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PUBLIC LAV 85~871
AN ACT

To provide for the distribution of the land and ap-
sets of certain Indian rancherias and reservations in
California, and for other purposes,

[August 18, 1068; H, R, 2824]

Be it enoeted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statey of
fmerica Y Congreds aggembled, That the lands, including minerals, water rights, and
improvemsnts looated on the lands, and other assets of the following rancherias and
reservations in the State of California sghall be diamtributed in zecordance with the
provipions of this Act: Alexander Velley, 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, Lytton, Merk West, Middletown,
Montgomery Creek, Mooretown, Nevada City, North Fork, Paskentm, Plcayune, Finoleville,
Potter Valley, Quartz Valley, Redding, Redwood Valley, Robineon, Rohnerviile, Ruffeys,
Scotts Valley, Smith River, Strewberry Valley, Table Bluff, Table Mountain, Upper Lake,
Wilton,

SEC, 2, (a) The Indians who hold formal or inforwal assignments on each reserva-
tlon or ramcheria, or the Indlans of such reservaticn or rancheria, or the Secretary
of the Interior after consultation with such Indians, shall prepare a plan for distri-
buting to individual Indians the assgets of the reservation or rancheria, including the
assigned and the unassigned lands, or for conveying such assets to a corporation or
other lJegal entity organized or designated by the group, or for conveying such assets
to the group as tentnts in common. The Seoretary shall provide such assistance to
the Indians as 1s necessary to organize a corporation or other legal entity for the
purposes of this Act,

(b) General notice shall be given of the contents of a plan prepared pursuant to
subsection (a2) of this section and approved by the Secretary, and any Indian who feels
that he 1s unfailrly treated in the proposed distribution of the property shell ke glv-
en an opportunity to present his views ahd arguments foxr the consideration 6f the Sec~
retary, After such conslderation, the plan or a revision thereof shall be submitted
for the approval of the adult Indians who will participate in the distribution of the
propexty, and if the plan is approved by a mejority of such Indians who vote in a ref~
erendim called for that purpose by the Becretary the plan shall be carried out, It
is the intention of Congress that such plan shall be completed net more than three
years after it is 'approved,

(c) Any grantee under the provisiona of this section shall receive an unrestricted
title to the property conveyed, and the conveyance shall be recorded in the appvepri-
ate county office,

{d) No property distributed under the provisions of this Act shall at the time of
distribution be subject to any Federal or State income tax, Following any distribu~
tion of property made under the provisions of this Act, such property and any incone
derived therefrom by the distributee shall be subjeet to the same taxes, State and
Federal, as in the case of non-indlane: _Rrovided, That for the purpose of capital

*ng or losses the bace value of the preperty shall be the value of the property when

E!i[(:%ributed to the individusl, corporation, or other legal entity,

o)
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SEC. 3, Before making the conveyances authorized by this Act on any rancheria or
reservation, the Secretary of the Interior is dlreated:

(a) To cause sur¥eys to be made of the exterior or intericr houndaries of the
lands to the extent thaet such Burveys are necessary or appropriate for the conveyance
of marketable and recordable titles to the lends,

(b) To complete any wonstruction or lmprovement required to bring Indian Buveeu
roads serving the rancherias or wveservations up to adeqguate standards comparasble to
standards for similar roads of the State or subdivision thereof, The Secretary is
authorized to contimct with the State of California or political subdivisions thereof
fexr the construction or improvement of such roads and to expend under such contracts
nmoneys appropriated by Congress for the Indlan road system, When such roads are
transferred te the State or lacal gzovermment the Secretary is authorized to convey
rights-~cf-way for such roads, including any improvements thereon,

(c) To install or rechabilitate such irrigation or domestic water systems as he
and the Indlans affected agree, within a reasanable time, should be completed by the
United States,

(d) To cancel 81l reimburasble indebtedness owing to the United States on account
of unpaid construction, operation, and maintenance charges for water facilities on
the remervation or rancheria,

(o) To exchange any lands within the rancheria or reservation that are held by
the United States for the use of Indians which the Secretary and the Indians affected
agree should be exohanged before the termination of the Federml trust for nion-Indian
lands and inmprovements of approximately equal value,

SBC, 4, Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any water right that exists by virtue
of the laws of the tnited States, To the extent that the laws of the State of Cali-
fornia are not now appiicable to any water right appurtenant to any lands inmvelved
herein they shall continue to be insppliccble. wWhile the water right is in Indien
ovniership for a perlod mot to exceed fifteen years after the convoyance pursuant to
this Act of an unrestricted title thereto, and thereafter the applicebility of such
laws shall bhe without prejudice to the priority of any guch right not theretofore
bused upon State law, During the time such State law is not applicmble tho Attorney
Genexal shall represent the Indian owner in all 16egal proceedings, including preceed-
ings before administrative bedies, fnvolving &uch water right, and in any necezzary
affirmative asction to provent adverse appropriation of water which would enoroach up=
on the Indien water right,

SEC, 5. (a) The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to convey without con=
sideraticr to Indians who receive convayances of land pursuant to this Act, or to a
corporation or other legal entity organized by such Indians, or to a public or non=-
profit body, any federally owned property on the reservations or rancherias subjest
to this Act that is not needed for the administration of Indian affaira in California,

(b) For the purposes of this Act, the assets of the Upper lake Rencheria and the
Robinsen Rancherda shall include the one=hundred-and sixty-acre tract set agide as a
wood reserve for the Upper Lake Indians by secreterial order dated February 15, 1907,

(e¢) The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to sell the five hundred and si
ty acres of land, wore or less, which were withdrawn from entry, sale, or other dis-
W
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position, and set aside for the Indians of Indian Ranch, Inyo County, California, by
the Aet of March 3, 1028 (45 Stat, 162), and to distribute the procseds of sale among
the heirs of Ceorge Hanson,.

