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I. THE SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

A, F_ED_ER'AL LEGISLATION

i ' The matter of the termination of federal trusteeship over Indians
has been discussed for many years. However, the present program
" seems to be the result of House Concurrent Resolution 108, 83rd Con-
gress, First Session, which reads as follows: :

‘Augusf; 1, 1953.

.. WHEREAS, It is the policy of Congress, as rapidly as possible, to make the Indians
within the territorial limits of the United States subject -to the same laws and
entitled to the same privileges and responsibilities as are applicable to other citizens |
of the United States, to end their status as wards of the United States, and to grant
‘them all of the rights and prerogatives pertaining to American citizenship ; and
‘WEEREAS, The Indians within the territorial limits of the United States should
sume their full responsibilities as American citizens: ’
‘Now, therefore, be it’" : :
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ‘concurring), That it is
eclared to be the sense of Congress that, at the earliest possible time, all of the
hdian tribes and the Individual members thereof located within the States .of
slifornia, Florida, New York, and Texas, and all of the following named Indian
ibes and individual members thereof, should be freed from Federal supervision and
ontrol and from all disabilities and limitations specially applicable to Oregon, the
‘Menominee Tribé of Wisconsin, the Potowatamie Tribe Indians: The Flathead
ribe.of Montana, the Klamath Tribe of Kansas and Nebraska, and.those mermbers
“the Chippewa Tribe who are on the Turtle Mountain Reservations, N. Dak. It is
rther declared to be the sense of Congress that, upon the release of such fribes
d ‘individual members thereof from such disabilities and limitations, all offices of
e Bureau of Indian affairs in the States.of California, Florida, New York, and
as and all other .offices .of the.Bureau.of Indian Affairs whose primary purpose
as to .serve sany Indian-tribe or individual Indian freed:from Federal supervision
':’should be abolished. It is. further declared to be .the semse of Congress .that the
i+Secretary .of the Interior. should examine all existing legislation dealing with such
dians, and treaties between the Government of the United States and. each .such
ibe, and report-to Congress at the .earliest practicable date, but not later than
anuary 1, 1954, his' recommendations for such legislation as, in his judgment, may
be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution.

"ATTEST :

Lzre O. SNADER,

Clerk of the House of Representatives.

ATTEST : .
o --J. Marx TRICE,

- Secretary of the Senate.

. On August 15, 1953, there was approved Public Law 280, 83d Con- .
gress, which in substance terminated federal jurisdiction over ecivil
 litigation and criminal prosecution and conferred this jurisdiction upon
“ the State of California with certain exceptions set forth in the statute.
A copy of this enactment is attached as Appendix ‘A’ to this report.
- Pursuant also to the foregoing resolution there was introduced at the
last session of Congress a series of bills generally referred to as the
‘. “Bmmons Bills”’ (named for the Commissioner of the Bureau of Indian -
Affairs, Department of Interior). These bills seek in a variety of ways
to terminate the ‘“ward’’ status of Indians in the several states. The
effective date of the termination differs in each state and various other

(15)
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conditions ‘are set forth depending upon the problems peculiar to a
particular area. :
Tnsofar as California is concerned S. 2749 and H. R. 7322 were com-
panion bills terminating federal ‘supervision of Indian affairs in this.
State. Joint hearings on these bills have been held by the respective:
committees on March 4 and 5 of 1954 and a tramseript of the hearings’
printed by the Government Printing Office (§44734). ‘_
There are attached hereto as Appendices ‘“B’’ and ““C’? the follow-
ing: (1) eopy of H..R. 7322 and S. 2749; (2) an analysis by the Office
of the Legislative Counsel of the proposed bills. By separate letter. the
same office has suggested several problems which will confront the State
of California upon the enactment of the proposed federal legistation,
as follows: v '

It appears to us that the problems that will confront the State upon -federal’
withdrawal can be broken down into the following two categories: B

A. Impact Upon the Indians - R .
. In general, the enactment of the proposed bill will result in the . removal of
federal restrictions on California Indians, particularly with respect to land trans-
actions. It will also result in the discontinunance of certain services ‘presently
rendered to the Indians by the Federal Government, primarily in the fiélds of
education, welfare, health, and agriculture. ‘The Indian will then be in the same '
position .as any other citizen of the State. N . ) oo
Upon federal withdrawal the State must decide whether the Indian is to “become -
2 ward of the State, as he was a ward of the Tederal Government, or whether he
is to be treated in the same manner as other citizens of the State. The ‘problem i§ -
then whether the State should continue .to give special aid to the Indians, and ‘if so,
to what extent -and in what manner. . ) Co e o
B. Impact Upon ihe States and Counties *. Lo ool g o
(1) The Federal Government at present pays ‘various school :districts +a " sub-
vention designed to help needy-Indian children take full advantage -of the publie .
educational institutions. ‘We ‘cannot say -whether the termiination of:-this subvention

will have any serious financidl consegquences' on the State. - - -~ e EETE

(2) While it is ‘true ‘that numerous .counties -now -extend general assistance to
all “indigent Indians who are legally resident therein, other counties refuse:to-do
so on the theory that this is the responsibility of the TPederal Government. Thefe
is littledoubt but that federal withdrawal “will impose an additional- obligation on
those latter counties. . . : T
~ (8) The Tederal Government offers gratituous medical service and hospitaliza-
tion to Indians. It also provides a certain amount of agricultural guidance and
assistance to .Indians. -Whether or not the State should continue to provide such
services is a matter to be considered. : T

(4) The Federal Government now -construets and maintains the roads in Indian
country. No county has as yet assumed full responsibility for the maintenance of
such roads. Federal withdrawal undoubtedly will have an effect in this field.

(5) Tmportant stands of commercial timber.are located on certain Indian :reser-
vations in Oalifornis. The disposition of this timber presents a difficult techniecal,
economic, social and administrative problem. . .

(6) Trrigation and water projects on Indian lands are now maintained, at least
in part, by the Federal Government. What the State’s policy will be -with respect
to such projects is as yet unknown. ’ L : o .

(7) Many problems may result from the transfer of property. presently -owned
by the Federal Government to the Indians. For example, dué to the fact that the
Tederal Government has, up to now, recognized commonlaw marriages between
Indians, which the State does not recognize, a serious, problem -as to the inheri-
tance of Indian property may result. ’ . ) o

* Our information is taken from the “Program for the Termination -of Indian Bureau
Activities in the State of California,” prepared by the California Indian Agency
in 1949. We do not believe that there has been a great deal of change in Indian
Problems since this publication was issued.
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We believe than an investigation of considerable scope would be required in order
.- to determine the full extent of these problems and others which might exist. We
- also believe that, as part of this investigation, it would be necessary to consult
. with the Indians themselves and with other interested groups. :

Tn addition the matter has been considered by the Office of the
- Attorney General of California. The following comments from that.
" office indicate his views:

Mwo features of the present bill seem to me to be quite objectionable :

(1) The bill provides that certain of its provisions become operative at specified
- dates after its enactment. For example, Section 7 (2) provides that all restriction
on alienation -of land owned by mot more than one Indian shall be removed -six
. months after passage of the act. On the other hand, the bill reguires that many
. things be done by the Secretary of the Interior before the Indian properties are
:-in shape to be transferred. In his report to Congress the Secretary stated :

_%Tn order to .carry out the provisions of the proposed bill and to place the
reservations in a’ satisfactory condition prior to termination of Tederal -super-
-vision; additional jnvestments will be needed in road, jrrigation, and soil con-
servation facilities. Moreover, the termination program, which involves the

. preparation of final rolls, reservation plans, and land surveys, cannot be com-
pleted within the time specified in the proposed bill by the ‘present ‘staff of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs.” : i

Congress should either pace the operation of the bill to accord with the ability
~of the Interior Department to perform its administrative funetions, or, alterna-
; tively, Congress. should accompany the present bill with sufficient appropriations
“in order to permit the Interior Department fo meet the deadlines established. in
he bill. In its present, unworkable form California will have thrust upon it legal
bligations which it simply cannot discharge because of the absence of administra-
tive preparation for the furnover on the part of the Interior Department. .
& (2) Section 9 (a) of the bill provides that all Indian lands shall be tax exempt
or five years after the turnover of property to the Indians, or during the minority
¢ infants, or-during the lifetime of Indians now fifty years of age or older. "This
rovision will affect: California property estimated -to be worth some’thirty mil-
ons of dollars. I am advised that no comparable provision is contained in ‘the
+x or seven other withdrawal bills now before Congress whieh provide for Federal
withdrawal from Indian .affairs in other states. Such discrimination against Cali-
ornia certainly deserves an explanation not presently available. o o
(8) Amother point of concern to the State in ‘Section 6 (a), which authorizes,
1 permissive language, the Secretary of the Interior to provide ‘reasonable assist-
ance to Indians in the formulation of plans for disposition and management” of
their property. It is recommended that this provision should be made- mandatory.

The -Attorney General has also submitted a .comprehensive letter.on
the subject which is-attached hereto. as. Appendix ¢“D.”" ‘
The California Legislature has adopted several resolutions on the sub-

. SEMNATE JOINT RESOLUTION No. 29—RELATIVE TO THE AMERICAN lNDlAN.“

Tiled with Secretary of State May 18, 105L. . o
i WHEREAS, The American Indian has, on numerous oceasions, demonstrated his
worth and value as an American citizen; and . .
. WHEREAS, He has participated in the wars in which his Country has engaged, and
‘lias served her ably and with distinction, receiving many citations for valor and
:'jbattleﬁeld courage; and :
7., WHpREAS, He has grown in political and civie stature and understanding so as to
~“demonstrate by his conduct, both in war and in peace, that he is deserving of United
States citizenship without any diminution, restriction,.or exception whatsoever ; now,
:therefore, be it R
" Resolved by the Senate and AssemDly of ithe State of California, jointly, That the
“Legislature of the State of California respectfully memorializes the President and
the Congress of the United States to dispense with any and all restrictions, whatever
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their nature, whereby the freedom of the American Indian is curtailed in any re-.
spect, whether as to governmental benefits, civil rights, or personal conduct; and be
it further :

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be hereby directed to transmit copies
of this resolution to the President and Vice President of the United States, to the
Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Representative
from California in the Congress of the United States.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION No. 29-—-RELAT|NG TO THE WELFARE
OF THE lNDIAN$ OF CALIFORNIA
 Tiled with Secretary of State, April 30, 1953.

WrEREAS, Remedial congressional legislation is urgently needed for the benefit of
the Indians of California on several subjects, some of which are now before Congress
represented by bills and other bills are being drafted which deal with the following
subjects : .

A Dbili, H.R. 1063, by Congressman Poulson «“To amend title 18 United States Code
entitled “Crimes and criminal procedure,” with respect to state jurisdiction over
offenses committed by or against Indians in the Indian country, and to confer on the
State of California civil jurisdiction over Indians in the State.”

A Dbill, H.R. 2974, by Congressman Phillips “Tg add to the revised roll of Indians
of California certain Indians who made application for enrollment within the time
fixed by law, and for other purposes.” ’

A bill, H.R. 2976, by Congressman Phillips "‘To authorize leasing of restricted - -

Indian lands in the State of California for public religious, educational, residential,
business, and for other purposes requiring the grant of long-term leases.” '
A bill, “To facilitate termination of federal supervision over Indian affairs in
California.” : T . B
A bill, “To authorize traveling expenses and pay to delegates representing Indians
in California from funds in the treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Indians of California” ; now, therefore, be it o o
Résolved by the Senate and Assembly of the State of Culifornia, jointly, That the
Legislature of the State of California hereby memorializes the Congress of the United
States to enact .remedial legislation for the .purposes‘ herein enumerated; and be. it
further . : R . "
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Semate is directed to transmit copies of this
resolution to the President and Vice President of the United States, to the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, to the Secretary of the Interior, to the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs, to the Chairman of the Senate Committee on Interior- and
Insular Affgirs, to the Chairman of the House Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs, and to each Senator and Representative from California in the Congress of
the United States. ’

: ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION No. 38—RELATIVE TO THE TERMINATION OF-AUTHORlTY
OF THE BUREAU ‘OF INDIAN AFFAIRS IN CALIFORNIA -
" Piled with Secretary-of State, June 15, 1958.

‘WHEREAS, American Indians, who are citizens of the United States of America,
generally remain subject to numerous restrictions on their activities, particularly
with respect to land transactions, promulgated and enforced by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs; and - . .

Wazreas, The Bureau of Indian Affairs has outlived its usefulness, though its em-
ployees, understandably alarmed by the prospect of unemployment, regularly engage
in strenuous efforts for self-perpetuation in office; and C

‘WerrEas, The State of California is able to provide for the well-being of American
Indians, as it does for other citizens, by laws of general applicability ; now, therefore,
be it . C

Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of the Staie of Californis, jointly, That the
Legislature of the State of California respectfully memorializes the President and
Congress of the United States to take such steps as are necessary to effect a termina-
tion of the authority of the Bureau of Indian- Affairs, particularly in the _State of
California ; and be it further ' :
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1" Resolwed, That the Chief Clerk of the Assembly is hereby directed to transmit
{ copies of this resolution to the President and Vice President of the United States, to
{“the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Representative
| from California in the Congress of the United States.

‘:_.SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION No. 4—MEMORIALIZING CONGRESS AND THE PRESIDENT OF
" THE UNITED STATES TO REFRAIN FROM TERMINATING FEDEREAL CONTROL AND PRO-
TECTION OF INDIAN RESERVATIONS

Adopted in the Assembly March 81, 1954 and in the Senate April, 1954.

- WHEREAS, There are presently before the Congress of the United States three bills,
g, 2749, S. 2515, and H. R. 7322, which would affect Indian tribes, bands, groups,
. and individual members thereof in California by abolishing the Bureau of Indian
L’ Affairs of the Department of the Interior, by removing federal guardianship, and by
! terminating supervision over Tndian property; and

i Wx=erpas, The ‘American Indians conveyed their property to the United States
. Government in exchange for the promise of perpetual federal protection and certain
. other benefits; and : i : ' N

% WaxaEereas, The Tederal Government set aside certain of the. ancestral homelands
© of the American Indians for their perpetual use and enjoyment; and =

WEEREAS, Federal control and protection of Indian reservations has served to pre-
pare the American Indian for transition to a different way of life by continuing on
the reservations a culture deeply. cherished by the Indians and at the same time per-
mitting tribal members to leave a reservation when they so desire; and .

 WHEREAS, There are 117 separate Indian reservations in California upon which
40 tribes of American Indians reside; and ' o

WaEREAS, These tribes vary widely in their educational level, and social and eco-
nomic development and many of them would suffer greatly if federal control and
protection of their reservations was terminated ; and :
£ WaEREAS, The State of Oalifornia is nmot prepared to take over control and pro-
tection of the Indians within its boundaries with the results that termination of
federal protection will mean that many tribes that are not sufficiently .developed
economically to fend for themselves will suffer greatly; and )

“WHEEREAS, Federal control and protection of the Indians should be gradually with-
drawn as each tribe reaches the proper cultural development to assume respomsi-
bilities for its members; and

WaEREAS, The Legislature of the State of California has not and does not seek to
terminate federal control and protection of the Tndians; now, therefore, be it :

Resolved. by the Senate and Assembly of the State of California, jointly, That the
Legislature of the State of California respectfully memorializes the President and
% the Congress of the United States to continue federal control and protection over the
American Indians within California ; and be it further
| . Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate of the State of California is authorized
¢ to transmit copies of this resolution to the President of the United States, the Presi-
dent of the Senate, the Speaker of the House 'of Representatives and to each Senator
and Representative from California in the Congress of the United States.

The views of the former Governor of California were referred to in
" the testimony at the hearings on the bill by quoting the following letter
. dated May 9, 1952 and to Mr. J oseph O. Chandler, State Representative
' of the Governor’s Indian Council:

Dear MR. CEANDLER : This is in answer to your telephone call concerning S. 3005,
dealing with the Bureau of Indian Affairs in the State of California.

