
other purposes. :

We recommend that the bill be enacted. A few minor amendments
are suggested below. ,

Each of the Indian groups involved has requested by formal resolu-
tion the distribution of the rancheria assets, and we believe that the
Indiansare ready for such action, A background statément regarding
each rancheria or reservation, and an analysis of the bill, are enclosed.
A copy of the resolution from each group requesting the enactment of
legislation along the lines of the bill will be furnished for committee
files when hearings are held. S o ,

For several years the Congress has had under consideration various
proposals to terminate Federal responsibilities for all Indian prop-
erty in ‘California. ' In response to House Concurrent Resolution 108, -
83d Congress, this Départment submitted to Congress.on January 4,
1954, a ;uf‘o"posed bill for that purpose. It wasintroducéd us H. R. 7322
and S. 7249, arid extensive hearings were held, : Similar bills had been
considered by the 82d'Congress (H. R. 7490, H. R. 7491 and S. 3005).
As was to be expected in connection with a- lprdposal that involved so
many ‘peopleé with differing interests (the Indian population of the
State is approximately 36,000), a variety of opinions regarding the

merits of the gfgigbsal were expressed. ) . N
- Although the Stite legislature had memorialized Congress in 1951
to disperise ‘with all restrictions on California Indians (S. J, Res. No.
29, ch, 123, California Stats., May 18, 1951), and a representative of
the Governor’s office had testified in favor of the bills for that pur-
ose in the 82d Congress, when the congressional hearings were held
1n 1954 the State representatives asked for a delay in order that some of
the, details might be considered further. - Since that time the State
senate interim committee on California Indian affairs’(created by'S.
Res. No. 115, Senate Joiirnal, June 10, 1953 p. 4125) has conducted
extensive investigations throughout the State and is currently pre-
paring its recomimendations. 'We undérstand that the recommenda-
tions will probably be in terms of a bill of statewide applicability. as
were the bills before the 82d and 88d Congresses. o
Meanwhile, platis were worked out for immediate action with select~
ed groups in California who want an imm;diate termination of Fed-
eral trust responsibilities without waiting for the enactment of a bill
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of statewide :@gp]i.bhbili."’y4 This is the purpose of H, R. 2576, It in-
volyés 11 rancherias, approximately 465 persons, and approximately
1288 acres of trust land, .

The most densely populated rancheria in this group is Pinoléville
with 107 residents, All of the other rancheriés have léss than 100 resi-
dents. There are no people living on the Mark West Rancheria.
Upper Lake is the largest rancheria with 561 acres, and Graton is the
smallest with 15 acrés. Guidiville’has 243 acres and the 8 remaining
rancherias have less than 100 acres each.

The following améndments are suggested : |

1. On page 8, line 21 to page 4, line 1, delete the first sentence of
subsection 8 (b) and insert in lieu thereof “To complete any construc-
tion or improvement réquired to bring Indian Bureau roads serving
the rancherias or reservations up to adequate standards comparable to
standards for similar roads of the State or subdivision thereof.”

2. On page 6, line 9, change the period to a comma and add “with-
out application from such Indians, including but not limited to the
creation of a trust for such Indiang’ property with a trustee selected
by the Secretary, or the purchase by the Secretary of annuities for
such Indians.” This addition clarifies but does not change the mean-
ing of the original language, . L ,

8. On-page 6, lines 12 and 13, delete “as amended, are hereby re-
voked” and insert in lieu thereof “shall be revoked by the Secretary
when a plan is approved by a majority of the adult Indians of the
community pursuant to subsection 2 (b) of this Act.”

4. On page 3, between lines 13 and 14, insert a new subsection (e)
as follows:

“(e) For the purposes of this Act, the assets of the Upper Lake
Rancheria shall include the one hundred and sixty acre tract set aside
as a wood reserve for the Upper Lake Indians by secretarial order
dated February 15, 1907.” . o _

5. On page 1, line 9, deléte “and”, change the period to a comma
and add “Smith River, Cache River, Alexander Valley, Hopland, an
Scotts Valle )’ Each of these groups has asked to be included in
the bill, and background statements regarding them are enclosed.

6. On page 4, line 22, revise section 4 to read as follows: _

“Skc. 4, Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any water right that
exists by virtue of the laws of the United States. To the extent that the
laws of the State of California are not now applicable to any water
right appurtenant to any lands involved, herein they shall continue
to be inapplicable while the water right is in Indian ownership for a
period not to exceed fiftéen years after the conveyance pursuant to this
Act of an unrestricted title theréto, and théreafter the applicability
of such laws shall be without prejudice to the priority of any such right
not theretofore based upon State law.” - f N

This change avoids an ambiguity in the phrase “Indian water right.”
It also makes clear that at the end of the time specified (a matter of
15 years) the priority of any right based upon Federal law will
not be prejudiced. - Finally, the authority of the Attorhey (ieneral to
represent the Indians'during the 15-year interim period in connec-

‘tion with water right controversies is ‘made permissive rather than
mandatory. ; : :
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. The expenditures contemplated by this bill for roads and training.
will be absorbed in the regular appropriation requests for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, The additional expenditures involved in this bill,
together with those involved in the three similar bills before your
committee with respect to different rancherias, are estimated at approx-
imately. $222,450 for all 4 bills,

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection
to the submission of this report to your committee,

Sincerely yours, . ‘
~O. Harrrerp CHILSON,

\ Aoting Secretary of the Interior.

ANALYSIS OF H. R. 2576

Section 1 of the bill specifies the rancherias and reservations in-
volved and directs the distribution of their assets in acordance with the
provisions of the bill, S | :

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indians involved, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan
for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the assets to a corporation desig-
nated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants in
common. General notice of the plan must be given, and after the
Indians affected have been given an opportunity to object the plan
must be submitted to the vote of the Indians who will participate in
the distribution. If a majority of those voting approve the plan, it
will be carried out.  No provision is made for any further action if a
plan is not approved. N , '

Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for pre-
paring a membership roll for each rancheria or reservation. The
preparation of such rolls would be impracticable because the groups
are not. well defined. Moreover, the lands were for the most part
acquired or sét aside by the United States for Indians in California
generally, ratlier than for a specific group of Indians, and the consist-
ent practice has been to seléct by administrativé action the individual
Indians who may use the land. The bill provides for the distribution
of the land, or the proceeds from the sale of the land, primarily on the
basis of plans prepared or approved by these administratively selected
users of the land. o » R

Section 3 of the bill requires the Secretary of the Interior to make
any surveys that are necessary to.convéy marketable titlés, to complete
the construction of any access roads that are scheduled for transfer
to the State or local government, to install or rehabilitate the irriga-
tion or domestic water systems that he and the Indians agree within a
reasonable time should be completed by the’ United States, to cancel
all reimbursable debts that are charges against the land, and to make
any land exchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust is
terminated. . T L :

Section 4 of the bill affirms present Indian water rights, makes in-
applicable for 15 years the California law with respect to loss of water
rights by nonuse if the land remains in Indian ownership, and re-
ggires the Attorney General of the United States to represent the
1 (%lidns in any proceedings during that period involving their water
rights.
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Section 5 of the bill authorizes the disposition of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the administra-
tion,O,f‘Iii}diﬁnvﬁﬁaii?.'; i b .

Section 6 of the bill requires the distribution of all funds held by the
United States'in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or reservations,

Section 7 of the bill'protects pending claims,

Section 8 of the bill proyides for protecting the interest of minors

and incompeteérits By guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as the Secretary’' deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trustsifadvisable, ~ -

Section 9 of the bill revokes a constitution and charter issued under
the Indian Reorganization Act, . '

Section 10 of ‘the bill provides for an accelerated program of educa-
tion and vocational training before the assets are distributed.

Section 11 of the bill authorizes the ‘issuance of necessary rules,
regulations, and conveyancing instruments.

ection 12 of the bill authorizes necessary appropriations,

BLUE LAKE

Background data on the Blue Lake Rancheria—Humboldt County
History—The residents of the rancheria belong to the Wiyot Tribe
of California Indians, and are generally known as the Humboldt Bay
Indians, As far asis known, they have always lived on the northern
California coast in the vicinity of Humboldt Bay. At the present
time, there are very few fullbloods among the group. . The Blue Lake
Raacheria was established in 1908 when a 26-acre tract was purchased
for $1,500 with funds appropriated by the act of Jine 21; 1996 (31
Stat, 325-333), and the act of April 30, 1908 (85 Stat. 70-76);
~ which made available funds “to purchase for the use of the Indians in
the State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water,
and water rights in thé said State * * *.” The Indians are not or-
ganized under the Indian Reorganization Act, = , o
People—When“the rancheria was established by purchase in 1908,
there were 45 Indians in the' group. By 1933, this numbér had ‘in-
creased to 70, but at the present time 'only 27 Indians are living on the
rancheria.” Of this‘group, 14 are minors and 3 are ‘over 65 years of
age. All of the children attend public school. The Tndians use:the
rancheria primarily for homesites. The group does not have a current
approvedroll,  ~
E@'nd.f——The 96 acres of the Blue Lake Rancheria are held in trust
by the United States Govertiment for the\Indians in California. - The
domestic water for the group living heré is obtained fromthe city of
Blué Lake. The roads on the rancheria aré maintained by Humboldt

‘County.. The lower eiid of the rancheria is subject to oceasional floods
by the Mad Rivér. There are five informal assignments to the lands.
The quality of the land is such that it can be used only for homesites,
and &'ere‘ is a very little subsistence gardening. - ‘ o
Sources of income.—The principal: source of income for the group
is'from seasonal farm work. Those who qualify receive socml‘sec‘ur;tﬁ
aids and categorical ‘welfare assistance from Humboldt County wit
no distinction being made because they are Indians. . - .
Bureaw services.—The only, service:thdt the Bureau renders the
group is in connection with the tiust status of the 26 acres ‘of land.
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There is'a Johnson-O'Malley educational contraét with'the' State of
California arid the Blue Lake school district receivés funds under this
contract because of the Indian children attending its public school.
For the fiscal year 1958, the Bureau has an item of $11,000 on its budget
for roids on the rancheria, =~ e e
_ Attitude toward termination of Federal trusteeship.—The Indians
on the Blue Lake Rancheria passed a resolution on December 15, 1955,
requesting that the residents of this rancheria be given an uncacim-
bered fee patent to the rancheria lands. They request that their
rancheria be surveyed in order that each assignee may have a legal
description of his assignment. o - :

. Speoial problems in ¢onnection with the termination of Federal
rélationships.—As of Deceraber 1955, the estimated funds necessary to
carry out the wishes of the group were: ,

Domestic water system ~ $2, 000
Land surveys...___. : 1,000
Property appralsals____.___._.__ —— 400
Soil and moisture conservation .o . 2,000 -
Assistance to set up legal entity in conformance with California laws...... 500
Programing and planning 1, 500
Total_ .- -— —— 7, 400

ELK VALLEY

Background data on the Elk Valley Rancheria (Orescentd City), Del
Norte County » S o
History~—The 100-acre rancheria was purchased in 1909 with funds
made available under the acts of June 21, 1906, and April 30, 1908,
“to purchase for the use of the Indians of the State of California * * *
guitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said
State. * * *” The cost was $3,600. . There were 50 people living on
the land when the rancheria was purchased. The tribal group belon
to the Smith River Tribe and the Athapaskon group, which has al-
ways made its home in the area where the rancheria is now located.
‘These people have an informal tribal organization with elected of-
Jﬁghcers, ut they are not organized under the Indian Reorganization
_ People.—In 1933, there were as féw ‘as 10 people on the rancheria.
Today; 61 people make their home on the land. The total acreage is
assigned to 24 assignees, and none of it is used as'community property.
These people do: not ordinarily function as an Indian community.
Each assignee uses his plot of ground as a homesite. The water sys-
tem is not communal.  Nine of the wage earners livin‘g on the ran-
cheria are rion-Indians,.'. Nine of the assignees are not living on their
assigriments; ‘and two plots have been rented to non-Indians. The
group does not have 4 current approyedroll, .. . . ...~ =
Land.—The rancheria is.surveyed.into 20 plots, about 5 acres each.
The survey does not :seem satisfactory for title purposes. There is
an improved county ‘road .on two sides of the rancheria. ,/The land
18 generally 'of . poor. quality. Except for homesite clearings,. it:is
covered with scattered brushi growth? - . ., . . .
- Sources of ‘income.—~The wagé earners. work away: from.the ran-
cheriain the lumber industry. This is practically.the only type of
,work available in the area, and those who want other employment
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must go, elsewhere for it, Those who work in the lumber industry
make wages adequate to support their families, since none of them
have requested categorical aids from the county. Five of the people
here receive old-age assistance. =~ . . |

Bureau servioes.—Services are extended by the Burean because of -
the trust status of the land; no social services are ‘performed by the
Bureau for. the people Jiving on the rarcheria.” Del Norté County re-
ceives payments under the f ohnson O’Malley'educational contract be-
cause . Indian pupils are attending .its public schools, The county
furnishes'bus seryice, A road costing $19,700 was completed by the
Bureau within the past 2.years, which orings the road system on the
rancheria up to county standards: . .~ .

Attitudes toward 1withdrawal of ‘Federal irusteeship—On August
31,1955, at a general council meeting, the group yoted (21 of the 24
assignees were present) to ré%iiést the Government to 1ssye to them fee °
title to their assignments.” They asked that water be made available
to each of the plots and that an internal survey be made in ordér that
each assignee may have the legal description of hisland. It was fur-
th]el;1 requested that the lien of $765.07 against the rancheria be can-
celed, .

Estimated cost to effeot withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.~—On
August 31, 1955, it wag estimated that the following sums must be
expended to meet the needs of the Indians:

Land survey....._: e ———————— e e $1, 000
Domestic water supply S SR S » 000
Legal @88IStANCO. oo e e - 500 -
Property appralsals. o e m e ——————— 400
Programing and planning...._.____ cmmmmmmccncmaracacemmanancaeeee=t 1y 100
Y T 15, 400
GUIDIVILLE

Background data on the Guidiville Rancheria—Mendocino County
History.—~Guidiville Rancheria ‘'was éstablished in 1909 when a 50-
acre tract was purchased for $2,000. The plot was enlarged by the
purchase of another 34 acres in 1912 for $2,100. Exécutive Order of
1912 added further to the lands. The present acreage is 243. The
people living here belong to'the ' Pomo Tribe,: This geiieral area’is
the traditional homeland of these Indians‘and the raricherid was estab-
lished' where ‘they have 'always lived. 'ﬂie"grou‘gliving here now has -
an informal triba] organization with' elected officers. Theéy are not
formally orgaized, . . .
_ Peoplé.—There' weré'92 people on the raricheria when it: was estab- -
lished, . By 1933, the number E.ad dropped to'38, and today 32 people -
make their home on the'land. They ¢onsist of 7 family groups with
11 wage earners.. Tliéy ate using the land for homesites with limited -
agri‘buytfljufa]ffehj;gr‘pfi”sdsi “ Four'of the residents are over 65. The
group does not have a'cuirrenit approved rolls - T
Land.—Thirty-eight ‘acres of the rancheria are used for homesites .
and limited agricultural eénterprises:by 11-assignees. ‘They: have in- -
formal assignments to the plots thnt they:are using. - These individual -
ag)gnyieﬂtq"jl;g"fd _the’ approval oi the ‘group. ‘The:remaining 213
acres are leéaséd to a non:Indian. There is'a domestic: water system :
‘built several years ago with & lien‘of $1,867.22 against the land because .
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. of this improvement. An access road is being built during the present
fiscal year which will meet the standards set by the county. ' .
Sources of income.~Several of the residents have vineyards and
make part of their livelihood by this means. They augment this in-
come with wages from seasonal agricultural work and other miscel-
laneous type of rural employment. If they qualify for public as-
sistance, it is granted to them with no distinction being made because
they are Indians, ‘ ‘ o ; _
‘ureau services—An appropriation of $40,176 was made to build
an adequate road which will be finished in 1987 . Payments are made
to the school district Under the Johnson O’Malley contract for the
Indian children attending public school. The Bureau renders services.
in connection with leasing the grazing land and at the present time
an ITM account ($300) is maintained by the Bureau from funds de-
rived from this leasing. . ‘
Attitiides toward withdrawal of Federal truste¢ship—On October
20, 1955, the residents of the rancheria passed a resolution requesting: -
that the United States Government transfer to the individuals the fee:
title to their individual tracts, and that thé mountain and grazing land
be patented to the group. They further ask thata survey be made so-
“that each assignee will receive a legal description of his property, that
the lien against the land be canceled, and that a legal entity be estab--
lished to accept and maintain the land that will be'leased.
‘E'stimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—In De-
cember of 1955, the local Bureau of Indian Affairs estimated that the
following sums would be necessary to effect withdrawal, )

LAand BUIVeY o e e e m ;e ————————— $3, 000t .

Assistance to form a legal entity - oo 1, 500

Property appraisalS. e —— ;e — e ————— 500

Programing and plapning . .. oo cm e 2, 500
Ot e m e m—memm ;e — o m——————— 7, 600

GRATON
Background data on the Graton Rancheria (Sebastopol), Sonoma -
County

History.—The land of the Graton Rancheria was purchased for
.$2,100 in 1915 with funds appropriated by the act of August 1, 1914
/(38 Stat.; 582-589), “to purchase for the use of the Indians of the
State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and
water rights in the said State * * *.” The Pomo Indians who live
here are in their traditional homeland. The group is not organized,.
either formally or informally. T

People.—~There were 76 %’ndia'ns‘of‘thé Pomo Tribe living on the
‘land when the rancheria was established, A check in 1933 revealed
no Indians to be living on the land, but at the present time there are
.seven people making their home here. They are all adults except for
one 10-year-old'girl. Four people have informal assignments; 2 of’
them are over 65, They use the land only as a rural homesite. The
group does not have a current approvedroll. -~ = -
~ Land.—~The rancheria contains only 1545 acres. The land is steep-
‘timber land and there 'are probably a few merchantable trees on the '
itract. It is adequately served by a paved road. There are no liens.
|against the rancheria because of any improvements. '
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Sources of income.—The three wage eariiers work in the lumber in-
dustry of the area.” They do not augment their income with subsistence
gardening. Their income is only adequate to maintain essential home-
sites with no modern improvements. , v

Bureaw services—The Bureau render's no services to the group as
people; it is only responsible for the trust status of the land.

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The people
who have assignments to this 15-acre tract asked on December 13, 1955,
that they be:given fee title to the parcel and that it be surveyed so
that each assignee might have legal description to his assignment.

E'stimated cost of withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—It was esti-
mated in December of 1955 that the following funds would be neces-

sary to effect the transfer of title:

LANA SULVEY o e e e e e o s e e emm $1, 000
Legal assistance o e 1, 000
Property appralSnlS. o e ————— 500
Programing and planning ..o e 1, 500
Totai _________________________________________________________ 4,000 _
MARE WEST N

Background data on the Mark West Rancheria—Sonoma County

The records indicate that this rancheria was acquired in 1916. It
consists of 35 acres assigned to Mr, William B. Steele. Mr. Steele
has a wife,; a stepson who'is 24 years old, two daughters (15 and 10
years old), and a son 12 years of age. The family live at 126 Scott
Street, Santa Rosa, Calif. Mr. Steele is the sole assignee to the
rancheria. e o .

The acreage is brush-hillside land with some trees and grazing land.
The external boundaries'need to be surveyed, - Water is obtained from
a spring and there are no apparent water-right ‘problems. There are
no roads and there is no lien. The rancheria has been unoccupied for
several years. The Steele family recently did some improvement work
on the rancheria and apparently intends to build a~home there and
use the land within the near future. Mr. Steele is employed in Santa
Rosa and expects to keep his regular job if he uses the rancheria as a
homesite; - o :

On December 12, 1955, Mr, Steele requésted that he be given fee
title to this tract of land after a survey had been made to determine
the legal description of the property. At that time it was estimated
that the following amount would Ke necéssary to effect transfer of

title:

Land SUrvey--cw--—--. - e ————mat ———————— $400

Appraisal of ProPertY e e — e ————————————— 200

Legal aSSIStANCe .l oo e e et 200

Programing and planning .. oo mcccecm e m e —m— e ———— e 500
Totalaeomm-- e ————————— e e 1, 300

PINOLEVILLE

Background data on the Pinoleville Rancheria, Mendocino County
History.—This rancheria was-established in 1911 when 95.28 acres
were purchased for $8,5600 with _funds"apsxrbpm‘dtéd by the acts of June _
21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and' April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76) ;
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“to purchase for the use of the Indians in the State of California * * *
suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said
State * * *” The 130 Indians who were living in'the area at the time of

urchase belonged to the Pomo Tribe, and this rancheria was estab-
ished- in their traditional homeland. By 1933, the number had
dropped to 75. At the present time there are 107 Indians living at
Pinoleville. o v L

People.~There are 15 family groups on the land, each with an as-
signment ‘(one_being to the school lot). They form a well-organized
community with elected officers who speal for the group. At the pres-

“ent time they hold, through a trustee, additional land adjacent to the
rancheria that is not in trust. These Indians have displayed initiative
’bfy developing and improving their land into very good vinoyards.
hey live in well-kept homes.” At oné time the Bureau maintained a
school at the rancheria, but now all 6f the children of school age attend
ublic school in the county. The group prepared a tribal roll in 1947,
ut it has not been kept ¢urrent. There are some tribal members who
do not live on the rancheria, having left to work in jobs in the sur-
rounding area.

Land.—The land is a short distance from the town of Ukiah, Calif.
It is considered improved land with vineyards and orchards. A creek
runs through the land, which is subject to annual floods. Some work
has been done in cooperation with the other landowners in the area,
but the flood conditions are not completely controlled by the revet-
ments. A water system was. installétf at _tg'e_ rancheria several years
ago in connection with thie school and teacherage. It remains today
and a lien of $2,585.65 is against the property because of this work.
United States Highway No. 101 runs along the east edge of the land
and there are access roads to the homesites from the highway. These
roads need to be brought up to county standards. The assignees have
installed and maintained their'own pressure water systems, but it could
be improved considerably. The United States Government buildings
on the rancheria are being used by the Indians, the schoolhouse as a
community building, and the teacherage as a residence, and the shop
buildings for storage purposes.

- Sources of income.—The sources of income for the heads of families
are extremely varied and include income from the sale of grapes from
the assigned land. Several members of the group have specific trades
including welders, mechanics, carpenters, plumbers, etc. One member
has been a postal service employee for a number of years. Several
members are contractors of farm work including pruning and crop
harvesting. Probably one-half of the adult members receive most of
their income through wage work on the local farms and in the local
timber industry. The economic position of this rancheria has im-
proved since 1934, Many of the assignments have been made produc-
tive and many of the families now have substantial homes, Also, work
is available for most everyone throughout the year due to a great in-
flux of industry into the immediate vicinity during the last few years.