SEC, 8, The Secretary of the Interior shall disburse to the Indians of the ran—~
cherias and reservations that are subject to this Act all funds of such Indians that
are in the custody of the United States,

SEC. 74 Nothing in this Act shall affect any claim filed before the Indian Claims
Commission, or the right, if any, of the Indians subject to this Act to sghare in any
Judgment recovered against the United States on behalf of the Indians of California,

SEC., 8, Before conveying or distributing property pursuant to this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall protect the rights of individual Indians who are minors,
ron compos mentis, or in the opinion of the Secretary in need of assistance in conwe
ducting their affairs, by caueing the appointment of guerdians for such Indians in
courts of competent jurisdiction, or by such other memns as he may deem adequate,
without application from such Indians, including but not limited to the creation of
a trust for such Indians' property with a trustee eelected by the Secretary, or the
ypurchase by the Secretary of annuities for such Indians,

SEC, 9, Prior to the temrination of the Federal trust relatiomship in accordance
with the provisions of this Act, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to under-
take, within the limits of available appropriations, & special program of education
and training designed to help the Indians to sayn a livelihood, to conduct their own
affalrs, and to aspume their responsibilities ag citizena without special services
bocause of their gtatus as Indians, Sush program may include language training, or-
lentriion in non-Indian cowmunity custams and living standards, vovational training
and related pubjeots, tronsportation to the place of training or instruction, and sub-
sistence during the course of training or imstruction, For the purposes of such pro=
gram, the Secretary is authorized to enter into contracts or agreements with any Fed~
eral agency from undexrtaking any other program for the education and training of In-
dieps with funds appropriated to it,

SEC, 10, (a) The plan for the distribution of the assets of a rancheria or re-
servation, when approvad by the Secretary and by the Indians in a2 referendum vote as
provided in subsection 2 (b) of this Act, shall be final, and the distribution of as~
sBats pursuant to such hlan ghall not be the tasls for any claim againet the United
States by an Indlan who recelves or 1o denled a part of the aseets distributed,

(b) After the assets of a rancheria or reservation have been distributed pursu~
ant to this Act, the Indians who receive any part of puch asgets, and the dependent
members of their immediate familles, shall not be entitled to any of the services per-
formed by the United States for Indians because ©f their status as Indlans, all stat=-
utes of the United States which affect Indians becauge of their status as Indians
shall be inzpplicable to them, and tho laws of the several Siates shell apply to them
in the same manner ad they zpply to othor citlzens or psrsons within their juriedict-
ion, Nothing in this aet, however, shall affect the status of such persons as citi-
zens of the United States,

SEC. 11, The constitution and corporate chartexr adopted pursuant to the act of
June 18, 1034 (48 Stat, 984), es amended, by any rancheria or reservation subjeot to
this Act shall be revoked by the Szcretary of the Interior when & plen is approved by
a majority of the adult Indians thereof pursuant to subsection 2 (b) of this Act,
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SEC, 12, The Becrstary of the Interior i1s authorized to issue such rules end re=-
Bulations and to execute or approve such conveyaneing instruments as he deems ne~
cessary to carry out the provisions of this Act,

SEC, 13, There is authorized to be appropriated not to exceed 7509,235 to carry
out the provisions of this Act,

Approved August 18, 1908,

Mok
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§ 242.1

Titde 25--Chapter I

§ 242,4

SUBCHAPTER V—TERMINATION OF FEDERAL-INDIAN RELATIONSHIPS

SUBCHAPTER V—TERMINATION OF FEDERAL-INDIAN
RELATIONSHIPS [ADDED]

PART 242—CALIFORNIA RANCHE-
RIAS AND RESERVATIONS—DISTRI-
BUTION OF ASSETS

8ec

242.1 Purposs and scope.
24292 Definitions,
2423 Plan of distribution.
2424 Qeneral notice.
249.56 Objections to plan.
9428 Referendum.
2427 Beneficial interest.
2428 Organlzed rancheria or reservation.
2429 Rancheria or reservatlon business
corporation.
2432.10 Proclamation.
AUTHORITY: §§ 242.1 t0 242.10 iasued under

sec. 12 of the Act of August 18, 1088 (72
Btat. 619).

Soumce: §§ 242.1 to 242.10 appear at 24 F.R.
4658, June 9, 1950,

§ 242.1 Purpose and scope.

The purpose of this part 1a to provide
policles and procedures governing the
distribution of the assets of the following
rancherias and reservations in the State
of California: Alexander Valley, Auburn,
Big Sandy, Big Valley, Blue Lake, Buens
Vista, Cache Creek, Chicken Ranch,
Chico, Cloverdale, Cold Bprings, Elk
Valley, Guidivile, Graton, Greenville,
Hopland, Indiar Ranch, Lytton, Mark
West, Middletown, Montgomery Creek,
Mooretown, Nevada Clty, North ¥Fork,
Paskenta, Plcayune, Pinoleville, Potter
Valley, Quartz Valley, Redding, Redwood
Valley, Robinson, Rohnerville, Ruffeys,
Scotts Valley, Smith River, Strawberry
Valley, Table Bluff, Table Mountain, Up-
per Lake and Wilton.

§ 242.2 Definitions.

As used In this part, terms shall have
the meanings set forth in this section.

(a) “Adult Indian” means any Indian
who 18 an adult under the laws of the
State in which he is domiciled.

(b) "Distributee” means any Indian
who is entitled to receive, under a plan
prepareq pursuant to section 3 of the Act
of August ‘18, 1958 (72 Stat, 819), any
nssets of a rancherla or reservation.

(¢) “Dependent members”, as used in
the phrase '"dependent members of their
immediate families”, includes all persons
for whose support the distributee is
legally liable according to the laws of
the State of California and who are re-
lated by blood or adoption or by mar-
riage, including cominon law or custom-
ary marriage, who are domiclled in the
household of the distributee, and who re-
ceive more than one-half of their sup-
port from such distributee,

(d) “Formal assignment” means any
privilege of use and/or occupancy of the
real property of a rancheria or reserva-
tion which is evidenced by a document
in writing.