T am unable to obtain any letter signed by Governor Warren concerning the bill,
because of the fact that he is out of the State and will not be available before the end
of next week. . .

You are familiar with the general view of the Governor that it is most desirable to
extend full citizenship rights to the Indians in this State as soon as it may practically
be done. It is the. Governor’'s belief that our Indians should as rapidly as possible be
removed from the disabilities of a form of guardianship and incorporated into the
body of our pjxtizenship on a basis of equality.
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Mhe Governor has not had an opportunity to make a personal study of this in-
dividual bill, inasmuch as Le has been traveling 2 great deal of the time since the
reports of his departments have been made available to him, * % *

James H. Qakley, Ixecutive Secretary. .

The Honorable Goodwin J. Knight, the present Governor of Oalifor-‘
nia, has expressed his opinion of the proposed legislation to Senator
Thomas H. Kuchel as follows:

SrarTk of CALIFORNIA, GOVERNOR'S OFFICE.
SACRAMENTO, March 17, 1954.
Hon. Tronmas H. KUCHEL,
United States Senator,
Senate Ofice Building, Washington, D. C. .

Dear ToMMY : The congressional committees on Interior and Insular Affairs are
currently considering S. 2749 and H. R. 7322. These bills relate to the complete with-
drawal by the Federal Government from the administration of Indian affairs in
California. :

As you know, the California Legislature memorialized the Congress to this end
and the present bills were drafted by the Department of the Interior pursuant to
House Concurrent Resolution No. 108, dated June 9, 1953.

I think it can fairly be stated that California supports the broad objectives of the
present. bills. However, my attention has been directed to certain features of these
bills which appear to me to be detrimental to the present interests of California.

Tirst, it is provided that certain provisions shall become operative at specified
dates after enactment. For example, section 7 (a) provides that all restriction on
alienation of land owned by not more than one Indian shall be removed 6 months
after passage of the act. On the other hand, the bill requires that many things be
done by the Secretary of the Interior before the Indian properties ave in shape to be

_transferred. In his report to the Congress the Secretary of the Interior statéd:

“In order to carry out the provisions of the proposed bill and to place the
reservations in a satisfactory condition prior to termination of Federal super-
vision, additional investments will be needed in.road, irrigation, and . soil-con-
servation facilities. Moreover, the termination program, which involves the
preparation. of final rolls, reservation plaus, and land surveys cannot be com-
pleted ‘within the time specified in the proposed bill by the present staff of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs.”

In these circumstances the effect of the bills in their present form must necessarily
be to thrust upon California legal obligations which it will ‘be unable to discharge
. because of the absence of administrative preparation for the turnover on the part
of the Interior Department. Congress should either pace the operation of the bills to
accord with the ability of the Interior Department:to perform the necessary admin- .
istrative preparatiom, or, in the alternative, Congress should accompany the present
bill with sufficient appropriations in order to permit the Interior Department to meet
the deadlines established in the bills. . L L .

Secondly, the tax-exemption features of the bill appear to unreasonably discrim-
inate against the State of California. Section 9 (a) provides that all Indian lands
shall be tax exempt for five years after the turnover of property to the Indians, or
during the minority of infants, or during the lifetime of Indians now 50 years of

- .. age or older. This provision ‘will ‘affect California property estimated to be worth

some"$30 million. I am advised ‘that no comparable provision is-contdined in the'6
or T other withdrawal bills now before Congress which provide for Federal with-
drawal from Indian affairs in other States. Such discrimination against California
certainly deserves an explanation mot presently available, in the absence of which
this provision should be opposed. Aside from its discriminatory features it would
seem that there is a serious question of the constitutionality of such a provision.

* Another péint of concern to California is in section 6 (a), which authorizes, in
permissive language, the Secretary of the Interior to provide reasonable assistance
to Indians in the formulation of plans for the disposition and management of their
property. It is recommended that this provision should be made mandatory upon the
Secretary. Planning for the changeover is a prerequisite thereto and a part of the
present obligations of the Federal Government. In view of the imadequacy of the
present staff of the Secretary of the Interior to prepare for the changeover, I am
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. I would greatly appreciate your taking appropriate steps to fully protect the
interests of California in the formulating of this epochal legislation. You may be
“aware of other features of the present proposal which require some modification. If
2iso0, I would appreciate an expression of your views in order that I may be of help
“and assistance to you.
& For your information, the senate interim committee on Indian affairs of the legis-
““]ature is taking steps to insure that the State will be in a position to discharge its
;- obligations when and if the proposed withdrawal occurs. .
. Senator Fred Weybret, chairman, and the members of his committee, are formu-
.lating a program which, I am sure, they will communieate to you in due eourse.
With kind personal regards, I am, '
Cordially yours,

GoopwIN J. KNIGHT, GOVERNOE.

B. PROBLEMS PRESENTED TO THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

. As indicated in the opinions of the Attorney General and legislative
“counsel, the State of California is faced with very substantial prob-
“lems in connection with the proposed federal legislation. It is believed
"to be the duty of this committee to aid in their solution. v

. At the outset it should be stated that it is clear that the decision as
'to’ whether federal supervision over California Indians is to be termi-
‘nated is the sole responsibility and prerogative of the Federal Govern-
‘ment. It is only in the event that the decision to terminate is made that
-the interest of the State of California appears. Thus, it was believed
-that this committee should neither investigate nor conduct hearings on
‘whether supervision. should be terminated, On the contrary, the com-
‘mittee determined to limit itself to a study as to how termination is to
"be effected if the Federal Government determines to do so. . .
‘ However, by the passage of House Concurrent Resolution 108, the
United States. Congress has already indicated that ‘‘* * * at the
"earliest possible time, all of the Tndian tribes and the individual mem-
_bers thereof located withi the State (s) of California * * * ghould
be freed from federal supervision and control. * * *7 Therefore, it is
' believed to be the obligation of the State of California to as promptly
a8 possible present its official views a§ to the circumstances under which
_such termination would not cast an undue burden on the State or its
' political subdivisions. Furthermore, it is deemed to be an obligation
“of the State to all of its citizens, including Indians, to require that
foderal withdrawal be accomplished in an orderly manner with as few
- dislocations and hardships as possible. : : :

Some of the questions which present themselves are as follows:

1. Is the State of (alifornia going to assume guardianship of the
Indians or does federal withdrawal conclusively establish that they are
_competent to conduct their own affairs in the same manner as other
citizens of this State?

9. What will be the exact financial effect on local school distriets
| when federal aid for the education of Indians is withdrawn?

. 3. What will be the extent of increased welfare benefits, if any, re-
. quired to be paid by the political subdivisions of California to indigent
" Indians upon federal withdrawal? o
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4. What additional expenses, if any, for hospitalization and medical -
benefits will be incurred by the political subdivisions of California upon
federal termination? ’

5. Are the roads on and traversing Indian reservations completed
and of such a standard as could be accepted for maintenance by local
and state highway departments? :
6. Are the irrigation and water projects construeted for Indian use.

economically feasible when operated without federal aid or are there
apt to be wholesale foreclosures on the land subjected to liens for these
purposes? '

7. Should the State of California agree to real property tax exemp- .
tions for Indians over 50 and under 21 years of age?

8 Can the Indian tribes in California prepare the tribal rolls within :
six months from the effective date of the act and are adequate funds
available to accomplish this result? , i

9. Are the rules and regulations for eligibility for tribal enrollment
already established by the Secretary of the Inmterior in such a clear .
manner as to permit adoption and if not so established~how long will
it take after the effective date of the act to provide such rules? '

10. Have rules and regulations of general applicability been adopted
" to provide the circumstances under which tribal or other property not
- occupied by tribal members will be allocated to actual occupants or

otherwise. : ‘ _ ’ :
11. Do the Indian tribes and members have sufficient funds and
legal assistance to formulate and decide upon plans for the disposition
of tribal property ? If assistance is to be provided by the Department of
the Tnterior are funds available and is assistance from the department
in this manner acceptable to the Indians? .
12, Are funds available for the preparation of maps and the con- :
ducting of surveys in the event an Indian tribe desires a division of ©
- tribal land into individual parcels? ok
13, What provisions have been made and funds allocated for the
disposition of the heirship cases now affecting California Indians. This +
would appear to be particularly pertinent as to lands which will be
freed from restraints on alienation five years from the effective date .
of the act and which will become taxable. Thus, it is conceivable that
a given parcel would be taxable and salable except for flaws in the .
title created by heirship problems and before such flaws are removed, -
the equity in the property could be lost. , ‘ :
14. How shall real and personal property held by the Federal Gov-
ernment for the benefit of the ‘‘Indians of California’’ be distributed? -
15. How is the personal property such as funds from the sale of tim-
ber, ete., held by the Federal Government for the benefit of certain
tribes to be distributed ? : :
16. What legislation needs to be adopted by the State of California
to validate Indian marriages of all types? '
17. What relation does the validation of Indian marriages have to
the pending heirship cases? _ '
18. As to land owned by Indians over 60 years of age and as to
land owned by Indians determined by the Secretary of the Interior to
be unable to conduct their own affairs, what is the effect of a statutory
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restriction against alienation without the consent of the State of Cali-
fornia and what agency of the State is competent to make these deter-
minations? What are the rules for determining inability to conduct
their own affairs, i. e.,.is the normal test of incompetency to be used
subject to the same rules of evidence, etc.?

- +-19. What is the constitutional effect of Federal prohibition against
state taxation of land within the State?

. 90, What will be the exact cost t0 the State of California by the pro-

. yisions of Section 9, Subdivision D- prohibiting further expenditure of

. federal funds for Indians in California? . _

. i'91 “What water rights or cases involving water rights are now exist-

ing involving Indians which will affect the State of California and in

: what manner and through what agency are these matters to be pro-

i ‘cessed oo :

99. What are the financial and other effects, if any, of excluding por-

ns. of reservations from the applicability of the act as provided in °

‘Rection 282 _
C. PROGRAM OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Tt"should be noted that the Bureau of Indian Affairs has plans of
kind or another to at least partially solve some of the questions
ned above. The question arises, however, as to how complete this
ram is and whether the details as planned by the Department of’
Tnterior are acceptable to the State of California. :
There is also another serious problem and that is, whether within the
limits specified, the Department of the Interior can solve all of
the problems arising by virtue of the bills. As part of the same question
does the Department of Interior have the funds to accomplish this job?
s feared that both of the above guestions must be answered in
ative. '

s, the Secretary of the Interior has stated: A

rder to carry out the provisions of the proposed bill and to place the reserva- -
0 n 2 satisfactory condition prior to termination of federal supervision, addi-
onal.investments will be needed in road, jrrigation, and soil conservation facilities.

oreover, the termination program, which involves the preparation of final rolls,

seryation plans, and land surveys, cannot be completed within the time specified

he’proposed bill by the present staff of the Bureau of Indian Affairs.

+ therefore is clear that bills in the form of H.R: 7322 and S. 2749
- simply unworkable without being supplemented by additional
ds. Furthermore, in the opinion of this committee more than addi-
funds will be needed to accomplish the results desired. In the
ew. of this committee a more practical and realistic pattern will have
be adopted if federal supervision over Indian affairs is ever to be
sfactorily terminated. : :
“an’ example it has been stated that there are more than two
600) matters in heirship status. No estimate
- Cal. D attorneys required to conclude these .
~cases but it appears safe to assume that under the operating restrictions
: f a government department regardless of the number of employees
~.-added to the staff it will take years to bring these cases to a conclusion
 particularly if they are compounded by additional deaths. ‘
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Also there is the complicated land ownership pattern. A representa-
tive of the Department of the Interior in testifying on the, bill made.,-_

the following statement:

I would like to point out that our primary problem in Wlthdmxmnﬂ from the State“
of California is the complieated land ownership pattern. We have approximately 117.
different reservations or rancherias. The ownévship of those lands is extremely com- -

plicated. In some instances it is not clear who the lands were set aside or purchased

for. In other instdnces, the particular band that the land was acquired for has’

moved off and a different set of Indians have moved on. We have the problem of

determining the ownership as between the.persons that actually occupy the lands . -

and have been using them and improving them over the past few years.as against

all of the Indians of California. In other words, it is a very, very complicated land -

ownership ploblem

In my opinion, it is the most comphcated in the Bureau of Indian A{Ialrs ‘I thmk.;

you gentlemen will agree that is saying guite a bit.

The same witness also testified as follows:

On the reservation trust property. We have very.little mformatlon .on the 412

public domain allotments. Most of them are unoccupied; because they are in jsolated.>

areas with no water and no opportunities for employment., * * ¥

It would .appear sound -to note that in -order to solve these ‘‘compli-
cated land problems’’ some recognized legal pattern will have to be
adopted by someone sometime. In addition, whatever. further informa-
tion is required in connection with the 412 public domain allotments
will have to also be obtained. Whether the California rules of adverse
possession and prescrlptmn can be utilized is problematical, nor does

this committee have any information as to any alternative legal patterns :

which are to.be followed in-disposing of these problems.

Furthermore, in:counection with.annual operating costs 'and federal

health programs the following testimony ds pertinent:

i

¥ * * Qur staff is made up of about 150 full-time employees and dbout 50 part- f

time employees. We operated on an annual budget for Fiscal Year 1958 of $1,713,000.
In 1054, it was a little higher, because of .the increase in construction funds. Qur

health program is about a half-million dollar program which includes the operation
of two.hospitals, .one-at Fort Yuma and one at Hoopa Valley, costing. about .$138,000 =

per year. TB:-treatment accounts for about one-half of the. total allotment for health.

- The nombureau hospitalization accounts for. about $242,000.

Representative Berry :.Are your TB patients treated.in your state hospltals'?
"My Hill'? The TB ‘patients are ‘treated prlmanly ‘at two -hospitals in which the

Bureau of Indian Affairs has an interest. Back in the thirties there were constructed

two tuberculosis sauitoria, ome in Fresno Gounty and one in Placer County. The
Indian Bureau cooperated with the local people in constructing those hospitals and
have-an ‘interest of 49 beds in one and 50 beds in another.

Representative Berry: Flow are they compensated -for patients?

Mr. Hill: We pay-a per diem cost .to the hospital for the patlents hospltahzed
I would like to point out, however, that -most of the treatment given in those hos-
pitdls is for out-of-State Indians: The funds are allotted to us just for convenience.
They are mostly Navajo, Papago and out-of-State Indiams. In other 'words, the
division of the cost between the California and out-of-State is-as follows for all
TB care. For California Indians in 1953, we spent about $90,000 -and for out-of-
State Indians about $152,000. We have contracts with the State and local govern-

ments for psychiatric care, for public health, and we have three contract physicians -:'.:
located -around the State. 'We have no public health personnpél on our staff, nor
any other personnel -except the persommel at the .two hospitals and our very small -

area medical staff.

Representative Berry: Would the State or the' counties: invelved be Wllhn"' to"

talse over the obligation of those California Indians requiring hospitalization? The
$90,000 that you spent, would the local governments or the State or ‘both be willing
to take over that obligation?
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Mr. Hill: Many of the counties have alveady taken over the obligation. Wé have
only 8 counties comprising the more populous areas—when I-say populous I mean
where there is a concentration of Indians—where we spend most of that money.
In those 8 counties where about $287,000 of the expenditure is made. In about
17 counties we spent only $35,000. I think in those 17 counties, the county would
‘he willing to take over. I think some of the others they might. We have been
working in that direction, attempting to get the local counties to take over the
- health job in all the counties. We are attempting to get out of the health business
~in the State as fast as we can and have had negotiations with several of the county
| boards of supervisors to that end. . e

- Here again it appears that negotiations with counties have not been
|"completed nor as far as is kmown have there been negotiations com-
pleted with any state agency to assnme all or any substantial portion
-of these problems. Presumably; the contracts between the. Federal Gov-
-ernment and the State and local governments for psychiatric care and
public health would terminate on the effective date of the termination
of federal supervision. What substitute financing will be available from
ny source is not yet known to this -committee. - e

Congressman Engle, at the Congressional Committee hearings, raised
‘another interesting problem as follows: U

. Do you think as a legal matter the Federal Government can hand-the people
‘of California the Indians and tell them to Jool after them when that has tradi-
_-tionally been the Federal obligation? It would occur to me that a bill like :this
ight need an act from the State Legislature to prevent a lawsuit that would go
‘to the Supreme Court of the United States. I just have grave doubts as to -whether
‘or not the Congress of the United States can walk up and toss this out of the
‘window, 'so to speak, hand this obligation to the local taxpayers of the State;:with-
‘out- some- ratifying or accepting legislation on behalf of the State of California.
ave you given any consideration to that? : PRSI

Certainly, it would appear to this committee that an agreement be-
ween the State of California and the Federal ‘Government specifying
the details as to the termination of federal supervision would be desir-
ble and it seems equally clear that state legislation in many flelds will
ave to supplement the plans of the Federal Government. -

Congressman Engle has also raised additional questions with regard
o the rolls to be adopted under this bill in the following language: ..