Bureau services.—The public school which the rancHeria children
attend receivés financial assistance under the Johnson O’Malley edu-
cational contract.. . The Bureau has a cooperative fire control agree-
ment with the California Division of Forestry. _The Bureau has an
agreement with Mendocino County in which the county. agrees ta
accept full responsibility for future construction and maintenance on
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Indian roads after thesé have been constructed and to a mutually
agreed standard and rights transferred to the county. There is an
item in the Bureau’s budget for 1958 amounting to $17,000 for road
building’on this rancheria. - T T
Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At a general
council meeting held at their rancheria on Séptember: 23, 1955, the
group voted to’have the United States Government transfer.the fee
title to their individual tracts, They asked that the roads:on the land
be brought up to the county standards; that a survey be made of their
land so that each assignee could have a legal description of his prop-
erty; that the lien against the land be canceled. They also ask that
a domestic water system be installed. ,
. Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—-(By
local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials in September of 1955:) - '

LaNA BUTYEY o e e e — e — e — e a e — $1, 500
Water 8yStem e a e ——————— 10, 000
Tegal assistance o e em e m— e e 1, 000
Property appraisal. .o meceee 400
Sofl and molsture conservation ..o e 2, 000
Programing and planning. e 38, 000

Lotal e e mc e a e ———— 17, 800

; POTTER VALLEY
Background data on the Potter Valley Rancheria, Mendocino County
History.—In 1909, 16 acres of land were bought for $2,000 for the
72 Pomo Indiansin thé area, under the acts of June 21,1906 (31 Stat.,
325-333), and April 30, 1908 (85 Stat., 70-76), which made available
funds “to purchase for the use of thé Indians in the State of Cali-
fornia * ¥ * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water right
in the said State * * *” An Executive order a few years liter se
aside for this group an additional 80 acres which was not contiguous to
the original purchase tract.and has nevér been used by these people
as a homesite. The 16-acte tract is located in the general area wherd
the tribe has always made its home. In 1933, the number of people
usingi this land for homesites dropped to 15, and at.the present time 18
people live hére, The group is not organized undér the Indian Re-
organizationAet, . oo 0
People.—The 16-acte plot, is assigried to'7 family, groups undet in-
formal assignthénts.  One of the'assignees i§ 'married to a non-Indian.
Theré are only tivo children of school age living on thé rancheria. Orie
of the assighees is-over 65 years of age. These people do not have a
current roll of their membership. =~ ., -~~~
Land.—Thé 16-acre tract that is udéd for homesites is in'need of
access roads to adéquatély sérve the homesites. There areé' no roads
or othér imptovemerits on the 80-h¢re mduiitain plot. The homesite
tract is'not especially ‘good land; But the occupants do have family
truck ‘gardefis.” Each - assighée 'hag his own watep ‘supply from ‘in-
dividual wells, ind théy. a¥'e Hiot intérestéd in ‘s’ comtinity’ water sysi
tem. At one time the sum of $233 was cOllected‘bjf%t}ié‘Btigéli‘ﬁ becanse
of eithér a lease or'a trésspasd'and that kmount is held in the'individual
money accountof thé group in‘Sacrameiito. There is'no regular source
of income for this group. There is no lien against the land because ‘'of
any improvement, ' T o ‘ : X
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Sourceé of income.—One of the seven family heads is on an old-age
assistance grant; the others work for wages in the surrounding area.
The work 18 seasonal and the average income is only adequate to meet
the minimum needs. Their income is augmented somewhat by garden-
ing produce. o SR ,

Bureau services.—~The Bureau renders services only because of the
trust status of the land; all other services are.provided to the people
by the'county. There is an item of $19,000 in the Bureau’s 1958 budget
to build necessary roads on the rancheria.. The local school district re-
ceives payments under the Johnson O’Malley educational contract for
the two children who attend public school. ) R

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—All of the In-
dians who have assignments'on the ranchieria asked by resolution dated
December 11, 1955, that they be given fee title to their assignments .
after the road system has been completed. They also asked that the
land that they be given legal assistance in forming a corporation to
accept and manage their mountain property. -

Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The
local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the following
amounts would be necessary to effect withdrawal as of December 14,

1955

Land survey—____ - $1,600

Legal assiStaNCe .o o e e e e 200

ApDraisal Of ProPerty .. e e e e e 500

Programing and planning —————— 3, 000
Total — — - 5,200

REDWOOD VALLEY

Baokground data on the Redwood Valley Rancheria, Mendocino
ounty :

. History—In 1909, 80 acres of land were purchased for $2,000 to
form the Redwood Valley Rancheria. There were about 51 Pomo
Indians in the area at that time. The rancheria was established in
that part of California where the group had alwayslived. Funds for
the purchase of this'land were ,ap};tdpﬁatea:by: he acts of June 21,
1906 (31 Stat., 325-333), and April 30, 1908 (35 Stat., 70-76), which
Pprovided money “to purchase for the use of the Indians in the State
of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water
rights in the‘'said State. * * *” The people living on the Redwood
Valley Ranchéria are organized informally, but not under the In-
dian Reorganization Act. L I

- People.—The rancheria population in 1933 was 31. Today it is b6,

comprising 11 families. There is no approved roll for this group,
but they .consider people who do not.have .,_s’a."\ss_ig'nments,_anc}i”:r who
live elsewhere ‘as members. Four of the assignees are 65 years of
age or over. There are only 6 children of school age in this group,
and the same number of preschool children. The housing standards
of this group-are poor. = .. . .
.. Land.—1In the past § years the Bureau of Indian Affairs has built
internal roads on this rancheria at a cost of $15,900. The land ig
divided into homesite plots of 4.98 acres each and there is no central
water system. There 18 no lien against the land because of any im,
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provement. The land is of a poor quality and affords only homesites
with no produce from gardening.’ ) o
Sources of income.—Employment opportunities are nonexistent on
this rancheria and are scarce in the area. This makes it necessary for
the wage earners to depénd upon seasonal work, mostly of an agricul-
tural nature. As a conséquence, their annual income is not always
adequate and they apply ‘for social welfare from the count’f. :
Bureau services—Services are rendered by the Bureau only because
of the trust status'of the land: . .
Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—By resolution
dated October 19, 1955, these people asked that the present assignees
-be given title to their parcels after a survey has been made. They
also requested that a water system be installed on the rancheria, and
that they be given assistance in the formulation of an entity to take
over and manage this improvement, o
Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The
local officials of the Bureau of Indian Affairs estimated the following

amounts would be necessary to effect transfer: :

- - $1, 500

Land SUrVeYawweecc—mw-

Domestic water system e e e e e wee 10, 000

Legal assistance e o e e 1, 000

Appraisal of property e

Soil and moisture consServation o cccmmcimeeac i 2, 000

Programing and planning._ . e ———————— 1, 500
Total._._ - - -- 16, 500

" ROHNERVILLE

Background data on the Roknérville Rancheria—Humboldt County

History.—In 1922, 16-acres were purchased with appropriated funds
“at a cost of $434, An estimated 15 Indians of the Wiyot Tribe, were
living on this land at the time the land was purchased. Today, there
are 40 people making their homes on the rancheria. - .. =~

People.~There are eight wage earners on the rancheria and each
.of them_ has an assignment.. Four of them are over 65 years of age.
‘There are 11-children’of school age, There are 10 hornes (low stahd-
ard) on the rancheria, constructed by the assignees, These people do
not have an approved current membership roll, but they work together
a8 a group and have arrived at the land use by mutual consent,

Land,—On the rancheria an assignment consists of a,yhomQSi’t’é{fé:f
:about 1.acre, and a ,wood lot of about the same drea. The homesites

are_on’the upper half of the strip of lind; with'the wood lots on the
lower half. An adequate road is needed through the wood 10t to the
~homesites, - A domestic witer system was installed recently and there is
a lien against the land in the amount of $1,981.34 because of this im-
provement. . This. rancheria does not have a cemetery, and the group
tolds no other property in common, :

Sources;of incomeé.—The workers depend upon’miscellaneouis work

‘-

in the adjacent ares, usiially in the woods.and the lumber industry.
“They receive welfare aid from the county with no distinction being
made because they are Indigns, .
Bureau 36rvicés,-—The Buireau reders services only because’the lanl -
is in a trust statis. "A domestic ‘water systém’ was 'installed recently
..and there is an item in-the 1958 budget in the amount of $23,000 to
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build a standard road for the rancheria. The local school district re-
ceives Johnson-O’Malley educational contract funds,
- Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On Septem-
ber 1, 1955, this group, through their informal organization passed a
resolution asking that the United States Government transfer to them
the fee title to their individual shares of this tract. They asked that
the road system be completed before this is done, and that the land be
surveyed so that each assignes may have a legal description of his
land. They want the lien to be canceled, and assistance to form a legal
entity to take over and manage their water system, . ,
E'stimated costs to effeot withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The
local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials at Sacramento estimated that

the following amounts would be necessary to transfer title:

Land survey... —— ——mm——— - $1,000
Tegal asgistAnce oo -— - 1,000
Property appraisal . e e —————————————— 250
Programing and planning. .o cm e e 1, 500

Total. - ——— - 3,760

TABLE BLUFF

Baokground data on the Table Bluff Rancheria—Humboldt County
~ History.—This 20-acre plot was bought in 1908 for $3,000 for the
60 Indians reputed to be living in the area at that time. Appropriated
funds were used to buy the land. These funds were made available
under the acts of June 21,1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and April 30, 1908
(35 Stat. 70-76), which provided money “to purchase for the use of
the Indians in the State of California * * * suitable tracts or par-
cels of land, water, and water rights in the said State * * *.” ,
People.—In 1933, the number of people using the land had increased
to 75, but at the lipressgamt,‘i:i.rﬂxjre‘ there are 38 people living here. They
comprise 14 family groups with 14 wage earners. All of the childrén
of school age attend public school at the town of Lighthouse near:the
rancheria. These people have no formal tribal organization, but they
operate informally in making land assignments. There is no approved
current membership roll for these Indians, e
Land.—This 20 acres of 1and is served by two county roads, with
access roads maintained by the users of the homesites, The land
serves primarily for rural homesites, but there are some cultivated
family gardens. "Each assigneé has installed and maintains his own
well. There are no liens against the praperty because of any former
improvements. . L o
Souroes of income.—The wage earners here must leave home to find
work. They work for wpf@q in the lumber industry and in other mis-
cellaneous work. If the family needs welfare assistance, they receive
it from the county on the same basis as 'other applicants. ,
Bureau services.—The Bureau renders no services to these people
except in cofinection with ‘the trust status of the land. No improve-
ments on the land were made and there is no lien against it, The local
school district receives payments under the Johnson-O'Malley contract
because of the Indian children who attend their publi¢ schools. =
_ Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On Soptemn-
ber 21, 1955, this group asked by Tesolution that they be given fee title
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to their individual tracts after a survey had been made to ascertain the
legal description of each assignment, . L N
E'stimated cost to effeot withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.— At that
time, the local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the
amounts needed to effect transfer of title would be as follows:

LAnd BUIVeYouwccamco e acccmmoccmm———— - $1, 000

Legal assistance__. - 500

-Property appraisal .. __ —- - 560

Programing and planning....... ——— - - 1, 500

Total R 8’ 550
UPPER LAKHE |

.Background data on the Upper Lake Rancheria—Lake County
In 1908, 143 acres were bought for the 285 Pomo Indians making
their home at Upper Lake at o cost of $56,000. This land forms the.
nuoleus of the'present rancheria. Ninety-nine a¢res were added in
1936 and’ another 159 acres.in 1941, under the Indian Reorganization
‘Act. Each of these parcels cost $11,000. By secretarial order of Feb-
ruary 15, 1907, a 160-acre tract was set aside “as a woodlot for the
Upper Lake Indians until such time as it may be secured to them either
by I}:]xecutive order or congressional action,” Another rancheria was
subsequently established in 1909 at Robinson for a humber of Upper
Lake Indians, Neither the Upper Lake group nor the Robinson group.
made exclusive use of the woodlot until 1953 when the group at Upper
Lake negotiated to sell.some timber on the tract., If proposed legisla-
tion designates the parcel as part-of the Upper Lake Rancheria there
would be no question of title. This group is organized under the In-
‘dian Reorganization- Act and has an approved roll. The following
resolution is quoted to give facts about the rancheria: - v
Be it resolved by'the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Oommunity, Upper
Lake, Calif., a legal community organization established and approved
by the Seoretary of the Interior Ngv‘mb‘er 6, 1941 o
“Whereas ‘Federal responsibility for administering the affairs of
“individual Indian tribes should be terminated as rapidly as the cir-
‘cumstances of each tribe will permit. This should Ee accomplished
by arrangements with the proper public bodies of the political subdi-
visions to ‘assume responsibility. for the services customarily enjoyed
-by non-Indian residents of such political subdivisions and by distribu-
+ tion of tribal assets among the individual members, or to-the tribe as
& unit, whichever may appear to be the better plan:in each case. In
addition, responsibility for trust properties should be transférred to
;he .Ibfr;d,ians'theméelves', either as groups or individuals, as soon as
easible’; T ~
“Whereas it is not right-to claim that the tribes being subjected to
* the termination bill are competent to handle their own affairs while the
bills vést in the Sec¢retary of Interior final authority to'determine in
what manner the Indians shall be made ¢6 handle their own affairs; .
“Now; therefore, the tribal members of the Upper Lake Potno: In-.
dian Community, a legal community orgatiized under the Reorganiza-
tion Act of June 18, 1934;.under the' corporate name, Upper Lake
Pomo Indian'Community, has worked successfully in managing and

financing their businéss and homes under this organized setup, so now-

28012°—58 H. Rept., 86-1, vol, 4——mn83
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we believe we have advanced to where we are competent enough to
handle our community and individual affairs when released from
under Federal supervision. o '

“I. Membership consists of 76 adults and children. Adults, 39; 37
children; 11 of these children are entered in the local public schools;
the rest are under school age, o X

“II. Tribal property consists of 2 parcels of land which total 561
acres of land. One parcel of land consist of 401 acres; this is where
the homesites, farming and hill pastureland is situated, There are
21 homes on this place; 17 are 1. R, and R. houses. One member
purchased a small gouSe from the tribe, which was included with the

urchase of the property; two other members have built their homes on
Eouse lots approved through the council. All homes are equipped
with modern inside facilities. The domestic water is piped from two
deep wells which all houseowners share the right-of-way and pay
equally accumulated bills resulting from usage and repairs,

“Farmable land consists of approximately 110 acres of land, of
which all the land has been assigned through the council to individual
tribal members who have qualified under the bylaws and land code
set up by the community. - Forty-eight acres are planted in pear trees
20 acres in walnut trees; 42 acres are used for seasonal crops and
garden lots. )

“Hill pastureland consists of approximately 240 acres, which is
rented on yearly basis for pasture to neighboring farmers or stock-
.owners, and the money is used as a tribal fund, handled through tribal
officers of whom the tribal treasurer is bonded, and the money is de-
posited in our local bank. )

“The second parcel of land is a 160-acre woodlot, situated approxi-
‘mately 5 miles north of Upper Lake town, section 15, township 18
north, range 10 west, south half 'of northeast quarter; and east half
of southeast quarter Mount Diablo meridian. It is used as a wood
reserve for fuel and timber growing,.

~ “In July 1953, we assumed the responsibility of cutting timber from
a8 place to build a community building for the tribe; after cutting
started we were stopped by the area office in Sacramento, stating we
were not owners of the woodlot. After all these years, they have
given us the impression of ownership. We have signed, t}xrough our
community executive committee, annual liability and asset report
sheets determining valuation and title of property to our tribal organ-
ization. Now it stands as'an unsettled question, awaiting ownership
approval from the Secretary of the Interior. B

‘III. The Government roads running through the tribal property
have been repaired and oiled within the year, and the council has ap-
proved by a resolution to turn these roads over to the county, which
now is awaiting a'}'])pronl by the county and State for acceptance.
‘These roads, we believe, are used more by the non-Indian or public
than the tribe, and. we believe the caré’and maintenance should be the
county’s ‘responsibility.:: The school buses drive-into the reservation
for.the Indian schoolchildren, who all attend the public schools.” The
county provides bus shelters which consist of two for the Indian

- children.. School lunches are paid for by the parent or guardian, and
those who need assistance are cared for the same as the non-Indians.
Hot lunches gre served at the school at a nominal fee. Co
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“TV., The older Indians, which total 11, all have and live in I. R..
and R, houses, and either receive social security, veterans’, or county
old-age benefits: Now, therefore, be it ; ‘

“Resolved, To release the enrolled tribal members of the Upper
Lake Pomo Indian Community from under Federal supervision and
to assume responsibility like non-Indian residents. Responsibility of
trust property to be transferred over to the members of our tribal roll
of the Upper.Lake Pomo Indian Community.

“The above resolution was duly passed and ad(g)ted by the execu-
tive committee of the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Community, a duly
elected body to represent and transact business for the Upper Lake
Pomo Indian Comimunity, by a unanimous vote of seven for, none -
‘agains't}] at a meeting assembled at which a quorum was present on
this 16th day of November 1954.” :

There is a lien of $20,568.40 against the lands of the Upper Lake
Rancheria because of irrigation and domestic water system installa-
tions.

In addition to the above resolution, this group passed a resolution
on September 22, 1955, reiterating their desire for fee title conditio’neci
upon an internal survey, establishment of water rights, cancellation of
liens against the land, and asisstance to form a legal entity to manage
their community property.

It was estimated in geptember 1956, by local Bureau of Indian
Affairs officials, that the following amounts would be necessary to
effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship :

Land survey.._ - e am o ———— $3, 500
Legal assistance 2, 500
‘Water system _ 2, 0600
Irrigation system... : : 1, 000
Establishment of water rights 2, 000
Soil and mwoisture conservation 7,300
Property appraisal .. ____ . . 600
-Programing and planning : 5, 000

Total 23, 800

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washkington, D. O., April 17, 1967,
Hon. Cramr EncLp, _
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr, ENaLe: Your committee has requested a report on H. R.
2824, a bill to provide for the distribution of the land and assets of
certain Indian rancherias and reservations in California, and for
other purposes. -

We recommend that the bill be enacted. A few minor amendments
aresuggested below. = ,

Each of the two Indian groups involved has requested by formal
resolution the distribution of the rancheria assets, and we believe
that the Indians are ready for such action, A background statement
regarding each' rancheria, and an analysis of the bill;“are enclosed.
A copy. of the resolution from each groun requesting the enactment
of legislation along:the lines of the bill will be furnished for commit-

tee files when hearings are held.
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For several years the Congress has had under consideration various
proposals to terminate Federal responsibilities for all Indian property
in Californis.. In response to House' Concurrent Resolution 108, 83d
Congress; this:Department submitted to Congress on January 4, 19b4;
a proposed bill for that ‘purpose. It was introduced as H. R. 7322
and S, 7249, and extensive hearir_i%? were held. 'Similar bills had been
considered by the 82d Congress i . R. 7490, H. R. 7491, and S, 3005).
As was to be expected in connection with a proposal that involved so
many people with differing interests (the Indian population of the
State is approximately 36,000), a variety of opinions regarding the
merits of the proposal were expressed. . . o

Although the State legislature had memorializéd Congress in 1951
to dispense with all restrictions on California Indians (S. J. Res. No.
929, Chap. 123, Calif. Stats., May 18, 1951), and a representative of
the Goverrior’s office had testified in favor of the bills for that purpose
in the 82d Congress, when the congressional hearings were held in
1954 the State representatives asked-for a delay in order that some of
the details might be considered. further. Since that time the State
Senate Interim Committee on California Indian Affairs (created b
Senate Resolution No, 115, Senate Journal, June 10, 1953, p. 4126
has conducted extensive investigations throughout the State and is
currently-preparin’g‘ﬁ’~it‘s“jf;t'jecommendations._ We understand that the
recommendations will probably be in terms of a bill of statewide ap-
plicability; as were the bills before the 82d and 83d Congresses.

Meanwhile, plans wére worked out for immediate action with se-
lected groups in California who want an immediate termination of
Federal trust responsibilities without waiting for the enactment of
a bill of statéwide applicability. This is the purpose of H. R. 2824,
Tt involves the two rancherias of Strawberry Valley and Wilton.
There are two people living at Strawberry Valley and 33 people at
Wilton.. Strawberry Valley consists of one city lot, and Wilton con-
sistsof 30acres. .

The following technical amendments are suggested.

1. On page 2, line 20, before “Indians” insert “adult.”

2. On page 3, line 21 to page 4, line 1, delete the first sentence of sub-
section 3 (b) and insert in lieu thereof “To complete any construction
or improvement required to bring Indian Bureau roads serving the
rancherias or reservations up to 'adequate standards comparable to
standards for similar roads of the State or subdivision thereof.” -

3. On page 6,1iné 10, change the period to a comma and add “with-
out application from such Indians, including but not limited to the
-ereation of a trust for such Indiang’ property with a trustee selected
by the Secretary, or .the p"u‘r’ch‘ase by the Secretary of annuities for
such Indians.” ~This addition clarifies but does not change the mean-
ing of the original language. = o |
. 4. On page 6, lines 13 ahd 14, deleté “as amended, is hereby re-
voked”, and insert in lieu'thereof “shall be revoked by the Secretary
when a plan-is \apprd\fréd-by“va;mgijdfit"y-‘ of the adult Indians of the
Community pursuant to subsection 2 (b) of this act.”

5. On page 4, line 22, revise section 4 to read as follows: o

“Spo, 4. Nothing in: this dct: shall ‘abrogate ‘any: water right that
exists by virtue of the laws'of the United States. To the extent that

‘the laws of the State'of California are not now applicablo to any
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water right appurtenant to -any lands involved. herein. they. ghall .
continue to be mggplicable while the water right is in Indian owner-
ship. for a period not to exceed - 15 years after the conyeyance
pursuant to this act of an unrestricted title thereto, and thereafter
the applicability of such laws shall be without prejudice to the pri-
ority of any such right not theretofore based upon State law.”

This change avoids an.ambiguity in the ? rase “Indian water
right.” It also makes clear that gt the end of the time specified (a
matter of 15 years) the priority of any right based upon Federal law
will not be prejudiced, Finally, the authority of the Attorney Gen-
eral to represent the Indians during the 15-year interim period in
connection wi_th_ water right controversies is made permissive rather
than mandatory. v ‘ , o o ,

The expenditures contemplated by this bill for roads and training
will be absorbed in the regular a “qro‘priation requests for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs. The additional expenditures involved in this bill,
together with those involved in the 3 similar bills before your
Committee with respect to different rancherias, are estimated at ap-
proximately $222,450 for all 4 bills. A

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection
to the submission of this report to your committee.

Sincerely yours,
O. Harrrerp CHILSON,

 Aoting Secretary of the Interior.

ANALYSIS OF H. R. 2824

Section 1 of the bill specifies the rancherias and reservations in-
volved and directs the distribution of their assets in accordance with
the provisions of the bill. ' o o :

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indians involved, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan

-for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the assets to a corporation desig=
nated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants in com«
mon, General notice of the plan must be given, and after the Indians
affected have been given an opportunity to object thé plan must be:
submitted -to the vote of the Indians who will participate in the
distribution, If a majority of those voting approve the plan, it will"
be carried out. No- provision is made for any further action if a
plan is not approved.© L . o

Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for pre--
paring a membership-Toll for each rancheria or-reservation, ' The
preparation of siuch rolls would be impracticable because the groups
are not well defined. Moreoveér, the:lands were for the most part
acquired or set aside by the United'States for Indians in Califorhia-
generally, rither than for a specific group of Indians; and the con-
sistent” practice’ has' been to ‘seléct 'by administrative action the in-
dividual Indians who may use the land. ‘The: bill ‘provides: for the
distribution of the land, or the proceeds from the sale of the land,"
primarily on'the basis of plans prepared or approved by these ad-
ministratively selected users of the land. -~~~
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Section 8-6f the bill fefliires the’ Secrétary of the:Interior to make -
any surveys that are necessary to conyey marketable'titles, to complete
the ¢onstriiction of any ‘access roads that are scheduled for transfer to
the State or local govérnment; to install or rehabilitate the irrigation
or domesti¢ wateér systems that he ‘and the Indians agree within a
reasonable time should be compléted by the United States, to cancel all
reimbursable debts that are charges against the land, and to make an
laxzddexchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust is termi«
natéd. ~

Section 4 of the bill affirms present Indian water rights, makes in-
applicable for 15 years the California law with respect to loss of water
rlghts:bﬁr'nonuse if the land rémains in- Indian ownership, and re-

uires the Attorney_General of the United States to represent the
n(%llétsns in any proceedings during that period involving their water
rights, :

“Section 5 of the bill authorizes the disposition of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the adminis-
tration of Indian affairs. . N

Section 6 of the bill requires the distribution of all funds held
by the United States in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or res-

Section 7 of thebill protects pending claims.

Section 8 of the bill provides for protecting the interest of minors
and incompetents by guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as the Secretary ‘deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trustsif advisable. :

Section 9 of the bill revokes a constitution issied under the Indian
Reorganization‘Act. © . _

Section 10 of the bill provides for 'an accelerated program of educa-
tion and vocational training béfore the assets are distributed.

"Section 11 of the bill authorizes the issuance of necessary rules,
regulations, and conveyancing instruments,

Section 12'of the bill authorizes necessary appropriations.