(e) “Informal assignment” means any
privilege or claim of privilege of use and/
or occupancy of the real property of a
rancheria or reservation, not based on an
Instrument in writing.

§ 242.3 Plan of distribution.

The plan of distribution to be pre-
pared under section 2 of the Rancheria
Act shall be in writing and may be pre-
pared by those Indians who hold formal
or informal assignments on the rancheria
or reservation involved, or by those In-
dians who have or claim to have some
speclal relationship to the particular
rancherin or reservation involved, not
shared by Indians in general, or may be
prepared by the Becretary of the Interior
after consultation with such Indians.
Any such plan must be approved by the
Becretary before submission to the dis-
tributees for approval, Such plan 3hall
provide for & description of the class
of persons who shall be entitled to par-
ticipate in the distribution of the assets
and shall identify, by name and last
known address, those persons to be dis-
tributees under the plan and dependent
members of their immediate family,

§ 242.4 General notice.

When the Secretary has approved a
plan for the distribution of the assets
of a rancheria or reservation, a general

166
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notice of the contents of such plan shall
be given in the following manner:

(a) Service by regular malil, or in per-
san, of a copy of the plan to those who
participated In the drafting of the plan,
and to the distributees named In the
plan.

(b) Service by regular mail, or in per-
son, of a copy of the plan to all other
persons who have indicated by a leiter
addreased to the Area Director that they
claim an interest in the assets of the
rancheria or reservation involved.

(c) Posting a copy of the plan in 3
public place on the rancheria or reserva-
tion, and in the Post Offce serving the
rancheria or reservation.

§ 242.5 Objections to plan.

Any Indian who feels that he is un-
fairly treated in the proposed distribu-
tion of the property of a rancheria or
reservation as set forth in & plan pre-
pared and approved under § 242.3 may,
within 30 days after the date of the gen-
eral notice, submit his views and argu-
ments in writing to the Area Director,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, P.O. Box 749,
Sacramento, California. The Area Di-
rector shall act for persons who are
minors or non compos mentis if he dnds
that such persons are unfairly treated
in the proposed distribution of the prop-
erty. Such views and arguments shall
be promptly forwarded by the Area Di-
rector for consideration by the Secretary.

§ 242.6 Referendum.

After consideration by the Secretary
of all views and arguments, the plan or a
revision thereof, and a notice of a refer-
endum meeting, shall be sent by regis-
tered malil, return receipt requested, to
each distributee. Thereafter, the Becre-
tary shall cause a referendum to be held
at a general meeting of the distributees,
at the time and place set forth in the
notice of the meeting. Any adult Indian
distributee may indicate his acceptance
or rejection of the plan by depositing his
ballot in a ballot box at the meeting place
or by malling his ballot to the Area Di-
rector, Bureau of Indian Affairs, P.O. Box
749, Sacramento, California, clearly
marked on the envelope the rancheria or
reservation referendum for which the
ballot i8 being submitted. All ballots
which are malled shall be posted so as to
be recelved at least two days before the
date set for the referendum meeting.
Ballots received thereafter shall not be

Title 25--Chapter [

§ 242, 9

accepted. At the close of the meeting
all ballots shall be counted; and if the
plan is approved by a majority of the
adult Indian distributees, it shall be final
and shall take effect on the date
approved.

§ 242.7 Beneficial interest.

Upon approval of a plan or a revision
thereof by the Secretary of the Interior,
and acceptance by a majority of the
adult Indlan distributees, the distribu-
tees listed in the plan shall be the final
list of Indians entitled to participate in
the distribution of the assets of the
rancheria or reservation and the rights
or beneficial Interests In the property of
each person whose name appears on this
list shall constitute vested property
which may be Inherited or bequeathed
but shall not otherwise be subject to
alienation or encumbrance before the
transfer of title to such property.

§ 242.8 Organized rancheria or reser-
vation.

When a plan for the distribution of
the assets of a rancheria or reservation
organized under section 18 of the Indian
Reorganization Act (26 U.S.C. 476) shall
have been approved and adopted at a
referendum held for the purpose, the
governing body of such constitutional
rancheria or reservation shall cause a fi-
nal financial statement to be prepared,
including a certificate that all the obliga-
tions and debts of said rancheria or
reservation have been liquidated or ad-
Justed and that all the assets have been
or are simultaneously therewith conveyed
to persons or groups authorized by law
to recelve them which may include any
organization under State law. The con-
stitution of the group shall upon recelpt
of a satisfactory certificate of completion
be revoked by the Secretary.

§ 242.9 Rancheria or reservation busi-
ness corporation.

When a plan for the distribution of the
assets of a tribal business corporation
has been approved and adopted by a ref-
erendum held for the purpose, the Board
of Directors, or equivalent, of such Indian
business corporation shall cause s final
financial statement to be prepared and
submitted to the Area Director, includ-
ing a certificate that all the obligations
and debts of said corporation have been
liquidated or adjusted and that all the
assets of such corporation have been or

167
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are simultanecusly therewith conveyed
to persons or corporations authorized by
law to receive them. The charter of the
group shall upon receipt of a satisfzctory
certificate of completion be revoked by
the Secretary.

§ 242.10 FProclamastion.

When the provisions of a plan have
been carried out to the asatisfaction of
the 8ecretary, he shall publish in the
FroxaalL REcISTER & Proclamation declar-
ing that the speclal relationship of the
United States to the rancheria or reser-
vation and to the distributees and the
dependent members of their immediate
famlilies is terminated. The proclama-
tion shall list the names of the dis-
tributees and dependent members of
thelr tmmediate familles who are no
longer entitled to any services performed
by the United States for Indians bacause
of their status a3 Indians.