% % % T potice in this bill you call for a new roll. Why do you do that in the
ight of some 25 years of work with the rolls of the Indians of -California, starting’
n 1928% Is it your idea that this new roll will simply be an elaboration to some
. extent, or will merely transpose over snto the Tederal Register for announcenient
the list of names which have been secured under the act of 1928, the act of 1931, the
i act of 1948, and the new one, if it goes through, would permit-you to complete the
i applications now pending, or do you intend to reopen the whole business, and go
¢ through all that again? ‘ :
Mr. Sigler: Mr. Congressman, .may 1. answer that question on the rol1? I would
! like to male it clear that the 1928 roll and the amendments to that roll pursuant to
* later acts is concerned exclusively with one subject, and that is the judgment fund.
Those Indians in California who have an interest in the judgment fund are not en-
rolled according to any tribal scheme. They need not be a member of a tribe at all.
Bringing that problem down to our present time, when we start disposing of
tribal trust property, we must have a tribal roll. The judgment fund roll is not a
tribal roll. It is a roll of all Indians who trace their ancestors back to a particular
. date. So it is impossible to use that roll for our present purpose. Not only that, but
' there are many people on that judgment roll, some thirty thousand-odd, and some of
: them have no interest in the trust property. For that reason we must start with
* tribal rolls. There are some tribal rolls in existence. They are not up to date. They
must be brought up to date before we can terminate our trust property.




25 years.

" through the. whole long interminable difficult procedure, because you get Indians
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Representative Engle: I appreciate that, but tribes consist of individuals and the
individuals are on the 1928 rolls and succeeding rolls; therefore, it seems to me it
would be merely a reshufling of the roll into tribal chunks rather than a rehashing
of the whole business from the beginning. It seems, in short, that the roll now estab-
lished as far as individuals are concerned, could be the basis of constituting and
establishing the tribal rolls. I do not know whether that is the fair way to do it or
not, but I ask you that guestion because I can see you will be another 10 years
getting the rolls straightened out. )

Mr. Hill : We must finish the rolls under this bill within a much shorter time than

~ that.

Representative Engle: I know what you must do, but you never do it. I was the
author of the 1948 act and ‘we put a time limit on it to keep the Bureau of Indian
Affairs from monkeying around with the situation for 10 years. They ran out of time
and are right back and we are going to be soft-hearted and maybe soft-headed and
extend it in justice to the Indians. I do not think we ought to go back over the whole
thing again after we have been fussing with the roll of the California Indians for

Representative Berry: Would you suggest that the Congress define an Indian in
QCalifornia? ) i o

Representative Engle: We have tried to do that. We tried to do that in the 192§
roll, because the Indians of California were entitled to this judgment. Therefore,
every fellow who had any claim at all wanted to get his oar in as far as the cash’
money was concerned. I cannot conceive of an Indian in California not getting on’
that roll. :

Representative Berry: That roll would be different, however, than the roll of the:
members of these tribes. ' : R

Representative Engle: The tribes are made up of individuals, Mr. Chairman;
Although you go down through the roll and there were 23,000 to begin with and;
there are those individuals who belong to tribes, or did at some time, or some of’
them did. You ought to be able to block them off through groups, rather than g0}

who are only part Indian, and all that sort of thing, and it makes a very .difficult
problem. If you take this roll we now have, and make the determinations tribewise
from it, you can let it go at that. )

~Mr. Sigler:.The existing judgment roll does not show tribal affiliation. There is
no way of taking that roll.and showing tribal affiliations.

Representative Engle: Why not? ' .

Mr. Sigler: The statute did not require the roll to be prepared that way.

Representative BEngle: I grant you that. The Indian’s name is there and you have
to locate him to send him his check. When you send his next check, ask him what
tribe he belongs to. )

Mr. Sigler: You will find a large number of that 31,000 who do mnot belong to.a
tribe. - . }
Representative Engle: That is perfectly all right. In that case he does not fit into
g tribal arrangement, but he is nevertheless on the roll. So far as the responses
indicate the tribe to which he belongs, then he participates in the tribal affairs and
the property rights of those particular tribes. It seems to me that is the simplest way
to do it. If you write him a letter and send him a check, you can surely ask h
what tribe he belongs to and supplement the information on the old roll. - ;

Representative Berry: You would include those that had one-sixteenth or ome
thirty-second Indian blood, too? :

Representative Engle: I would include those that are on the roll now -or have
applications pending on the roll, and who are determined to be entitled to be on the
roll under this new bill we are considering. But I would not go back and re-do the
whole business. In other words, open the door, hire “umpteen” people in the Bureal
here to take .10 years to do it again..X will make a prediction that if this enrolimen
section stays in the bill, you will not get the affairs of the California Indians wound
up for 25 years, because these fellows will be out hunting up Indians when w
already have a list of them. * * *

It seems to be apparent from the foregoing that the Bureau of Indian
Affairs does not have complete rolls of at least the tribal Indians and:
perhaps-there is some question as to the accuracy of other rolls. In any:
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‘event, it seems unlikely that even the names of the Indians having
terest in tribal property could be made available within the six-month
griod prescribed by the act. In the words of Mr. Lee:

_% # T think one of the basic problems is the way the authority read. We realize
je fact that we have a very, very complicated problem in making up these tribal
olls and in dividing up these lands. I appreciate the fact that you have some con-
orn about the length of time it is going to take us because we do also.

“Congressman Engle also pointed out another problem which appears
10 create some difficulties n establishing the ownership of tribal lands
+at least the persons to whom tribal lands are going to be transferred.

“his tribal business is not going to be too easy to settle. Let us assume that T am
Indian, and I am on the 1928 roll. I did not like it on the reservation and I
ould not make a2 good living. The abandonment of any number of those reservations
roves that. I took off and being an enterprising fellow, I went to work and lo and
0ld, somebody comes.along and tells me that I have no right in.the tribal property
r-the old homestead on the reservation on which they have found oil. I have an
ea that if that kind of situation develops you will find a great deal of argument
bout who belongs where, and whether or not 2 man by showing a little industry and
initiative in going out and doing & day’s labor some place to support his family,
serificed the aboriginal rights which he ig entitled in the old homestead on the old
reservation. I think that ought to be given some careful ‘consideration. So far as
he State Legislature is concerned, it seems to me that their acquiesence in any law
fhat undertakes to leave the Indians of California as foundlings on the doorsteps of
the taxpayers of the State of California has to have the acceptance of the State

Liegislature.

Senator Kuchel has commented upon the foregoing problem in the
llowing language:

Senator Kuchel: You recommended to the Congress (in) this bill.

= Mr, Sigler: Yes. ’

7 Senator Kuchel: I think that my good friend, Clair Engle, has brought up quite
[%4n important point, and 1 agsume that before the joint committee would sit in
judgment on what, if any, recommendations it would make, we would have the
enefit of the government of California, the Governor, and the Attorney General,
th respect to the problems that were raised by Congressman Bngle.

There are a great many other questions in connection with the exist-
ing bills and with the whole Indian problem in California which have
en raised by representatives of various Indian tribes. However, it
pears in general that in one form or another these are variations of
some of the questions raised in this report.

D. FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONSHIPS

The federal termination bills (8. 2749 and H.R. 7322) are the result
of a great deal of work by the Bureau of Indian Affairs and other
" federal officials. It is believed, however, that these bills in their present
. form are not only unacceptable to the State of California but are not
“workable. Primarily because they fix a termination date and make

.“other provisions relating to termination without a solution of the many ‘

" problems preceding effective and equitable termination.

"+ -A very rigid time table is specified for a solution of all of the prob-
- lems leading up to termination, but 10 funds are provided to meet the
‘time schedule and the Bureau frankly admits they cannot keep it.



“would be shifted to the State and the penalty of any delay or inade-;

_expense of the State.
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There can be only one result therefore, and that is that if these bills
are passed by Congress in their present form all unsolved Indian prob-
Jems will be inherited by the State of California upon the effective date
of termination. The number of such unsolved problems is likely to e,
very great in view of the lack of funds and other weaknesses set forth:
herein. : :

The ultimate solution to the basic problems, it appears to this com-:
mittee, depends upon basic planning and negotiations between the State’

. of California and the Federal Government. The State should be pre-:

pared for a continuing program of such negotiations leading to federal’
fermination, but this committee has come to the conclusion that such.
negotiations should precede the passage of a termination bill, rather:
than come after such passage. Otherwise, the residuum of responsibility:

quate financing on the part of the Federal Government would be at th
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It s suggested, therefore, that it might be worthwhile for the California Legislature
o memorialize” Congress to take such action as will result in the fair and prompt
“‘determination of. all pending Indian claims solely on their merits and the good faith
the. claimants;. to avoid dissatisfaction with which the State would have to deal -
y ‘denial, of recovery on some purely technical ground. This determination of claims
hould precede federal withdrawal in order that both the State and the Indians. will
~+gnow 'the resources with.which they-.are dealing upon the termination and can plan
: elligently and purposefully with this important segment. of their population. ..
‘the;.event it becomes “advisable to ‘have -any..of the. attorneys.involved .in this
gation appear at the hearing to-which you. refer, we will endeayor, to: so arrange.
the. present time; however, it.is not believed that such an appearance.-will be
necessary- . Coe -
- Very truly yours,”

: : F. M. GOODWIN

©E. CALFORNIA TNDIANS' CONGRESS .
7 -STATEMENT BY THE CALIFORNIA INDIANS' CONGRESS
2 "OEARMAN : My name is Brin ‘Torrest. T &t a Pit River Indian and my

ence is Alturas, California. I am presently acting President of the California

§ Congress.” Other officers of this organization are:. = -

irst Vice President . Treasurer . -

Mrs. Vyola Olinger Max Mazzetti :
807..San TFrancisco. Ave. - ) Valley- Center, California

“Long Beach, California Councilman - ) o

econd .Vice President . . } Mr. Frank Treppa
fr..Glen Moore. . . . ) . . Upper,Lake, California
Box.191., .0 .- - ) . ‘ Councilman

Foopa, California . - Mz, Cruz Siva

ccretary ..o . iy ) ) Box. 1282 .. - . o .

‘Mrs. Bileen 'W. Miguel o Palm $prings,, ‘California

473 North, Calle;Bncelia
Palm Springs, Qalifprnfa,;

1d like to submit 4 recent article’by John Collier for the record, 4186 ‘a pro-
ill which we fayor, .. . : ' ST ol
LEMEN : For quite some time I, haye heen. attempting fo express ‘the existing
emotion of Res‘ervation,‘lndiéms in regards to past experiences with the State
sderal Government and with regards to present and future legiglation, .1
ftter several lergthy statements which have extended 'to_the  tutmost, my
justly represent their true feelings and,’I have failed miserdably.. . have
words that might equitably express the medning of a2} undred years.of
Heartache:brdﬁght about by dispossession, diserimination, ridicule, hunger,
nd.countléss other maladies that have.plagued the Indian since the coming
on-Indian. I ‘will \pot attempt to express this condition now, however, be
‘of the fact that mo matter how stoic we may appear there are very tender
ons that rise withim us. . L a0 o SR e
ave heard many testimonies and you know of the many complex and varied
¢ms that exist on our “Reservations.. Present withdrawal. legislation does mnot
antee “any solution, so. we find ourselyes. again faced with another era-of 'in-
‘and questionable outcomes. = - LT '
pliment thi's'comm_ittee_ﬁor its untiring efforts to understand our physical
€ T'd like also to compliment the Area Director; Mr. Leonard . Hill for his
Jntributions of facts. There is one aspect that I believe is very important,
as T know, has not been touched. This-is the human problem which must
€-'gver ookied. The problem ‘is of historical basis and is perfectly natural in view
istorical incidents. I realize ‘the Indian Bureau is not equipped to cope with this
Bibblem; but this is Do excuse that it should be ‘overlooked. Certainly in this age of
i1y trained public relations experts, something should be done, It is because’of
‘human problem that'we believe @ termination program should be based on
nsent.” A mandatory program will only serve-to aggravate -this’ century-old wound
dwill not present the happy solution that is intended. - T ' .
considering termination proposals we would request this committee to carefully

eXaimine the following information.




. ingof that $12,500,000.
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1. Present withdrawal proposals are -without orderly proceedure or justification
Y would ask the - so-called “‘emancipator” Sen., Watkins of ‘Utab why he -did n
include the ‘Utes of Tt. Duchesne in the termination bill for Indian Tribes of th
State of Utah? Why was the largest and richest reservation in-that state excludes
while a few more than one hundred poor Indians were withdrawn from ‘feders
supervision? Financially I would say that the Utes of Ft. Duchesne are worth mor
-than.all the reservations in California combined. Do not be misled by the screen
smoke. that Sen. Watkins has 'thrown around Utah. Ask him why the -Oklahom,
Indians have been exempted from several Indian bills including a-termination bill
Logically it would :seem that those Tndians should bethe first to be “emancipated.
We -who have received so little are at a loss to .comprehend this justification -base
on the economical and political strength of Indians. i S

2. Our present unfortunate predicament is largely due fo the fact that we :
California-are the only Indians who are not protected by treaties. This is of cours
mainly due to the fact that the State of California opposed ratification of India;
treaties. We question .the legality of being included .in similar stermination propos
as Treaty Indians of othér ‘States. " ' - e

3. In 1951 a survey-made of Indian lands showed that if taxed, Indians would b
subject to land taxes dmounting to about-$90,000 annually. .Since then .more th
100,000 acres of Indian lands have been deeded or otherwise disposéd of. "Unde
present proposals the Fedéral Government reserves the.Fight to place the first mo
gage on Indian lands, which cotild mean that the Federdl Government could reclain
our lands shortly and oncé sgain these lands would enter into'a poxntaxable status
The State of Califérnia would have only gained the sole burden of ‘assisting thou
sands of ‘landless, homeless Indians and many Indians will ‘have ‘been’ reduced b
utter destitution withotit hope. - e e
" 4. Since 1950 the Indian Bureau accelerated a program to deed individudl India;
Allotmeénts and -to Sell those -in Heirship status. The primary purpose of ‘this p
gram seems to be, more {s6-the burden on the Area Office Staff rather than
benefit Indians. I would judge that less than 10 percent of ‘these“lands dre still
Indian hands. If this“is any indication of a pattern that is to follow, ‘we -are surel

ed’ i ow, ‘before it is too late. ‘

Law 280 is an .ignoble example of an Indian Bureau -under Pressu

in need’ of "guidan
5., Public
'.The"'hég._f'

held at Redding will bear me out on tHis subject.” - " ‘

sut 150,000 Indians, lived well ;. chiefly from hunting and fishing i

They hunted daily and yet with the coming of civilization, the moun
) 1 sh. Shar

‘réstricted boundaries of their vesit
¢ not forgetting that fish ‘and’ gamed

are of the fagt that untold billions have been '

“Yehabilitate out’ former enemies in Hurope and ‘Asid, 'We Indians are paying ot
“shate of that give-dway. Otur country ‘never expects &_repayment on ‘those billionsg
‘of dollars. Now look at a .quite ‘similar but different’situation. In more than .100:
“years & negligible few million dollars have been spent to rebabilitate Indians
‘California, and the Federal Government his forced repayment on the major portio
Inévitibly, with the closing of the California Indian Claims "Case this governme
will have collected in full. Suppose,our,_lands had been “taxdble for the past