STRAWBERRY VALLEY

Background data on the Stmwberry Valley Rancheria—Yuba County

In 1914, a half-acreplot of ground was purchased with-appropriated.
funds of $208.90. 'Tit{)é'was taken in the name of the United States of
Anierica: This is the Strawberry Valley Rancheria. A Mr. Alex S.
Picayune had proposed to buy this lot himself, but the local Bureau
official at that time offered to buy'it for him. ﬁ‘itle;-was‘ﬁqt taken in
trust for Mr. Picayune, but he has alwaysbeen the sole occupant of this
lot. ~As far as can be ascertained; no ‘other Indians claim the land.
Mr. Picayune'has one daughter,’Mrs, Sophia Wyman, who is mar-
ried to a non-Indian, anci'a"grqnddauglitet, Josephine Williams whose,
parents are dead. - Miss Williams makes her home with Mr. Picayune.
This one-half acre is part of the townsite'of Strawberry Valley.. Mr.
Picayune built his own home and installed & well for his use. He had.
always made his own way without help from the Bureau and he is,
a respectéd member of the Strawberry Valley community. Mr. Pica-.
ne asked on December 6, 1955, that he be given a fee patent to this
md. There are no liens against the lot. The local Bureau of Indian
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Affairs’ ofﬁcialé estimated that the following sums would'Be reeded’
to transfer the title: : :

LARA SUPYOY o o e $200

Legal assIStance o e e e e 100

Appraisal of Property o o o e e 100

Prograuming and planning.. - —— - - 300

1 0127 ) S e m e ————————————————— 700
WILTON h

Background data on the Wilton Rancheria, Sacramento County

History—In 1924, 38.81 acres were bought for the 160 Miwok In- .
dians living in this area for $5,000, This is the Wilton Rancheria.
The group 1s organized under the Indian Reorganization Act as the
Me-wuk Indian community of the Wilton Rancheria, Calif. Their
constitution was approved on January 15, 1936, and amended on May
21,1946, They have noapproved charter. :

People.—By 1933, the number of Indians living on this rancheria
had dropped to 40, and today 33 make their homes here. There are 9
families; 1 famil?r has 10 children and another has 8. TFive of the
assignees are childless. This is a comparatively young group, al-
though 3 of the assignees are over 65 years of age. The 13 children
attend public school at Wilton, There is an official roll of member-
ship under the Indian Reorganization Aect, but it is not current.

Lands.~This tract is located near the little village 6f Wilton along
the railroad tract. The. Consumnes River adjoins the tract at the
lower end. There are about 9 or 10 acres of agricultural land which
has been cultivated in the past, but which is subject to floods from the
river. There has been some effort on the part of the local district, or
the adjoining landowners, to build a dike to protect the Indian land,
as well as the non-Indian land. The residents are served with water
from a domestic well with an overhead tank and underground dis-
tribution system at each of the houses. There is a lien on account of
the water development in the amount of $3,809.47. There has been
no road improvement undertaken, but the Bureau has an item of
$11,000 in the 1958 budget for some internal roads. The rancheria
adjoins a paved highway. _ 4 ‘

Sources o { income.—The sources of income for heads of the families
are extremely varied and include work in nearby Government instal-
lations, farm labor, and miscellaneous wage work. , ;

Bureau servicés—The Bureau renders sérvices only because of the
trust status of the land. There are no payments to the local school
district inder the Johnson O’Malley contract. An item of $11,000 is
in the Bureau’s budget for 1958 for internal road constuction. These
people receive their social services (extension, law and order, vital
statistics, welfare, etc.) from the county with no distinction being
made because they are Indians. T

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The 10 as-
signeeés on the rancheria asked by resolution dated October 13, 1955,
that they be given fee title to théir assighments after the road system
has been completed, and an internal survey has been made on which
to base the sugdivision,-and‘ that the lien against the land be canceled.
' Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At that
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time it was estimated by, the local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials
that the following sums ‘would be necessary to effect withdrawal of

Federal trusteeship:
Land survey. - e ————— $800
Domestic water system e 1, 000
Legal assistance.. - 500
Appraisal of property e —————————————————————————————— 200
Levy constructiona e 4, 000
Programing and plapning oo oo . 500
Total___ . e mm e A s mm e e ———— 7, 000

The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends the
enactment of H. R, 2824, as amended.

o)
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Calendar No. 1907
85;3}5%2;%355 } SENATE | | { " Reporr

No. 1874

PROVIDING FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF TH’E LAND
AND ASSETS OF CERTAIN INDIAN RANCHERIAS AND
RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA

Juvry 22, 1958.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. Kuonsr, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
submitted the following ’

REPORT
[To accompany H. R. 2824]

The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was
referred the bill (H. R. 2824} to provide for the distribution of the
land and assets of certain Indian rancherias and reservations in
California, having considered the same, report favorale)}iy' thereon with
amendments and recommend that the bill, as amended, do pasa.

The amendments are as follows: L ,

"~ On page 1, strike:all-of lines 7, 8, 9, and: 10, and-insert;the following:
Alexander Valley, Auburn, Big Sandy, Big Valley, Blue
Lake, Buena Vista, Cache Creek, Chicken Ranch, Chico, .
Cloverdale, Cold Springs, Elk Valley, Guidiville, Graton, .
Greenville, Hopland, Indian Ranch, Lyt.ton, Mark West,
Middletown, Montgomery Creek, Mooretown, Nevada City,
North Fork, Paskenta, Picayune, Pinoleville, Potter Valley,

uartz Vailey, Redding, ReciWood,, Valfey, Robinson,
ohnerville, Ruffeys, Scotts Valley, Smith River, Strawberry
Valley, Table Bl f, Table Mountain, Upper Lake, Wilton

On page 2, line 25, after the period, insert the following new sentence:

It is_the intention of Congress that such plan shall be
completed not more than three years after it is approved.

Onyage 5, line 20, strike all of section 5 (b) and insert in lieu
thereof the following:
'S‘?) For the purposes of this Act, the assets of the Upper
Lake Rancheria and the Robinson Rancheria shall include
the one-hundred-and-sixty-acre tract set aside as a wood
- 20008
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reserve for the Uppér Lake Indians by Secretarial order
‘dated February 15, 1907. = | L

(c) The Secretary of the Intérior is authorized to sell tHe
“five hundred and sixty acres of land, more ¢r less, which
were withdrawn from entry, sale, or other disposition, and
get aside for the Indians of Indian Ranch, Inyo County,
California, by the Act of March 3, 1928 (45 Stat. 162), and to

distribute the proceeds of sale among the heirs of George
Hanson.

' On' pagé 7 line'22, strike the word “menibérs” dnd indért tHe fords
‘“dependent;merntberd’y /. 7 iff - L ie i T

On page 8, line 18, strike ;the figure /110,100’ and insétt in:lieu
thereof the ﬁgure $509,235",

Purrosy oF THE BiiL

The purpose of H. R."2524, as amended, is to provide for the dis-
tribution of lands, minerals, water rights, and improvements on 41
Indian rancherias and reservations in California. The bill aiso pro-
vides; that either the Indiang who hold assignments on or occupyieadl
reservation or rancheria, or the Secretary, of the Interior, shall prepare
a plan for distributing thé'dssets of these properties by (1) transfer to
individual Indians, (2) selling such assets and distributing the proceeds
to the Indians, (3) conveying ‘suth ‘dsséts ‘to the corporation or legal
entity organized or designated by the group, or (4) conveying such
assets to the group as tenants'in common: ’'T'hé bill would affect 1,390
Indians residing on 7,617 acres of trust land.

..Kpr, geyeral years; Congress:has had:under consideration;varlous
proposals ;to terminate Kederal, responsibilities for. all Indian .prop-
erty.and for the 36,000 Indians ip, California. . Earlier congressional
qurmgg; ‘were. f;eld‘.,dumpgi the 82d apd 83d.:Congresses; both. in;the
eld and. in, Washington, but no positiye action -was. takem(; The
State legislature memorialized Congress in .1951.to dispense; with:all
rgspyigtggs._on,(?alifornia Indians (S. J. Res,.No..29, ch; 123, Cali-

fotnia Statutes, May 18, 1951), and a representative of the Gover-
nor’s'dffice testified in favor of the termination ‘of the Féderal spper-
vision' program as early as 1952. Sinice ‘that ‘tinde, the State senate
interim committeé on ,quif‘o{rn‘ia‘ Indian gffairs (created by S, Res.
No. 1‘1‘5‘,'\Senhte Journal, Juneé 10, 1953, p, 4125) hag bdﬂd{xqted ex-
tensive’ investigations throty l_Louﬁ ‘the State and sent its représenta-
tive to speak at hearings ori behalf of this legislation, "'~ |
As-?asé‘ed‘ by the House'oir August-18, 1957, H; R. 2824 contained
a totdl of 14 rancherias; *Durihg the 2d session 'of the 85th Congress,
many téquests have been -recelved by the' committéeé from other
rancheria grot‘;/ps’ asking to be included. in; or excludéd. from, 'this
legislation. - Within the past 3 years, 41 California rancherias have
af«l)pﬁe‘q resolutions, copies of which are on file with the committes,
requésting that legislation to terminate Federal control over their
lands be enacted. Therefore, the bill has been ameiided to include
all 41 groups. ; . :
Howeyver, the committee wishes. to, emphasize that H, R, 2824, as
amended, is purely permissive, and does. not impose any kind: of a
program on the 41 rancherias involved unless the. individual groups
approve the legislation. It is not the intention of Congress to. force
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the legislation upon any group, and any rancheria desiring to with-
draw may do so. -
.  SECTIONAL ANALYSIS

Section 1 of the bill specifies the 41 rancherias and reservations
involved, and directs the distribution of their assets in accordance
with the provisions of the bill. o _ o

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indians involved, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan
for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the assets to a corporation
designated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants
in common, General notice of the plan must be given, and, after the
Indians affected have been given an op}}ortunity to objec,b, the plan
must be submitted to the vote of the Indians who will participate.
in the distribution. If a majority of those voting a{)prove the plan,
it will be carried out within 3 years after such approval. No provision
is made for any further action if a plan is not approved. -

Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for pre-
paring a membership roll for each rancheria or reservation. The
preparation of such rolls would be impracticable because the groups
are not well defined. Moreover, the lands were for the most part
acquired or set aside by the United States for Indians in California,
generally, rather than for a specific group of Indians, and the con-
sistent practice has been to select by administrative action the in-
dividual Indians who may use the land. The bill provides for the
distribution of the land, or the proceeds from the sale of the land,
primarily on the basis of plans prepared or approved by these ad-
ministratively selected users of the land. }

Section 3 of the bill requires the Secretary of the Interior to make
any surveys that are necessary to convey marketable titles, to com-
plete the construction of any access roads that are scheduled for
transfer to the State or local government, to install or rehabilitate the
irrigation or domestic water systems that he and the Indians agree
within a reasonable time should be completed by the United States
to cancel all reimbursable debts that are charges-against the land, and
to make any land exchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust
is terminated. : -

Section 4 of the bill affirms present Indian water rights, makes in-
applicable for 15 years the California law with respect to loss of
water rights by nonuse if the land remains in Indian ownership,
and requires the Attorney General of the United States to represent
the Inﬁians in any proceedings during that period involving their
water rights,

Section 5 of the bill authorizes the disposition of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the adminis-
tration of Indian affairs. v .

Section 6 of the bill requires the distribution of all funds held by
the United States in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or reserva-
tions,* , c

Section 7 of the bill protects pending claims. ‘

Section 8 of the bill provides for protecting the interest of minors
and incompetents by guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as the Secretary deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trusts, if advisable, o
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--Bection 9 of the bill provides for an accelerated program of educa-
tion and vocational training before the assets are distributed. . : .=
Section 10 specifies that, after the Indians have accepted the termi-
nation plan and the lands are deeded to them, they, and the dependent
members of:their immediate families, shall not be’eligible: to partici-
pate in other Federal Indian programs, 'No Fedérsﬁ programs are
f_lanned for the bepefit of California Indians. "Provisions entitling the
ndians of the affected rancherias to continue to participate in any
future awards in pending cases are retained in section 7 of the bill.
' Section. 11 provides that the constitution and corporate charter of
1934, adopted by certain rancherias subject to this act, shiall be revoked
bgf the Secretary of the Interior when a plan is approved by a majority
of the adult Indians concerned: o
- Section 12 authorizés the Secretary of the Interior to issue rules
and regulations and to execute or approve such conveyancing instru-

ments as may be necessary under this act. '

Section 13 authorizes the appropriation of a sum not in excess of
$509,235 to carry out the provisions of this act. The Bureau of Indian
Affairs has submitted the following costs believed necessary to termi-
nate Federal trusteeship on the 41 rancherias in H. R. 2824, as
amended: ’

. < . .
. Estimated costs to terminate Federal trusteeship on 41 rancherias in California

Alexander Valley. . .ccauauaa-. $1,400 | Nevada City.ceoccaeoaanaoas $2, 400
Auburn. e 5,900 | North Fork._cocueaaanacan 4, 800
Big8andy cccuoacnaianans 30,400 | Paskent@..w e coceccecaeaow- B, 200
Big Valley . oo e ceccimemmas 9, 700 | Picayune. .o ocecaaoconoaanaa X
Blue Lake. camemccnmmaacnnaa- 7,400 | Pinoleville v oncnnnann - 17,900
Buena Vista. cccwwecacaacaax 4,700 | Potter Valley.. - oo o__.. 5, 200
Cache CreeK.. o cccmvccacacea 1, 500 | Quartz Valley. .« eoa. 73, 825
--Chicken Ranch_ . .o 23,000 |'Reddingioccccccmccmccacan 5, 200
ChicOnau- .- e mmesscan - 8,400.| Redwood Valley...conue_c .. 16, 500
Cloverdal®. e ccvecaaccncn- 4,700 | RobingoN.oeccamccecaaanacan - 6,500
Cold Spring8. occecmumnannann 5, 500 | Rohnerville..nvcccccvcnna- .3.7560
Elk Valley. «ccomecmmaciannnn 15,400 | Ruffeys. .o oo 1, 600
Guidiville. « - cuceee e 7, 500 |'Scotts Valley . - o wocmaicnan 10, 500
(€7 7:17, 1, W e 4,000 | Bmith River...c-cecmceuanan 71, 100
Greenville. e oo ccmccccncaaa 40, 360 | Btrawberry Valley.o.ooo_... - 700
Hopland. - - occcccccccaccmee. 41, 760 | Table Bluff.....__... Temm—ee 3, 550
Indian Ranch. e cicuucoun 3,000 | Table Mountain.._c..ooan.. 6, 700
Lytton..cccaaticacamcacanamaa 2, 600 I‘{Plf)er Lake. v occcacanacoaa 23, 900
APk WeBbon oo oo omme e 1,300 | Wilton oo oomommmmmmm 7,000
Middletown . _ oo eccmmanun 11,000 |- , _ s e e
Montgomery Creek....cimea-a 2, 000 Total. emccccacmmccnne 509, 235
MooretoOWn caeelcaccmccvaannn 3, 000

Resolutions requesting this legislation from each of the rancherias
and reservations listed above are on file with the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs, : L

The favorable reports on H. R. 2824 and H. R. 2576, each dated
April 17, 1957, together with two letters from the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs to Senator Richard L. Neuberger, are as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, D. C., April 17, 1967,
Hon. Cratr ENGLE,

Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
"House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. oy
Dzar Mz. ExeLE: Your committee hes requested a report on H, R,
2824, a bill,to provide for the distribution of the lend and assets of
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certain Indian rancherias and reservations in California, and for
other -purposes. : -

Wo recommend that the bill be enacted. A few minor amendments
are suggested below. . . o , .

- Each of the two Indian groups involved has requested by formal
resolution the distribution of the rancheria. assets, and we believe
that the Indians.are ready for such action. A background statement
regarding: cach.ranchoria, and an analysis of -tho bill, aro'enclosed.
A copy. of the resolution from each group requesting the enactment
of logislation along tho:lines of the bill will be furnished for committee
files when' hearings ‘are held. e » :

For several yoars the Congress has had under consideration various
proposals to torminate Fedoral responsibilities for all Indian property
in California. In response to.House Concurrent Resolution 108, 83d
Congress, this Dopartment submitted to Congress on January 4, 1954,
& proposed bill for that purpose. .. It was introduced as H. R, 7322
and S. 7249, and oxtensivo hearings were held. Similar bills had been
considored by the 82d Congress (H. R. 7490, H. R. 7491, and S. 3005).
As was to be expocted in connection with & proposal that involved so
many pcople with differing interests (the Indian population of the
Stato is approximately 36,000), a variety of opinions regarding the
merits of the grogoéal wero oxprossed.

Although tho State legislature had memorialized Congress in 1951
to dispense with all restrictions on California Indians (S. J. Res. No.
29, Chap. 123, Calif. Stats., May 18, 1951), and a representative of
the Govornor’s office had testified:in favor of tho bills for that purpose
in tho 82d Congress, when tho congressional hearings were held in
1954 tho State ropresentatives asked for a delay in order that some of
the dotails might be considered further. Since that time the State
Senate Interim Committee on California Indian Affairs (created by
Senate Resolution No..115; Senato Journal, June 10, 1953, p. 4125)
has conducted extensive investigations throu hout. the State and is
currently: preparing its recommendations. e understand that the
recommendations will. probably be in terms of a bill of statewide ap-
plicability, as were the bills before the 82d and 83d Congresses.

Meanwhile, plans were worked out for immediate action with se-
lected groups in California who want an immediate termination of
Federal trust responsibilities without waiting for the enactment of
a bill of statewide applicability., This is the purpose of H. R. 2824.
It involves the two rancherias of Strawberry Valley and Wilton.
There are two people living at Strawberry Valley and 33 people at
Wilton, Sbrawgerry Valley consists of one city lot, and Wilton con-
gists of 39 acres. : K

The following technical amendments are suggested.

1. On page 2, line 20, before “Indians” insert “adult.”

2. On page 3, line 21 to page 4, line'1, delete the first sentence of sub-
section 3 (b) and insert in lieu thereof “To complete any construction
or improvement required to bring Indian Bureau roads serving the
rancherias or reservations up to adequate standards comparable to
standards for similar roads of the State or subdivision thereof.”

3. On page 6, line 10, change the period to a comma and add “with-
out application from such Indians; including but not limited to the
creation of a trust for such Indians’ property with a trustee selected
‘by the Secretary, or the purchase by the Secretary of annuities for
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such Indians.” This addition clarifies but does not change the mean.
ing of the original language. o : - .

4. On page 6, lines 13 and 14, delete “as amended, is hereby. re-
voked”, and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘shall be revoked by the Secretary
when a plan is approved by a majority of the adult Indians of the
Community pursuant to subsection 2 (b) of this act.” - S

5. On page 4, line 22, revise section 4 to read as follows: . - .

. “Sgc. 4. Nothing in this act shall abrogate any water right that
exists by virtue of the laws of the United States. To the extent that
the laws of the State of California are not now applicable to any’
water right appurtenant to any lands involved herein they. sh&lvl
continue to be inapplicable while the water right is in' Indian owner-
ship for a period not to exceed 15 years after the conveyance pursuant
to this act of an unrestricted title thereto, and thereafter the appli-
cability of such laws shall be without prejudice to the priority of any
such right not theretofore based upon State law.” :
. This change avoids an ambiguity in the phrase ‘Indian water
right.” It also makes clear that at the end of the time specified (a -
matter of 15 years) the priority of any right based upon Federal law
will not be prejudiced. Finally, the authority of the Attorney Gen-
eral to represent the Indians cfuring the 15-year interim period in
connection with water right controversies is made permissive rather
than mandatory.

The expenditures contemplated by this bill for roads and training
will be absorbed in the reglar appropriation requests for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs. The a ditiona{) expenditures involved in this bill,
together with those involved in the 3 similar bills before your Com-
mittee with respect to different rancherias, are estimated at approxi-
mately $222/450 for all 4 bills, - ,

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection
to the submission of this report to your committee.

Sincerely yours, :

O. HarrieLp CHIISON,
Acting Secretary of the Interior,

ANALYSIS OF H. R. 2824

Section 1 of the bill specifies the rancherias and reservations in-
volved and directs the distribution of their assets in accordance with
the provisions of the bill.

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indians involved, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan
for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the agsets to a corporation desig-
nated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants in com-
mon. General notice of the plan must be given, and after the Indians
affected have been given an opportunity to object the plan must be
submitted to the vote of the Indians who will participate in the
distribution. If a majority of those voting approve the plan, it will
be carried out. No provision is made for any further action if a
plan is not approved. :

Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for R\re—
paring a membership roll for each rancheria or reservation. The
preparation of such rolls would be impracticable because the groups
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are not well defined. Moreover, the lands were for the mogt part
acquired or set gside by the United States for Indiaps in California
generally, rather than for a speoific group of Indians, and the con:
sistent Fta,cbme has been to select by administrative action . the in-
dividual Indigns who 'may use the Jand. 'The bill provides for the
distripution of the -'Ignd,, or the proceeds from the sale of the land,
primatily on the basis 'of ‘plans prepared or gpproved by thesp ady
ministratively selected users of theland, . ., - 0 UL
~Sectjon 3 of the bill fequires the Secrotary of the Interjor t6 mak
any suryeys that are necessary to conyey marketable titles, m‘ééxnfn.létq
the construction of .any;w;peﬁ,rgads,,.th@t,gqre.sc‘.,edule.d. for transfer to
the State or local government, to install or rehabilitate the irrigation
or dofnestic water systéms that he and the Indians agree ‘-Wifhih,.'fa
reasonable time should, be completed by the United Sta?f , to. cancel
all reimbursable debts that, are charges against the land, and fo make
any Jand -exchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust js
terminated, .. . - T
Scction 4 of the bill ‘affirms present Indian water rights, makes. in-
apgliqable for 15.yeprs the California.law with respect t9.loss of water
rights’ bﬁ' nopuse if the lind remains jp Indian ownership, and: res
uires ‘thé Attorney General of ‘the United States to represent the
I _n(lliang in any procecdings duripg that period involving their water
nghts. . . R ST AU
Section 5 of the hill authorizes th‘_e‘disposi,tipn of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the adminis-
tration of Indian affairs. R o
~ Section 6 .of the bill requires the. distribution of all’ funds held
by the United States in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or
reservations, . . L o
Section 7 of the bill protects pending claims. . L .
Section 8 of the bill provides for protecting the interest of minorsg
and incompetents by guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as the Secretary deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trusts if adyisable. , _ ' ‘
Section 9 of the bill revokes a constitution issued under the Indian
Reorganization Act. A
Section 10 of the bill provides for an accelerated program of educa-
tion and vocational training before the assets are distributed. '
Section 11 of the bill authorizes the issuance of necessary rules,
regulations, and conveyancing instruments,
Section 12 of the bill authorizes necessary appropriations,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, D. C., Aprid 17, 1967.
Hon. Crar ENGLE, : :
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, D,

DxAr MR, EneLe: Your committee has requested a report on H, R.
2578, & bill to provide for the distribution of the land and assets-of
certain Indian rancherias and reservations in California, and for other
purposes, - - o ‘ '
" We recommend that the bill be enacted. A few minor amendments
are suggested below, - . - ' I

39003°—58 8, Rept,, 85-2, vol. 3——67
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Each of the Indian groups involvethas requested by formal resolu-
tion the distribution of the rancheria assets, and we believe that the
Indians are ready for such action. A background statement regardi
each rancheria or reservation, and an analysis of the bill, are enclosed.

A copy of the resolution from each group requesting the enactment
of legislation along the lines of the bill will be furnished for committee
files when hearings are held. it gt e e it s e e e

For several years the Congress has had under consideration various
propodals ‘to’ terminate Federal responsibilities for all Indiah prop-
erty in California. In response to House Concurrent Resolution 108,
83d Congress, this Department submitted to' Congress on January 4,
1954, a proposed bill'for that' purpose. It was introduced as H. R, 7322
and S, 7249, and extéh_sive‘hearin‘ﬁs were held. Similar bills had besn
considered by the 82d Congress (H. R. 7490, H. R. 7491 and S. 3005).
As was to be expected in connection with a proposal that involved so
many peopleé with differing interests (the Indian population of the
State is approximately 36,000), a variety of opinions regarding the
merits of the grogosal were expressed. S o

Although the State legislature had memorialized Congress in 1951
to dispense with all restrictions on California Indians (S. J. Res. No.
29, ch. 123, California Stats., May 18,'1951), and a representative of
the Governor's office had testified in favor of the bills for that pur-

ose in the 82d Congress, when the congressional hearings were held
1n 1954 the State representatives asked for a delay in order that some of
the details might bé considered further. Since that time the State
senate interim committee on. California Indian affairs (created by S.
Res. No. 115, Senate Journal, June 10, 1953, p. 4125) has conducted
extensive investigations throughout the State and is currently pre-
paring its recommendations. We understand that the recommenda-
tions will probably be in terms of a.bill of statewide applicability, as
were the bills before the 82d and 83d Congresses. .

Meanwhile, plans were worked out for immediate action with se-
lected groups in California who want an immediate termination of Fed-
eral trust responsibilities without waiting for the enactment of a bill
of statewide applicability. This is the purpose of H. R. 2576. It in-
volves 11 rancherias, approximately 455 persons, and approximately
1,288 acres of trust lané’. o o .

The most densely populated rancheria in this group is Pinoleville
with 107 residents. Xl] of the other rancherias have less than 100 resi-
dents. There are no people living on the Mark West Rancheria.
Upper Lake is the largest rancheria with 561 acres, and Graton is the
smallest with 15 acres. Guidiville has 243 acres and the 8 remaining
rancherias have less than 100 acres each.