168
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IN REPLY REFER TO:
Tribal Programs

UNITED STATES 103.3
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

— BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
Sacramento Area Office

P. 0. Box 749
Sacramento 4, Califor,

Al AL
Comnissioner, Bureau of Indian Affairs

Washington 25, D. C.
Attention: Legislative Associate
Dear Sir: Commissioner

Inasmuch as Mooretown Rancheria has been the subject
of correspondence between you and Congressman Engle and since
there is the possibility that the rancheria may be added to the
Rancheria Bill, the following information is furnished.

Mooretown Rancheria is located about one and one-half
miles from the town of Feather Falls in Butte County, California.
It consists of two eighty acre tracts, one-half mile apart. The
eastern tract was purchased in 1915 from the Central Pacific Rail-
way. It is presently occupied by Mr, Fred Taylor who, according
to the enclosed statement, has lived continuously oan the rancheria
gince prior to its purchase by the Federal Goverament., The second
house on this tract belongs to Mr. Taylor's step-daughter, Mrs. Katy
Archuleta, who presently lives in“the neighboring town of Oroville
but whose non-Indian husband, and occasionally some of their children,
continue to occupy the house.

The wastern tract, which was set aside by Executive Order
of June 6, 1894, has been occupied for the past eighteen years by
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Jackson. Mr. Engle's letter to you of March 18,
1958, refers to a letter of February 4, 1958, written on behalf of
Mr. .Jackson by a son-in-law, Herman Steidel. Enclosed are copies of
a letter written in 1954 and on January 9, 1958, also in Mr. Jackson's
behalf.

Both portions of the rancheria are presently served with
adequate roads. Both the Taylor and the Jackson homes have electri-
city and obtain domestic water from good springs which have been
developed and are pumped to the houses. Both residents have rights
to irrigation water from a ditch crossing the rancheria. Both Mr.
and Mrs. Jackson and Mr. Taylor receive 0ld Age Security payments
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from the Butte County Welfare Department., The exterior boundaries
of the rancheria were surveyed by this office in March of 1954,
The land 18 used primarily for home sites and 1is not arable axcept
for & small garden plot adjoining each house, Should title to tha
rancherig be transferred fto the resident occupants, no particular
problems or difficulties are foreseen except the possible need for
internal surveys., A work sheet such as was furnished for other
rancherias in the group is enclosed,

Sincerely yours,

oy B

Arsa Dirvector

Enclosures 5
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Septenber 15, 195¢

United States

Department of the Interior
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Sacramento Area Ofiice
Sacramento 4, California

Dear osirs:

In reference to Public Law &5-671, we, the uvnuersiznei,
ize our reasons for asking for a clear fee s’ male title iur
land we are oczupying,

I, Robert lJackson and my wife Ina Jackson, have Ilv-
locretown Rancheria as sole residents for nineteen . .

At tie time we took un our residence here, trervc
srzll cabpin in run~-down couzdition on tre Dlz:e.
Arv recalrs sc tlat we could live In it. Thors
fruit trees in neglecied condition thatl regiv. ren

mae e srodrves oy in.

e T rvgg etill

to wors b thet L)
r

to .ane improv .o s Taosbarlen .
over trs yo=Tg / plemled o T
lT:vcoe corden a vead Tro,
d ¢ Yoo S TR - il v
. o .
1 ! . L 1
k]
b3 T A L " .
L o * .
~ F ' .
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As early as 1948, when we first contacted the Bureau of Indian
Affairs in reference to securing a trust patent, the former
area director, Walter Vochlke, gave us the right to make im-
provements, and assured us they would be safe.

Therefore it has been our hope for years to one day have clear
title to the land we occupy, that we could rest assured vJe cwn

our home and to protect our investments and labor we have expended
here.

Sincerely yours,

Sizn-z@ﬁ{g_/]’t

Sopert

Signed (.) 'qi__)é]_ﬂ .ﬁl L
Ina Jacnsoﬁ;

Writlea oy gﬂi%f;aﬁﬁf/

“ermen 5

2706 Fay VWay
mwnﬂe,

'

AN
N
FATTR I SRSt S
aliZorris
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March 15, 1959

W
y

=2 s'\
Lt 8
LEaL Qorm = .
?ir-: 6‘3 |
United States “ SN
Department of the Interlor N
Bureau of Indian Affairs e

Washington 2§, D.C.

‘\\

Dear Sirs:

In reference to Public Law 85-671, under section 2, we, the under-
signed, summarize our reasons for asking for a clear fee simple
title to the land we areoccupying.

I, Robert Jackson and my wife Ina Jackson, have lived here on
Mooretown Rancheria as sole resid«nts for nlneteen years.

At the time we took up our residence here, there was omly a small
cablin in run-down condition on the place. We made necessary reépairs
so that we could live in it. There were also a few fruit trees in
neglected condition that required much work to make them produce
again.

As I was still able to work at that time, we saved and started to
make improvements. We started a new house which we completed over
the years. We also planted new fruit trees and cleared a large
garden area and fenced 1t in.

During our years here we also had electricity brought in to the
place and had our house wired. As there were interruptions in our
supply of water, we had ic build a small reservoir and install a
pressure system. Thils supplies water to our house.

Two years ago we added a bathroom to our house and had butane gas
installed which we use for cooking and the water heater.,

All this has been accomplished through our own means over the years.
We have endeavored to make a home for ourselves according to the
best of our means and ability, without any help.

As early as 1948, when we first contacted the Bureau of Indian
Affalrs in reference to securing a trust patent, the former area
director, Walter Wochlke, gave us the right to make improvements,
and assured us they would be safe.
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Therefore it has been our hepe for years to one day have clear
title to the land we occupy, that we could rest assured we own
our home and to protect our investments and labor we have expan-
ded bhere. :

Sincerely yours,

Signed éﬁ ﬂ &M"“
Rob=rt J¥ck=on
Slgned /4

Ipa J son
Mooretown Indian Rancheria
Feather Falls, Star Route
Oroville, California

) »
Prepared - %gﬁ?ﬂhéy rlféiidé?éﬁ

an Steidl 4
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Tribal Programs
3492-59

FILE COPY

SURMAME:
Mr, Robert Jackson --—Mh
Moarstown Indi.n R:acharia

Fuathsr Falls, Star Route I
Oreville, C.lifernia

- .
—-———

Dear Mr, Jacksen:

We know that you «ad ysur wife are conc rned over the di:-
tribution of the assets of the ioorctown rancheria. Let u; rea:-wre
you that yeu will not lose any of the inveatirents you huve irade on this
land, There are other Iadians who are claiming certain portions of
one of the two sighty-ucre plote which oruke up the rancheriu, but we
de nat think their claims imvolve any of the interests you hive on thi-

preperty.