: " apnually, Now, consider. the "fact that’ ‘California .Indians h

h .$12,500,000. for seivices .1 ndered them .because of "the~nont
ind.. The, $12,500,000 would represent a payment in ‘taxes, at ‘$9
‘years. We who have ‘been ,persecuted betause we'paid no las

tax are confused and at, a 108S to explain the intent of §0 gréat a country as oursy

onder. if the Pederal Government, could give.a justified dccount .of the spendg

. 8. Congress.:has.
.appropriations, have

¥ blapne@__evgfyéhé else fpﬁ our Indian’ prohlém:.(ana‘;,fé_é:‘i:t‘s‘o
ave heen so. limited that the Indian, Bureau has been ~handcuffed
in its effort to properly assist California Indians. . L o i

....9. The mandatory termination of the trust and iax exempt status of 41 Ca

fornia Indian restricted property, as proposed in the termination legislation is not
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“in-the Dbest interests of the State of California or the California Indian. The pro-
“-posal is an outright renunciation of the federal obligation, and violates Indian
. pights. Most California Indians are extremely poor, and their trust status lands
“ew in value, but essential to their present way of life. Forced termination of the
“ frust and tax exempt status of their properties will result in a rapid Joss of their

ands through alienation and confiscation and reduce thousands of California Indians
homeléss poverty. . : o ) o
/0. No' withdrawal program should precede a judgment on California Indian
Jaims. This has not ‘been a poliy ‘in other states, why California? -7
1. We wish no hasty deal that will affect our future. We are skeptical of the
ults of a -premature “emancipation.” The American Negro is-still' fighting “for
ality, after more than 100 years of emancipating. It is a shameful fact that
re are communities in California "today who consider the Indian as inferior;
y time will remedy that situation. . )
192. Although we oppose liguidation of the Indiad Bureau we certainly suggest
“overhauling. An efficient Indian’ Bureau with adequate funds and specific goals-
rehabilitation would hasten our Tediness. o
18. Since 1950 the Indian Bureau has not always functioned in the best interests
‘California Indians:. A multitude- of administrative personnel”changes have been
de -for- the specific purpose of liquidating that bureau. Officials with a Ilife-
e of experience have Deen replaced by others whose main qualifications was
perience in the liquidation of another bureau. This has been most disheartening to
Originally that bureau was createdto assist and give guidanece to Indians. We
Ve been stunned by officials who seem no longer to give this once intended ®service.
4t is today that we stand alone without experienced leadership and totally lack-
in education, protesting proposed termination legislation. We have remained
t too long. We speak knowing full well that the proposed measures will even-
slly fractionate and decimate Indian communities and erase forever a God-
n right to exist as a race of people.
n closing we would request this committee :
To recommend opposition to blanket legislation for California Indians and to
st on a withdrawal based on economic ‘and“social development.
“Po recommend ‘the creation of a special commission exclusive ‘of federalinflu-
;-and including-Indians, for the purpose of instituting a detailed study of each’
rvation, In view of the fact that a previous California State Legislature con-
uted- immensely "to our present predicament, by requesting - the -Senate of the
ted States to reject our treaties, we feel that the State of: California owes us
onsideration. A comparison of.the findings' of this commission with ‘the Indian

rean Report ito Congress will be astounding. o

Mo recommend restoration of Revolving Loan Funds. (federal) - i
= 'To recommend a change in status of assignment and allotment- lands. We: op-
e security based on withdrawal proposals. Security could easily be gained by
ance of trust patents, thus easing Tndians into the assimilation program. Later if

=My, carefully. analyze the California Indian position. Do-not be rushed into any.
iéions ‘because of Federal ultimatums. For 100 years there has been-no rush to
Tndians, why' rush now. Haste in. these proposals will never seriously alter
‘destiny of this-world but will accelerate our extinction. Observe the  developments
terminated Indians of other. stutes, particularly. Utah and- Oregon. ‘Keep -in-"con-
fderation: at: all: times that most.Indian land.owners on reservations are of.middle
‘and older and with negligible education or none at all. They will not survive in
apetition with sharpsters who are backed by a never ending supply of money. Con-
-the.fact that their children now. have full access to an equal education:and that
n. o few years, they will be the land owners. We are progressing rapidly -and
14) and economic. equality :is in. the near forseeable future. It has:been: OUR fight
ainst almost insurmountable odds.and we demand-the right to be. our -own eman-
ipators. Certainly. mo, man in Congress today deserves this distinetion. Indian
guages are now being forgotten as are Indian crafts, Indian customs, ete. The
wdian land owner of tomorrow will demand the very progrom that those without
orior would force upon us now. . :

rthank you.~

ERrIN FORREST B
President, California Indians’ Congress



b

70 _ REPORT ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

February 24, 1955

Senate Interim Committee on Indian Affairs

State Capitol, Sacramento, California

Mr. Chairmen and Members of the Committee: The attached resolutions were
sponsored by the California Indians’ Coneress, and are self-explanatory. o

Because we aré not now entirely familiar with current problems of sotiety, w
have in all probability missed .many technical issues in our resolution. We tru
your experience and ability to make additional recommendations. )

We hope you will carefully consider our regolution and the following three-poi
criteria for termination: - .

1. That any termination basically involve the betterment of California Indiang
and not his ultimate dispossession and destitution. Beneficial action will mean i /
provement for the State and its communities. ’

2. That termination should be orderly, with unquestionable understanding among
all concerned. We want no repetition of P. L. 280. The Federal Government should
ot withdraw antil it has formal assurance from the State, and local acceptance
responsibility. .. ) ) :

3. That- federal assistance and protection should- mot be withdvawn unless t
earning power, and in general the economic status of the Indian gives assuran
that he will be self-supporting and will not be a burden on the local -commun
and the State. . .

Our present .social and economi
fact that a former Legislature of €
in the Sgnate of the United States ) .

We pray that your thoughts be .guided by God and that you will demand ju§
and honorable -consideration for California Indians and for the State of Californig

- Respectfully, .

(Signed) o . BErin TORREST,

R : President, C. I.

ndition may partially be attributerd to 't
rnia, -blocked .the ratification of-our treat:

: L Resolution . .
. WazrEas, The Congress of the United States has resolved to terminate fede
supervision over. Indian bands and tribes of California at the earliest possi
date; .and.:

W EHERI he soqial.and.economic status of the 117 reservations in Califor
vary ‘from.one “extreme to the other, ‘and - B - ;
.. 'WEEREAS,. Mandatory. blanket legislation will not be in the best interests-of m
of the Indians who live on’ reservations.in California, then, be it hereby .
Rescélved, That the-Legislature of the -State of 'California support, on our beh
the following. program-in regards {o termination legislation. -

SR Sgortow I o
That the State of California oppose any federal attempt to terminate it
.. .. Bureau -of Indian Affairs in California by mandatory blanket legislation, w
itreats ,all.of the 117 reservatioms .in this State as if ‘they were -exactly alik
That the State-of California -supportia program which seeks to terminate feder:
... supervision,-at the earliest .possible date, over-certain -tribes -and bands in-C
. fornia, who.have-expressed their.:desire to .be terminated. Such determinatic
- shotld-be made by a.majority ivote of-all voting ‘members of those tribes. .

et Te ks e SzeTroN II .

. That the:State of California create a Special ‘Indian :Commission, ‘exclusi
 of federal influence and including JIndians, -and nonpoliticdl parties, to amal

. detailed :study -of Indian groups who may oppose termination -at this.time. Th

‘this. study :include .education, socidl problems, -economic ‘problems, roads, wa

" rights, natural resources, history, taxes,-possible litigation, ete.:. -~

e . 'SEorion IIT .

That all liens against Indian property be canceled in accordance with -an -a
of Congress approved July 1, 1982 (47 Stat. 564:25 U. 8. C. 886a) common
known as the Leavitt Act, coinciding:with effective date of termination. ;
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Szorion IV : ) - v
That the rights of Indians to hunt and fish, within the boundaries of their
reservations, be restored by means of amendments to Public-Law 280, or by

k state legislation.

SperioN V S . K .

That revolving loans be reactivated by the Tederal Government for individuals
~and groups. R oL
. SgcrioN VI _
© That the State of California ingist that all Indian lands be surveyed and
* deeded in trust, either individually or tribally, or both, according to the wishes
of each Indian group. This is prerequisite in giving the Indians security in re-
" spect to land ownership. o
o . E SgorioNn VII

That the State of California. recommend that tribal funds.heretofore ‘held-to
restricted use, ‘be surrendered-by the- Indian Bureau, -on request, and trans-
ferred to the rightful owners. With the security of their:lands and-the unre-
stricted use of their.money, Indians.can go .through the trial. period - without
fear of losing their lands. o ' o )
. . . SeotioN VIII . RN
That:in the interests of all concerned, the Indian Bureau give-a detailed-ac-
ounting of all. funds expended for Califdrnia Indians and for-all other-funds
ent on'individual reservations. cee e Bt
o ' _ Srorrow IX . _ S
That termination then proceed on a group by group basis .as--each reaches
ial and economic.quality and -as.each gives its consent to -termination.. :
iAdopted this twentieth day-of February, 1955, by the California Indians- Con-
Tess. . o
“Wrn.FORREST, President. .. ~ < o .~ )
) T ‘ T . : : February 2_0, 1955
wriher gﬁecommendations: o e .

R Sperion VI § S
Tn possession of trust deeds certain Indians may decide to.secure patents in
_for the purpose of selling their share of Indian .land. We oppose further
Tactionating of Indian reservations by sale to non-Indians. Provisions should. be
made to give. Indians and Indian tribes first preference in the purchase of such
nds, and should further provide funds through which purchases could be
ance_d on_a,long;term.repayment plan. . . - S B

o " BECTION Vil LT

 Tixtra care should be provided so that unauthorized Indians, who . do_not
present the majority, do mot acquire such funds. Satisfactory -plans -for -in-
sting-such funds should accompany any request for tribal funds_.__,ﬁ. :

untersigned:: ‘ o
Max C. Mazzerr, 0. I. O.-Tredsurer Rincon Indian Reservation.

GLENN Mooxre, 0. I. C. 24 Vice President.

Copies ‘of the foregoing resolution sponsored by the California Indians’ Congress,
igned by individuals of the following organizations, reservations and ranch-

ga. (With ecertain reservations Santa Rosa ) .
erning Sections III, V, and VII Yurok Tribal Organization, Inc.
and:comments on Section VII) Hopland

icken. Ranch . Redwood Valley

1

Mountain . Auburn
Alturas, "~ . h Rincon’
< North Forlk . Wilton Community Council
- Jackson Tt. Bidwell
~‘Bycuan, Potter Valley
: E@’River Home and Agri. CoOp. Barona Council

Assoc. Cabezon




_subject. In general my views on this question have been best expressed by .a -Co

<+ 8:1:0f the 85,000 Indians now on'the officidl ‘rolls, the number being an .estimate ei
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Yurok Bxtension Business Organization . Eilk Valley

Lone Pine : Cloverdale

Big Pine ' Paunima Tribal Couneil

Bishop : Rumsey

Pala Augustine .

Smith River (Howonquet Indian * Quartz Valley Community Council (with
Council) - amendments to Sections IX, VI) :

Hoopa Business Council

F. FREDERIC A. BAKER, COUNSEL, FEDERATED INDIANS'
OF CALIFORNIA o

296 Lexington Road, B
BERKELEY 7, CALIFORNIA, November 16, 1954.

Mg. -JoEN A. BoEN, Counsel, California Legislature,
Senate Interim -Gommittee on California Indion Affairs,
Bemnicig, .California. - . :
Re: ‘Cdlifornia Tndian Affairs; Termination of United States Authority
} and supervision over the Indians of California. ,
My Draz Mz BoEN: Your letter of October 19, 1954 was received while I wa
absent from.home and this fact has delayed an expression of opinion on the abo

mittee of the Federated Indians of California, one of -the organizations among th
California Indians, in their report dated March 4, 1954 in connection with two bills,
H.R. 7322 and S. 2749 pending before the Congress which recently adjourned. T
report was published in ‘the Smoke Signal, the organ of their organization and &
marked :copy is-enclosed for your perusal-and for your records. I'regard it as one of
the ‘most cogent and reasonable statements made up to this time by the Indians o
California. Lo

T would like to emphasize a few points at this time, some ‘general :observations o
the proposed plan of the Federal Government to relinquish its authority. i

1. This plan is the logical end of Indian administration. Indians.are.now, citiz
of the United States and of the State of California. It is about time that Guardian
ship over them by the United States should come to an end. But this terminatiox
should mot ‘be made until its effects are clearly studied and forseen.” No fiwed dai
should be set: for -this relinguishment of authority. It should ‘be accomplished whe
all ‘things -are done which need to be done. To fix by legislation now a definite tim
Timit would be a mistake. ‘This is-the view of officials most intimately acquainte
with ‘the problems dnvolyed. * = v o T

9. Mhe Indians Hving on and having rights on each tract of trust lands should b
consulted fully and their wishes taken into. copsideration in so far as may be pos
sible. The plan should be fitted to the diverse conditions existing on the variou
rancherias and reservations now owned by ‘the Trndians. o .