The following amendments are suggested:

1. On page 3, line 21 to page 4, line 1, delete the first sentence of

subsection 3 (b) and insert in lieu thereof “T'o complete any construc-
tion or improvement required to bring Indian Bureau roads serving
the rancherias or reservations up to adequate standards comparable to
standards. for similar roads of the State or subdivision thereof.”
.2, On page 6, line 9, change the period to a comma and add “with-
out application from such Indians, including but not limited to the
creation of a trust for such Indians’ property with a trustee selected
by the Secretary, or the purchase by the Secretary of annuities for
such Indians.” This addition clarifies but does not change the mean-
ing of the original language.
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3. On page 6, lines 12 and 13, delete ‘‘as amended, are hereby re-
voked” and insert in lieu thereof “shall be revoked by the Secretary
when & plan’is approved by a majority of the adult Indians of the
community pursuant to subsection 2 (b) of this Act.” ’

4. On page 3, between lines 13 and 14, insert a new subsection (e)
as follows: , ] . -

‘“‘(e) For the purposes of this Act, the assets of the Upper Lake
Rancheria shall include the one hundred and sixty acre tract set aside
as a wood reserve for the Upper Lake Indians by secretarial order
dated February 15,1907.” -~~~ o '

5. On page 1, line 9, delete “and’”’, change the period to-a comma,
and add “Smith River, Cache River, Alexander Valley, Hopland, and
Scotts Valley,” “Each of these groups has asked to be included in
the bill, and background statements regarding them are enclosed.

6. On pa%s 4, line 22, revise section 4 to read as follows:

“Sec. 4. Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any water right that
exists by virtue of the laws of the United States. To the extent that
the laws of the State of California are not now applicable to any water
right appurtenant to any lands involved herein they shall -continue
to be inapplicable while the water right is in Indian ownership for a
period not tc exceed fifteen years after the conveyance pursuant to this
Act of an unrestricted title thereto, and thereafter the applicability
of such laws shall be without prejudice to the priority of any such right
not theretofore based-upon State law.” * - ' :

This change avoids an ambiguity in the phrase ‘“Indian water right.””
It also makes cléar that at the end of the time specified (a matter of
15 years) the priority of any right based upon Federal law will not
be prejudiced. Finally, the authority of the Attorney General to
represent the Indians during the 15-year interim period in connec-
tion with water-right controversies is made permissive rather than
mandatory. . S ; S

The expenditures ¢contemplated by this bill for roads and training
will be absorbed in the regular appropriation requests for the Bureau
of Indian Affairs., The additional expenditures involved in this bill,
together with those involved in the three similar bills before your
committee with respect to different rancherias, are estimated at
approximately $222,450 for all 4 bills. =

;I)‘he Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection
to the submission of this report to your committee. '
Sincerely yours, '
. O. HatrieLp CHILSON, :
Adting Secretary of the Interior,

ANALYSIS OF H. R, 2576

Section 1 of the bill specifies the rancherias and reservations in-
volved and directs the distribution of their assets in accordance with
the provisions of the bill. " : . , ,

Section 2 of the bill requires the Indians involved, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with the Indians, to prepare a plan
for distributing the assets, or for selling the assets and distributing
the proceeds of sale, or for conveying the assets to a corporation desig-
nated by the group or to the members of the group as tenants in

common. General notice of the plan must be given, and after the
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Indians affected have been given an opportunity to object the plan
must. be submitted to the vote of the Indians who will participate in
the distribution, If a majority of .those voting a.p?mve the plan, it
will be carried out. No provision is made for any further action if a
plan is not approved. , L L
Attention is directed to the fact that no provision is made for pre-
paring. & membership roll for each rancheria or reservation. The
preparation of such rolls would be impracticable because the groups
are not well defined. Moreoyer,. the lands were for the most part
acquired or set aside by the United States for Indians in California
generally, rather than for a specific group of Indiang, and the copsistent
ractice L,a_s been to select by administrative action the. individual
ndians who may use the land, The bill provides for the distribution
of the land,.or the proceeds from the sale of the land, primarily:on the
basis of plans prepared or approved by these adminjstratively selected
users of the land. . S T S
Section 3 of the bill requires, the Secretary of the Interior to make
any surveys that are necessary, to convey marketable titles, to complete
the construction of any access roads that are scheduled for transfer
to the State or local government, to install or rehabilitate the irriga-
tion or domestic water systems that he and the Indians agree within s
reasonable time should be completed by the United States, to cancel
all reimbursable debts that are charges against the land, and to make
any land exchanges that are desirable before the Federal trust is
terminated. L L - '
- Section 4 of the bill affirms present Indian water rights, makes
inapplicable for 15 years the California law with respect to loss of
water rights by nonuse if the land remains in Indian ownership, and
requires the Attorney General of the United States to represent the
In hiang in any proceedings during that period involving their water
rights. o
- Section 5 of the bill authorizes the disposition of Federal property
on the rancherias or reservations that is not needed for the adminis,
tration of Indian affairs,

. Section 6 of the bill requires the distribution of all funds held by the
United States in trust for the Indians of the rancherias or reservations,

Section 7 of the bill protects pending claims, o ,
~ Section 8 of the bill provides for protecting the interest of minors
and incompetents by guardianship proceedings or by such other means
as-the Secretary deems adequate, which includes the use of private
trusts if advisable. ' '

Section 9 of the bill revokes a constitution and charter issued under
the Indian Reorganization Act.

Section 10 of the bill provides for an accelerated program of edu-
cation and vocational training before the assets are distributed.
. Section 11 of the bill authorizes the issuance of necessary rules,
regulations, and conveyancing instruments.

Section 12 of the bill authorizes necessary appropriations,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,:
BurpaU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
: , . Washington, D. O., March 26, 1958.
Hon. Ricaarp L. NEUBBRGER, ' -
Chairman, Indian Aflairs Subcommittee, Interior and Insular
Affairs Commattee, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.
Dear SenaTor NEuBERGER: The following California rancherias
have requested that they be included in H. R. 2824, a bill to provide
for the disposition of the land and assets of certain Indian reservations
and rancherias in California, and for other purposes: Alexander Valley,
Auburn, Big Valley, Buena Vista, Cache Creek, Chicken Ranc
Cloverdale; E »pland, Lytton,-Middfetown, Mooretown, Redding, an
Scotts Valley. - ' U R VT s S P
- The occupants of the Bigl-Va]ley,- Buena. Vista; Cache Creek, Chicken
Ranch,. Lytton and Redding:Rancherias have addressed letters to
your subcommittee requesting that they be included in this legislation.
he other rancherias listed above -have addressed either letters or
resolutions to the Bureau of Indian Affairs: asking for .inclusion. . :
On the 13 rancherias ‘there are 439 people; the, total acreage is
2,967, ‘It is estimated by our Sacramento.area.office that the sum
of $124,350 will be needed.to meet the requirements of the legislation
for these thirteen additional rancherias,’ L : L ,
Individual background data for each rancheria was submitted to
the -House Subcommittee: on' Indian Affairs when that group was
considering ‘H. R, 2576, H. R. 2824, H. R. 2838 and H. R. 6364
during the first session of the 85th Congress.. These four bills were
combined into H. R. 2824 and passed by the House on August 19, 1957,
Sincerely yours,

GreENN L. EMmons, Commissioner,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
L - . Washington, D. C., March 26, 1968,
Hon. Ricaarp L. NEUBERGER, } .
Chairman, Indian Affairs Subcommitiee, Interior and Insular
Affairs Commattee, United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeAr SENATOR NEUBERGER: 'This is to request. a change in section
5 (b) of H. R. 2824, now awaiting hearings before the Senate Subcom-
mittee on Indian Affairs, o ’ '

The 160-acre Wood reserve referred to in section 5 (b) was set aside
for the Upper Lake Indians, Subsequent to the establishment of
this wood reserve, rancherias were established for the Upper Lake
Indians at two locations: Upper Lake and Robinson, The Indians
on both of these rancherias have used the wood reserve, and each
rancheria asserts an interest in the land. We think that their mutual
interest should be recognized.
¢ 1}Ve, therefore, recommend that section 5 (b) be changed to read as
ollows: - S N ,

“(b) For the purposes of this act the assets of the Upper Lake
Rancheria and the Robinson Rancheria shall include the 160-acre
tract set aside as a wood reserve for the Upper Lake Indians by
Secretarial order dated February 15, 1907.”
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We wish to thank your subcommittee- for giving this request
consideration. . e o

Sincerely yours, : L

) GrLenN L. EMMONB,‘ LCommdssioner, .

Commrrree Nors.—The Buresu of Indian Affairs has submitted
the following background data on each of the Indian rancherias
enumeérated in H. R. 2824, ag amended: S

ALEXANDER VALLEY *

Background data on the Alexander. Valley rancheria, Sonoma County
- In 1909, 24 acres were purchased for the: Wappo Indians in: Alex-
ander ‘Val_iey, The acreage was increased by 30 acres in 1913, the
2 parcels costing' $3,300. Funds eppropriated by the act of June
21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and the act of April 30, 1908 (35 Stat, -
70-76), were used to make the purchases, - .

" When the land was bought in1909-13, there were 74 ‘Alexander
Valley residents; by 1950 the number had dropped to 49, and todey
1 family of 10 members are the only residents. James R. Adams,
with his non-Indian wife and their 8 children, make their home on
the rancheria. He is 68 years of age and five of his children are
teenagers. They attend public school. ' The family has a subsistence
garden, but Mr. Adams depends on outside labor t¢ support them.
A county road runs adjacent to the rancheria lamF. .- Domestic
water was developed some years ago. and there is a lien against the
rancheria in the amount of $1,5628 because -of this work. Twenty-
nine of the rancheria’s 54 acres are unassigned. This unassigned
land has a potential for grazing use, but is not used for this purpose
by the present occupants, - There are no Government or community
buildings at Alexander Valley and no cemetery. '

The only service rendered by the Bureau is in connection with the
trust status of the land. The Adams family receives all its social
tggvices a8 residents of California from the State and from Sonoma

unty. :

On ganuary 11, 1957, James Adams and his wife signed a letter to
Congressman Scudder requesting that Alexander Valley Rancheria be
included in legislation designed to give them fee title to their assign-
ment., ‘ '

*. The local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated the following
‘sums would be needed to effect transfer of title: '

Jand surveys. ... ccanccocaooons M e mmecmumsemmmmcememmmmeee.————— $500

Legal assistance . o v cea e ccceeccccccaccmcemccccme————e—aaa 100

Apprainals of Property. .o v acdcacccccccisadacccecasmenaaan. 200

"Programing and planning. . .o cenooaann.. e —————— f—m—mm————— 600

TOtAl. e ceeeeremmec e mmcecanmmmcemaccmememceecmemmam———e——— 1, 400
AUBURN

Background data on the Auburn Rancheria, Placer County

. History.~—The residents of this rancheria belong to the Maidu Tribe
of Indians. They are classified as a separate linguistic stock and
from earliest times have lived where they are now, in northeastern
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California, These Indians are mostly of mixed blood and many who
were enumerated as Indians in thé 1910 census were enumérated as
whités in the 1930 census, . Their rancheria was established in 1910
when 20 acres of lard were purchased for'$400 with funds appropriated
by the act of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325~-333), and the act of April 30,
1908 (35 Stat., 70-76) ; which made funds available ‘“to purchasé for
the use of the Indians in ‘the State of California * * * suitable
tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said
State * * *”  An additional 20 acres were. purchased in 1953 for
$3,000, which completed the present rancheria. The rancheria
is not organized under the Indian '-R‘ebr%anization Act.
People.—When the rancheria was established by purchase in 1910,
the land was bought for 25 Indians belonging to this group. An enu-
meration in 1913 showed that 50 people weré then living on the ran-
cheria, and the number presently living there'is 77. There are 27 chil-
dren of school age who are‘attenging publicschools. Each of the family:
'goups has an informally assigned acreage for a total of 39 acres.
ine of the'people living on the rancheria are 85 years of age or older.
The population uses the rancheria primarily for home sites., The
group does not have a current approved roll. : :
Land.—The Auburn Rancheria. contains only 40 acres of land, the.
title to which is in the name of the United States Government in trust
for the Indians in California. In recent years a domestic water
system was completed for the-occupants of the rancheria, and at the
Bresent, time there is & lien against the land in the amountof $11,229.38
ecause of this improvement. Access roads were also built in recent
years and are now a part of the Placer County road system. The
assignments onthe rancheria are of an informal nature, although
the occupants have a definite understanding as to which piece of
land is to be used by each of -the océupants. The community uses
its water system as a community enterprise, and the feeling is that this
facility should continue to be owned in common. The same feeling
also applies to the property used for church purposes. E
Sourcés of individual income.~—The main source of income for this
group is from migratory, seasonal, farm labor. Those who qualify
receive social-security aids and cat,e%oel;ical welfare .assistance from
;’la&?er‘ County with no distinction' being made. because they are
Bureau services,—The Bureau renders virtually no regular services
to the group. _Its responsibility is primarily with the 40 acres of land
being held in trust status. Adequate roads have been built.in the
ast and have been turned over to the county for administration.
here is a Johnson O’Malley educational contract with tho State of
California and the Auburn School District receives funds through this
contract because of the Indian children in the public school, '
Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The group on the
rancheria passed a resolution on Septomber 26, 1955, requesting that
the present assignees be given feo title to the individual tracts of land
they are using. They requested at that time that a survey be made
in order that each assignes might have a legal description of his
assignment. They also requested that the lien because of the water
system in the amount of $11,229.38 be canceled. They asked as-
sistance in the formulation of a legal entity under California laws to
take title to and manage their community property.
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_ Spécial problems in connéction with terminabiviu of Federdl, rélation-
zh@ps.—-As,o ‘September 1955, it was estimatéd fhat the following
unds would be necessary to carry out this request: o

Land surveys. .o o ocooaooo. PR DU PN S SR S U PRI 52;660
Legal assistance. v cuciiomnmmcccannrnnmeciciia et endidnnacaraes L D
Appraisal of property . e na——- P, 400
rograming and planning._ .. . ... .. emmmmemcmceeoeeeas 2,000
Total_...------.-.--.----..-_-..--.----.' ..................... 5.900
. BIG SANDY

Background data on the Big Sandy Rancheria, Fresno County . .
. History.~The people- livin'i.. on this rancheria belong: tq- the. Mono
Tribe of Indians: The early habitat of the Mong was in Inyo. County
in western Califoinia and neighboring counties in Neayda,. a little. to
the west of the location of the rancheria. -In recent years the tribe
has been identified with the Paiutes and. were counted with that group
in the 1930 census.- ‘Thé Big Sandy Rancheria (Auberry) was estabs
lished in 1909 when 280 .acres were purchased for $2,800 with funds
appropriated-by the act of June 21, 1906.(31:Stat.;325-333), and the
act of ‘April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76), which made funds available “to
purchase for the use of the Indians of California * .* * suitable tracts
or parcels of land, water; and water rights in: the said State * * *,”
The people of this rancheria are not organized under the Indian Re-
organization Act.. . .- -, ., [ T VO N SV E R
. People.—In 1909 the: rancheria was purchased for the use of 114
people. A census in 1933 enumerated 129 people living here, but at
'gresent»the population is 54. - Many Indians who are considered mem-
ers of this group moved away;during. the war.and have not.returnedi
This group doés not have a current approved roll. - .. ........ o . ..
- Lands.—Title  to the 280 acres comprising this rancheria:is in: the
name of the United States-in- trust.for -thé Indians .in.California,
The land is generally of poor quality which accounts for the.fact .that
it is used .primaiily for -homesites., The homesites ,are; scattered
throughout & plot of approximately. 80 acres. The remaining land is
steep.slopes: covered: with brish and scrub trees. .. There is.a domesti¢
water system pipeline to the homesites, but it is in bad repair, . The
Governmert owns two buildings on the rancheria, a former school
house, -and a former teacherage, which are now being used. by the
Indians as residences. ‘There is a question as to whether the cemetery
is actually located on these trust lands, ‘The access rodds do not extend
to all parts:of the rancheria. .. . . . .. ;oo Lo
: Sources of income.—~The income of this group is derived.primarily
from lumber work. .The workers must:leave the rancheria to obtain
this employment. The -wages are good and. .those who.follow: this
trade can adequately support themselves. . No distinction; is made
by the county between.these people and other. citizens, - Those who
qualify are given social services and other welfare benefits,. - . . .
¢ Bureau -services.—Thé only sérvice rendered by the:Bureau.is in
connection with. the trust status of the 280 acres. The children of
school age attend public.school in Auberry, which -is about 2.miles
from -the: rancheria. -'The local school district:does not regeive addi-
tional funds under the Johnson O’Malley Act-between the Bureau and
the State of California. The water system was put in by the Bureau
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in 1938, but is now in & bad state of repair. . ‘There is 4 lien of $224.75
%‘!&ﬁﬁ‘m?:l%d:- qeayse,pf this impravement. |, ....ov i fivinoy,
" Aitipude toward withdrawdl.of Federad tristeeship,—The grg}%n oD thi

rancheria passed. g resoliition, an, December 7, 1993, requesting that

fee patent be 1ssued to each resident of the ﬁlg Sandy Rapp,t;erjp,, for
their share of the rancheria-property. - . - . .+ ..o v e

_ Special problems in connection with termination of Federal triistee-
ship.—They ask that a-road be built at Government, expenseé ‘to the
isolated part”of theii ranchieria; that the domestic water sy stem be
repaired and. enlarged; that the Gavernment buildings be given to
the Indians who are now using-them as homes; and that, if a survey
indicates that their cemetery is not ... trust lands, it be acquired to be
held in common. "As of August 1955, it wWas estimated that the amount
needed to carry out their requests would be as follows:

Roads (1.2 miles) e ceimacccccccccacnecececmecma———- $17, 000
Land sunvey. @ it i n e qadiaccr s cccamannasemaeansanammaers o 1370
Domestic Wa.t.er._ag'SQQm--q-ﬁ-'---n--w.w.------.--f-u..- ------- T Pttt |
Assistance to establish legal entity in ‘conformance with California =~
CBtate lawsl Ll Ll el ooiiaaotlaacllaiioooliliias 1,008
Appraisal of -property....._.._. e ammmmeme—meanmemmmmmmmmesmama—n ok
Programing and planning. -eoceeconoiaaaaa mmmmmmmmmnmeeeamemmnnenn 2y (O
Y L O S 30, 46§
- BIG VALLEY | )
Background -date on ‘the Big Valley Rancheria, Lake County - < ‘

" History.—The Big Vslley Rancheria was purchased on September
7, 1911, for the 92 Pomo Indians who' were then'living in that area.
'I‘he‘orlginal cost for the 102 acres "com‘grisi’n’g'the' raficheria’' was
$12,000. Theland is'located on the west shore of Clear Lake in Lake
County, Calif. It Is'about 4 milés south of Lakeport and 3 miles
from Finley. ' 'Sixteen small homeésites were laid out along the séuth
end of ‘the rancheria farthest from the lake shore.” The rancheria
is organized 'under the Indian Reorganization Act with a charter
ratifiéd on October 19, 1941. The group, hiowever, does not have an
approved roll, =~ o b e
“People.~Twenty-four families live 'in 21" homes on the rancheria
and the total popiilation is'104, of whom half are aduilts. ' This’ ou
of Pomo Indians’is ‘wéll integrated into’'the surrounding sgricultural
economy of the State. . They are skilled in the techniques'and manage-
ment necessary for the mainténaice of the orchards that flourish:in
that area. 'Children of school age attend public school. * = * "
Land.—The land, considered suifable for agriculture, is'divided -
into 16 assighments; 12 of 4.2 acres, 2 of 6 acres and 2 of 6.41 acres.
The balance of the 102 dcres lies between the 10-foot level and-the
6-foot level of the lake. Thé rancheria is ‘served by a recently
constructed road (1956), A water system was also installed on' the
rancheria within the past year which needs some additional work:to
extend to other parts of the rancheria. “The %roup living at Blﬁ
Valley borrowed $1,500 from the Government in 1942 for orchard
development. This loan has been repaid. A o
Sources of income.—Only about 2.5 percent of the total income of
this group is derived from the produce of the rancheria. More than
70 percent of the income is in earned wages from seasonal agricultural
work in the area. o - A
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- Attitude “toward withdrawal of Federal “trusteeship.—The  tribal
council, in a letter dated 'April 5, 1957, to Congressman Scudder
transmitting & resolution passed on A‘p’xjii 2, requested that the ‘Bi
Valley Rancheria' be included in legislation to terminate Federﬁ

trusteeship. - . C o
Estimated cost to terminate Federal trusteeship.— '

Land BUrvey . o oo ecccmaecmcecemecechemmaee—- $1, 500
Water system (extended) oo ddmeciecclinccccaaaa 3, 000
Legal asgiBtance ... . ... icucaaccccclicecccmcccccecacaectenea. 1,
‘Property appraisals. . eercecccccdeccemaccmamicaan 1,
Programing and planning. . . oo ccayamcacaa )

B 7 SR L A 9, 700

BLUE LAKE
‘Background data on the Blue Lake Rancheria, Humboldt County
~ History.—'The residents of the rancheria belong to the Wiyot Tribe
of California Indians, and are generally known as the Humboldt Bay
Indians. As far as is known,. they have always lived on the northern
California coast in -the vicinity -of Humboldt Bay. At the present
time, .there are very few fullbloods among the group. The Blue Lake
Rancheria was established in 1908 when a 26-acre tract was purchased
for $1,500 with funds appropriated by the act of June 21, 1906 (31
Stat. 325-333), and the act of April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76); which
made available funds ‘“‘to purchase for the use of the Indians in the
State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water,
and wuter: rights in the said State. * * *” The Indians are not
anized under the Indian Reorganization Act, ‘ o
: r%’eoph.—-—When the rancheria was established by purchase in 1908,
there vere 45 Indians in the group. By 1933 this number had in-
creazed to 70, but at the present time only 27 Indians are living on the
rancheria. Of this group, 14 are minors and 3 are over 65 years of
age. All of the children attend.public school, The Indians use the
rancheria primarily for homesites. The group does not have a current
approved roll. . |
nd.—The 26 acres of the Blue Lake Rancheria are held in trust
by the United States Government for the Indians in California. The
domestic water for the froup living here is obtained from the city
of Blue Lake. The roads on the rancheria are maintained by Hum-
boldt County. Thelower end of the rancheria is subject to occasional
floods by the Mad River. There are five informal assignments to
the lands. The quality of the landis such that it.can be used only
for homesites, an_ﬁ there is very little subsistence gardening. R
Sources of income.~—The principal source of income for the group is
from seasonal farmwork. Those who qualify. receive social securit
aids and categorical welfare assistance from Humboldt County wit
no distiuction being made because they are Indians. ..., = ,
. Bureau services—The only service that the Bureau renders the
oup is in connection with the trust status of the 26 acres of land.
E{here is a Johnson-0'Malley educational contract with the State of
‘Califor: ia, and the Blue Lake School District receives funds under
this contract because of the Indian children attending its public
school. For the fiscal year 1958, the Bureau has an item of $11,000
on its budget for roads on the rancheria.
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Attitude toward termination of ‘Federal’ t’i‘usteeshi%—-—Th‘e Indians on
the Blue Lake Rancheria passed g resolution on December 15, 1955,
requesting that the residents of this rancheria be given an unencum-
bered ‘fee patent to ‘the rancheria lands. They request that their
rancherid be surveyed in order that each assignee may have a legal
description of hig assignment. . = _ SN

Spectal problems in connection with the termination of Federal rela~
tionships.—As of December 1955 the estimated funds necessary to-

. T !

carry ot the'ishes of the group were—

Domestic water system . __ .o mcecm———— -~ $2,000
Land surveys._.__.. e tmma e e elmccesammccaemamemamcaesscammasae—na 1,
Property appraisals._ .. . i ceaiciecceccilaccaiciecaiacaaana 400
Boil and moisture conservation. oo iocaciicciiacmecacsacaaaa 2, 000,
Assistance to set up legal entity in conformance with California laws_. .. 500
Programing and planning.c.acemaaoaoua. FmEmeermcememmec e ma——a———— 1,500
Total . e nncireccccccecacccmcancsmmmebeaca—— 7, 400

BUENA VISTA

Background data on the Buena Vista Rancheria, Amador County

History.—The people on the Buena Vista Rancheria aré of Miwok
stock. -The tribe is largely of mixed blood and the people of thid
group are fast losing their distinction as Indians. They have always
made their home in central California. The rancheria was established
by purchase'in 1926, and is in their original homeland. The ecreage
of this rancheria was acquired at a cost of $3,000 with funds appro-
priated by the act of August 1, 1914 (38 Stat. 582-589). .