111 of the Indians who have any interest on the roncheria
must make o plan for the distribution of the land, This plun must be
approved by the Secretary of the Interior and ..ccepted by everyoae
who will receive s purcel of the land, U the Indian: need sny help
in n.:king the plen, ocur Ares Director im Sacran «nto has besn given
the suthority to ansist tham, We mu:t h:ive the dietribution plan sent
te us for study before we canm determine -whether th: proposed distri-
butisn of the land is eguitadble,

PFWalz:bgm 3-27-59

We are sending Mr, Leonazd M, Hill, the Area Dirsctor,
a copy of your letter of Mareh 15, He will assist you 2nd the other
Indi«ns of the rancheris in making your plan Af you feel you need his
help. ¥e w.nt to assure you 2ndi your wife s1g:in thal your iaterests
at Moorctown will bs protected.

Sincerely yours,

Commissioner

[ ot fiie
cc: AD, Sacramento Fern to
350 ‘ Branch of Tribal ]

Fragrams

— -

BIA Suraame
Chrony
Mailroom
Holdup .

4= aciar - m em——y

OARBON FOR INDIAN QFFICE
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A PLAN FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THE ASSETS OF THE
MOORETOWN RANCHERIA, ACCORDING TO THE PROVISIONS OF

PUBLIC LAW 85-671, APPROVED AUGUST 18, 1958

The Mooretown Rancheria ' is comprised of 160 acres located
in Butte County, California. The two parcels, one-half mile apart,
are described as follows:
Parcel No., 1. Nk of ME%, Scction 22, T20N.,
R6E., M.D.B.& M. This parcel was set aside by
Seerctarial Order Junc 12, 1894,
Parcel No. 2. Nk NEY%, Section 23, T20N.,
R6E., M.D.B.&M., was purchased in 1915 under the
1906-1508 Acts.
Both parccls were obtaincd for the landless Indians of Galifornia,
Parcel No. 1 has been the home of Robert Jackson and his
family for many years, and they have been generally recognized as
the only people holding formal or informal agsignnents there, Their
children are grown and have not lived on the parcel for several years.
Robert and Ina Jackson are the conly Indians now living omn this parcel.
Parcel No. 2 has been the home of Fred Taylor and his fanily
for nany years, and they have beon generally recognized as the only
people holding formal or informal assignments there. His fanily is
grown and is not dependent upon hin, He has a stcp-dasughter, Katie

Archuleta, who has built a house on the parcel and makes her home
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there. Mr. Taylor and his cihildren would like for her to have
Lot No. 1 of parcel 2, twenty acres west of the railroad in the
northwest corner of the eighty acres, as her share of the parcel,

A timber survey made by the Bureau of Indlan Affairs in
Deccuber, 1958 shows an approxinate volume of 1,774,215 feet of
slerchantable timber, Parcel No. 1 has approximately 486,936 feet
and parcel No. 2 has approximately 1,287,279 feet, Both parcels
are rocky and relatively stcep and used for homesites,

Land parcel No, 1 has a live spring 200 yards cast of
the house site that furnishes an ample supply of donestic water,
A pressure pump was installed by the distributee. Irrigation
water is available from the ditch that crosses the property at
the northwest corner above the road.

Parcel No. 2 has an acdequate supply of domestic water
available from a punp-operated well and from a small stream that
flows through the eastern half of this parcel. No additional
water developnent is necessary. A railroad track crosses the
pxoperty and a good sawnill adjoins the property to the north,

Parcel No. 1 has a paved road crossing the northwest
corner and a graveled road crosses the parcel leading from the
paved road, Parcel No. 2 has a graveled road crossing about the
center in a north and south direction. All fanilies have adequate

ingress and egress and no further road development is necessary.
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The exterlor boundaries have been surveyed and cormers
established. Intericr surveys will be required for parcel No. 2.
There are some funds on deposit to the credit of the
rancheria in the United States Treasury. They do not have a con-
stitution or charter and no Government buildings are involved,
There is no lien against the property for unpaid operation and
naintenance water charges.
The Indians listed herein are recognized as the only
Indians of the rancheria who hold formal or informal assipnments
and are entitled to share in the distribution of the property.
No minors will reccive deeds in the distribution cf the real
estate, All distributees are fully advised of the opportunity
to participate im the vocational training program afforded by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs and none has indicated any interest.
The Indians of the Mooretown Rancheria desire terain-
ation under the provisions of Public Law 85-671 and request that
the Bureau of Indian Affairs undertake the following actions.
1, Furnish each distributee the approximate value of his
or her lot at the tine of conveyance.
2. Make such surveys as are necessary to convey a merchant-
able and recordable title to each lot,
3. Divide the funds that are on deposit in the United States
Treasury to the credit of the Mooretown Rancheria as follows:

3/8 Fred Taylor
1/8 Katie Archuleta
1/2 Robert Jackson
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4., Convey to individual Indians, according to this plan and
the maps attached hereto and made a part of this plan,
unrestricted title to the lands constituting the Moore-
town Rancheria. Title will be subject to existing rights~
of-way, caseuents or leases and will include such mineral

and water rizhts as are now vested in the United States,

The distributees and the dependent nenmbers of their immediate
fanilies who will receive title to individual lots and a share of the

funds involved are:

PARCEL LOT

NAME NO. NO. RELATIONSHIP BIRTHDATE ADDRESS

Robert Jackson 1 Distributee 1882 Feather Falls
Star Route
Oroville, California

Ina Jackson Wife 1876 Sane

Katie Archuleta 2 1 Distributee 1899 Feather Falls,
California

Fred Taylor 2 2 Distributee 1881 Feather Falls,
California

Upon approval of this plan or a revision thereof by the
Secretary of the Interior and acceptance by a majority of the adult
Indian distributees, as provided in Section 2(b) of Public Law 85-671,
the distributees and the dependent menbers of their irmediate fanilies
listed in this plan shall be the final list of Indians entitled to par-
ticipate in the distribution of the assets of the Mooretown Rancheria,
and the rights or beneficial interests in the property of each person

whose name appears in this list shall comstitute vested property which

4
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may be lnherited or bequeathed but shall not otherwise be subject to alien-
ation or encumbrance before the transfer of title to such property.