the roll is not-yet completed, only séme ten thousand or ‘thereabouts -will be affecte
by the relinquishment of federal authority ; the other 25,000 Live away .from Teservi:
tions among .the general body of white citizens. . . L :
This class is generally largely of mixed Indian ‘blood ‘and live the same ‘as whit
citizens. Therefore, the Indians who have rights on the rancherias and reservationss
should be the ones who should bave: the most to say about the subject -of withdrawall
of federal.authority inasmuch as such withdrawal will not affect the largest class, jus
méntioned. They havé 1o rights in lands held in trust by the TFederal Governmen
Nor should the Senate Interim Committee depend too much upon what a few sC
called white leaders of Indian organizdtions may say ‘on the subject! It is well known
-that several of them have selfish motivés and plan to.enrich themselves at the expensé}
of the Indians when the lands are no longer held in trust By the Federal Governmen ]
Several of this class have advocated immediate termination of federal authority. N
greater mistake could be made than to give weight to such unreasonable demand
The sober thought of the intelligent Indians favors the poliey of gradual withdrawa
under wise laws carefully drafted 'so as to protect the interests of the Indians.”
T have sometimes thought that there has been too great appreéhension on the par
of some officials of the State of California about this withdrawal program. The thin
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.. T most fear about it is the.loss by :the Indians. of their lands by taxation; by, judg-
“ments of the courts, by mortgage sales and by sales of land promoted by local land
sharks. Indians have had very little experience.in unrestricted land ownership. And it
has been & common experience-in: other-states.that many of them lose their lands when
the protecting hand, of the United States has been removed. This can be taken care
{ by permitting the trust status to remain for different periods. of time on. the }ands
of certain ¢lasses of Indians, the old, minors, those incompetent for any ‘cause, ete.
The burden upon the State of California will not be too great as the total amount
-“1ands. will:not ‘exceed three: quarters-of-a million acres and much: of this. acreage
f poor-quality.’ In: time local communities will be benefited as-ultimately:all this
nd will -without doubt:be taxable: Tt should-not ‘be lost sight of that some reserva-
ons cannot be’ divided up into allotments. but should be held in some--community
rm or corporate form. To divide up some areas into separate traets would- destroy
ir-unity as-a grazing or o forest area which should be held in a body:The taxation
<1ozged off timber lands offers & problem also which must-be worked out. =
.gain the State of California will*be -deprived- of: certain federal funds now avail-
e for education and for-the promotion of the health of the Indians.-I-see no reason
7hy-Congress should not be requested to continue such aid during the early stages of
withdrawal program S0 28 not -to embarass the State-or certain local-communities
reason of-a lack of funds. The ‘most liberal treatment of the Indians by both:the
tate and the Federal Governments can never repay the Indians--of California. for
.Josses they sustained by the failure of the Senate of the United States to ratify
'} treaties negotiated: with them in 1851-1852... < R
Provision should be tnade in.the withdrawal bill that the withdrawal of federal
thority-thereunder-shall not dffect in any “way the litigation:-of ‘any claims-the Tn-
fianis of California ‘have against the United’ States pending at the time of the termi-
ition of federal -jurisdiction over the Indians of the State. I see no reason why the
ement of the claims of the- Indians: of California- should not go -along ‘hand'in-
idwith the settlement of the other problems involved ; settlement of:cl¢ ims is:Teally
ofthe problems of withdrawal. - ** . = plnele Tt e
The issues involved in the settlement of their claims are very simplé. The lands
by~ the Indians-of Californid-at the ‘time of-the ‘treaty with Mexico in~18487by
emorial ownership, use‘and occupancy were taken. from them by the United States
‘they have' never been paid‘for such lands. ‘Pending suits ask for payment for
ch. lands in the form of a judgment satisfied by appropriations by the: Congress:
“funds when appropriated will be placed as ‘trustfunds in the Treasury ‘of the
d States-and according to present plans will' be paid out to ‘the’individual-In-
s+per “capita’ and - thus become funds belonging to the-individual Indians-whose
~may appear upon the official rolls.”If the judgments are substantial, as they
uld be, they:will result in much good to the Indian people and also be of much
efit to the State of Californid in elevating' the living standards of the Indian
e of the State. It is important that any withdrawal bill 'should contain & pro-
which: will protect the Tight of the Indians to have 4ll their just claims ‘settled
fider-the Indian Claims Commission Act. But in my judgment ‘this question ‘can: be-
“care -of properly along with all the other questions of the withdrawal program.
fingl-word: As one of the counsel for the Indians of Califgrnid I favor the pro-
&d policy of witlidrawal provided: it is .done gradually after all the angles’ of the
toblem have been studied’ thoroughly and.provisions- have ‘been made - which will
eguard for a reasonable time the title of the Indians to their lands. -~ e
‘Thousands of the Indians of California have been citizens of- California ‘for years
sme of them for several generatioms. I have not heard 2 single’ Indian express him- -
&l ‘a5 being in favor of a return to tribalism or tribal government. Enlightened laws'
nd humanitarian interpretation of them have made the Tndians of California citizens
:0f the State'and of the Nation, with all the rights ‘of other citizens. ‘Discriminatory
aws have-been repealed. The eyes of the Indians’ of California look ot to the ‘past
u to-the future. For-them the end of federal guardianship is not the ‘end of the
ail so- often spolen of in comnection with the fate of the American Indiad; it is
hut. final cord which leads them out upon the broad highway of -
.,,A‘Iﬂeﬁican Citizenship which they shall Lenceforth ‘follow hand in hand with the
jeh_ildi‘en of all the other races of men of California, all marching together toward the'
Dawn of a New Day'! ' T ‘
* . Respectfully submitted,

FREDERICK A. BAKER.




- intoa per;manent'recoidf-consisting..of 1,140 pages.in 11 separate volumes -and ther
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G. ‘COUNCIL'OF CALIFORNIA INDJANS

STATEMENT OF MARY -GIST DORNBACK . ..
Executive Secrefary, Council of California Indians S
‘ ' C < ' San JosE, September 25, 1954,
Mrs. Rice, Chairman for American Indian Day, and members of the Womer's
International Forum and other interested people. C ‘

It-is gratifying to me to appear for the second time before you in behalf of my,
Indian people’s problems. The most important problem to us of Indian ancestry is th
just settlement -with the United States Government for lands taken from us ove
100 years ago by people from other lands. . o
Just so you may have a clear picture .of how the Council . of California Indian
came into. existence and how we went about bringing the California Indian Claim;
Case to its present status, I will give you a. short outline. K . :
In 1948, the Indian Claims.Commission. was set up in Washington, D. C. allowin,
Indinns to secure attorneys of their-choice to help them in getting just settlement
of their claims. The.Indian leaders around the Bay area decided to call meetings t
formulate plans to interview attorneys.and get .moré of their people interested i
trying. to get a just settlement through this act. Working towards these -ends, .the;
formed a new group with new aims and.purposes that could include all Indian grou s

interested ;in their people’s problems. - : ) - .
After a state-wide convention held ‘in Sacramento, March 29, 830 and 31, 1847
May .3, 1947, was set as-the :date:when officially .appointed -local ‘delegates from &l
over the. State -of ‘California would return .and decide by majority vote the ‘futur
procedure- to be followed, and-present their choice .of private attorney- or have th
Attorney General act for them as they had had -to date. The choice of the majorit;
of delegates was for private attorney Reginald I, Foster. Out.of this came the Coun:
¢il. of - California. Indians who immediately. set about getting their choice of attorney
Reginald B. Foster, officially recognized by the Interior Department, -who.has.charg

of the Indian Bureau. L T . .
/Some-of us had never been ‘members of anyIndian.organizations hut had the'goo
fortune .to have received good-educations. and .an opportunity to adjust.to the whit
man's way.of life, which gave us the contaects to build up an organization .that-coul
get .essentidl justice to enalble: our.people.to progress. - . N .
.By.December of 1952, we had ‘selected- most of our nationally famous expert -wi
nesses.who testified before the Indian Claims Commission in. the Court Room of th
Law.School of the University of _California, .June 22 to.July -6, 1954. These .expert
were Dr. A. Eroebar, Dr. R. Heizer, Dr.: Sherbourne Cook, Dr. Donald Cutter, D
L. :Moreno, Dr. Gifford, and Dr.. 8. A. Barret. These men are outstanding men i

their. respective fields .of ‘anthropology, ethnology, physiology and.history. .

Their. testimony established the fact that.the California Indians. owned the stat
ough.original use and occupancy, which land was forcibly taken away fro
T¥.the white'men at the time of the:Gold Rush and in the next years to follow
Reginald B. Foster, our chief.counsel, said ‘there -were -some 345,000 words of
testimony. taken down by two. court :reporters and transformed .by :a single typist:

7ere more than2,000 separdte exhibits weighing a total of .about 100 pounds, entere
a8 eVIAGDES. i w g e iaiel e
As.to_the. termination. of federal supervision :over California Indians, I covered
that guite thoroughly last year, but.will state that there is.a legislative report of
576, pages of testimony taken in:the ‘joint .hearing before the 83d Congress Marcl
4.and.5,.1954, Bill §..2749.and H.R. 7822, which was defeated. The. consensus-on
this.was.that termination of federal supervision of Indian affairs in California is the
ultimate goal for;California Indians put that:-the majority of them.do not-feel that
affairs have been:adjudicated in the proper mannber for immediate termination. :
_ “Before :ending :my -talk, I would:like to give you .2 few of my personal views on
the Indiax’s problems.. .. . .. 0 ] ) .
_The -California..Indian is very :much in need of friends. interested.in his cause,

people who .are capable..of sustdined .and resourcéful injtiative and action, diplo-
matically -patient and skillful, and above.dll, Joyal 4o the Indians.and .their welfare,
Without these personal contacts with people interested in their future welfare, my
Indian people will not ;jprogress into the prevailing civilization as“they should after .

. their 100 years of subjugation.
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A large number of our ancestors (far more than the- entire Indian population of
today) were persecuted by being placed by military force on small isolated and
“gnwanted lands. - ' o
. Tt 'was not till’ 1034 that the Federnl Government negotiated with the State of
lifornia whereby Indian children could be sent to public schools, without .special
Tederal Government still pays in the neighborhood of $300,000 for .the
fucation of Indian children. Untaxable land held for the. Indians by the Secretary

he Interior would amount to less than one-third of that amount ecach year.

t -will Tequire active concern to ‘help the descendants of those ‘misused” human
1gs who originally possessed this great land of ours and who were displaced in-
{m'.tarily oIl too often with selfish disregard of their rights to live their lives 'ib

own Wiy, T Halt Pt = . e
rogress of the world and 6 our nation depends on the unity of mankind and the
" dependence of the whole people thirough beneficent action toward less for-
e peoples. S : ’ ) '

" : x ' P # ] * %

H. SAN DIEGO MUSEUM OF MAN- ,
' AR ‘SAN DrEgo MUSEUM OF MaN
84N DIEeo, CALIFORNIA, November 12,1954.

STATEMENT ON POLICY. .

.- To Be Presented -at Hearing, Senate'Inferim Commitfee on
T California indicm-Affairs -
file T am certain that it'is the desire of the Tndians and of the government to
“the Indian become an American citizen with full privileges, there are- certain
ors ' which must be taken’ into consideration if the job is-to ‘be a constructive
or‘yeafs, the Bureau of Indian ‘Affairs has set the Indian on the reservation
“from our culture. “We cdnnot how suddenly insert him imto- our culture-and
ct-hiin ‘to become a contributing citizen if we' do not- provide him ‘with -§ome
" both educational’ and material. It should be noted that our government
:spent “millions in other areas of the world for similar-purposes, and it seems
Fust that” we- provide the same type of constructive program for our own
iedy’ Indian. ) ’ ) . S )
sard to San “Diego County reservations, I feel” that' the final dispoesition of
pg:rty”s‘hould' be based upon the ecomomic possibilities of those lands.: The
‘hature of the various reservat»ionsof San Diego County will indicate differ-
7pes “of disposition. 1 feel that a committee composed of ‘business: and-technical
01§ should study-the-areas .and make recommendations as to the economic po-
i of the “resérvations. In many 4ipstances where - agriculture 4s impossible,
atreational. facilities might provide income. - C R -
‘hese .recommendations should also be correlated with the amount and type of
power available. - ' C :
- legal survey of the boundaries of the reservations should be made and water
hts, mineral rights, ete., should be determined. Few Indians have either: the
cial ability or:the Lpowledge of our legal procedures to establish thesé rights
their own. e : . . -
should he ascertained that the Indian will not.be dispossessed due to his in-
'bi%ity finamcially to meet the existing county ordinances as to housing, sanitation,
-so forth. . . . L
While-éveryonie is in- agreepient that the Indian should become a full citizen and
eservations abolished, his' transition from reservation protection to citizenship must
¢-guarded so that unscrupulous persons do not gain possession of his lands and
:ée him to become.a ward on-county relief.
If an intelligent. program is:adopted, and then.if the Indian fails through:his own
_-responsibility, then we shall not feel that we have been instrumental in adding an-
-other page to. the many. abuses which. the Indian has received in the past.

:CLarg O..DvERNEAM, Managing Director
*San Diego Museum of Man -
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1. INDIANS ‘OF

TREDERICE GEORGE COLLETT, TEXECUTIVE REPRESENTATIVE
295 PoWELL STREET, SAN .FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

HoN. CHARLES BROWN, Acting Chairman
State-Senate Interim Commistee on Indian Affairs

. Sacramento, California

Drar SenaTor: We would like to have you and your committeefk:{qw:
Tndians of California are sincerely: grateful for the interest you have tdkehn in 't

‘and their problems. Some of which grew

supervision and control of Indians and their property by the Indian Bureau. Ind
quite generally throughout the State wish to express their appreciation” for
services of your committee. They feel that they have a mew lease on life and appr
' federal legislation of remedial nature.

Many group conferences among Indians have been held in Sonoma and adjoin
of delegates of Indians of California, D

ciate your assistance in securing proper

counties, also with a special conference
tors of the Indians of California, Inc.,

Sacramento, December .11, 12 :and 138, 1954, . L = ;
The conferences have resulted in.a tabulation of some of the provisions that th

would like to have ‘incorporated in a new congressional bill for the terminatio
federal supervision of Indians of California.

_The new proposed bill will create legal problems that are much too difficult; o
the several tribes and bands 6f Tndians ' 6f “California to solve without the T
qualified legal counsel .that .can.: be .secured., The JIndians..for the most part .a
seasonal laborers and are financially. unable.to: employ counsel to reach a d
mination of .what course should .be taken and to prepare legal documents that -m

be.necessary.... ...

Jegal .counsel .should be in the nature

_Indian tribes .and.bands who may -conclude that. they need such..servic
.. - We-earnestly -hope that your .committee will.also, sponsor memorials by the St
Legislature of California to Congress intended to have a beneficial effection
_the fact.-that the State of California

iproposed. withdrawal bill.. In. view. .of
_definitely;concerned with-the Indians.of

‘their. problem, :that .John A..Bohn, :attorney: for your -committee,. be .authorized
- appear.before.the committees .of .Congress .and heads of departments -of the gove
_ment.in-the interest.of legislation for the .benefit-of the Indians -of California.
' .-=.,.‘-s'.sM'anystndiansv_.have.vsigned the enclose
thousands more who will sign. o

B R “Respectfully yours;
(Sigped) .

INCaie i S .
Lloyd Barrington, President, Sierraville
W.'E. Scott; Vice President, San Fran-
ClSCO e - s

Tllen L. Norris, Secretary, General De-

Jivery, ‘Klamath .
‘Tda B ‘Amundsen, Treasurer, 3282 Cdl-
~ihoun 'Street, Alamedd " a

DIRECTORS -OF INDIANS. OF ‘CALIFORNIA,
woING. o a e L
Liloyd Barrington, Sierraville -

W. B. Scott, San Francisco

Ida F. Amundsen, Alameda

C. L. Billy, Hopland

Herbert Young, Oroville

Matthew Billy, Qakland

Ellen Norris, Klamath

We,-therefore :suggest .that .your .committee sponsor,the enactmen of . legislati
-the.State Legislature whereby the Atforney General of .California will beauth
.ized to;use his,good offices and to call on legal .or other .counsel in the communit S
where -the Indians reside .at.the ‘expénse of the State.of California. The .p §

d petition. It is:probable.there will be m

“OFFICERS OF. INDIANS :OF CALIFORNIA, .

CALIFORNIA, ‘INC.

February 23, 195

out of the proposed federal bill to termi

and other Indian spokesmen assemble

of necessary services within .the,

the State, and .suitable :legislation, affect

CONFERENCE OF INDIAN

ErieN L. Noggis, Secret y
‘Linwood Ward, BEureka - -
Clyde’F. Tomson, Redding. -
Julia Jones, Weitchpee
Lala Curl, Redding : ++ =
Mary :Clark, Covelo.

‘ApVISORY COMMITTEE, INDIANS OF CALI
FORNIA, INC. =~ aiws oo

R..E. Barrington,-Sierraville: -

AugustLumas, Thermal - -

. Talbert Wilson, Cassel - -+ = -
_Manuel Cordova, Healdsburg:.. © <«

.+ ‘Frankie Moorhead, Redding : + :

. .Mrs. Rose.Areras, San Jacinto:
John Somerville, Bishop.:

W Seidner, Loleta

Hazél Walker, North Fork
Solida Stevenson, Los Angeles
Ben Kimsey, Salyer

Virginia Timmons, Redding
Wm. Freeman, Paskenta
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S o ~ March 18, 1955
 foN.- CHARLES BROWN . - e oo
State Senate -Commitiee on Indion Affairs - _

> Senate Ofice, Capitol Building, Sacramento, Colifornia - - - -

DEAR SENATOR: Records dequired by your committeé in its study of Indian affairs
several parts of California have resulted in much 'valuable, information and will,
thout,. doubt, help greqtly in the Solution of many'Indi'an problems. o
hag ocenrréd to me that if your records do not -disclose a carefully -tabulated
of lands bought by special Congressional appropriations for ‘landles! Indians
_California and improvements thereon,” you may wish to requést such informa-
o Séveral hundred thousand dollars were employed for that purpose; The lands

located throughout the. State and are known as “rancherias”. _Although Indians
ve been give the privilege to use these lands, they have not received-title of any
whatsoever, only” assignmerits. These assignments could “be considered: only
mporaly in mature becatige the Indian office reserves tHe right to také the lands
om one assignee and give to another. ‘Tle deed to 'such lands is -vested hie

3 : . : \ L .
ecause the Indians- havé never been: glven any titleto these ‘“‘rancherias,’”-they
void ‘of proper incentive to improve the -lands “and ‘build 'suitable housing? The
ription ‘of these“lands and the* price ‘paid for “them might reasonably-prove: 'a
verience and service in your study andefforts 'to ‘help the ‘Indians and to pro-
the interests of theState. The Indians, for -the ‘most’ part at least; would’ like.
iave" their <“rancherias” gubdivided and title given to persons entitled .to a ‘lome-
Many -of them have said’ that they would be glad‘to pay taxes and would: take
de in paying their share toward the maintenance of the State and Federal Gov-

‘There ‘aré 89 or more tracts 6f land khown'as “reservations” established by-diréct
of ‘Congress and by Presidential Executive ‘Orders, consisting ‘of611,226" acres.
#liaps more; The ‘titles to thesé lands are vested in and held in:trust by the.
*States for the Indians. A tabulation’ should show the date tlie reservati ns
‘sstiblished; for whom, their ‘deseriptions and estimated values:"" e
1y of-the Indians concerned with these ‘Teservation lands 'would - like to*have
wbdivided and title-given to the persons entitled"to them. Many of ‘them seék
rivilege to pay taxes and would be proud to share in helping to maintain‘the
and-Federal Governments. - "~ T s A ot
would also be of considerable value to your' committee to:receive ‘tabulation:
e Indian Bureau as-to-several ‘trust funds:held-by- it for:the- benefit -of: the
vations, tribes; individuals and for. any  organization supervised: by agents -ofthe
ril Government.: The- locations and boundary’ descriptions of reservations rand
erias held «in’ trust by the -United States .Government should ' be' included~in
obulations relating thereto. <+ == - e Lo T Lot e H
ope these suggestions may be -helpful to your committee.