People.—~There were 20 people on the rancheria when it was pur-
chased in 1926, but at the present time there are only 2 families, com-
posed of 6 people. The group does not have a current approved roll.

Land.—Part of the rancheria land ‘is suitable for agriculture. At
one time an exploration was made for coal, without apparent success.
The families living on the rancheria have made all of their own im-
provements. This parcel is located near the town. of Ione, Calif,
The whole rancheria is composed of 67% acres. There is an Indign
cemetery on the land. A recent survey was made along one side of
the rancheria to settle a dispute about the lines.

Sources of income.—The two families living on the Buena Vista
Rancheria make their living from farming. They supplement their
farm income with seasonal work.

Bureau services—Bureau services are rendered only in connection
with trust status of the lands. o

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On January 5,
1956, Mr. Lewey Oliver and Mr, Enos.Oliver, the two assignees on
the rancheria, requested that they miven fee patents to the rancheria.

Special problems in comnection with withdrawal of Federal relation-
ships.—In October of 1955, it was estimated that the following items
were needed to bring about a transfer of the property: ’

Domestic WRter ByBtem. . vecamamccccccac i cccne e 81, 600
Appraisal of property. ......ececacmccacescmcmvamarmmmnsmmancan-aa- 200
Soil and moisture conservation. o ceeeccmccncmcamccccnaccman—ean 1, 800
Land surveys. .. ccccccencmnaaca- PR ameserecmeseemmmasmmme———— 1,
Programing and planning. .. eeeecceecmnccanacacmacaicmccenaccneaie-
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CACHE CREEK

Background data on the Cache Creek Ranchéria, Lake County

- History.—The rancheria was purchased in 1918 with funds appro-
priated by the act of August 1, 1914 (38 Stat., 582-589), at a cost of
$835. The people living here belong to the Pomo Tribe and the
rancheria is located in their traditional homeland. The group is not
organized under the Indian Reorganization Act. , ‘ .

People—There is only one assignee on the rancheria; & Mr, Charlie
MacKay, his wife, and son. When the rancheria was purchased in
1918, there were 32 people here, but by 1933 the number had dwindled
to 12. Mr. MacKay works away from the rancheria, but maintains
his residence on the trust land. -

Land.—The rancheria contains 160 acres. It is woodland and
grazing land, and has no potential for agricultural purposes or cultiva-~
tion. The area is adeqlt\lftelg{s_erved by existing county roads.

Sources of income.—Mr. MacKay, sole assignee, is regularly em-
ployed by the Bradley Mining Co., Clearlake aks, Calif.

Bureau services.—The Bureau performs no services for the rancheria.
Its primary concern is with the trust status of the land.

- Attitude toward termination. of Federal trusteeship.—On December 5;
1955, Mr. MacKay, Mrs. MacKay, and their son, Marshall, asked
that they be given fee title without encumbrance to the land.

Special problems in connection with the termination of Federal rela-
tionships.—It was estimated on December 5, 1955, that it would cost
$1,500 to make the transfer.

Appraisal of property .z e e mmmmmmm———— $200
Boil and moisture conServation . ...ec .o c oo accdecccacaecaa- 1, 000
Programing and planning. . .« e 300

Total e e e dd e mm——mmce—amm—n 1, 500

CHICKEN RANCH

Background data on the Chicken Ranch Ranchem’d, Tuolumne County

History.—The people living on this rancheria belong to-the Miwok
Tribe. The tribe is largely of iixed blood; and the people of this

oup are fast losing their distinction as Indians. They have always
ived in central California. The rancherid was established for them
in 1910 and is in their traditional homeland. ' It was purchased with
funds appropriated by the acts of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325-333),
and that of April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70~76), “to purchase for the use
of the Indians in the State of California * * * suitable tracts or
parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said State * * *”

People.—There are 18 people in 5 family groups using this land at
the present time. These five families occupy homesites under an
informal assignment arrangement, The fathers of two of the families
are non-Indians. ‘

Land.—The 40-acre tract is used primarily for rural homesites.
The land is of poor quality. The people living here have a domestic
water system which 18 in urgent need of repairs. A good road would
make the homesites more accessible.. The cemetery belonging to
this group is not, located on trust land. o ’

Sources (}/ income.—The seven wage earners earn their livelihood
from miscellaneous wage work away from the rancheria. Those who
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ualify réceive social security aids from Tuloumne County with no
3istin’ction*being made because they are Indians. ,

Bureaw services.—Bureau services are rendered only in connection
with the trust status of the land. :

Attitude toward termination of Federal trusteeship.—On February 13,
1956, the group on this rancheria passed a resolution requesting that
fee title to the rancheria be transferred to the"assignees. They wish
to form a legal entity under the laws of the State of California to
take title to the comimunity water system. ~ ~ - _

Special problems in connection with'termination of Federdl trusteeship.—
The Indians on the rancheria have asked that the following work be
done before they are given fee title to their land: Estimated costs are:

1. Land SUIVEY  eomom il L eliieiiiiicniieeniineeierencio-a- $2, 000
2. Domestic water system improvement. _ .o oo cmma oo 4, 000
3. Establish water rights_______. demmmm M imcemeicmcamcccmemm——————— 2, 000
4, Assistance toform a legal-entity .. .o oioiommcaaiaaaaaoo. 500
5. Appraisal of property ... e eecmemcaeas 500
6. Programing and planning. . ... _____._ e melhieabeceicammemen 2, 000
7. Roads. e ccmmemedcmmcmcamcmmeec—am——— 12, 000

Total . o e ecmcccvmccccccmcccccmcacacccecamcacmc———mmeaca——- 23, 000

‘CHICO

Background data on the Chico Rancheria, Butte County

History.—As far back as 1870, the ancestors of the people now living
on this rancheria were given permission to live on the land by Gen.,
John Bidwell, the owner. Upon, his death in 1919, his widow, Mrs.
Ann E. Bidwell, received the land. Upon the death of Mrs. Bidwell,
the land was bequeathed by her to the Board of Home Missions of the
Presbyterian Church in trust for the Indians of the Me-Choop-da
Indian Village. The Board of Home Missions and Mrs. Bidwell’s
estate, by deeds dated February .16, 1939, and January 7, 1939,
conveyed the land to the United States of America in trust for the
Indians of the Me-Choop-da Indian Village, and its assignees. The
rancheria consists of 25 acres, . N

People,—At the present time 26 people are living on the Chico
Rancheria, and 37 members of this group live elsewhere in the vicinity.
Of those who live on the rancheria, 3 are over 65 years of age and 3 are
of school age. 1In 1934, there were 24 adults and 30 children who made
their homes on the land. This group does not have an approved
current roll. L v L ”

Land,—The 25 acres are located on' the outskirts of the town of
Chico, adjacent to the lands of the Chico State College. The home-
sites are connected with town water and sewerage systems. There
are two town, streets, one on the north edge of the property and the
other bisecting it. An additional access road is needed, The Indian
cemetery is located on these lands, ‘ o ,

Sources of ingome.—One of the family heads conducts the Arrowhead
"Indian Herb-Co. and the others work regularly in the arca. The
steady income of this group is reflected in the general good condition
of their homes.. These people mingle freely with the other people of the
community, They have never received any social services from
the Bureau of Indian. Affairs because of their status as Indians.
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Bureau services—The Bureau renders services only in connection
with the trust status of the land. In the 1958 budget there is an item
of $10,000 for road construction on theland. _

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At a general
meeting of the people of this rancheria on December 28, 1955, they

- voted to request the United States Government to give them fee
atent to their rancheria lands. They also requested that the parcels
be surveyed in order that each assignee may have legal descriptions
of his lot, and further that assistance be given to set up an entity to
take title to and manage whatever land will be held in common,

Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—(Estimate

made by local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials in December of 1955);—

Land survey .o e e cmeammcemece—memmmaaam———- $1, 100
Legal assistance oo dccccdmmcceccaaa 3,
Land apprajsals_ _..__ cmmmm——- e emmmccccemmecmsmmmcmesemamm———— 1, 300
Programing and planning. .. e e ediccccanoa 3,000
Ot e e et ecme e cmmmcccceasemeeneecmmmee————————— 8, 400
e VRN
CLOVERDALE

Background data on the Cloverdale Rancheria, Sonoma County

Historf/.—This rancheria was established by the purchase of 274
acres of land in 1917 with funds appropriated by the act of August 1,
1914 (38 Stat. 582-589), ‘“‘to purchase for the use of the Indians in
the State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land,
water, and water rights in the said State. - * * *’ The original cost
was $2,500. The people living on the rancheria belong to the Pomo
Tribe, and the Cloverdale Rancheria was established in the tracitional
homeland of these Indians, The group is not organized under the
Indian Reorganization Act, but there is a council with elected officers
which speaks for the group. _

People.—The number of Indians on this piece of land when it was

" purchased in 1917 is not shown on the records, but, in 1933, 19 people.
were listed as living on the land. The present population is 25.
The 5 families, each with 1 wage earner, making up the resident

opulation, have informal assignments to one or more of the parcels
into which the land is divided. One of the assignees is over 65 years
of age, and there are 6 children of school age. This group does not
have a current approved roll.

‘Land.—Cloverdale Rancheria is a long, narrow strip of land, 377 by
3,081 feet. A domestic water system was recently installed on the
land, running to each of the homesites. An $11,834.33 lien was
)}JIlaced against the land because of this improvement. Federal

ighway No. 101 runs along the western narrow edge of the parcel
and the Northwestern Pacific Railroad right-of-way uses the land
on the other end of this strip. There are small orchards and vineyards
cultivated by the assignees, and the land is fairly productive. A new
road will be built along one of the long sides of the strip by the Bureau
of Indian Affairs. The 5 assignees are assigned all but 2 acres of the
25-acre plot.
~ Sources of income.—The principal income of the group is derived
from their orchards and vineyard%, and other produce raised on the
land. They supplement this income with wagework:in the vicinity.
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Their average income.compares favorably with the average annual
income of this:community, , = o .

Bureau-services,—The Bureau proposes to improve the present road
along the long side of the strip. e amount of $9,000 is set up in
the 1958 budget for this purpose, .A recently installed domestic
water system was financed from Bureau appropriations. There is &
Johnson-O’Malley ‘contract payment to Sonoma County for' thé
Indisn children attending public. schools. 'The Bureay 'performs
other services necessary because the land is in trust,' but provides no

direct service to the people living there. They receive social serviceg
from the county and State on the same basis ag other citizens, =

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federa] trusteeship.—On September 27,
1955, the assignees on the rancheria passed a resolution requesting that
the United States transfer to,them the, fee title to the tract, They
ask that a survey be made in order that each allottee may receive a
legal description of his property. They requested that the lien based
on the installation of the domestic water system be canceled. .

Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—Thé follow-
ing amounts were estimated to be necessary as of September 27, 1955:

Land survey .-wocciociaaaioonoon S e fGeamamm——ans e $1, 000
Legal assistance.for forming an entity to manage community property.. 1, 000
Appraisal of property . . e eieccmnada. 200
Soil and moisture conservation. ... ciicacaieciicenaccmaccacanan. 1,000
Programing and planning. e oo cmmcemameiewa 1,500

Total e o e cec e ccccac e cacmaemccccsaamnaan 4,700

COLD SPRINGS -

Background ddta on the Cold S@rings Rancheria, Fresno Couﬁty ‘

History.—By Executive Order No. 2075 of November 10, 1914, the
President excluded 160 acres from the Sierra-National Forest for the
Cold Springs Band of Indians living in the area. The order did not
mention the number of Indians there, but in 1933 ‘there were 90.
Today there are 48. These people belong to the Mono Tribe and
have habitually made their home in the area where the rancheria
was establisheci In recent years, this group has been identified with
the Piautes and they were counted with that group in the 1930
census, These Eeople are not organized under the Indian Reorganiza-
tion Act, but they have an informal council with recognized officers.

People—The people are occupying this land under 13 informal
assignments made with the consent of the group. The rancheria
is divided into two 80-acre tracts. One family lives on one of these
tracts and the other people make their home on the other 80-acre
parcel. They use the land primarily for homesites. Four of the people
who make their home here are over 65 years of age, and there are 16
children of s¢hool age. There are 13 wage earners among these
people. This group does not have & current approved roll.

Land.—The two 80-acre parcels are not contiguous. There are
steep slopes on both of the parcels, with an elevation rise to 2,041
feet. These pieces of land are isolated from main avenues of traffic,
but there is a fairly good road to the nearest town, Tallhouse, some
7 miles distant. The land is not suitable for cultivated agriculture,
but it has some grazinﬁ potential, and it is used for that purpose, to
& limited extent, Iach of the parcels has a source of water. In one
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location there is a spring; and 'on’thé othér location there is a dug well,
Tungsten may be present on ong of the plots, and a mining lease has
een isstied to 'sorhe';()u@éid’grs:iqwréSted ih meking explorations. No
Indidn eernetery is on the fancheria, ~ - T o
., Sources of income.~—Ong’ of ‘the assigniees has'a herd 'of Hereford
cattle and ,s.u%pbr't.s, hig family from income from this herd. Most of
the workers, however, earn theit livelilood by séasonal work off the
yancheria, ustdlly in the agricultural Pursuits,  Many of ‘the homes
At i1 ‘s 'bAd Staté of Tepair, sinch (e average yéarly income of tha
Wagb éarner is below what is consideréd ‘adeqiiate. o
. Byredu services—Services 'extended by the Bureau are limited to
the trush status of the land; no social Sérvices are pérformed by the
Bureaty for the pesble living here. The Bircau losed patt of the
Iand for tufigsten explorations, snd maititains and TIM ecount ($60
in '_195{53,fpr,the_ group from these rentals. A watér system was
installéd in 1938. There is‘a lien in the amount of '$331.56 against
Shﬁ‘lalnd because of this improvement. All the children attend public
gchool.. .. .- g , L .
© Attitude toward withdrawal of Fedéral trusteeship.—On -December
14,.1955, at a general meeting of the assignees, a resolution was
assed requesting that the Government give thém fee patents to their
10ldings, = They asked that an internal survey be made in order
that each assignee would have a legal description of his property.
Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—In Decem-
ber of 1955, it was estimated that the following amounts would be -
necessary to carry out the wishes of this group:

Land BuUrveys . . . o m e ececcceee—an $1, 100
Improvement of domestic water system.. . . o oo onom i iaiaann 2, 000
Legal assistance L eaccaanos 500
Property appraisals. . d e 400
Programing and planning_ . . oo e mcde e caaas 1, 500

Total. e e e e em e mc e mc e m e ———— 5, 500

BLK VALLEY

Background data on the Elk Valley Rancheria (Crescent City), Del
' Norte County . _ ' -

History.—The 100-acre rancheria was purchased in 1909 with funds

made available under the acts of June 21, 1906, and April 30, 1908,
“to purchase for the use of the Indians of the State of California * * *
suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, ‘and water rights in the said
State. * * *’ The cost was $3,500. There werce 50 people living on
the land when the rancheria was purchased. '
. The tribal group belongs to the Smith River Tribe and the
Athapaskon group, which has always made its home in the area where
the rancheria is now located. These people have an informal tribal
organization with clected officers, but they are not organized under
the Indian Reorganization Act. ' '

People.—In 1933, thetre were as few as 10 people on the rancheria,
Today, 61 people make their home on the land. The total acreage is
assigned to 24 assignees, and norie of it is used as community property.
These people do not, ordinarily, function as an Indian community.
Each assignee uses his plot of ground as ‘a homesite. The water
Bystem is not communaf? Nine of the wage earners living oh the
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¥ancheria are’non-Indians. ’ Nine of the assignees are not living on
their assigniiients, and two ‘plots have been rented to non-Indians,
The grotip does not have a currént approved roll., ~ =
: Land.—The ranchéria is surveyed into 20 plots, about § aéres’dach.
The survey does not seém satisfactory for title pilrposes. 'Thers is an
improved county road on two sides of the rancheria. Thé lahd is,

generally, ‘of poor quality, Exdépt- for -homesite -clearings, it is
covered with Scattéred‘biﬁsh"groﬁﬁs NI SR A
* Souirces of income.~—~The wage edrhots work ‘Away from the rancheria
in'the lumber, industry.  'This is prectically the only ‘type of work
available in‘the ared, and thosé who want other employment must go
élsewherbe for it. ~Those Who work in' the lumber industry mike wages

adequate to support their families, since none of thém “H&%@ﬁh@ted
éatégorical ‘aids from ‘the county. Five 6f the people hefe receive

old-ageasmsbance. O N TR S I sy e an s
' Bureluu, sefvices -~Seryics are extérided by the Bureau botaiise of
the trust status of ‘the lard); no so¢ihl services hre performed by thé
Bureau for the people livirg on the taficheria. Del Norts' County
receives ‘payments under the Johnsoh-O’ Maljey. educational contract
because Indian -pupils; axé'httéﬁfding’.jts public schools. The county
furnishes'bus-service. A road ¢osting $19,700 was compléted by the
Bureau within the past 2 yéars, whi‘cﬁ brings the road system on the
rancheria up to’ county standards.” ..~ .
| Attitudes toward ‘withdrawal of Government tristeeship.—On August
31, 1955, at & general council meeting, ‘the group voted (21 of the 24
assignées .were present) to request the ‘Government to issue to them
fee title to their assignments., They asked that watér be made avail:
able to each of the plots, and that an internal survey be made in order
that each assignee may have the legal description of his land. It was
furtheirdrequested that the lien of $765.07 against the rancheria be
canceled. ‘ '
Estimated ¢ost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On August
31, 1955, it was estiindted that the following funds must bé expended
to meet the needs of the Indians: ‘

Land survey.---..-.. e mm——mm—neown————————————na————— S $1, 000
Domestic water SUpplya.c.cececanaen- e ———————————————————— 12,088
Licgal assistance . . _ . .o aeeeeas e mm— i ——————— Ceaea b
Property appraisals______ emmiimb—— e mmemm—m——t——— e mm———— . 400
Programing and planning. . e oot a e 1, 5Q0
Ot o e e e e e m e mim e e e —ememmanea e ——————— 15, 400
(;iijI'VI\'LLil:

Background data on the Quidiville Rancheria, Mendocino County

History.~—Guidiville Rancheria was established in 1909 when a
50-acre tract was purchased for $2,000. The plot was enlarged by the
purchase of another 34 acres in 1912 for $2,100. Xixecutive order of
1912 added further to the lands, "The present acreage is 243. The
péople living here belong to the Pomo Tribe. This general area is
the traditional homeland of these Indians, ‘and. the rancheria was
established whers they hive always lived: The group living here how
has an informal tribal organization with elected officers. "They are
not formally organized. - .

39003°—58 B, Rept., 86-2, vol, 8-——68
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People.—There were 92 g e on the rancherias when it . was.eatah,
hshed ' By 1933, the number had- dmpped to 38,.and today. 32 people
make their ‘home on the land. . They. consist of, 7 fgumly groups. with
11 waﬁe earners,. hey are usmg the. land for homesxtes with xmlted
agricu tu,ral enterpnsw ‘Four of the residents .are, over 65.... The
group. does .not have & current, ap groved roll,,

Land. ——Thlrty-e ht. acres of .the rancherm are. used for homesxtes
and limited agricultural enterpnses by, 11, assignees. .. They . have
informal assignments to the, plots, that they: are ‘using. ,These, md1-
vidual pssignments have the approval of the group., . "The, remammg
213 acres, are.leased .to a pon-Indian, Thére is a doxqestx water
system built several years ago with a Tien of '$1,867. 22 sgainat the
land ‘because of this im rovement. :An.access road is_ being. built
zlhurmg the present fiscal year- whwh will meet the standards set by

e county.

- Sources of income.—Several of the residents have viney ds and maka
part of their hvehhood by ‘this means, ' They augment this income with
wages from seasonal a%ncultural work and other. mxscellaneous type of
rural employment. they. q}t)mhfy fop pubhc a.ssmtance, it is (gran
to. them with' no dlstmcmo made bec&use th 16y, are In

- Bureau, services.—An Bropna.tmn of $40,176 was made to build
an adequate road which’ hed in 1957 _Payments are made
to the school dxstnct under the ohnson-O’Malley contract. for the
Indian children attending public school, 'The. Bureau renders serv-
ices in connection with leasing the grazing land and at the present
time an IIM account ($300) is maintained by the Bureau from funds
derived from this leasing.

Attitudes toward withdrawal of Federal trusteesth —On Oct,ober 20,
1955, the& esidents of the rancheria passed a resolution requesting that
the United States Government transfer to the individuals the fee title
to their individual tracts, and that the mountain and grazing land be
patented to the group, ’I‘hey further ask that a survey be made so
that each assignee wi receive a legal description of his property, that
the lien against the land be canceled, and that a legal entity be estab-
lished to accept and maintain the land that will be leased.

Estimated cost to ¢ffect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—In Decem-
ber of 1955, the local Buréau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that
the followmg sums. would be necess&ry to eﬁect mthdrawal

T AN BUIVOY ol e e e meeamemmeam———————————————— $3, 000

Assistant to form & legal entlty ..................................... 1, 600

Property appraisals. . . ... ool lloilaall 500

Programing and PIANDING oo e e 2, 500

B TOLAl. o e e emeccemmeemeamecmamasmacmeamaa—eieemaee—m—ana—a 7, 500
GRATON

Background data on the Graton Rancheria (Sabastapol), Sonoma C’ounty

sttory.-—-’l‘he land of the Graton Rancheria was purchased for
$2 100 in 1916 with funds appropriated by the act of August'1,:1914
(38 Stat, 582—589), “to gurchase for the use.of the Indians of the
State of California * . * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water,
and water rights in the. said State. * * *.”” .The Pomo Indlans who
live hicre are in their traditional homeland. The group is not organ-
ized, either formally or informally,
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. :People.—There were, 76 Indians of the Pomo Tribe living on the
land when the rancheria was established, . A’check in 1933 revealed
no Indians to be living. on the.land, but at the present time there are
7 people making their home here. .They are -all adults except for
one 10-year-old girl, ' Four. people have informal assignments; 2 of
them are over 65. They yse the land only as'a rural homesite. ' Thé
group does not, have a, current approved roll. . '~
Land.—The rancheria contains only 15.4b a¢res. 'The land iS’s@iexi
timberland and ;there are probably: a.few mierchantable trees on’the
tract. It is adequately served by a paved road,  There are no Tiens
against the rancheria because of any improvements.” '~ 7 '
~Sources of income:~The-three wage -earners- work in the lumber
industry of the area. They do not augment their income with
subsistence gardening. . Their income is_only ‘adequate to maintain
essential homesites with no modern-improvements, . .. +: .. . .
‘Bureau services—The Bureau renders -no‘ services to the-group as
people; it is‘only reéponsible for the trust status of the land.” -
-Attitude toward withdrawal of. Federal trusteeshin.—The people who
~ have assignments to this 15-acre tract asked on December 13, 1955,
that they be given fee title to the parcel and that it be surveyed so
that each assignee might have legal description to his assignment.
Estimated cost of withdrawal of Federal ti-usteeship.——It was estimated
in Deceniber of 1955 that the following funds would be necessary to
effect the transfer of title: - -~ -~ -~ .~ SR

Land SUIVEY -« - - oces e anmeemmmnnn et mmamieaiaaeaats 1,000

Legal asgistance .- .. e caaciommmanonnianna fecclemmdecmcnacsannaa 1,000

roperty appraisals_ . _ e iiieceiaviacedadtaiaacinnan 500

Programing and planning. ..o cc vl 1, 500

Total. . ... S L SN 4,000
GREENVILLE = -

Background data on the Greenville. Rancheria, Plumas County - .
~ History.—On April 12, 1897, 40 acres were acquired by the Govern-
ment to be known as the site for the Greenville'Indian Industrial
School. An Executive order of November 26,1902, added 160 acres
with 75'additional acres being actuired' on August 16, 1916, for a't’dtaf
“reservation’ of 275 acres. -The Maidu and‘other Indians living in
this general area have used this land,-and the Government buildings,
since the school was discontinued in the early 1920’s. "It has thus
become a ‘‘rancheria’” by reason of occupancy since it was not
originally purchased for “f,andless Indians.” - = - S »
eople.—There are approximatély 35 Indians on the rancheria.
There is no formal organization, nor is there a tribal membership roll,
These people have been independent of direct. Bureau services for
years, and are accepted as members of the extended community. .
Land.—The land is located adjacent to a paved road between the
towns of Taylorville and Greenville. It is used 'primarily for home-
sites and internal roads are needed for all-weather access to the
various. family plots,’ The agricultural land that is not used by the
Indians is leased with the -proceeds accruing to the Indians. The
water system serving the rancheria has been in use many years: It
has become outdated and extensive repairs are necessary. There is
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madé to this'system, " ' e
. Attitude toward withdiawal of Federal trusteeship.~—The miajority of
the Indians using this' land have réquested that they be given title
to the rancheria,” They hayé'made théir réquest to the Senate com-
mittee considering the’“ranchéria bill’” and the Bureau‘would like to
see the benefits of this legislation applied to the Greenville Ranchéria.
" Fistimated costs. for iihdrawal of Fedéral'sipervision.—The Saéra:
mento area office ‘estimites that the following amounts will be ‘ticeded
to improve'the rancheria 'and to éffect transfer of title to the Indiang:

&' Yeimbutsabls ‘chiarge of $1,345 against the land for previous repairs

Roads...coeuene. Gmeheeemeneemmencmceceesemrmtammmenn SR $20, 000
Water gystem._...... mecmescccesscaucceccccnemsesamcacsmsccas ---- 12,000
Land surveys....... ememe—mn AR TIPS SRR feemcccmcanave-s 1,500
Appraisals_ oLl e liedh et oeoes ceiacmesreeme—aansnka ¢ 000
Legal assistance. ... o.ccvrinennnnan~ emesbebemd e a e aana ,-1,,028
Soil and moisture conservatjon ... eeceeoaoan. emepermecmamem—m———- 3,2
Program planning ... ...ccoecea.. mememmeec—————- P P T EETT . 2,000
Tl e oo ee e me e mm e mmebee ba e e i e e nemis 40, 360
' ... HOPLAND ' S

Background data on the Hopland Rancheria, Mendocino County
. Higtory.—In 1908, 630 acres were purchased for $5,750 to form
the nucleus for the rancheria. Lands were added with funds appro-
riated by the act of August 1, 1914 (38 Stat. 582-589), ‘‘to purchase
or the use of the Indians in the State of California * * * suitable
tracts or. parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said
State * * *’ The present acreage is 2,072, which makes this one of
the larger rancherias. The Indians who live here belong to the Pomo
Tribe and their rancheria 'wds set up in- their traditional homeland.
The land was originally purchased for 120 Indians. That same num-
ber was listed as using the land in 1933. Today, there are 75 people
living on the land. The band has a written land code approved by
the Secretary in 1943, which is administered by a.board of 5 trustees
who serve staggered 3-year terms, A meeting of the band is not

considered official unless 10 or more members are present. y
People.~—The latest membersbig roll- for the group was prepared
in 1940. Approximately 60 members (children) have been added to
the membership since 1934, - A total of 17 have been stricken from
the rolls because of death since that time, . Nearly all of the members
of the rancheria are of the Catholic faith and frequently attend
church in the nearby town where the congregation is primearily non-
Indian, . The Indian. c¢hildren attend -public school and ride the
public school bus'daily with non-Indian children from the vicinity of
the rancheria. The children usually continue on through high school
and then leave the rancheria when they graduate, to establish them-
selves in all walks of life among non—fndians. -All members of the
rancheria speak English, and their living habits cannot be distinguished
from their non-Indian neighbors. e o
-Land.—The rancheria is. located approximately 5 miles from the
nearest town (Hopland).. One thousand.nine hundred and forty-
two acres of rangeland are.used for grazing purposes. There is a tribal
herd of between 35 and 45 cattle, There are 38 assignments, all of
which are of an informal nature, All of the agricultural land (about
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® 300 acres) is assigned to heads of families. A total of 128 acres of the
land is planted in grapes. There {s & discrepancy between the number
of acres that the tribal. group asumes belongs o the, renheria,
and the figures shown. ‘in the local office of the Burépu’ of Indian
Affairs, which will probably be'tlested up by A survey.” ‘The'land is
served, with o recently. bult scoass road (Gokting” $43,100) bid s
adjacent to a well-kept county road.’. The rapcherid is iot served /by a
domegtic water system. 'The Government 'ofW%ﬂf%?‘bld’sclgiél building
and a teacherage on’ thé rancheria, wlich are béin: (’ip's‘.ed* y ‘meinbers
of the tribe. The tribe has its own commiinity b’uﬁ" ding and there is 4
cemetery on theland, .~ ..
ources of income.—The sources of 'in‘¢orne’ for the heads of ‘the
familjes are extremely varied and include the sale of grapés from their
assignments, miscellaneous Wwage work ‘;(Qgi@ﬁa%ﬂy",égr&ultm‘dl)i and
lumbering or sybsistence gardening: 'The people-as'a’group hiave an
income from the tribal herd, ' "The genergl employniént opportunities
throughout the surrounding ares havé incréased considerably ip the
past 10 years, and there is 3lways work available for 'thiose who need
it.. 'The group, lives in good substantial’ homeés which reflect their
high mcome, RS - .nu.‘zi.'.‘v'k “:; -, ‘ ?5".: l . .1'34;’- N - i‘}i’.’!.
. Bureau. services,—The principal service'perforied by the Bureau
is in connection with the trust status of the land,’ At one timé the
roup had 8 credit Joan from the Bureau, but it has been fully repaid.
_hé;grqu{; majntaing its own bank acéount’in the local bank without
individual Indian moneéy services from the Biirean. '~ A‘major ‘¢xpendi-
ture was made within recent years to bring the roads on thé rancherig
up to county standards. - The school distriet in the town of Hopland
receives payments urnder the Johnson-O'Malley -educational contract
for the Indian children aftending theit public schools. . The Bureau
extends no social services to the group. ' ’
Attitude toward withdrawal of- Federal trusteeship.~—Under date of
September 28, 1955, the group voted through its board of trustees
to request the United gtates’ Government to transfer to them
as individuals the fee title to their ghares of the rancheria, and that the
mountain land be patented to the group. Theéy asked that a water
system, be installed on their rancheria, d@nd that an internal survey
be made to subdivide the tracts, that a lien in' the'amount of $654.76
be canceled, and that legal assistarice bée provided to set up a legal
entity to manage th’evt,r‘iigal‘ roperty. They further requested that
thie, Government buildings be transferred ‘to the group: for com-
munity use. o e G
- Estimated cost of withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—In:September
of 1955, the local officials estimated that the following amount would’
be necessary to effect the withdrawal of Federal trusteeship: - -~

Land 5\““’9}'—,‘_—--.--;-—--A-----,--. ------- W o 0 o o TS e 00 WP 0 e o m e e O e e $,0) 000
Enlarge water system_ ... __.... rmmemmme————m———— memmemmeea-=an 13,000
Legal assistance._ ... . .l . ... ———— erceesanionanaremesmnen 2 D00
Ap‘{)rais'sl Of PrOPETtY. ol cmcccccccmcacmcmnam——e wammmymemancan——an 760
Soil and moisture conservation. ....ccvomacanua mmm—— jemmmemmm———- .13, 600
Programing and planning....cecceccnaeaa- pam——— .._-...,,.,2 ............ 6,
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Background data on the Indian Ranch Rancheria, Inyo County

- The act of March 3, 1028 (45 Stat, 162), provided that ““the following
described lands in California be, and they are hereby withdrawn from _
entry, sale, or other disposition and set aside for the Indians of Indian
Ranch, Inyo County, California: Promdéd, That the withdrawal
hereby. authorized shall be ‘subject to any prior, valid right of any
pexisongi to the land described: * * * containing 560 acres, more
or less. ‘ ’
- At that time, Mr. George Hanson was given an assignment to the
total acreage, . L Ry '
' There are.no Indian people living on the land. The original occu-
pant has died and left eight heirs,. -~ .~
. 'The land has not.been occupied for géveral years since’ there is no
work in the valley, Aa.nd‘.bhq,lmfja;nsz must seck employment elsewhera,
The land is leased to a non-Indian for grazing purposes, ' =
. 'The,Bureau renders seryices only because of the trust statis of the
land. It approves the leasing of the land to the non-Indian snd
distributes the proceeds among the heirs, =~ . o
. On October 27, 1955, the ei%l?t heirs of Mr. George Hanson requested
in writing that the land be sold and the procseds divided among them.
As of January 19566 the local Bureau of Indian Affairs listed the
following. amounts as necessary to effect withdrawal of Federal
trusteeship: : T

Land survey-..--',--.---.-;-;-----_.-------;-.-4-----..--4 ..... — $1, 100

Legal assistance . . oucicccumccacom o aicccaccnccacccacmccm———nena 500

Appraisal of property._ . e nceacncicaaans meemceeun . 300

Programing and planning. .. ccccacccecunncmcavemacemanrvmenan——- 1, 100

L7 NI W 1 1 1
LYTTON

Background data on the Lytton rancheria, Sonoma County
- Hustory.—The 50 acres comprising the rancheria were purchased
in 1925 at a cost of $10,000. . Like most of the rancherias in Cali-
fornia it was purchased with appropriated funds “To purchase for
the use of the Indians in the State .of California * * * suitable
tracts of land, water, and wat®r rights in the said State * * *”
The.two family groups who make their home here belong to the Pomo
Tribe. The rancheria is located in the traditional homeland of these
people. The Indians living at Lytton Rancheria have no tribal
organization, o o , -
eople.—When the land was purchased in 1925, there were 92
people using it. B;¥_19.33: the number had dwindled to 20, and now
there are 24 people living there. The 2 families have 5 wage earners.
Three of them are non-Indians,. The wage earners leave the rancheria
for employment, hut-consider the land to be their home. These
two families are well-integrated into the local community, o
_ Land.~—The land is generally of poor quality, although the assignees
do have livestock and raise limited crops. A water systém that was
installed several years agd by the Bureau of Indian Affairs has been
replaced by the assignees; but there is a lien against the land in the
amount of $5,264.66 bécause of the original improvement. The
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necessary roads to make use of the land as homesites have been built,
and they are being maintained by the county. o ., . r. . -
- Sources,of incomeé.—The wage earners find wage work in the sur.
roundinig hrés in agricultural and other rural pursuits.” They would
be_ considered 'to be of the low-incomie group ‘because the work is
seasonal. “However, their wages are augmerited by what they receive
from their hmxtedf,a.rming e
Bureau services~The Bureau renders, services because of the trust
status, of .thg, land.’ THere are no social services' fendéred by the
Bureau because these people are Indians. . The local school district
receives'’ funds’ under the, Johnson-O’Malley educational contract
because of ‘the Indian childrén, attending’ their public'schools, No
road construction is being contemplated by the Bureau,™ .. -
Attitude’ toward the, withdrawal 'of  Federal " trusteeship.—The, two
ignisés isked. in Ottober of 1955 that they be given feg ttls o
their assignments,  They ssked that & internal survey: be'iade o
determine the land’ desériptions, and that the lién against the land be
canceled. During thé ‘yeatr 1954, thésé_’_h,s’gi%nées gave testimony 'to -
the, Senate Intérim 'Committee on California Indian Affairs that they
would,bé inclined 't6 msake improvements of their homesites if they

had clear title to the lands, - A
Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—(By local
Bureau of Indian Affairs officials in September of 1956):. = . .

LD SULVEY8- oo oo e oemmcmmm e commmm e mm e mmmmmmmmmemmnnman= $1, 000
Legal assistance . . oolceacaemcmoomcaaucanaa. e emimae———m—————— 500
Land appraisals. ... . . .. o cilaciecemeccemmmmacccmccccoemecien 100
Programing and planning. .. e ccccemmcicac e cccaceeenaa- 400

T VN 2,000

MARK WEST

Background data on the Mark West Rancheria, Sonoma County
The records indicate that this rancheria was acquired in 1918.
It consists of 35 acres assigned to Mr, William B. Steele., Mr. Steele
hag & wife, a stepson who is 24 years old, 2 daughters (15 and 10 years
old), and a son 12 years of age. The family lives at 126 Scott Street,
Santa Rosa; Calif.  Mr, Steele is the sole assignee to the rancheria.
The a;creafe is brush-hillside land with some trees and grazing land.
The external boundaries need to be surveyed. Water is obtained from
a spri'ns' and there are no apparent water-right problems. There are
no roads and there is no lien, The rancheria has been unoccupied
for several years, . The Steele family recently did some improvement
work on the rancheria, and apparently intends to build a home there
and.use the land within the near future. Mr, Steele is employed in
Santa Rosa and expects to keep. his regular job if he uses the rancheria
as & homesite, ‘ ' . - .
On_ December 12, 1955, Mr. Steele requested that hie be given fee
title to this tract of land after a survey had been made to detferming
the legal description of the property. At that timé it was estimated
that the following amount would be necessary to effect transfer of title:

k&n d qurli'ef ...... fremsommsmmeommsessessossisissresaooioeees $400
ppraisal of ProPerty - - cvmecccccceccmcaommmmmm——m———m——eme e

Legal asgistance. ..o o.covucemwcmcaccmcccnammmmmeeSaEmS—me— e e e L 200
Programing and planming . e .vceucccccccccvomwmcnnnmnnsammenenennencs 000

L8] o e e e e o e e oo ot o e om0 o0 2 e e e O 0 e -- 1,300
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'MIDDLETOWN, . .

Background data on the Middletswn Rancheria, Lake Couny - =~
_ Higtory,—The yancheiis was purchased in 1909 when 109,70 acres
were bought with ul‘:lnmpﬂatf;dl unds for/the amoynt of $2,650, under
authoritics contained in the acts of June 21,:1908 (31 Stat. 325-333),
and April 30,°1908 (35 Stat. 70-76), which approptiated money “to
purchase for the use of the Indiang of the State of Californja’ * *'*
suitable; tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights: for the
Indians of said-State * * *.” .The Indians using the land belong to
the Pomo Tribe and their rancheria was set up.in their traditional
homeland. They have always lived in this part of California. , The
group is niot organized, either formally or'informally, =~ ' =~ °. '

le.—There ¢ _in. 6 family, groups who live on: the
tencheriq and use it as & rural homesite, , When the land was pur-

chased .in 1909, thero, were 51 Indians in the area, but by 1933 the -
number Liad dwindled ta 24, ALl of the members living hers st

interrelated, although they do'not have an approved current-roll.
- Land.—Thirteen individual informal assignments cover the use of
all but 43 acres of the rancheria. . The 43-acte plot is rough, broken
mountainside, unsuited for homesites, and is used for a woodlat and
& hunting reserve. There is a recently installed -domestic: water
system, and an access road to the homesites was also recently com-
pleted. A lieh in the amount of $12,504.01 stands .against the
rancheria because of the water-system improvement.. When'one of
theé assignees dies, the group gets together and elects who shall receive
the assignment; they usually decide that it be given to the children
of the assignee so that the improvements stay in the family, = They

Pegple.—There are 21 people

have a -community Indian-type building,

Sources of inicome.—The wage earners work on surrounding farm-
lands and return to their homesites after the day’s work. Their income
is supplemented by garden products from -the.garden land areund
their homesites. One of the assignees has a vineyard and an orchard,
which afford him income and afford some seasonal work for the other
assignees, - One of the ‘assigneées is a redipient of old-age dssistance. |
" Bureau sérvices.—The Bureau recently installed s yoad to serve the
homesites on this land,’ and‘Cor’x‘;.pletec{the‘ domestic yater systetn,
It does not provide any social services for these Indians. * They receive
these services from' the county. 'I"l‘ie‘ s¢hool’ district at Middletown
receives payments under the Johnson-O’Malley ‘Act’because Indian

children are attending their public schodls; } , ‘
Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On September
30, 1955, the group requested fee patents to their assignments, and
requested that’a Survey be made to'determine legal" descriptions,
They want the lien against the land to be canceled, and ‘wauld like
legal assistance in setting up an entity to take over and manage their
community property. o 7
Estimated cost of withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—By local officials
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in September 1955): ' ’

Land BUrVeY e et im e nean e e ——— $2, 008
Domestic water system....cemuenmanan- rmm——— mmmmmmam—ammm———— ‘2, 50
Lepal assistBNCe - oo iecm e — ;e ————— 2,
Land agpraisals .................................................. 500
Boil and moistiure conservation ... cecmnam - 2, 000
Programing and planning. . - ceeiceccec e cccancccmccmocee————- 2, 000
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Background data on the Montgomer‘y Creek Ranchem, Shasta OOwnty

The Hardin- f&imly has livéd ot this ranchéria since‘the 1860's. - It
was purchiased with app bpnated fuﬂds in 1914 for $400. At that
time there were 72 Pit e.i‘ Indmﬁg living ifi this ares; biit by 1933
the Hai'dm family ‘remairied” slons. - Toddy, Mr. Willlam Hardin,
age 70, is the sole océupant.: Thete is no current official approveci
roll of the Indlans who belong to this grop.

_Mr. Hardin is the recipient of old-age; assistance and augmen@ His
pensmn with produce from a clearm% ke hid mgde at the Homesite,

This land is located aboyt 3 miles from: the village of Montgomety
Creek. - The lafid is of poor qua,hby, rough; and ¢ovéted with brush.
The water supply is'ffom & spring.” There is'only a token'rond to thé
homesite. There are no liens against the lands because of any 1m4
provements. . There is.an Indian cemetery.on. this parcel..

The Bureau has rendered.services only in eonnection: Wlth the trmst

tatus-of the land. There is an-item in the 1958 budgét of $26, 006
io build & standard road.

i, Mr..Hardin has asked.in. w:ntmg that fee title to. the land bé given
to him. His assignment covers the total acrea% The local Bureau
of Indian Affairs officials estimated that the following sums would
be necessary to ef’fect the- Wlthdrawal of Federal trusteeshlp

Land surVey--,..---,----.--,..,, ......... e cm—— emcrecemcaam—an - $600
Legal assistance .o .. o it uodioesicemineneamatiiatidneanaiiniiana - 200
Estabhshed Water rifghts. ... tl o iiocienlaliaeaisiio e astando | BOD
Appraisal of PrOPertY - oo oo dmcecceccboatedalioaaes ST gg()
Programing and plannlng----;.,.~...--------,..j..-.,--,.- .......... Sdewm-z- 'BOD
Total.-..-_-.-..-----..__---.-----------__.._---1----.-.; ....... 2, 000
. . »
MOORETOWN

Background data on. the Mooretoum Rancherw, Butte C’ounty

- Mooretown Ranchekia is located about 1134 miles. from. tha town of
Feather Falls in- Butte! Uounty, Calif. It cousists of two: 80-acre
tracts; one-half mile dpart. ! The eastern ‘tract (N% of NEY sec, 23;
T.20 N, R. 6 E., Mount Diablo merldlan) was purchased on Qctober
8, 1915, "for $700 from the Central Pacific Rallwa{ It is presently
occupled by Mr. Fred Taylor and family, who have lived continuously
on the rancheris since priot to'its purchase by the.-Federal Government,
The secofid house on. this tract belongs to-Mr. Taylor’s stepdaughter,
Mrs, Katy Archuleta, who presently lives in_the neighboring. town
of Oroville, but whose non-Indian husband, and, occasmnally, some of
then children, continue to oceupy the house.

The western.tract (N% of NEY sec. 22, T. 20 N R 6 E., Mount
Diablo meridian), which was set aside by Executlve order of June 6,
1894, has been occupied for the past 18 years by Mr. and Mrs, Robert
Jackson,

Bot,h ortions of the rancherm are presently served with adequate
roads. Both* the Taylor .and Jackson homes have electricity "and
abtain: domestlc water from good springs which have been.developed
and ‘are pumped to the houses. Both residents have: rights to
ﬁlgatmn water from g dltch orossing .the rancheria. Both Mr. and

rs. Jackson and Mr., Taylor reccive old-age security payments
from the Buttc County Wel are Department.
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The exterior boundaries of the rancheria were surveyed by the
Government in March of 1954. There are no liens against this land
because.of any improvements made by the Government. '

The land is used primarily for homesites, and .is not arable except
for a small plot adjoining each house. - Should title to the rancheria
be transferred to the resident occupants, no particular problem or
difficulties are foreseen, except the. possible need. for internal surveys,
. On_Japuary 9,.1958, Mr. and Mrs. Robert Jackson asked that
theg be given title to the property they occupy by letter addressed
to Congressman Clair Engle.. On March 26, 1958, Mr. Fred Taylor,
by letter addressed to the Sacramento area director, requested title
to the land his family occupies. : e

The Sacramento area office has estimated that the following amounts
would be needed to transfer title from the United States to the

occupants: :

Legal assistance oo oo cmcmaeee—————— $650

Land suryeys. . .o _cuicannaa. eemmeeeeteecmeaceascacesce—ecceme——- 500

Appraisals of property. ...oo-__. Mmeemememesemmeemmcememsmmaacc——an 450

Programing and planning_._.._.. emmmemesemeacmesaceaasaman e o em - 1,400
Total o e ee e ecccrcccaimemcccrceaccenamm———— 3, 000

‘'NEVADA CITY -

Background data on the Nevada City Rancheria, Nevada County

By Executive Order 1772, of May 6, 1913, the President set aside
75.48 acres for the Nevada or Colony Indian Tribe, which is the present
Nevada City Rancheria. : : o ,

The land is composed of forests and hillsides and is used primarily
for a homesite and family gardening plot, It is assigned to the
Pete Johnson family, The rancheria is located on an improved
county road. 4

The children of the Pete Johnson family (3 daughters and 1 son)
are grown, and no longer live on the rancheria. Mr. Johnson receives
old-age assistance, and he and his wife live on that income, with some
garden produce as a supplement. - These old people:get their water
rom a well. There are no liens against the lands because of any
improvements. : . - _

‘Mr. Johnson has asked in. writing that he be given a fee patent to
that part of the rancheria which he is using—some 40 acres. The
local Bureau of Indian Affairs officials have estimated that the
following sums will be necessary to effect the transfer of title.