After the assets of the Mooretown Rancheria have been distributed
pursuant to this plan and Public Law 85-671, the Indians who receive any
part of such assets and the dependent members of their innediate families
shall thereafter not be entitled to any of the services performed by the
United States for these persons because of their status as Indians. All
statutes of the United States which affect Indians because of their status
as Indians shall not apply to them and the laws of the several states shall
apply to then in the same manner as they apply to other citizens or perscns
within their jurisdiction. Nothing in this plan, however, shall affect the
gtatus of such persons as citizens of the United States,

The Area Director will cause the appointment of such trustees,

g uardians or conservators as he may deen adequate to protect the interests
of individual Indians participating in the distribution of assets according
t o this plan, as provided in Scction B of Public Law 85-671.

All provisions of Public Law 85-671 shall be applicable in the
execution of this plan and general notice of the contents shall be given
by posting a copy of this plan in the post office at Feather Falls, Butte
County, California, by posting a copy in a proninent place on the Mooretown
Rancheria, by pailing a copy to the head of each individual family partici-
pating in this plan and by mailing a copy to any person who advises the
Sacranento Area Office that he feels that he may have a material interest

in the plan.
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Thie plan has been prepared by the Area Director, Bureau of
Indian Affailrs, Sacramento Area 0ffice, pursuant to the authority delegated
on February 26, 1959, aud after consultation with the Indians of the Moore-

town Rancheria.

Approved, with authority retainegd Fiaal approval of Secewctary of the
to revise or change if appears are Interior givea on October 13, 1959,
received within 30 days after gen-
eral notice to this plan is given, Accepted by distyibutees in a
referendun by majority vote,
H. REX LEE Effective date of plan is
Cormigsicner Octaber 2%, 1959.

Date July 21, 1959
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4-15-06
Dear Lineal Voting Members,
ARE YOU AWARE OF:

Grabowski’s report contains numerous errors both in fact and in law,
Anthropologist fee & Attorneys retainer/fees is near % million dollars.
A 90 page report sent to Washington D.C.

Our Trust land is in question for our Casino.

Inquiries from the National Indian Gaming Commission.

A 116 page report on Ethnohistory & Membership of the M/R.
Danger of the Burdicks & Willaims lawsuit against the BIA.
Constitutions contains wording “ distributees and/or dependent
members.”

PN AN

A few members beside the council are aware of what s occurring and the
council has not come forward with this information of the cost and problems
they started by illegally reclassifying the Martin family. Nothing was reported
to the members at our 1-21-06 Lineal meeting. No financial reports handed
out to members. Our Tribal laws state we are to have financial reports from
them. Our April Lineal meeting will be this Saturday. Hopefully this letter
will inspire the council to report to the members as should be with financial -
reports and respond to the 8 issues stated above.

A CAN OF WORMS WAS OPEN AND WE NEED TO CLOSE IT.
12-14-04 This all started when the council hired Grabowski & Associate
“to do a proper genealogy.”

2-18-05 The six Tribal Council members illegal Log Cabin meeting, they
met to read the Fax copy of ‘Documentary Review Summary
Conclusions: Ina Davis Martin Descendants’, with four (all na
grandchildren) Tribal Council members left out.

3-16-05 The reclassification of the Martin family to adoptee status without

due process of law.
{llegal clections oceurred and Tribal laws broken.)

3-29-05 At a Tribal Council meeting, the council agreed for a Independent
Contractor Agreement between our Tribal Aftomey and




Grabowski, so, “any work performed would then be protected
under the Attorney — Client privilege umbrella.” Hum/

The Grabowski report interpretation of the ‘Plan for the Distribution”
presented to the tribe was never accepted by many of the lineal members. Her
opinion and legal conclusions on this Federal Document, was also contested
by Attorney Michael Harvey at a hearing for the Martins, when Mr. Harvey
verbally told her, more than one time, “you cannot say that! You are not an
attorney.” '

The continuation of spending Tribal money for Attorney after Attorney to
prove the Martin family was legally reclassified by Tribal Law, has not been
done. Two Attorneys already gave their legal opinion and they no longer work
for the council. Now new Attorneys are hired to strategize new ways to show
the council did not break our Tribal Laws and they have not found that legal
loophole yet! All of this started approximate 1'% years ago and the cost the
council is costing the tribe due to their belief in the Grabowski report is
getting near % million dollars. This spending of our Tribal money to protect
them must stop! A mistake was made due to the information given to the
Tribe. Put these Lineal Members back in where they belong!

1-06-06 Jon Velie, Attorney for the Martin famuily sent a 90 page report to
Washington D.C. to three Federal Offices. Bureau of Indian Affairs,
National Indian Gaming Commission, Office of Indian Gaming
Management. Stating violation of Tribal Laws, Indian Civil Rights,
and our Revenue Allocation Plan.

Our Trust land is now being question by these offices and they are looking

" into the situation the council has put us in. Senators are aiso reviewing

Mooretown papers. Do you want to wake up one day and find our Casino shut
down! Cur assets frozen! Well! I don’t! NIGC has the power to do it.