Wlﬂl very bés’b :Wish.es,' 1'am, .
‘Simcerely, | Lo R S
T - o P, G. CormiT

Egecuﬁve-;;&pfe;'g;amiferjﬁ

3 South Wilton Place
Angeles 19, California i

- J. THE MISSION INDIAN- FEDERATION OF ACALIFORNIA'V:”.. -
Valley Center, San Diego County, California *
N . N ' ' : November 8, 1954 -
¥, OEARLES BROWN, Acting Chairman o L
State Senate Interim Committeg on’ California Indian Affairs
State Capitol, Sacramento, COalifornia” "~ T o e
. Re: State Senate Interim Committee Hearing on ‘.‘problems,.imf.\ose& e
. by the proposed termination of Tederal, supervision and i
" .services to Indians in the State of Qalifornia” - .- . )

¢ DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN © T have just been handed a copy of a notice sent out b

th%;‘Fefdeml‘ Indian Bureau office at Sacramento, announcing that your Honorable
- GQmmlttee' i&to bold a two-day meeting at the Gity Hall at Palm Springs, starting
> at'10 o'clock Tuesday, November 16th. No notice of the meeting was sent me direct




1. SPECIFIC PROBLEMS PRESENTED BY INDIAN
TRIBES, BANDS AND GROUPS

There are 117 ‘‘Indian reservations’’ in 33 California counties. The
term “‘reservation’’ is nsed as a convenient word to deseribe land which
is set aside for or is used by Indians, but it should be noted that these
parcels of 1and fall into various categories as to ownership, method of .
acquisition and tribal status. Also, the lands ditfer widely in usage and
as to the management of sundry agricultural and business affairs being
conducted thereon. The committee, therefore, helieves that great care
must be taken not to generalize with regard to the lands contained in
these ‘‘reservations’’ but, on the contrary, feels that each parcel or unit
has to be separately analyzed and examined. There is accordingly at-
tached to this report as Appendices P77 and ““G.”" a tabulation and

‘map indicating the names and locations of each of the parcels of land

involved as well as population and acreage data.

The following information obtained at committee hearings through-
out the State refers for the most part to problems connected with one
or more of these parcels of land. For the sake of convenience the various
reservations, rancherias and public domain allottees were grouped in
accordance with land usage and were heard after segregation into geo-
graphical areas throughout the State. To accomodate witnesses, hear-
ings were held in each of these geographical areas as follows:

At Redding, California—September 15 and 14, 1954;

At Hoopa, California—September 16 and 17, 1954;

At Palm Springs, California—November 16 and 17, 1954;

At Bishop, California—November 19, 1954 ; and

At Sacramento, California—November 22 and 28, 1954.

It 1& the purpose of the committee in this segment of the report to
submit some of the significant testimony presénted at these various
hearings.

A. HEARING, REDDING, CALIFORNIA, -SEPTEMBER 13 AND 14, 1954

Reservations, rancherias or public allotment areas covered by this
hearmg are the following:

Alturas, Cedarville, Redding, Snsanville, (thico, Strawberry Valley,
Montgomery Creek, Big Bend, X T, Ranch, Quartz Valley, Fort Bid-
well, BEnterprise, Mooretown, Grindstone (Jreek, Gireenville, Lookout,
T%Ylorsviﬂ.e, Likely, Berry Creek, Roaring Creek, Paskenta, and Ruf-

5. ' :

For the sake of convenience these rancherias were grouped in accord-

. ance with problems which might be common to several. Deseriptive of

and in connection with this grouping the Burcaun of Indian Affairs has
stated as follows:
1. RANCHBRIAS OR RESTERVATIONS PROVIDING HOMESITES
IN THE VICINITY OR ADJTACENT TO TOWNS
a, Alturas
b. Cedarville

(87)
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¢. Redding

d. Susanville

e, Chico

£ Strawherry Valley

The aerense in these runchering ig geuerally small and hag no utility except for."
homesites. The Jand was acquired by purchase and title s beld by the United States ‘
no trust patent having heen issued 1o any ptrtienlar group, The only water I!I'fﬂ'~
lem concerns thul for domestic use. Domestic wells exist on four of these rancheriag
and on the other two, namely Susinville and Ghico, water is supplied by aun outside”
municipal system. The Tndinns pay for ity use individnally, T believe that there
no water right problems, ax such. Phere is some rehabilitation of the domestic wellg-
needs, which we are working on at this time. Decause of the proximity of thege’
runcherius to existing towus, there are no roud problems. We know of 1o boundary 1
disputes and are not aware of any houndavy surveys necded. Ty o couple of cuses
gubdivision surveys hinve been made and the arens are divided into lotls. H(n\'nvef’f
on others the occupaney patlern i¢ nut well defined. No land is alloted but iy ay o
sizued, and in most cuses the assimunents have had the formal approval of thig
office. The occupunts of these pancherins make o living primarily from employment &
in aud around the adjacent villages.

2. RANCHERIAS PROVIDING HOMESITES IN DRURAL ATIEAS
a. Montgomery Creek :
. b. Big Bend

Phese ranclierias aye in isviated rural areus and the residents wre gencrally emd
ployed on the local ranclies or in the timber industry. The land is held by the Tnited -
States and no trust patent hus heen issued to any particular group of Indians, The @
Jand is not allotted but is oceupied under assignments, not all of which have heen
formally approved by the Burean of indiun Affairs. The domestic water is provided :
by springs and wells and to our knowledge no water right problems exist.

3. RESERVATIONS ON WIHICH AGRICULTURAL ENTERPRISES
ARE CONDUCTED
a. X L Ranch-
b, Quartz Vulley
¢. Fort Bidwell

The X L Ranch and the Quarts Vulley Reservation were purchased under author-
ity of the Indian Reorganization Act and title is held by the United States in trust
for certain groups of Indiaus. The Tort Bidwell Reservation was set aside by Execu-
tive Order for a specific groug and a bvust patent has been issued to that group.
None of these reservations arc allotted and land is held under approved assignments.
All of these reservations axe partinlly irrigated from water diverted from streams
and from underground sources. Mwo of the reservations have organized livestock
associations and graze livestock on their own land, and in the case of the X L Ranch,
lease additional federal land. There may be some water rights problems on each of
these upits, however in the cuse of the purcbused properties a waier right preswm-
ably was acquired with the land. There is a rather difficult use right dispute to cew-
tain land on the X L Tlauch whieh may require litigation for settlement. Each of the
reservations has irrigation liens. The Tort Bidwell Reservation contuins some
merchantable timber and steps ire heing taken to advertise this timber for sule in
the near future. A peculiar problem presents itself on the X L Ranch in that it
was acquired for the benefit of the it River tribe but only a small segment of that
fribe actually - has assigmuents.

4. RESBRVATIONS PROVIDING HOMBSITES BUT WIHICH HAVE ADDI-
TIONAL UNUSED AGRICULTURAL AND NONAGRICUL "URAL LAND.
a. Interprise : .
I, Moorcetown
¢. Grindstone Creek
d. Greeunville
e. Lookout

All of these reservations, except Greenville, were acquired by purchase and title
is held in the United States and no trust patent has heen-issued to any Indian
group. The Greenville Teservation was purtiolly sel aside by Executive Order and
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o trust patent issued, but certnin gegments were acquired by purchase and ave held
in the saue manner as the others indicated. The land is not wllotied but is occupied
ander assignments, not all of which lLave been formalized. A domestic water system
was recently instailed on the Grindstone Creek Tuncheria and we contemplate in-
ing system at Chreenville is in ueed of rehabil-
itation and we hope to aceomplish the necessary work, It is possible that certain
water rights problems will arise in connection with the Grindstone and Greenville
Rancherias bul we cannot Foresee such problems on the romuinder at this time. These
reserviltions are somewhat isolated and the people generally derive their livelihood
from wige work among ranches in the vicinity and in the timber industry. One seg-
ment of the Greenville Runcheria is leased to a non-Indian for erazing.

5. RESERVATIONS WHICH HAVE DBEEN INTERMITTENTLY OR
PERMANENTLY OCCUPIED

a. Taylorsville

b. Likely

¢. Berry Creek

. d. Roaring Creek
- e. Paskenta
. Ruffeys -

These reservations were acquired and are Leld by the United States, but in at
least one cise was acquired for a specific group of Indians. At the present time we
pelieve that there is one family each on the Taylorsville and Paskenta Reservations.
The Taylorsville Reservation is adjacent to the town of the siume name and a portion
has been leased to the town. It is not helieved that any of these tracts will present
any particular problem in connection with water supply or water rights. The prin-
cipal question to be answered is whether gpecific groups of Indians have a valid
claim to the land or whether ownership conld more equitably be vested in “The In-
dians of California.” :

1. RANCHERIAS OR RESERVATIONS PROVIDING HOMESITES IN THE
VICINITY OR ADJACENT TO FOWNS
(a) Alturas

The following statement was submitted by the residents of the Alturas
Rancheria: :

This letter is to certify our wishes here at Alturas Rancheria, which was not
beard at the last Senate Interim Committee on California Indian Affairs during last
September 18, 14 that took place at Redding, California. We were unable to appear
then as we had not gotten together to discuss our problem, therefore we were not
represented.

We are the residents of Alturas Rancheria. It has been our home for at least 10
years and more. This Rancherin covers 20 or 20 ncres; there are six houses here,
five of which are occupied. We feal we could ask for 2id. The government could give
us running water to our homes. The pump we Now share is a very shallow well and
it i3 very far for some of us to camy Wi tor. We need material to remodel our
homes. The houses we now live in are made from the most common lumber, cull or
serap wood which we gathered from the mill. All five homes need to he remodeled. It
is very cold lere during the spring, fall, and winter and our houses are not warm.
Some of ug have small children which suffer many colds during the cold weather
from. the lack of warm homes. Our road on our rancheria is in very bad condition
:i]l.l\flldlend wet wenther 1t Js very h:Lr_d to get in and out. We t(‘(‘l we Shqu]d <I'mve this

among us as individuals. Wao wonld feel more secure 1 knowing just what
part belonged to us.
0??2}‘&q1s @ erepk vanning through onr rancheria used for brrigation; it has becn
\Vhich‘ 1):4 11'\' n‘cw owner has purchased 1:,110, adjoining ranch :3nd }ms put in a levee
This W’I'LC \h_ﬂyz water on the 1~:|n<'-11-.,-1'1:"| ’\vhnn the water s high in th‘e‘s;p‘m‘l:.:,
severn] ‘tifr {.Inuds some of the honses, This has been 1'01)()11(:11 to Mr. Hill's oflice

e Shm“‘:q\\- 1)1.1‘1'. nol_'.hm;; bhas heen d(?nc. We have also tohl.(‘,he owner of the ranch.
Yike thiqh%t }'i_'flt as if o tell us that’s too h:\dr,\ let your .(:]nldron drown. We wm.ﬂd
our deS‘i\‘lQ: .n;;ht’n}mr] ont: a8 s00M NS ]msflhln. il ]1(\ f'm'_t»‘,'_"m'n,'_*' statement 18 CX]W‘I‘OSSIUL"
of us th s as residents of the Altueas l_x:xnghm‘nn \\'h.u;h is our only home. To some

e onJy home we bhave ever known. We ask nid as we have no money to do




478 REPORT ON INDIAN ATFFPAIRS

APPENDIX E

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS

Souree of water supply
Map| Reservation and rancherins ];.l?t'l)(;:l- Aﬁm' How land Present status
No. by counties 1951 | neres | WA aequired of lnud. Stroam . Under-
‘ ground Other
Bt
De! Norte Gounty i
1 Coast. Indian Commuuity 40 238 | Purchased Trusl Patent Klamath River
(Ressighini) . ununed
. streatn
2 Crescent City-(Blk Yalley) 92 100 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
3 Smith River oooeocomeoaes 110 164 | Purcliused ‘I'rust Patent Lopez Creelk
Siskiyou County . -
4 Quariz Valley.ooocaenann. 40 604 | Purchased | Trust Patent Shackleford Wells
Creek .
5 Rufleys.oeemmacmmnnaaeaan 2 441 | Purchased | Trust Patent None
Modoc County
6 AlBUEaS. o oo 12 20 | Purchased | Trust Patent Well
7 Cedarville.. ... o 13 17 | Purchased | Trusi Patent v Well
8 Fort Bidwell 112 3,340 | Dxecutive Trust Patent Bidwell Creek Springs
order and Venniug Creek
purchased
F I 1. —— 0 40 | Purchased | Trust Patent None -
10 Lookout (2 parcels)...--..| 10 50 | Purchased | Trust Patent ’ Wells
11 X L Ranch (4 parcels)....[ 39 | 8,760 | Purchased | Trust Patent Nerth Fork Pit Reservoirs
River and
} . tributaries
Humboidt County
12 Big Lagoon . v cmmmceccnee- 0 9 | Purchased | Trust Patent None
13 Blue Lake. o cceemaranno. 22 26 | Purchased | Trust Patent City
- mains
14 | Hoopa Valley. caeeaaee-. 600 | 87,497 | Exccutive | 84,562 acres Tributaries of Springs
order Trust Patent Trinity River
2,939 acres
allotiments :
15 Hoopa Extension (Klam- 375 | 13,960 | Executive 2,829 ucres Tributaries .| Springs
. ath strip) order Trust Patent of Klamath
11,168 acres River
aliotments .
16 Robnerville . ____________ 30 15 | Purchased | Trust Patent . Springs
17 Tablp Bloflo o ieias 40 20 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
18 | . Trinidad-ccmemmaeaooon 91 - 60| Purchused | Trust Patent Wells
Shasta County
19 Big Bend (Henderson).....- 11 40 | Purchased | Trust Patent Well
20 Montgomery Creek___.... 1 72 | Purchased | Trust Patent Mg)tgomery Springs
reek
21 Redding (Clear Creek)....; 36 31 | Purchased | Trusi Patent - Well .
22 Roaring Creek.oocccnnen 0 80 | Purchased | Trust Pateat None
Lassen Gounty :
23 | Susanvillee.ooooooooo 45 30 | Purchased | Trust Patent City |,
wains
Tehama County ' .
24 Paskenba .o cooaeeoiaeos 4 259 | Purchased | Trust Patent Thomes Creek
Plumas County o . ) .
25 Greenville (2 parcels)-.... . 40 275 | Bxccutive Trusl Patent Wolf Creek Springs
order and
purchased .
26 Taylorsyillea nen cuuaunnans 0 160 | Purchused | Trust Patent None
Glenn Gounty )
27 Grindstone Creek......... 30 80 | Purchased Trust Patent Stoney Creek
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APPENDIX E—Continued