Land survey...oc.coe.. —mmmmm————————— em e — e m ;e ————————— $1, 000
Legal assistance. .o oo et m e mce e e aana—a 200
Property appraisal . eicdceacemesscaecccmeanc—— 200
Programing and planning.. . 1, 000

Total . o o crcccccmccceccccceeceomeehecacam———- 2, 400

NORTH FORK

Background data on the North Fork Rancheria, Madera County

The 80 acres making up this rancheria were purchased in 1914 for
$650. At that time there were an estimated 200:Mono Indians living
in this area. By 1933, howeyer, the number had dropped to a mere 7,
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and today only a mother and her 2 sons occupy the land as a rural
homesite. Sl

The land. has a very limited .grazing value.. It is not.used for that
urpose. The domestic ‘water .is obtainégd from a gpring.. The
and does not have a'lien against'it because of any improvement. 'The
homesite is about 2 miles from an improved road. The Susan Johnsoii
family has an assignment to the entirée 80 acres: ' Thete is no'approved
membership roll for this group. T A o
* On December 13, 1955, the family ‘asked that they ‘be giver fee
atent to this acreage with the request that a domestic water system
e installed. - ' T o o
The local Bureau of Indian Affairs officials estimated that the

following sums would be necessary to effect transfer of title: '

LANA BUIVEY - - oeme e e mmemime e emmpom e mmm cmmmmnemmmmmm e mmmmm $1, 000
Water system. . v occmeccacenccaeeae PR S 2, 000
Legal assistance . ..o e mecncincecen e
Property appraisal. .o caccccccemacaaadan 300
Programing and planping_.._. e mcm A e d——ne ... ———— wmimmemme——— 1, 000
TOtAlo «c e ceec e e cec i ccmmecmec e mmmmcemccmammmane - 4,800
PASKENTA

Background data on the Paskenta Rancheria, Tehama County -
In 1914 there were 2 purchases to-establish the rancheria for the
Wintun Indians in the area: 111.12 acres were purchased for $2,240
and 148.16 were -purchased for $1,000. At that time, 134 Indians
were said to be living in that area. In 1922 11 families, consistin
of 27 geople, lived on the rancheria. In 1933, the number h
dropped to 18. Today, only one family uses the land for 8 homesite
in the summertime. - - S e ¢
Paskenta is in a dry, isolated area, many miles from any develop-
ment, and consequently has few empfoyment opportunities. This no
doubt accounts for the fact that it 18 used only: by one family at this
time. Mr: and Mrs. William Freeman and their granddaughter have
an assignment covering 180 acres. KEighty aéres are unassigned.
There is no current roll of the other Indians who may have an interest
in this land. ' - ‘ - ‘
The Bureau has an item of $22,000 in the 1958 budget to put an all-
weather road on the tract of land. N o
'There is a lien of $226 against the land because of the water system
that was installed several years ago. o -
The Freeman family receives old-age assistance and the Bureau
rovides them with no service bécause of their status as Indians.
r. and Mrs, Freéman asked in writing on December 28, 1955, that
they be given fee title to their assignment. This would leave 80 acres
unagsigned. :
The following amounts would-be necessary to effect withdrawal of
Federal trusteeship and transfer of title:

Land survey. .. cceecencncccnccnceem——anma—————- mamabenmnenaenman $1, 000
Irrigation system . ..o e eemimceceasacecneccaneaaea 2,

Legal asslstance_ ... . eccimcuccceccmancaccecmacmeeaeman- 500
Establishment of water rights. . _....___. cemeeeam—- mcmmmmmmcma———— 500
Appraisal of property . . ceicenccicrcsncmemecna e ————— 200

Programing and planning..caececaccccacccccccnrcmccccnncncasanans 1, 000
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PICAYUNE

' Background date on the Picayune Rancheria, Madera County

This rancheria was established in 1912 by Executive order. It
consists of 2 contiguous 40-acre parcels. -

There are 18 people living on this land today. ~All members belong
to one family group. Three of the people receive old-age assistance.
Five .are of school age and attend the public school in the district.
These people live.in crowded housing conditions. They must seek
elsewhere for employment and depend upon seasonal work, usually
agriculture, for their livelihood. . , ' ,

This rancheria is located in the foothills area, about a mile from a
paved road. The land is rocky and covered with brush, and is used
primarily for homesites with some truck gardening and fruit prodiice
or subsistence. Water is obtained from two springs, but is not piped
to the individual homes.. There is no lien against the land for im-
provements: - The group living here has no Bro erty-held in common
and neither is there a currently approved ro OF membership,

On December 15, 1955, the family using this land asked that their
assignment be deeded to them after a domestic water system had been
installed. \

It was estimated by local Bureau of Indian  Affairs’ officials that
the following sums would be necessary to effect transfer of land title:

Land BUTVeY - L o e D a e $1, 000

Legal assistance . _ - . . oL iceieccmmcmcaae—aa 500

.Programing and planning__._____________ ... ________._._. ~ 1,000

Domestic water system. ... . 6, 000

Property appraisals. ..o ol ————- - 500

Total . e cccdcccaaaan 9, 000
PINOLEVILLE

Background data on the’Pin“plebviillé Rancheria, Mendocino County

 History.—This rancheria was established in 1911 when 95.28 acres
were purchased for $8,500 with funds appropriated by the acts of
June 21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76);

“to purchase for the use of the Indians in the State of California * * *
suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights in the said
State, * * *’ '1‘ge 130 Indians who were living in the area at the
time of purchase belanged to the Pomo Tribe, and this rancheria was
established in their trafiitional homeland. By 1933, the number had
drop{).ed to 75. At the present time there are 107 Indians living at
Pinoleville. - : , o T
People.—There are 15 family groups on the land, each with &n
-assignment (one bejng to.the school lot). They form a well-organized
community with elected officers who speak for the group. At the
present time they hold, through a trustee, additiona% land adjacent
to the rancheria that is not in trust. These Indians have displayed
initiative by developing and improving their land into very good
vineyards. They live in well-kept homes. At one time the Bureau
‘maintained- & school at the rancheria, but now all of the children of
school age attend public school in the county. The group prepared
a tribal roll in 1947, but it has not been kept current. There are
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some tribal members who do not live on the rancheria, having left. to
work in jobs'in the surrounding area. - . =, e
Land.—The land is a short distance from’ the town of Ukiah, Calif,
It is considered improved land with vineyards and orchards,” A creek
runs ,ﬁhl_‘of—.‘ligh the land, which is subject to annual floods. Some work
has been done. in.cooperation with the other landowners in the area,
but the flood conditions are not completely:controlled by the'revet-
ments. A water system was installed at the rancheria several years
ago in connection with the school and teacherage. It remains today,
and a lien of $2,585.65 is against the property because of this work,
United States Highway Noy 101;runs.along the east edge of the land
and there are access roads to the homesites from the highway. These
roads need :to ‘be brought ‘up: to\county -standards. - The assigheéa
have installed and maintained. their own pressure water. systems, hut
it could be improyed . considerably... The United States Government
buildings. on the rancheria are being used:by: the Indians, the schaol-,
house' a8 & community building;, and the. teacherage as a residence,
and the.shop buildings for storage purposes.. ... ... . .o . - &
Sources of income.—The sources of income for the heads of families
are extremely varied and incJude:income from the sale of-grapes from.
the assigned - land.;- Seyeral members: of the. group, have. specific
trades including welders;-mechanics, carpenters, plymbers, eta...; Qne.
member has been a postal service.employee.for a number. of;years.;
Several members are;contractors of farm work including pruning and.
crop haryesting, . Probably. one-half of the adult:members receiye
most of their income through wage work on the logal farms and in
the local timber industry, ; The.economic. positionof this rancheria
has improved since. 1934, Many of the assignments have been made,
productive .and. many of .the families now have substantial homes.
Also, work is available for- most everyone throughout the-year due to &
eat influx of industry into.the immediste vicipity during the last
ew.years.: . o R TS P B NN P N TR B S N U
Bureau services,~~The public school -which ;the rancheria children
attend receives financial assistance unden the Johnson-O’Malley. edy-,
cational contract.. The; Bureay has a cooperative fire control agree-
ment with; the California Division of Forestry. The Bureau has an
agreement: with Mendocino County, i.nswhicg“the county pgrees ‘to,
accept, full responsibility. for future eonstruction and maintenance on
Indian roads after these have.been constructed and to & mutually
agread standard.and rights. transferred to the county, There is an
item in, the. Bureau’s budget, for,1958 amounting to $17,000 for road-
building on this rancheria. N _
Attitude toward withdrawal »offFederaL;tmsteeshiﬁ.—-nAt, a general
council moeting held at their rapcherip on September 23, 1955, the.
group, voted to have the United States. Government transfer the. fee
title to their individual tracts.. They asked that the xoads on the land
be brought up to the county standards; that a survey be made of their
- land so. that each assignee could have, a legal description of his prop-
ergy ; that the lien against the land be canceled, They also ask that.
a do L ;

mestic water system be installed. .
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Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of ‘Federal trusteeship.—By local
Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials in September of 1955:

Land survey ..cececmeevcann e e e e e et 4 e e e e . 81, 500
Water 8ystem . .o e cicmcni e e cccanae-w 10, 000
Legal assistance. . ool e edemccccye——————— 1,
Property appraisal ..o e e iacccdcaaea——— - 400
Soil and moisture conBerVALION .- . o e meem 2, 000
Programing and planning. .o o oo pemae 3,000
Total . e cecaiicmcncicmomrmm—————camnmean——— 17, 900

. POTTER VALLEY ST x
- Background data on the Potter Valley Rancheria, Mendocino County
History.—In 1909, 16 acres'of lind were bought for $2,000 for the
72 Pomio Indians'in the area, under-the acts of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat.,
325-333), and April 30,/ 1908 (35 Stat., 70--76), which made available
funds ‘““‘to'purchase for the usé of the Indians in the State of California
* * * guitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water rights in:
the said State * * *.”’" "An' executive: order ‘a few years later set
aside for this group an additional 80 acres which was: not contiguous:
to-the original purchase tract and has never been used by these people
as a homesito, The 18-acre tract is located in the general area where
the tribe has: always made its home. - -In 1933, the number of people
using this land for homesites dropped to 15, and at the present time
18 ‘people live here. ' The group:is not' organized under the Indian:
Reorganization Act.’ S e
People.—The 16-acre plot is assigned to 7 family groups under
informal assignments. One of the assignees is married to a non-
Indian. - There are only two children of school age: living on the
rancherin. One of the assignees is over 65 years: of age. These
people do not have & current roll of their membership, - - -
Land.—The 16-acre tract that is used for homesites is in need of
access roads to adequately sérve the homesites. There are no roads
or other imiprovements on the 80:acre mountain plot.. The home-~
site tract--is not-especially good land, but- the occupants ‘do have
family truck gardens. - Each assignee has his own water supply from
individtial wells, and they are not interested in & community water
aystem, At one tiine the sum of $233 was collected by the Bureau:
because of either a lease or a trespass and that amount is held in the
individual money account of the group in Sacramento. There is no
regular source-of income for this group. There is no lien against
the land because of any improvement. . ST
Sources of income.~—One of the seven family heads is on an old-age
assistance grant; the others work for tvages in the surrounding area.
The wdrk is seasonal and the average income is only adequate to meet
the minimum ne¢eds. Their income is augmented somewhat by gar-
dening produce. ‘- - ’ CotL A R o
Bureaw services,——The Bureau renders services only because of the
trust status of the land; all other services are provided to ‘the pcople
by the county. There is an item of $19,000 in the Bureau’s 1058
budget to build necessary roads on the rancheria. The local school
district receives payments under the Johnson-O’Malley educational
contract for the two children who attend public school.



Case 2:16-cv-01345-WBS-CKD Document 47-1 Filed 03/06/17 Page 79 of 92

DISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN INDIAN LANDS IN CALIFORNIA 37

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal truste¢ship,—All of the Indians
who have assigniments on the rancheria askéd by resolution dated
December 11, 1955, that they be given fee title to their assignments
after the road system has been completed.  They also asked that
they be given legal assistance.in forming a ‘corporation to accept and
manage their mountain ,proz(eirﬁy,' L e
... Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—~The local
‘Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated the the following amounts
would be necessary-to effect: withdrawal as of December 14, 1945:

Land BUrvey .. vceeirercrcimremmmanae- e hemeememememme—————————— $1, 500
Legal assistante. - .c.oveceoenn meccreee rmmmemcmaancenaceandiaean 200
Appraisal of property. ..-cceamce- e emA e me— e, ——————————————— 500
Programing anG planning ..o e ccecemccomeccrcumcccccccniccdcncnanna 3, 000
’ i N s - o : B .

s TOWI.-..-.--..a._----.-.-.....---..-..:.-; ------------------- - 5, QOU
| " QUARTZ VALLEY ~© T T Tt '

Background data on the Quartz Valley Rancheria, Siskiyou County

History.—The rancheria was formed in!1937 when 364 acres were
bought.for $20,000, under the provisions.of. the Wheeler-Howard Act.
In 1939, 240.additional acres. were purchased for $18,000 t0 form the
60d-acres aven of the rancheria.  The group of Shasts and Upper
Klamath Indians whose ancestors traditionally lived .in. this part, of
California. organized as the Quartz Valley }fndi.a.h. Community on
June 15, 1939, and were granted & charter on March 12, 1040. .

People.—There were, 48 Indians enrolled when the Quartz Valley,
Community was formed. A roll completed in 1955 lists 88 names,
but only about half of the membership are living, in Quartz Valley
today. i‘ive of the people living on the rancheria are over. 65 years of
age and there are the same number of schoolchildren. Most of the
workers oultivate their: assignments aince the land is productive and
they are able to make a living from agriculture, . . .. .. . .

* Land.—The rancheria lands were purchased, for $36,000, or ap-
proximately $60 per acre, in 1937 and 1939. Most of the land is
favorable to irrigation ; and the balance is mountain land which is un-
assigned. An assignment -consists' of 20 acres and at present 13
families: are_holding - assignments. ' A. water system, built by the
Bureau in past years, is biadly in need of repair.at this time. . There i8 a
lien of $8,107 against the land because of . this improvement. The
Government owis no buildings at. Quartz- Valloy, but there is a
community building used as a churchi-."There.is no cemetery on trust
lands at Quartz Valley. It is estimated that $50,000 will be needed to
build the necessary 2 miles of access roads at Quartz Valley. j

Bureaw servicess—Services extended by the Bureau are limited to the
trust status of the land; no social services are performed by the
Bureau for the people living on the rancheria. The children are
attending public school,. Tlealth and welfare needs of the Indians
are met by local offices on the same basis:as these services-are extonded
to nonIndians, =~ b et T

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—+On Novembar
97, 1956,-tHe Quartz Valley Community, through its goneral council,
requested - that the Indians 'be given fee title to their assigned lands
anfi that the unassigned land be conveyed to the community. A

H
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copy of the resolution making the request was.sent to Congressman
ingle on December 3, '19.56,-’8.,‘ The' council asked in their ré;omon
that an internal'survey of the rancherid bie made, that the lien aghinst
the land be canceled, that assistance ‘bi’sf‘gi.?@"ta’,fb;', -8 legal entity,
and that the roads and ,Wf't,t’erﬂ:s"s"“.'tgm..'b‘fé‘_;rm}gﬁt_u o standard, "

Estimated cost to effect wﬁtlfdmwdl “of Federal - trustéeship,—Oh

January.3, 1957, the local officials of the Bureau estimated the follow-
ing améunts would be necessary to carry out the request'of the couneil:

Roadls;"—\""."i.-',-"" r "'"!'4"["-".'"-";'" *"-'""."‘-""7"';""'- "|'";""‘ b Atk 2ok g 21 n (
Land surveys T - Zall £ o 7 ““_.‘) ¥ Bale Rkacbebeiak fab o ﬁi@%
Water system . . - . 7,000
Il'l‘lg&f:lo.n' Bystﬁm ----------------------- R T . L B).m)
Leg&l l‘lsﬁlstﬂrnﬁe ---------------------- ’Ji’.’m‘ﬁr..-??!'l'."'-!'r"P_Q'J-"Fv:-"*#> KR 5500
Appl‘ulsal. Of pl‘QpEI’tY ————————————————————— prrrrrrrrcnmrresnmeyman . o AW
Programing and planning...... o e o et 0 e e e e e 1, 000
Soil conservation.cccceven-- smmemmromnemeneeonn R ——— rmenm=' 9, 600
Totala e Ammeperetemespeessesecaeeaeanea 73, 825
- .. LUBEDDING .. . o
Background data on the Redding Rancheria, Shasta County - .~

History.—In 1922, 30,89 acres of land werg purchased for the 50
Pit River and other Indians living in'the area.’ "I‘Eé‘ tost was $3,860.87,
Piyment was made froth fiinds approptiated by the act of Adgust 1,
1014 (38 Stati 582-589). ' The tancheria Was estdblished in the tradi:
tional ‘homelands' of the tribe. By 1933, only 8 Indians’ were living
on the land, but at ‘predent the population is' 34." They are ‘not
or'%gnized_‘undgr‘th@,‘I‘ndiah"Rébrg‘a' ization“Act: - AN
People.—These people work well as: a group. They use their
domestic water system in’'common.  Fourteen family heads have
informal ‘asgighraents for the use of their total acreage. There are
6 wagb.eamersfam'%ng the assignees, 1 being & non-Indian.: Seven of
the people living heére are ‘over"65"‘Ke'ars of ‘age. ' There arefour
children of school age. These people have both water and electricity
in their homes. Thete is no current roll of the present membership
in this group, C N

Land.—Redding Réncheria is 4 miles from Redding, Calif.; a city
of 12,000 people. ~ United States Highway No. 99 runs along one edge
of the land, The land:is valuable as homesite property near acity.
In the past 5 years, thé Bureau has expended $11,200 for roads and
$6,644 for the domestic water system. There is # lien against.the
land because of the-lésb’imppovemenb. The well supp.ying the domestic
water has become contaminated and a new one-nee£ to be dug.

Sources of income.—The wage earners are employed in the ciby( of
Redding where employment opportunities are plentiful. - They
supplement their wages by produce from their homesite lands, The
average annual income compares favorably with the income of the
ares, SR : >
Bureau services~The Bureau performs services because ths land is
in trust status. It renders no services to- these people because they
are Indians except that the local school district receives money under
the Johnson-O’'Malley contract. . . I U
" Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On October 15,
1965, the group passed a resolution requesting the Government to
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ve them fee title to their assignments, and that an internal survey
e made in order that each person may have a legal description of his
land. They further asked that the lien of $6,644 against theirland be
canceéled, o \ v o v
Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At that
time the local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the

following amounts would be necessary to effect the transfer of title:

Finish road work . . . e ————— $2, 500
Land survey.._._._.__.._ e e e m e na———— 1, 000
Repair domestic water system.. . ‘ 500
Legal assistance . e ——— 500
Appraisal of property .. .o e eceecccecn———— 200
Programing and planning. . .. oo e e ————— 500

TON._-------,-, ............... e mmcmemmam———n :.....;.::.;...-- ‘5, 200

REDWOOD VALLEY

‘Background data on the Redwood Valley Rancheria, Mendocino County

“History.—In 1909, 80 acres of land were purchased for $2,000 to
form the Redwood Valley Rancheria, " There were about 51 Pomo
Indians in the area at that time.. The rancheria was established in
that part of California where the group had always lived. Funds for
the purchase of this land were appropriated by the acts of June 21,
1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76), which
provided money “to purchase for the use of the Indians in the State
of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and water
rights’in the said State * * *.”” The people living on the Redwood
Valley Rancheria are organized informally, but not under the Indian
Reorganization Act. ‘

People—The rancheria population in 1933 was 31. Today it is 56,
comprising 11 families. ere is no approved roll for this group, but
they consider people who do not have assignments and who live else-
where as members., Kour of the assignees are 65 years of age or over.
There are only six children of school age in this group, and the same
number of preschool children. The liousing standards of this group
are poor, 5 o

Lgnd;——ln'bhe past 5 years the Bureau of Indian Affairs has built
internal roads on this rancheria at a cost of $15,900. The land is
divided into homesite plots of 4.98 acres each and there is no central
water system. There is no lien against the land because of any im-
provement. The land is of a poor quality and atfords only homesites
with no produce from gardening. :

Sources of income,—Employment opportunities are nonexistent on
this rancheria and are scarce in the area. ‘['his makes it necessary
for the wage earners to depend upon seasonal work, mostly of an
agricultural nature. As a consequence, their annual income is not
always adequate and they apply for social welfare from the county.

Bureaw services.—Services are rendered by the Bureau only because
of the trust states of the land.

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—By resolution
dated October 19, 1955, these people asked that the present assignees
be given to their parcels after a survey has been made. They also
requested that a water system be installed on the rancheria, and that
they be given assistance in the formulation of an entity to take over
and manage this improvement.

80003°—58 8. Rept., 85-2, vol. 3—— 69
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Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The local
officials of the Bureau of Indian Affairs estimated the following
amounts would be necessary to effect transfer; -

Land survey . - e mmemccccmemcmmcmenmanneeaneaee ST, 500

Domestiec water system__ .. .ol 2o~ 10,000
Legal assistance. .- e 1, 000
Ap{waisal of Property - e e cdeccanmc e S 500
Soil and moisture conservation. .. ... 2, 000
Programing and planning._ . e iceacccccaaaa 1, 500

ROBINSON RANCHERIA -~

History.—In 1909, 88 acres of land were purchased by the Govern-
ment for 134 homeless Pomo Indians living in the area at a cost of
$6,600 to become known as the Robinson Rancheria. The acts of
June 21, 1906 (31 Stat. 325-333), and April 30, 1908 (35 Stat. 70-76),
made funds available “to purchase for the use of the Indians.of the
State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of land, water, and
water rights in the said State * * *.”’ The Indians on the rancﬁeria
are not organized under the Indian Reorganization Act. o

People.—Today, 45 people, consisting of 13 family groups, make
their home on the rancheria. The children of school age attend public
school at Lakeport, The Indians use the rancheria grimarﬂ%as
homesites. Tho group does not have a current, approved roll, Wel-
fare aid, when needed, is attained from the local State welfare agencies,

Land.—The land is held in trust by the United States Government
for the Indians in California. The people are occugying individual
parcels under various informal assignments and the land is used
primarily for rural homesites. Recently a road system was completed
and agreemonts were made with Lake County to take over the roads.
There is a lien of $3,500 against the land because of the installation
of a water systom. . _ ‘ o

Sources of income.—Robinson Rancheria is used primarily for rural
homesites. Family heads earn wages from agricultural work in the
surrounding community. L

Bureau services—The Burcau renders no services to this group
because of their status as Indians, Realty services are extended be-
cause of the trust status of the land. o

Attitudes toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The Indians on
the-Robinson Rancheria passed & resolution in May of 1957 requestin
that tho residents of the rancheria be given fee title to their lands an
that their rancheria be survoyed in order that each assignee may have
a legal description of his assignment. ' :

Estimated costs to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—As of
May 1957, the funds estimated to be necessary to carry out the wishes
of the group are as follows: :

LANA BUTVEY o et e e s s s s e s e e e mtn = ot $1, 000
Water 8ystem. .o ccccmc e m e m——— e ——— 2, 000
Logal as9i8tANCe . . e ———————— 500
Proporty appraisals. ..o c e cncacm e mcma e ———— 1, 000
Programing and pPlANNINg. v e ccccncccccccccncm e nannnnmacananaan 2 000
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ROHNERVILLE

Background data on the Rohnerville Rancheria, Humboldt County

History~In 1922, 16 acres were purchased with appropriated
funds at a cost of $434. An estimated 15 Indians of the Wiyot Tribe,
were living on this land at the time the land was purchased. Today,
there.are 40 people. making their homes on the rancheria,

People—There are eight wage earners on the rancheria and each of
them has an assignment. Four of them are over 65 years of age.
There.are 11 children of school age. There are 10 homes (low standard)
on the rancheria, constructed by the assignees. These people do not
have an approved current membership roll, but they work together
as a group and have arrived at the land use by:mutual consent, .
. Land.—On the rancheria an agsignment consists of a homesite of
about 1 acre, and a wood lot of about the same area, The homesites
are on the upper half of the strip of land, with the woodlots on the
lower half. An adequate road is needed through the woodlot to the
homesites. A domestic water system was installed recently and
there is a lien against the land in the amount of $1,981.34 because of.
this improvement. This rancheria does not have a cemetery, and
the group holds no other property in common. \

Sources. of income.—The workers depend upon miscellaneous work
in the adjacent area, usually in the woods and the lumber industry.
They receive welfare aid from the county with no distinction being
made because they are Indians, o o

Bureau services—The Bureau renders services only because the
land is in a trust status, A domestic water system was installed
recently. and there is an item in the 1958 budget in the amount of
$23,000 to build a standard road for the rancheria. The local school
district receives Johnson O’Malley educational contract funds.