The council and attorneys have this information, yet most of you have not
been informed of what is happening. The council continues to work behind
closed doors, closed sessions, keeping us in the dark, traveling to and fro,
spending tribal money like there is no end to it. AND are you one of the
members who do not question or concern yourself with our Tribal business.
(this is a shame) We need a handout/mailed financial statement every month from
the council on their spending of Tribal money.




In this 90 page report was an Affidavit of Heather A. Howard Ph. D. (there was
11 pages of credentials) She is a Antropologist and Ethnohistorical Researcher,
hired by Attorney Velie to conduct research on the historical documentary
evidence pertaining to the lineal members and to comment on the Grabowski
report. I have enclosed the 3 page report of hers for you to read. Dr. Howard
found the report inaccurate, selective and prejudiced. Grabowski offers a legal
reevaluation of official documents which is beyond the scope of her training.

4-07-06 A 116 page report of “Ethnohistory and Membership of the
Mooretown Rancheia, by Heather A. Howard Ph.D.

It took me 2 days to read this report concerning our tribe, due to the fact 1
enjoy the genealogy and historical history of old Indian families and our
ancestors. Some of you may already have a copy while other don’t. T will
send you a copy if you call me. The report is well written, with information on
the bottom of the page where she found the information. Her findings are from
all 4 founders and lots more. But! what needs to be said here is she shows us
the errors and misrepresentations of the Historical Record in the Grabowski
Report. She disagrees with the Grabowski report concerning the ‘Plan of
Distribution.” Dr. Howard states Ina was a distributee in every way and she
goes on to show us why. When Grabowski gave a legal opinion of Ina as a
dependent member and stating Ina was not a “real” distrubutee, her
declaration by making these erroneous assertions, causing harm to the subjects
of her report, violates the AAA Code of Ethics.

The Burdicks and Williams lawsuit against the USA; BIA, was resubmitted in
Federal Court. Their lawsuit centers around the ‘Plan of Distribution List.’
BIA denies any involvement in deciding Mooretown’s membership. Attorney
Chappabitty claims otherwise. In this report on page 31, shows very damaging
information for our tribe. It states how the BIA was urge to restored tribes to
confine their membership to the lineal decendants of the distributees and
dependent members. .. ..

Have you ever seen the 1915 Census? That is what they want us to use for our
Lineal Membership. IF they should get a hold of this information in this report
and IF they should succeed we will have over 1000 Lineal Voting Members.

(the can of worms is destroyving us)

In conclusion, I am sending you clippings from our 3 Constitutions. The
family members who was involved in the 1% Constitution would have surely
have seen a copy of the ‘Plans of Distribution.” Gary’s letter dated 4-19-05




stating, “uvncovered new information regarding our history- new information
on the original distributees...... ” is a damaging statement for the tribe. The
Rurdicks and Willaims lawsuit states the BIA told us how to set up our
membership and our members are saying “we never seen this document.!
Statements like this is very bad for our tribe. Someone betier step forward and
state they remember and seen and used this document in our Constitution.

'73

The clippings for the Constitution will verify the Martin family was illegally
reclassified. They are Lineal Members as we are. We need to put them back
in. .

The clipping from November 21, 1987 Constitution.

Article [Tl MEMBERSHIP — . — — -+ ———=m——m
. ARTICLE TII - MEMBRERBHIP

SECTION 1. Menbership in the Mooretown Rancheria shall consist

of all persons living on the effective date of this
Constitution who were listed as distributess and dependent
members of their immediate families in the Flan for

Distribution of the Assests of the Mooretown Bancheria as

ARTICLE VELECTION S bl

’éﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁ 1. Votex Qﬁalificatign; 21l enroclled members ofl

Mooretown Rancheria twenty-—-one {21} years of age OT older,

other than members adopted into the Tribe, regardiess of

¥ w ER B s
_ residence, are ggaizfieﬁivmﬁ@rse Persons adopted into the

Tribe who are not lineal descendents of original distributees

or dependent members shall not have the right to vote in trival

ﬁiéﬂiiﬂnﬁw

January 2, 1999 Constitution

_ARTICLE 1 MEMBERSHI®
SECTION 1. Lineal Members shall consist of the following:

e ]

P 12visl,

(a) lndividuals who are direct lineal descendants of Kate Archulei:
Robert Jackson and Ina Jackson, who were listed as distributess in
Distribution of the Assets of the Mooretown Rancheria as recorded in the
datsd August 1; 1961, '




ARITICLEIVELECTIONS . ——— —
ARTICLE IV - ELECTIONS

SECTION 1. Voter Qualification. All enrolled lineal members as defined in Article TL,
who have reached the age of 21 years, regardless of residence, shall have the right to vofe
in tribal elections. These members shall be referred to as Lineal Voting Members. Persons

adopted irto the Tribe who are not lineal descendants of original distributees or dependent
members shall not have the right to vote in tribal elections.

—May 14,2005 Constitution—— - — - — —
ARTICLE IT MEMBERSHIP

SECTION 1. Lineal Members shall consist of the following:

(2) Individuals who are direct lineal descendants of any of the following three
(3) persons listed in the 1958 Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) Plan for Distribution:

Kate Archuleta
Fred Taylor
Robert Jackson

ARTICLEIVELECTIONS - -
~“ARTICLE IV - ELECTIONS

e —

SECTION 1. Voter Qualification. All enrolled lineal members as defined in Article 11,

who have reached the age of 21 years, regardiess of residence, shall have the right o
vote in tribal elections. These members shall be referred to as T meal Voting Member
Persons adopted into the Tribe who are not lineal descendants of original distributess o

L E: :
dasis UL

)

—

dependent members shall niot have the right to vote in tribal elections.
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AFFIDAVIT OF HEATHER A. HOWARD, Ph.D.

1. I, Heather A, Howard, Ph.D., being duly sworn, do hearby state as follows: I am an
anthropologist and ethnohistorical researcher with eleven years of experience studying North
American Indian history and culture, with a particular emphasis on issues of Native community
formation and membership. I have published articles and edited books on these and related
topics (see Vitag).