FOR CALIFORNIA IMDIAN LANDS—Continued
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SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS

Use of water

Diversion and distribution Tacilities

Water distribution

Decrees or

Teri Esti- Dresent Apparent e
L{f{l:] mabed reimburs- . Dasis of ‘l‘;l"“,’zﬂl‘l‘::i
. i | irrig- Owned- Main- able By N waber right voiiine
arcar | Domestic | PR by tained by®| charges, » Iindians Other water rights
n area, in
Hres it ucres dollars
“60 | Domestic 100 | Tribe . Indians None Individuals Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian
None | Domestic | 40 . None . Ground water None
5 | Domestic 5 | Tribe | Indians $1,166 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian
384 354 | Tribe Indians 8,063 State Adjudicated and Shackleford
water- | ground water Creek Decree
master No. 13775
None None None
None | Dorestic 10 ) Nove around water None
None | Domestic [ None | Tribe Indians | None . Ground water None
228 | Domestic 300 | Tribe Indisns 123 | Individuals Appropriative and | Presently being
/or riparian adjudicated
None| None | Noue None
None | Domestic | None i . None . Ground water None
800 | Domestic | 1,200 | Tribe Indians 25,420 | Individuals | State | Adjudicated and | North Fork of
water-|  /or appropriative Pit River De-
master cree No. 4074
None| None | None R Nane .
None | Domestic | None City of None )
Blue
v . Lake . o
1,170 | Domestic 1,910] Tribe Indlians 101,022 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
/or riparian
None | Domestic 50§ Tribe Indians | None Individuals Appropriative and | None
/or riparian
None | Domesiic 5 | Tribe Indians None Individuals Appropriative and | None
. X . . /or riparian
None | Domestic 12 | Individuals| [ndians None Individuals Ground water None
None | Domestic | None | Individuals| Indians None Tudividuals Geound water None
None | Domestic | Nouc . 71 | Individuals (3round water None
3 | Domestic 20 | Individuals] Indians | None Individuals Appropriative and | None
X Jor riparian
1 | Domestic 8§ Tribe Indians 2,120 1 Tndividuals Ground water None
None Noue None
None | Domestic | None Ciby of None
Susanville
2 15 | Trihe Inelinng 226 | Individuals Approprintive and | Noue
/ot riparian
67 | Domestic 67 | White and| Indiang 1,146 State Adjudicated Indian Creck
Ldians water- Decree No.
jotntly muster $185
None | None None
15 | Domestic 18 | Tribe Indians 14,500 | Individuais Appmpriuf.jvc and | None

/or ripuarian
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APPERDIN E—Continved

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continved

Souree of water supply
. . Topu-| Areu . P <
Reservation and rancherias g e THow land Present stabus
Map ] ooy lation in e nenuired o7
P by counties 1051 | avres | WheReauired i . Under- '
Streaw ground Other
Butie County . . .
28 Berry Oreekoommaaaanan- { 34 | Executive Trust Pulent None
order
29 Chico (Mecchupla). . --oo| 40 95 1 Grant Trust Patent City
: . . mains
50 Eunterprise (2 parce)s). .- -- 14 81 | Purchsed Trust Putent Spring
31 MOOrChOWI - - o ccomemamcnm 14 160 | Purchased | ‘Trust Patent - Spring
Mendocing County N
32 Coyoie Valley oo oemensoen 34 100 | Purchused | Trust Patent Russian River Spring
. : . N available
93 GUIAVILC e e e mmmem e m 85 243 | Exceulive Trust Patenl Well
order .
34 Hoplandaee oo eacvmmmanan 75| 2,070 | Purclused | Trust Patent Spring
35 Laylonvillew «ocwmmaamonsn 90 200 | Purchased "Frust Patent Well
36 Manchesler—Point Arena .| 85 36y | Purchased | Trusi Patent Garciu River Well
37 Pivoleville. e acocemmcannn 100 96 | Purchased | Yrust Patent X Wells
38 Potter Vulley (2 parcels) -.| 12 96 | Bxecutive Trust Patent Wells
order aud . :
. : purchased |
39 |  Redwood Valley.--ooeee-- 17 80 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
40 Round Valley. . ccecemnn- 500 | 26,578 | Executive Trust Patent Wells
. order and
purchased|
42 Sherwood Valley ooeevannn 0 991 | Purchased | Trust Patent . . Springs
Lake County i .
.42 Big Valley (Mission)---n-- 124 102 | Purchased | Trust Patent Well Clear -
N Lake
43 Cache Creek. o aoecemena- 2 160 Purchased | Trust Patent Spring
44 |  Lower Lake . coonacenonn "6 140 | Puréhnsed | Trust Patent Well
45 Middletown. 21 100 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
46 Robinson. - 4 4 85 | Purchased | Trust Paient Wells
.47 Scotts Valley (Sugar Bowl)| 25 57 | Purchused | Trust Patent Wells
48 Sulphur Bauk. o couanun- 13 50 | Purchased | Trust Patent Ciear
’ Lake
49 Upper Lake (2 parcels)....| 70 561 | Purchased | Trust Patent Middle Creek Well
. Colusa Gounty
50 Colusa (Cachil Dehe)..... 50 257 | Purchased | Trust Patent Sacramento Wells
River ~
51 Corting.aeeceoeceecmmnn- 4 640 | Purchused | Trust Patent None
Yuba Gounty
. 52 Strawberry Valley . ccmvea- 2 1§7 archased | Trust Patent Well
Nevada County . .
53 Nevada City oo ooccaaaennan o 75 | Txeculive Trust Patend Spring
: order
Placer Gounty .
54 AUDUID - oomoce e 80 40 | Purglused | Trust Palent Boardman
: . Cunal
55 (670110 S, 0 40 | Purchased | Trost Patent ) None
Sonoma County .
56 Alexander Valloy o meemevn- 12 54 | Purehased | Trost Patent Well
57 Cloverdale. nvnn P 't 27 | Turchased | Trust Patent ©| Well
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APPENDIX E—Confinued

UMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
" FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continued
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Use of water

Diversion and distribution lacilities

Water distribution

Decrees or

16—L-1561

Teri Bsti- Present Apparent
gatod mated Ownad " reimburs- 5 hasis of “]“lf:gw:'l‘l’;s
el I i | drrige whe ain- able v . water right
"ti;“’ Domestic | “pe hy tained by | churges, Indians Other waber rights
. | area, in
aeres in acres dollars
Nane None None None
14 | Domestic 14 | City of City of None . None
. Chico Chico
None | None . None \ppropnatlvu and | None
Jor Tiparian :
None None None Approprmtl veand | None
/or Tiparian
None | Domesiic 41 Tribe Indians $1,886 Riparian None
None | Domestic 5 | Tribe Tudians 681 Ground water None
Noue | Domestic 5 | Tribe Indians 574 \1)|)rnprmuvc and | None
R ! Jor riparian
None | Domestic 5 | Tribe Indians 8,086 Ground water None
None { Domestic 30 | Tribe Indians 139 Riparian and None
) . . ; ground water
None | Domestic 35 | Individuals| Indians | 2569 Ground waier None
None | Domestic 16 | Tribe Indians Noue Ground water None
None | Domestic 9 | Individuals| Tudians | None » Giround wager Noue
50 | Domestic | 4,000 | Individuals} Indians 793 | Individuals Ground water None
None | Stock- 40 | Individuals Indians None Approprlanvo :Lml None
water for ripariaut
86 | Domestic 86 | Tribe Indians 23,560 | Individuals’ Approprintive and | None
: Jor riparian and
ground water
None | Domwmestic { None None Appropriative and { None
L, X Jor riparian
None { Domestic 2 None Ciround water None
" None 2 t Tribe Indians 11,366 Ground water None
None 35 3,500 . Ground water Noune
_ 1| Domestic 5 3,853 | Individuals Ground water Noue
None | Domestic 5 None Anpruprnf.we and | None
. . . /or riparian
51 | Domestic 118 | Pribe Indians 9,862 | Tndividuals Appropriative « aud | None
. /Jor riparian and
ground water
100 | Domestic |- 218 Fribe Indians 35,870 | Individuals - Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian and
. R grownd water
None None None
None | Domestic | None None Gromnd watber None
None | Dowmestic b] None Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian :
None | Domestic 1| Tribe Indians 1,488 | Individuals W.Ltcr is purchnsed | None
. [rom Pacific Gas
X and Bleetric Co.
None | None Noue None
None | Domestic ! 6 | "Iribe Tielians None [ndividuals Frountd water None
20 1 Domestie 20 | Tribe Tndians 7,000 1 Individuals Ground water None
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APPENDIX E—Continued

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS

FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continued

Source of waier supply
Mup| Reservation and rancherias ]I)uut-‘i:wlxlx_ A{ﬁ“’ How land Present stutus
No. by counties 1451 aeTs was acquired ol land Sreas Under- ol
’ . ground Ler
Sonoma County—Continued . . !
58 ry Creek oo ooeeeoean s i 75 | Purehased | Prust Paent Springs |
59 Graton ... 3 15 | Purchased | Trust Paieub Noue
60 Liytton_ - . 10 50 | Purchmsed | Trust Patent o Wells
61 Mark West. 4 45 1| Purchased | Trust Pateoi ] Markwest Creek
62 Stewaris Poiutococaaeneos 88 40 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
Yolo County . .
63 Rumsey (2 parcels) oo onnnn 18 141 | Purchased § Trust Patent Wells
Sacramento Gounty i
64 WHLOD - o e eeccecmmmeme s 30 39 | Purchased | Trust Paient . Well
E} Dorade Gounty .
65 Shingle Spritgs.-cceeeamee 1 240 | Purchased | Trust Patent Well
Amador Gounty
66 Buenn Vislaaoicomcooanas ) 70 | Purchased | Trust Paient Springs
67 | J2cksOD. o mcoeomcannee 5 331 | Purchased | Trust Patent Springs
Cataveras County .
68 Sheep Ranch. oo oaaeeae 9 9 | Purchased | Trusi Patent None
Tuolumne County . -
69 Chicken Ranehecemmuoeo.o 9 40 Exc(gmve Trust Patent Spriug
order :
70 TuolimMNE - o e memmmmmmm 50 310 | Execative | Trust Patent Turnback Creek | Spring Black
. order and Quk
purchased Ditch
Madera County. .
71 North Fork. oo 6 80 | Purchased | Trust Patent Spring
72 Pieayune. - eecocacemnama- 21 80 | Ixecutive | Trust Pateni Wells
' order .
Fresne County .
73 Big Sandy (Aulerry)..o.-- 71 280 | Purchased | Trust Patent Spring
and
. : well
74 Cold Springs (Sycamore) .. 25 160 | Executive Trust Patent Spring
order an
- . well
75 Table Moun'ain.-cueeco-- 50 160 | Purchased | Trust Pateut Well
Inyo Counly . : .
76 Bigg Pltsece e i mmeeae 50 279 | Land ex- Trusl Patent Big Pine Creck | Well
change
wilh City ’
ol Los
Angeles *
7 BighODacccccnmcaeman 500 875 | Land ex- Trusl Patent Bishop Creek Well
. change
with Ciiy
of Los
Angeles
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WATER RIGHTS

Use ol water

Diversion and distribution facilities

Water distribution

Trri- Tsti- Present Appucent _Dr""f“’”f “b"_
sated mated o 4 ' M rmm‘blurs- B I)i:JSIS pl’lt “iﬁf‘tﬁieg‘l‘]‘;
et i | AT WL fin- able y water righ VOV
"";::]‘L‘ Domestic | )i by tained byb] charges,* lndians Other wager rights
area, in
acres in acres dollars
1 | Domestic 1 1 Tribe Indians 931 | Individuuls Appropriative and | None
B /Jor riparian
Noue Noue None
30 | Domestic 45 | Tribe Indians 5,265 | Individuals Ground water Noue
None | Domestic 4 None Appropriative and | Noue ;
- Jor riparian :
Noue | Domestic | None | Tribe Indians 1,711 | Individuals Ground water None
66 | Domestic 70 | Tribe Tudians 2,080 | Individuals Ground waber None
10 | Damestic 10 | Tribe Indians 3,800 | Individuals Ground water None
None | Domestic 5 | Tribe Indians None Individuals Ground water None
None | Domestic 15 | Tribe Indians | None Individuals Appropriative and. | None
/or riparian
None | Domestic 5 | Tribe Indians 116 | Individuals Appropriative and |* Noue
for riparian
None None None
None | Domestic | None "Tribe Indians None Individuals Appropriative and | None
Jor ripariau
35 | Domestic 75 | 'Tribe Indians 5,602 | Individuals Water purchased Agreement No.
from Pacific Gas 1898 (Chero-
and Electrie kee Ditch
Company Black from Turn-
Ouk Ditch back Creek)
Recorded
Book A. Vol.
69 P. 201,
County Courl
. House
None | Domestic 20 | Tribe Indians None Individuals Appropristive and § None
. Jor Tiparian
None | Domestic 20 | Indi- Indians | None Ground water None
viduals
4 | Domestic 12 | Tribe Indians 923 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian and
ground water
2 | Domestic 10 |.Tribe Tndians 332 | Individuals Appropriative and [ None
. Jor tiparian and
ground waber
None | Domestic 4 1 Tribe Indiuns 1,065 | Individuals Grround water
270 | Domestic 270 | City of Govern- 18,590 | Individuals | Diver- Ground waber Agreement with
Angeles ment ston City of Los
and by Angeles
Indians ciby
water-
mas-
terd .
700 | Domestic 858 | City of Govern- © 77,357 | Tudividuals | Diver- Ground waber Agrecment with
Los ment sion City of Los
Angeles and by Angeles
Indians city
water-
maus-
ter
and
own
water~
mas-
terd
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APPENDIX E—Continued

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continved .