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship,—On September
1, 1955, this group, through their informal organization, passed a’
resolution asking that the United States Government transfer to
them the fee title to their individual shares of this tract. They asked
that the road system be completed before this is done, and that the
land be surveyed so that eaclﬁ) assignee may have a legal description
of his land, They want the lien to be canceled, and assistance to
form a legal entity to take over and manage their water system,

Estimated costs to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.-—The local
Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials at Sacramento estimated that the
following amounts would be necessary to transfer title:

LANA BUIVOY o e m e p e ——————— $1, 000

Legal assistance . - oo oo O e 1, 000

Property appraisal .. e 260

Programing and planning . .. v o cceme e m - 1, 6500

TObAL - s e e e m e cmemcmamemman e ———— 3, 760
RUFFEYS

Background data on the Ruffeys Rancheria, Siskiyou County
History.~This rancheria was purchased for the Ktna Band of
Indians in 1907 with funds appropriated under the act of June 21,
1906 (31 Stat. 325-333). Title is in the name of the United Ststes.
g‘he original cost for the 441 acres comprising Ruffeys Rancheria was,
2,206, ' .
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People.—As many as 56 people were living in the Ruffeys' area
- when the land was purchased in 1907. They were locally known as the
Etna Band or the Ruffeys Band. They gradually moved ¢lsewhers
until today only three people—Mrs. Harry Lippen, Mr. Roy Aber-
nathy and Mr. Edmond Abernathy—appear to have any vestéd
interest in the rancheria. There is no formal organization or a
membership roll, -- Although none of the three people having a vested
interest live on the'land, Mr. Roy Abérnathy has his own home on
taxable land adjacent to the rancheria. ' .
Lands.—The 441 acres are not suited for ranching or agriculture
because they are mostly steep hillsides. The land could be used for
homesites since there is sufficient water for domestic use. A State
* highway runs through the acreage so it is not isolated. Lack of job
opportunities in the general area is reputed to be the reason why'the
Indian people are not using Ruffeys Ranclieria for homesites, There
are no reimbursable charges against this land because of any improve-
ments made by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. = o -
~Since the rancheria is considered uninhabited, the Bureau has made
né provision for services to the people. The ia,nd is carried on the
records of the Hoopa area field office. : o j
_Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The three people
who appear to have a primary interest in the rancheria have requested
by letter dated May 31, 1958, to the Senhate Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs that Ruffeys be included in' the “rancheria bill.”
They also asked the Bureau, in a letter dated March 20, 1958, that
they be given the benefits of this legislation. o _
: S’sz,oiwial‘préblems in connection with termination of Federdl trustee-
ship,~The people who have interest in this rancheria are not asking
that'the land be developed in any way. ‘ -
 Estimated cost of withdrawal o{ Federal trusteeship.—QOur Sacramento
area office has estimated that the following amounts will he needed to
transfer title or to dispose of the land and divide the proceeds: '

Land survey (internal) ... oo oo ecame e —— $800
Appraisal of property - <o oo iecce e cama—————a 300
Programing and planning..... e ———— e mmm e ———————————— 500

TOUAL - - - e o e eamocm e mmmm e mmemme e —mam e S m e ammnn 1, 600

8COTTS VALLEY

Background data on the Scotts Valley Rancheria, Lake C‘ounty

 History.—The 56.68 acres on this rancheria were bought for the
60 Pomo Indians living in the vicinity in 1911 at a cost of $2,900, with
funds appropriated under the acts of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat., 325-333),
and April 30, 1908 (35 Stat., 70-76) ‘“‘to purchase for the use of the
Indians in the State of California * * * suitable tracts or parcels of
land, water, and water rights in the said State * * *”’ The ranch-
(Izriflx' was established in the traditional homeland of the groupjof
ndians,

People.—By 1933, the number of Indians using this land for home-
sites had dropped to 26, and today the number is 32, although 3. of
the people having assignments are not living on the land, One of the
ten assignees is over 65 years of age and.the others are in their early
40’s. There are comparatively more children living on this rancheria
than on others in‘the State of California. Sixtéen are of school age;
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séven ‘aré of preschool age. - This group.does not have a current roll
of membership. - They are not formallg oTanized as a tribe, but they
act a8 a group in deciding about theirland. . =~ -~ .. 7
. Land—The land is all assigned to individual members, and none
of it 18 held in common, It:is rural-homesite land, and, although it is
of poor quality, some of the sssignees do have gardens-and fruit
trees. ithin the past 6 years, an adequate was constructed,
quinin(fv with the county road that runs along 1 ¢ of the land.
he domestic water supply was rehabilitated recently at'a cost of
$3,861.08, which amount now stands as a lien against the land. -~ . =~
Sources of income.—There are nine wage .earners who work: in
miscellaneous farm jobs in the vicinity. ‘ They sw)plement‘ their wages
with limited gardening and orchard produce. Water is piped to each
homesite but, otherwise, the homes. are not modern. ;
Bureau services—In the past 5 years, the Bureau spent $3,500 for
building reads and $3,861.08 to rehabilitate the water system. Ex-
enditures were made because of the trust status of the land. The
ureau does not render social services to these people, but the local
school district receives payments under thée Johnson-O'Malley
education contract. . - . SRR ST SR L
‘Attitude' toward withdrawal. of Federal trusteeship.—By resolution
dated Se%t.ember 29, 1955, this ‘group asked that they be given fee
title to' their individual shares of this tract. . They requested legal
asgistance to form an entity to take over and manage a water system,
and ‘aeked ‘that the rancheria be surveyed so that each’ assignee may
have & legal description of his plot. R TR b
*  Estimated cost to ¢ffect withdrawal of Fedemltnwte’eehfr.——-Estimates
nade by the local Bureau of Indian Affairs are as follows:

'i.and'suﬁeﬁ;,’.,.--_,----_--....-....-.,------_.-.-------;.------.;,--.'32, 500

‘Complete the water system .. ... _.... e nmcmecemsene mmimmmnmanas Oy 000

Legal assistance... . oo ccmcccccccccccicnmcna——a- ememem . —————- 1, 000

Property appraigal o e cacacccmcdmcmcc R neame - 400

Programing and planning. . cccueccoccancnveccccnnmannanana - 1,600

0 T eememeeeem—meeeeee——————— 10, 500
SMITH RIVER .

Background data on the Smith River Rancheria, Del Norte County

Higtory.—The Smith River Indians have lived in their present
location in the extreme northwestern corner of California from earliest
times, In 1864, Congress authorized the establishment of & reserva-
tion for them at the mouth of the Smith River (13 Stat. 40), but, by
the act of July 27, 1868 (156 Stat. 221), the Smith River Reservation
was discontinued and the Indians were removed to the Hoopa.‘Valleg
Reservation to the south, By Executive Order 1495, dated' Marc
11, 1912, Hunters Rock or Prince Island, lym%1 about three-fourths
of a mile north of the mouth of Smith River in the Pacific Ocean, was
“reserved from all forms of disposal and set aside for the use of the
Smith River Indians * * *” The Indians had continued to live
in the vicinity of the mouth of the Smith River, even though their
reservation had been discontinued. o

~ The present acreage of the rancheria was purchased in 1908 for
'$7,200 with funds appropriated by the act of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat.
325-333), and the act of April 30, 1608 (35 Stat. 70-76), which meade
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funds available “to: purchdse for the iise of the Iridians in the State
‘of . California’ * *:* suitable tracts or parcels- of land, .water, and
water rights in the said State ® * * ... . i a0 e U vy
.. 'ThéIndians. at Smith - River :have organized as-thei"Howonquet
Indian ‘CGouncil,: with'-4 formal:land code. This:organization :is not
under.:the -Indian Reorganization .Act, however,: and/ its. primary
furiction is for:the formal: assignment of rancheria lands...; ;7 .. ..
..«People~-There were 163- Smith River Indians-in-the ;ares when
‘their-land 'wasi purchased in 1908.: In-1950; 113 were reported.to beé
living onuthe irancheria. Today; 82: people are living. there. : There
are. 20 :families, 'with 7 persons over: 65 years of age and 12-school-
children;:' ! This is;a close-knit: community, but local: employment
opportuhities are:lacking; and ‘most: of the young people, when they
become wage earners, move -away: from.the trust lands.in order to
earn:alivelthood. 0 1 o 0 ey Voo ey iy
.. Land.—+There are- 163 .acres ‘at-Smith River:in {trust:status. ' The
laiid is'of poor ?'uality, and is'used primarily for-homesites: : Domestig
‘water is pipéd:from the Lopez CGreek, which runs,through-one section
of thie'land:- - United States Highway 101;cuts through-the.rancheria,
and good access is afforded to areas away from theirancheria,.; There
isianeed for inteérnal roads.to the'vaiious homesites. .Thirty-four
assignments have been:made by the council; with a.6-acre parcel
iretained - for- community use -(as ‘a. rock:quarry).’. Andther..}-aore
.tract has been retained as the.community bu?lding site. . The cemeter
is:: on: trust.land; . There ‘are: no .Government, buildings ; at: Sml:ﬁ
River. In previous years, a domestic water.system was.installed;
:and: today there is a lien of $4,500:against the land because. of. this
improvement; . /This system'is badlyiin,need: of complete overhaul
(o -Bupeau services,—Services rendered by the Bureau are limited to
'the -trust. status of the land; no social services are performed by the
‘Bureau for- the people living ‘on the. rancheria. . The children all
‘attend-public school. Health and welfare needs of the Indians are
met. by local offices on the same basis as these services are extended
tonon-Indians, ... . .
Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On December 7,
1956, the Howonquet Indian Council passed a resolution endorsing
a proposed bill to terminate Federal trusteeship over their lands.
They: sent a' copy of this resolution' to Congressman. Scudder ohn
December 11, 1956. They ‘asked that theic lands be surveyed, that
their water and road systems be improved, and that they be given
assistance to form a legal entity to manage the property they wish to
retain in common ownership. They also want the lien against their
land cancoled. . : B o
- Hstimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal. trusteeship.—On Janu-
ary 3, 1957, tho local Bureau officials estimated the following amounts
necessary to meot the requests of the Smith River Indians: '

TRoads (2 miles) .. ... e e e ——————————— - $52,:000

§ I i

o
vt

TN BUPVEYS . L o o et e m e e dmdamm= 1,500
Domestio water 8ystem oo .o cu e ciienencccenmnc e ecmaneaa 15, 000
Legal assistance. .. ... s ot et e e - '600
Appraisal of Property . .o oo e iieam e mnaaan——— o

Programing and planning. ..o coeocccciccecancocaaacacioaaaman-= 1, 500
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.«. . STRAWBERRY VALLEY: S
Bafckbij‘ou}i@ﬂqm'én';tfgqiﬂtrdwb};rry:,Valle'y' Rancheria, Yuba County
In 1914, s half-acre .plot of .ground was. purchased with sppro-
'griype,d;.f.unds for $208.90.,  Title was taken in tho name of the United
tates; of ‘America,, This.is the Strawberry Valley. Rancheria., A,
Mr,: Alex S. Picpyune, has.proposed to buy.this lot himself, but the
local Bureau official at.that, time. offered to L‘pu{l it for, him, Title
was not-taken; in.trust for Mr, Picayune, but he has always been the
sole occupant of this lot. As far as can be ascertained, no other
Indipns claim theland.. ..., : |

. .Mr. Picayune: hag ‘one: daughter,, Mrs. Sophia \W{lman,»;wh,o is
merried; to-a, non-Indian, and.s granddaughter, Josephing Williams,
g}\ose parents are dead. Miss Williams rakes her g_,q.m_c with Mr,
.-This one-half acre:is part of the townsite of Strawberry Valley..
Mr. Picayune built his own home and installed o.well for his use. He,
had ‘dlways made his own way without help from the Bureau, and he,
ig.n respected member of the Strawberry Valley community. Mr.
Pieayunc asked on December 6, 1955, that he be given a {ee patent . to
this land. There are no liens against the lot. %ho -local Bureau. of
Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the following sums would be
needed to transfer the title:™ - - S

Land BUIVEY oo e i cehmme e m e mmam—c—— ;e ——ca—————— $200

Legal assistance . .o oo oL 100

Appraisal of Property. - - -ecocncornrase g r ek e e nm e e 100

Programing and planning..-. .20l . 300

,'f‘.Tot.sl--; :.-~_;.._'.-,.-,..-‘.--....‘...’....';.,,,'...‘. ............. ..- ......... hma . 400

CT J' 1’:"” ‘ - N L A . ey Sl : AT
o ttoy : .. .: . TABLE BLUFF

Batkground data on the Tablé Bluff Rancherid, Humboldt County

. ‘Higtory,~—This 20-acre plot was bought in 1908 for:$3,000 for the
60- Indians reputed .to be living .in the area. at that time. . Appro-,
priated funds were used to buy the land. These funds were made
available under the acts of June 21, 1906 (31 Stat., 325-333), and
April 30, 1908 (35 Stat., 70-76), which provided money ““to purchase
for -the use of .the Indians in tfle_State of California * * * guitable’
triets® or. parcels' of land, water, and water rights in the - said
State * * *» L s s

. People.~In 1933, the number of people using the land had increased
to 75, but at the present time there are 38 people living here. They
comprise 14 family groups with 14 wage earners. All of the children.
of school age attend public school at the town of Lighthouse near
the rancheria. These lpeople have no formal tribal organization, but
they operate informally in making land assignments, There is no
approved current membership roll for these Indians,

Land.—This 20 acres of land is served by 2 county roads, with
access roads maintained by the users of the homesites, The land
serves primarily for rural homesites, but there are some cultivated
family '%ardens. Each assignee has installed and maintains his own
well,  There are no liens against the property because of any former
improvements,
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Sources of income.—The wage earners hete must leave home to
find.work. They work for wages in the lumber industry. and in other
miscellaneous work. If the family needs welfare assistance,"they
receive it from the county on the same basis as other applicants.

Bureau services.—The Bureau renddis no-services to'these pepple
except in connection with the trust status of the land. No improve-
ments on the land were made, and there is no lien against it.* The
local school district receives payments' undér the Johnson-O’Malley
¢o}1:trsii,:t" because of the Indian children who attend their public
schools,” - o .

Aititude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On September 21,
1955, this group asked by resolution that they be given fee title to
their individual tracts after a survey had been made to ascertain the
legal description of each assignment. B : '

Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At that
time, the local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the
amounts needed to effect transfer of title would be as follows:

LANA BUIVBY - o e o e e e e e e e e e e m e e e em e $1, 000
Legal assistance . . .o ccueco oo e mcmce————— —————— P 500
Property appraisal ... oceeeaccnccncceiccnn—- vmman mecevmamme— 5560
Programing and planning. . .. e ice e nemn————- -- 1,500

Total. e dccccaccacceasccrcceseceecnm—————. 3, 550

TABLE MOUNTAIN

Background data on the Table Mountain Rancheria, Fresno County

Hustory.—In 1914, 160 acres of land were purchased for $4,600 in
Fresno County to-establish the Table Mountain Rancheria. There
were 90 Indians in' this vicinity at that time. These lands were
purchased under the authority of the act of August 1, 1914 (38 Stat.
582-589). The Indians living on this rancheria did not accept- the
Indian Reorganization Act.

" People—Today there are 556 people on the Table Mountain Ranch-
eria, consisting of 12 families,” They are a comparatively young
%roup of people, with 32 children (13 of whom are of school age).

here are 10 wage earners. None of the inhabitants are over 60
years of age. There is no approved membership roll.

Land.-—Only part of the rancheria is used for rural homesites, The
remsining acres are steep and rocky, but are used by a non-Indish
under & %razing lease. The rancheria is adjacent to a paved count
road, with access roads leading to the homesites, These access roads
are in need of considerable improvements. The cemetery for this
group is not located on the rancheria land. The people there are
concerned about access to this burial ground. A water system was
developed, but the well went dry and another one is needed. There
is a lien against the land in the amount of $1,055.07 because of the_
water system.,

Sources of income.—These people work at miscellaneous jobs in the
area, mostly in farming, Their incomes are uncertain since employ=~
ment opportunities are definitely limited.

Bureau services.—The Bureau proposes to expend $20,000 to com-

lete the road system. This amount was set up in the 1958 budget.
he Bureau also proposes to improve the water system, These
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,;I;‘nojects are being undertaken because of the trust status of the land.

he Bureau renders no services to these peogle because they are
Indians,: They receive social welfare services from the county and
the State. The Bureau maintains in its Sacramento office an indi-
vidual money account for this group and deposits in its receipts from
the grazing lands ($820). .

Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—On November 4,
1955, this group, through: a resolution, asked that they be given fee
title to theirindividual assignments after the water systems and roads
had been completed. They also asked that the lien against the land
be canceled, . P , |

Estimated cost to }fgect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The local
Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials estimated that the following sums
would be necessary to effect transfer of titles:

Land BUrVeY.cmaecccaccccocccccccccancnccecaciccamcn e e e $1, 000

Domestio water system . o e eeecimce e eeas 3,000

Jregal assistance. o cccincacnccccacaa s emmamem———————— 600

Appraisals.of property. .. ceccocceicccaacdocccanccanacccceaccaacnna 700

Programing and planning.. e cec e ecmaaaalaaeaaol 1,500

Tptal;..x.»a.“.--5;.----.------_.--------...--...-....-.....-._ ------ 6, 700
 UPPER LAKE

Background data on the Upper Lake Rancheria, Lake County

In 1908, 143 acres were bought for the 285 Pomo Indians making
their home at Upper Lake at a cost of $5,000, This land forms the
nucleus. of the present rancheria. Ninety-nine acres were added' in
.1936 and another 159 acres in 1941, under the Indian Reorganization
Act. Each .of these parcels cost $11,000. By Secretarial order of
February 15, 1907, a 160-acre tract was set-aside ‘“as a woodlot for the
Upper Lake Indians until such time as it may be secured to them
either by Executive order pr congressional action.” = Another rancheria
was subsequently. established in 1909 at Robinson for a number of
Upper Lake Indians.. Neither the Upper Lake group nor the Robin-
80D Ifroup,.nmde exclusive use of the woodlot until 1953 when the group
at Upper Lake negotiated to sell some timber on the tract, If pro-
mxf legislation designates the parcel as part of the Upper Lake
Rangcheria there would be'no question of title. This group.is organ-
ized under the Indian Reorgahization Act: and has an approved roil.
The following resolution is quoted to give facts about the rancheria:

“Be it resolved by the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Communiti, Upper
Lake, California, a legal community organization established and
approved by the Secretary of the Interior November 5, 1941.

“Whereas Federal respousibility for administering the affairs of
individual Indian tribes nhould be terminated as rapidly as the cir~
cammtances of each. iribe will permit, This should be accomplished
by arrangements with the proper public bodies of the political sub-
divisions to assume responsibility for the services customarily enjoyed
by non-Indiar residents of such political subdivisions and istri-
bution of tribal assets among the individual members, or to the tribe
as a unit, whichever may appear to be the better plan in each case,
In addition, resgonsibility or trust properties should be transferred
:o thbal Indians themselves, either as groups or individuals, as soon as
easible;: .
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“Wherees it is not right to claim that the tribes being subjected to
‘the termination bill are competent to handle -their own affairs while
the bills vest in the Secretary of Interior final authority to determine
‘in wligt- manner the Indians shall be made to handle their own'afiairs,
" “Now, therefore, the tribal memberfs .of the Upper Lake Pomo
Indian Community, a legal community organized undor tho Reorgani-
zation Act of June 18, 1934, under the corporate name, Uppor Lake
'Pomo Indian Community, has’ worked successfully .in° managing and
financing their business and homes under this organized setup, so
now we beliove wo have advanced to where we are competent enough
to handle our community and individual affairs when released -from
‘under Federal supervision. - ‘ L )
- “I. Membership consists of 76 adults: and children. : Adults 39;
37 children, 11 of these children are entered in the local public schools;
the rest are under school age. R S o
“II. Tribal property consists of.2 parcels of land which total 561
‘acres of land. One parcel of land consists of 401 acres; this is whére
the homesites, farming, and hill pastureland is situated. - There"are
21 homes on this place; 17 are I. R. and R, houses. One¢ member
purchased a small house from the tribe which was included with the
purchase of the property; two other members have built their homes
on house lots approved through the council. All homes aro equipped
with modern inside facilities. The domestic water is piped from two
deep wells which all houscowners share the I‘ight’-(’)away' “and ‘pay
equally accumulated: bills resulting from'usage and repairs, © ¢
“Farmable land consists of approximately 110 acres of land of which
all the land has been assigned -through the eouncil to individual tribal
members who have qualified under the bylaws and '..nd code set up
by the community. Forty-cight acres are planteu . pear traes,
'120 acres in walnut trces; 42 acres are used for seasonal crops and garden
ots. e ,
‘“Hill pastureland consists of approximately 240 acres which is rented
‘on yearly basis for pasture to neighboring farmers or stockowners and
the money is used as a tribal fund, handled through tribal officers of
whom the tribal treasurer is bonded, and the money is deposited in our
local bank. o : o
“The second parcel of land is a 160-acre woodlot, situated approxi-
mately 5 miles north of Upper Lake town, scc. 15, T. 16 N., R.10 W,
SYNEY: EY%SEY Mount Diablo meridian, It is used as & wood re-
gerve for fuel and timber growing. =~ - - R
“In July 1953 we assumed -the responsibility of cutting timber
from & place to build a community building for the tribo; after cutting _
started we were stopped by the area office in Sacramento stating we -
were not owners of the woodlot.  After all these years, thoy have given
us the impression of ownership. We have signeéd through our com-
‘munity executive committee annual liability and asset réport shests
determining valuation and title of property to our tribal organization.
Now it stands as an unsettled question awaiting ownership approvai
from the Secretary of the Interior. ~ .
“TII. The Government roads running through the tribal property
have béen ropaired and -oiled within the year and the council has
approved by a resolution to turn these roads over to-the county,
which now 18 awaiting approval by the county and State for accept-
ance. These roads, we gelieve, are used more by the non-Indian or
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gublic than-the tribe and we believe the care and maintenance should
he the county’s responsibility.. The school buses drive into the res-
ervation for the Indian' schoolchildren, who .all- attend the. public
schools. The county provides bus shelters which consist .of two for
the Indian children. . School lunches are paid for. by the parent or
guardian and those who need assistance are cared for the same as the
non-Indians. Hot lunches.are served. at, the school at a nominal fee.
~ “IV. The older Indians, which total 11, all have and live in I. R.
and R. houses and either receive social security, veterans, or county
old age benefits. . . B P S
. “Now, therefore, be it resolved, to release the enrolled tribal mem- -
bers of the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Community from under Federal
supervision and.to assume- responsibility .like non-Indian residents.
Responsibility of trust property to be transferred over to the members
of our tribal roll of the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Community..
“The above resolution was duly passed and adopted by the execu-
tive committee of the Upper Lake Pomo Indian Community, a duly
elected body to represent and transact business for the _Up?er Lake
Pomo Indian Community, by a unanimous vote of seven for, none
against, at a meeting agsembled at which a quorum, was present on

this 16th day of November 1954, =~ .. .
~There is & licn of $20,568.40 against the lands of the Upper. Lake
Rancheria because of irrigation and domestic water system installa-
tion‘s‘ 'y L . '- ; . el ! ‘- R Lote L BEFR i.-.« o iy
In addition to the above res'pluti,on,,thig'groupfpa.sséd,aQ,resqIﬁtiOn
on September 22, 1955, reiterating their desire for iece title conditioned
upon &n internsl survey, establishment of water rights, cancellation
of liens against the land, and assistance fo form a legal entity to manage
their community property. . . , o N
It was estimated 1 September 1955, by local Bureau of Indian
Affairs’ officials that the following amounts would be necessary to
effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship: .. ..... .

Land survey..ooeccuanncnn- r e e e —— - nemm 83, 500

Legal assistance._ _ oot e a e 2, 500
Water 8ystem o ideem e e —a e —————— 2, 000
Trrigation system . o ecncccccaicaaana -~ 1,000
Establishment of water rights. .. . ____._. e ———— 2, 000
Soil and moisture conservation. ......._ e e e e 7, 300
Property appraisal L. ______ e e e ———— 600
Programingand planning. . _ e eieccmna 5, 000

C TORALL - e e e ——— 23, 800

WILTON °

Background data on the Wilton Rancheria, Sacramento County

History.—In 1924, -38.81 acres were bought for the 150 Miwok
Indians living in this area for $5,000, This is the Wilton Rancheria.
The group is organized under the Indian Reorganization Act as the
Mewwuk-{’ndian community of the Wilton Rancheria, Calif. Their
constitution was approved .on January 15, 1936, and amended on
May 21, 1956. They have no approved charter.

People.—By 1933, the number of Indians living on this rancheria
had dropped to 40, and today 33 make their homes here. There are
9 families: 1 family has 10 children and another has 8. Five of the
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ascignees are childless. This is a comparatively young group, although
2 of the assiﬁnees are over 65 years of age. The 13 children attend
public school at Wilton. There is an official roll of membership
under the Indian Reorganization Act, but it is not current.
Land.—This tract is located near the little village of Wilton along
the railroad tract. The Consumnes River adjoins the tract at the
lower end. There are about 9 or 10 acres of agricultural land which
has been cultivated in the past, but which is subject to floods from the
river. There has been some effort on the part of the local district
or the adjoining landowners, to build a dike to protect the Indian land
as well as the non-Indian land. The residents are served with water
from a domestic well with an overhead tank and underground dis-
tribution system at each of the houses. There is a lien on account of
the water development in the amount of $3,809.47. There has been
no road improvement undertaken, but the Bureau has an item of
$11,000 in the 1958 budget for some internal roads. The rancheria
adjoins a paved highway. , :
Sources of income.—The sources of income for heads of the families
are extremely varied and include work in nearby Government installa-

~tions, farm labor, and miscellaneous wage work. , v
. Bureau services.—The Bureau renders services only because of the
trust status of the land. There are no payments to the local school
district under the Johnson-O’Malley contract. An item of $11,000 is
in the Bureau’s budget for 1958 for internal road construction. These

people receive their social services (extension, law and order, vital
statistics, welfare, etc.) from the county with no distinction being
made because they are Indians, ' ‘ ‘

[ Attitude toward withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—The 10 assignees
on the rancheria asked by resolution dated October 13, 1955, that
they be given fee title to théir assignments after the road system has
been completed, and an internal survey has been made on which'to
base the subdivision, and that the lien against the land be canceled. -

Estimated cost to effect withdrawal of Federal trusteeship.—At that
time it was estimated by the local Bureau of Indian Affairs’ officials
that the following sums would be necessary to effect withdrawal of
Federal trusteeship:

Land survey ... o emecmcmmmcmcscnamcannancaanaas 3800
Domestic water system . ... e menmcecicmcacann- 1, 000
Legal asgistance. . o o aee ceeeimneicemcanccacancaaen- "~ 500
Appraisal of property . .ceccecmacacciiccnencricicem e ccma e « 200
Lievee conBtrustion. .o one e ccncccncccaceccnaccncsacancananan———— 4, 000
Programing and planning. . oo n i e anmnanaanaca e DOO

TOlAl e e e iciccdaecnccccccanmaanmascmemanamnm——a—————— 7,000