I have been retained as an anthropological expert by Velie and Velie, attorneys representing the
descendants of Ina Jackson, members of the Mooretown Rancheria, in connection with issues
arising from a report prepared by Grabowski & Associates, LLC, entitled Documentary Review
of the Lineal Membership of the Mooretown Rancheria (hereafter referred to as the Grabowski
report). [ have been asked by the descendants of Ina Jackson represented by Velie and Velie to
conduct research examining the historical documentary evidence relevant to the lineal
membership of the Mooretown Rancheria, and to comment on the Grabowski report in light of
this research. The following statements of fact and opinion are based upon my preliminary
analysis of the documentary evidence supporting the Grabowski report.

2. The current constitution of the Mooretown Rancheria states that the lineal members of the
Mooretown Rancheria shall consist of “Individuals who are direct descendants of Katie
Archuleta, Fred Taylor, Robert Jackson and Ina Jackson, who were listed as distributees in the
Plan for the Distribution of the Assets of the Mooretown Rancheria as recorded in the Federal
Register dated August 1, 1961.” Robert Jackson and Ina Jackson were husband and wife. The
current constitution of the Mooretown Rancheria does not specify that Robert Jackson and Ina
Jackson’s direct lineal descendants be restricied to the children born of their marital union, which
occurred in 1916. Children born to either of these individuals before or during their union are
their “direct descendants.” When Robert and Ina Jackson married in 1916, Ina Jackson had
children from a previous marriage. These children are her direct lineal descendants. '

3. Ina Jackson is listed as a distributee in the Federal Register dated August 1, 1961 on equat par
with the other distributees named to receive the assets of the Mooretown Rancheria. In the Plan
for the Distribution of the Assets of the Mooretown Rancheria, drawn up in 1959, Ina Jackson is
listed as a distributee, who is also referred to as the “wife” of Robert Jackson. Termination
policy required that the named distributees vote on the Plan for the distribution of rancheria
assets. In the case of the Mooretown Rancheria, Fred Taylor, Katie Archuleta, and Robert
Jackson voted to accept the Plan. Ina Jackson did not vote on the Plan. However, this was not
inconsistent with the elderly couple’s pattern, in which Robert Jackson spoke or wrote on his
wife’s behalf. Robert Jackson was aged seventy-seven and Ina Jackson was aged eighty-three in
1959, Other examples of Robert Jackson’s correspondence, in which he explicitly states that he
is writing on his own and his wife’s behalf, demonstrate this pattern, which is also consistent
with the general socio-cultural context of gender relations for the time period and for the age of
the couple. Those who did vote on the Plan, accepted that it named Ina Jackson as a distributee.



The Grabowski report ignores this context and gives a less than holistic representation of these
facts in order to conclude that Ina Jackson was not a real distributee of the Mooretown
Rancheria. The Grabowski report makes the leap from an ethnohistorical report to a quasi-legal
argument that Ina Jackson should not be considered an ancestor from whom members of the
Mooretown Rancheria can trace lineal descent.

Nothing in the documentary evidence I have reviewed related to tracing lineal ancestry, nor in the
historical record of circumstances surrounding federal termination of the Mooretown Rancheria
in 1959, supports this contention. It was in 1959 that the list was generated of the four
individuals to whom the assets of the Rancheria were to be distributed. A preliminary analysis of
these documents does not show that the four distributees, and that Ina Jackson in particular,
should be treated unequally. Ina Jackson’s relationship with the federal government was
terminated in the same way it was for Robert Jackson, Katie Archuleta, and Fred Taylor.

4 T found that the Grabowski report did not fulfill its stated goals in‘a fair and comprehensive
manner. The introduction to the Grabowski report states the purpose is to provide analysis of all
the current lineal members of the Mooretown Rancheria. I found that instead the Grabowski
report presents a biased focus on the lineal members of the Mooretown Rancheria who descend
from Ina Jackson. Only a cursory examination of the records pertaining to the family lines of
Katie Archuleta and Fred Taylor is provided. Ialso found substantial errors in the representation
of Robert Jackson’s history. Information, which is available in the public record but often
accessible only to professional researchers, is presented in the Grabowski report in a partial
manner which appears to have purposefully excluded significant facts pertaining to the Robert
Jackson and Ina Jackson family lines, while exaggerating others. To my knowledge, the subjects
of the report — the descendants of Ina Jackson — were not given an opportunity to review or
participate in the preparation if this report, while the descendants of the other families discussed
were consulted.

5. Based on my examination of the Grabowski report and its supporting documents, 1 conclude
that the Grabowski report is inaccurate, selective, and prejudiced in its representation of the
documentary evidence. The Grabowski report is based on an ill-conceived social analysis of
gender relations, which is not evenly applied to all the subjects of the report, and which is
conflated into legal opinion. The Grabowski report offers a legal reevaluation of the official
documents upon which the Mooretown Rancheria was terminated and restored, and upon which
the Bureau of Indian Affairs was required to act. These are legal pronouncements which fall
outside the functions of an ethnohistorical report and are beyond the scope of the research
question the Grabowski report set out to answer. 1 have also studied the documentary evidence
pertaining specifically to the history of Ina Jackson and find that she was listed as a distributee in
the Plan for the Distribution of the Assets of the Mooretown Rancheria as recorded in the Federal
Register dated August 1, 1961. I found no historical evidence that would lead to the conclusion
that she or her lineal descendants should be treated exceptionally from the other three distributees
and their lineal descendants.




I, Heather A. Howard, Ph.D., declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
correct.

EXECUTED on the 22 dayof X Qunufary 2006.

U&\\@

~ Heather A. Howard, Ph.D.

Subscribed and sworn to me this_ 3¢ _day of &g‘% 2006.

#'Jﬁfmm%“
ﬂ%ﬂpﬁﬂsdaﬁimz

Notary Public
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