Suuree of water supply
3 v
Map| Reservation und rancherias ]1‘:"‘!’“”' AF,’““' How land Present status
Na. by eounties -‘ml,‘“ . “ was acquired of lund U
" awres Stream uder- Other
ground Jhier
INYO COUNTY—Coantinued
78 1ot Independente ..o 42 320 | Bxecutive 918 acres Trust | Oak Creck
. order Patent; 102
acres allot-
s

74 Indian Raneh o oomemmeaan { 560 | Lurchased | Trust Patent Halls Canyon

80 Tione Pine. - cocemnnannans Lo118 9237 | Tawnd ex- Trust Patent Lone Pine Creek | Well
change
with City
ol Los
Angeles

Kings Gounty . . . .
51 Sania ROSte o mmemamannnn 82 170 | Purchased | Trust Patent Well Last.
Chanee
Diteh
and
York
Drop
Ditch
Com-
panies
Tulare County
.82 Strathunore. - - c--eeaee-as 0 40 | Purchased | Trust Paten
83 Tyle RIVEraecaccnmnnamnnn 900 | 54,116 | Txecutive | Trust Pateut South Fork Well
. . order . Tule River
Santa Barbara County

84 Santat Yielae cemmommmmmmn 28 99 | Decded to | Trust Patent Zanja Decota

Indians River
San Bernardino County :

85 Gan Manuelocceeeccamnnn- 18 653 | Executive | Trust Patent Well Turchased
order and from
purchased . Bear |

Valley
Mutbual
Water
Com-
pany

86 Twenby-Nine Palmso.oo.-. 0 161 | Exeentive Trust Patent
order

Riverside Gounty
87 Agua Calionte (Palm 78 1 31,128 | TBxecutive 28,166 neres Taquitz Cauyon | Springs City
Springs) order, Trust Patent; Sau Andreas mains
purchased! 2,061 ucres Canyon
and seere- | allobments
tarial
wilh-
drawal
b AURUSHNE - cmmmmmcmc e § 616 | Eaveutive 462 weres Trust | f
! i order Putent: 169
i , ! acres allot-
i ! 1 I nments
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APPENDIX E—Continved

OWNERSHIP WATER

FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Coniinued

UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS

22

P>

o
=

None
100

60

6

None

Use of water

I Diversion and disuribution facilities

Domestie

Domestit

Domestic

Domestic

Dorestic

None |
Domestic-

Domestic

Domestic

None

Domestic

17—L-1f

l

1
!
|

H

Water distribution

R

Decrees or

" Iisti Present Apparent S reatner
mated . 1 N rciu‘;liurs- B . 1 lﬁlr\crgﬁxbnlrl'g
irrig- Owne Main- able v § waker right e Ao
uble hy tained bybl charges, s} Indians Other waler rights
area, n

in acres dollars

300 | Tribe Indiais $1,262 Tndividuals | Diver- Appropriative Oak Creel de~
sion Ly cree entered
City June 17, 1924 ¢
water-
mas-
terd
20 | Tribe Indiens | Nove Individuals Appropriative snd | Noue
. s . /or riparian
224 | Tribe Govern- 20,429 | Individuals j Diver- Giround waler Agrezment with
ment “ sion N City of Los
and by Angeles
Indians Ciby
waber-
mus-
terd
110 | Tribeand | Ditch 6,925 | Individuals | Com- Ground water and | None
. Last Com-~ pany 14 share of
Chance |  panies water-{  watber shock in
Ditch mas- Ditch Companies
and ter
York
Drop
Ditch
Cornn~
panies
None None
150 | Tribe Indians 16,628 Own Appropriztive and | Agreement he-
water- /ar riparian and tween Govern~
mas- zround waber ment and
ter . South Tule
Independent
Diteh Com-
pany
90 | Tribe Indians 16,010 | Individuals Appropriative and Conveyed from
Jor riparian Sanba Ynez
Development
Company
8 | Tribe Indians 16,070 | Individuals | Com- Ground water and | Nonc
pany 40 shares water
water- stock, Highland
mas- Land Company
ter
Noue None
208 | Tribe and | Indians 9,350 | Individuals Appropriative and Whitewater
* City of an for riparian River deeree
Palm City of No. 18035
Springs Palm
Springs
1616 ‘
61
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APPENDIX E—Continved

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
: FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continued

| | ] ] ] ?
i ' 1 | H Source of water suppiy
| | --
) " !
Map! Heservations and rancheriag Ul‘"l!‘,“] Arca, How laud Present status :
No. by counties | J;',"“ . m L was acquired of fand . |
1451 | ueres S Uunder- .
Lream gruund : Obhier
!
; I ! !
' |
89 | Cabmzon. emeammenre oot 15 1,480 | Lixcentive 320 ueros allni- i Springs
N order wents 3,089 w B
% . Trust wells
1 L 121 |
a Fee ;
. I Patent I
op | Cabuillusoooaiimeeaes L om2 18272 | Dxesullve 15,242 neres Springs
1 \ order and Trust Patent and i
| purchased| 20 ueres Gov- wells |
: 1 . i ernment 1
g1 | Mission Creekeoconeencenner by 55 Secretarial | 2,402 neres Trusti Mission Creek ]
| order Patent 158 |
agres allot- '
i ’ ]‘ , . ments S
92 | MOTORgO. « c cmemsmmmmmme s Pas | 81,724 Lxecutive 30,285 acres Patreora Can- Springs |
i order and | Trust Patent you, Hatha- and |
‘ purchused 1,427 acres way Cauyou wells
allotment 11
acres reserved
03 | Pechanga . oocemmmemmenrans o0 | 4,125 | Exceutive 1 2,858 neres Trust Springs i
order and | Patent 1,269 T
purchased| * aeres alloi- i
ments 3 acres i
reserved :
04 | RAIMONA - cmmmmmmmmmmmnas 0 520 | Act of Con- | Trust Patent ‘ Springs |
| £ress ;
05 | Santa ROSA. ceememeeonmenns 10 | 11,783 | Purchased Trust Patent Palm Canyen | wells !
P 150 | 5116 | Executive | Trust Patent Wells ‘
: order an
: purchased| |
97 | Torres-Martines -ceuoeene- o950 | 30,182 | Executive | 320 ucres Fee Colorado River i
’ order Patent 47
aeres Govern-
ment 8,550
acres allot-
ments 21,215 |
acres Trust
Patent
San Diego County
. 98 | Barona Ranehe ooonommemms 93 | 5005 | Purchased | Trust Patent Wells
99 | Campo (2 parcels) . —enunoo- 63 | 15,010 | Executive Trust Patent Campo Creek Springs ‘
. order and and
purchased . wells
100 | Capitan Grande. oeeoemveens 0| 17,785 | Exceutive 17,605 acres
order Trust Patent
180 acres
allotments
101, | Cuyspaipe.---nzmecmmmnm== 3 5,320 E.\'cc&ltive Trust Patent Springs
order : :
102 | Ingjab oo cacmcmrmmmmmmneen 20 880 | Bxcoutive | Trust Patent Springs
order and
. wells
103 | Cosmit?omoeeammmnnmmmenmas
104 | La Jolaoammmmmnnnnenanes- 112 | 8,320 | Executive 7,684 acres Ypecha Creek
order Trust Patent La Jolla
. 745 acres Creek
. allotments
105 | Lo Postieenwemanmnmmmmmnn=- 0| 5879 | Excoutive | Trust Patent None
order and
purchase
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SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Continved

Use of water Diversion and distribution [eilities | Water distribution
Tres Bsii- Present Apparent .D“"fm@ o
(;E;l mated | reimburs- B Lasis oF ‘ﬁfsgﬁ‘;‘l‘“
& . irrig- Owned Mauin- able v watber right Vg
“"i(:;‘” Domestic ILbl.LE by t:Lined hy| charges,» Indijans Other water rights
, ares, in
- aores in acres dollars
307 1,359 7] Tribe Indians None Individuals Appropriative and | None
/or riparian,
and ground
waier
60 | Domestic 80 | Tribe Giovern- 9,549 | Individuals Appropriative and| None
ment ground water
160 160 | Tribe (xovern- 2,703 | Individuals Appropriative and | Whitewater
- ment /or ripariait River decree
No. 18035
775 | Domestic 715 | Tribe Govern- 81,279 | Indians set | Pump | Appropriative and | Whitewater
: ment up own oper- /or riparian River decree
schedule ator . No. 18035
\
10 | Domestic 190 | Tribe Govern- 17,376 | Individuels Appropriative and | None
. - ment /or tiparian
.
.None None None Appropriative and | None
X . o /or riparian
25 | Domestic 60 | Tribe Govern~ 8,637 | Individuals Appropriative and
S ment /or riparisn
and ground
. : . water
185 | Domestic 340 | Tribe Gaovern- 20,744 | Individuals Ground water None
ment .
3401 8,177 | Tribe Govern- | Noue Individuals Appropriative and | None
. ment /for riparian
60 | Domestic 740 | Tribe Indiang 1,922 Pump | Ground water None
and oper-
Govern- ator
menb i
45 | Domestic 150 | Tribe Govern- 7,512 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
: ment /or riparian and :
ground water
None | None None None
20 | Domestic . 20} Tribe Indians None Individuals Appropriative and | None
. . X /ot riparian
10 | Domestic 20 | Tribe Indians 10,848 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
Jor riparian and
ground water
184 | Domestic 300 | Tribe (Govern- 10,523 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
ment - /or riparian
None | None 5 None
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APPENIENY E—Confinved

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS—Coniinued

! Souree of waier supply
) /i - !
Map! Reservibions antl rancherius 'li.(”-’“' = :“ Hiow lund Present status 1
No. by counties by W was asguired ol land 4 :
1451 UL . Stream Under- Otise
k : ground tee
1
| |
106 | Los Covoins. oooooioioio.C 95 ‘ 45,050 | Bxeentive Trusi Paieni Wells
; : order and .
purchase
107 | ianzan a7 2,550 | Bxceutive | Trust Pateni Springs
i order
108 | Mesu Grade. ooooamonooanis 00 ! 5,068 | Dseentive | Trust Paient bprings
: order and and
purehase wells
109 | Mission Heservee oomvvamunn 1] 9,450 | Execulive Reserved None
order
110 | Pabeo oo 100 | 11,006 | Dxecutive | 9,042 acres San Luis Rey Wells
order and Trust Patent River
purchuase 1,374 acres
allotinents
111 } Pawoa and Yuima..oooooo. L6 250 | Purchase Trust Patent Pauma Creek
112 | RiBCOM Ao e ccmrecmacecean 85 | 3,486 | Executive | 3,048 acres San Luis Rey Wells
order Trusi Patent~]  River
418 acres
allotments 20
acres other
113 | San Pasqualoccocceccanamaen 8| 1,348 | Execative | Trust Patent | Spriogs
order . and
. wells
114 | Sania Ysabeleawooemoaacaaan 46 | 9,679 { Bxecutive | Trust Patent Carrizo Creek Wells
order and
. purchase
115 | Byeusi oo ooicmmamecana 15 604 | Execulive | 369 acres Trust | North Fork Wells
- order Patent 234 Sweet Water
acres allot~ River
ments 1 acre
other
116 | Viejas (Baron Long)oooonane 37 1,609 | Purchuse Trusi Patent Wells
imperial County
117 | Fort Yume o oeeeoimmanaans 1,100 | 7,979 Exe(gltive Trust Patent Colorado River | Wells
order
i TOTALS . e 7,148 | 485,463
NOTES

» Reimbursable chirges were corepiled by the Bureat of 1ndian Affairs as_of June 30, 1953.

b Phe Burean of Indian Affuirs assists the Indiaus with mujor repairs on all projects.

e e well is Weated on adjacent lands of Liynus Goyett; Indians pay a token fee of $1 per annum for use of the well. The
pumping equipment, is government property. , .

aPie Los Angeles City Walermuster turns the Indiens’ alloiments in their diteh and the Indians distribute it frow there.

¢ This.decree has no court number,

£ 10 addition an unknown arca witbin the Augustine, Cabazon and ihe portion of Torres-Martinez reservation located in
Jiverside ‘County is presently irvigated with Cotorado Rtiver water by lessees who obtain this supply through the Coa-
chella Valley County Water Distriet. The govcrnment is presently negotiating a contract with this district te supply
water for Indian use on an estimaled total drvigable area within these reservations of 10,152 acres. ’

£ A portion of this reservation including 10,080 acres and a population of 21 is Jocated in Imperial County and has no
water suppty.

W Tnaja and Cosmit are treated as one unit in thi table.

) Phere s an area of approximately 4,400 acres acereted Lo ihe reservation because of {he change in course of the Coloradoe
Tiver, This area s frvigable and mity become prt of the reservibion when ownership is determined.

3 There is an angual operation and maintenauce charge of $58.075 paid to the Burcau of Reelamation for irrigation water.
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APPENDIX E—~Continued

SUMMARY OF LAND OWNERSHIP WATER UTILIZATION AND STATUS ‘OF WATER RIGHTS
FOR CALIFORNIA INDIAN LANDS-—Continued

Usc of water Diversion and distribution facilities] Water distribution.

. Bsti- Present Apparent ’Dcl‘:rees .
(;I;{(la;] mated Ownad V. reiu}blurs- B hasis Otht ‘]‘]’ir“;g;";‘l':l’és
. o | drrigs W Main- able y water rig o e
Mi;‘l' Domestic | by tained byb| charges,® Indians Other waier rights

area, o
aeres in acres dollars
6 | Dormestic 100 | Tribe Govern- 21,005 | Individuals Ground water None
! ment
18 | Doraestiu 34 | Tribe - Indians | None Individuals Appropriative and | None
: . /or riparian
30 | Domestic 60 | Tribe Govern- 8,231 i Individuals Appropriative and | None
ment Jorriparian and |,
ground water
None | None None None
630 | Domestic 630 | Tribe Govern- 85,750 Pump | Appropristive and | Henshaw
ment oper- /or riparian and agreements
ator ground water
100 | Domestic 207 | Tribe Govern-~ | 9,720 | Individuals Appropriative and | Superior Court
: ment /or riparian decree dated,
. March 31,
N 1892
720 | Domestic 720 | Tribe Govern- 115,260 ' Pump | Appropriative and | Henshaw
ment oper- /or riparian agreements
ator
10 | Domestic 50 | Tribe Govern- 0,017 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
ment /or riparian and
R . . ground water
10 | Domestic 60 | Tribe Govern- 13,903 | Individuals Appropriative and | None
ment Jor tiparian and
. . i X ground water
7 | Domestic 15 | Tribe Indians 11,682 | Individuals . Appropriative and | None
: and. Jor riparian and .
Govern-| ground water
ment
15 | Domestic 500 | Tribe Indi:gls 67 | Individuals Ground water None
an d .
Govern-
ment
7,743 | Domestic | 12,400¢ |Burcau of Indians 335,828 | Buresu of Appropﬁz;tive and | Colorado River
: Recla- and Recla- /or tiparian Contract
mation Govern-| mationi
ment
16,211 39,075 $1,233,704
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APPENDIX F
DATA OHN INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA

Tteser-
County and reservation Tribe Popu- | vaiiou - Mailing address
laijon* | acresget

__’_._————_____—_________————

Amador County
Bugna Fiska. o oowmammamsmnmmmemosmoos Me-Wuko o ommeaman & 70 | RFD, lone
J24CKSOU o o omm e e mmmmmmmmmm T T Me-Wuko o cmeommnan 5 351 | RFD, Jackson

POl e o o o ommcmmmmmmmmmmmm e RS | 10 401

Butte County

Berry Creel: - V] 35 1 Berry Creek
%‘hic(u (Me . humu)f- ‘il; %)5 gilil:nll
Tnterprise {2 purcels) .-~ - 4 31 roville
3 14 160 | Feather River (Star Ri.)

MOUTCLOWI - o < mmmmmmm e mmmmmmm s

FOUS - oo emmcmm e mmmme s mmm e - 68 299
Cataveras County
Sheep Rinsehovaeaaaeenn PP 9 2 | Sheep Ranch
Colusa County i .
Colusa (Cachil Dehe)dw cnmcmmmmmacmmnnn Y Wintun - | 50 957 | Rt. 1, Box 225, Colusa
GOt oo mmemmmcmmmmmmmem e Me-Wuk. l g | a0 | Williaws
TOAUIS e - o e mcmmmmmmmmm o mmm e | 54 897
!
Del Norte County . |
Coast Indian Community (Resighini)- .- Turok. o cccmroume- 40 228 | Klawath
Crescent City (Elk Valley) Crescent C . 22 100 | Crescent City
S10ith RIVEL . zccmmmmmemmmommnomemene Spith Tiver-.ocooen 110 164 | Smith River
TotalSe o o v ommmmemmmmemmmemm == aan ) ' 172 492
El Dorado County . .
Shingle SPriNgS-cwan-on-sonsmemanmanonss MerWukooeormmanne 1 240 | Tl Dorado
Fresno County
Big Sandy (AUDEITY)-covmceomanennonas Mono. - 71 280 | Auberry
Cold Springs (Syeamore).- - Moneo. 25 160 | Tollhouse
Pable MoUDtRIN- oo cmecmmmmmmmamameas Chukeh 50 160 | Friant
T | 15| 600
Glenn County o
Grindstone Oreek oo cmumaeamnsmncmnen Wint0ha cccmmemem e 30 80 | Star Rt., Orland
0 9 ¢ Orick
22 26 | Blue Lake
600 | 87,497 | Hoopa
375 | 13,960 | Weitchpec
30 15 | Rohnerville
40 20 § Loleta
9 60 | Trinidad

1,076 | 101,587

Imperial County ’ )
Forh YUMAnncncnnnmmmmmnansmmnzsmmm=nts BT T T 1,110 | 7,979 | 2.0. Box 1591, Yuma, Ariz.

Torres-Martinez (Sce Riverside Co. also). Coahtilic v cenonann 91 | 10,080 | Thermal
1,131 | 18,069

PaittCe o mmamm i mmmm 50 279 | Big Pine
.-{ Pujute. 500 875 | Bishop
42 320 | Tort Independence
- 0 560 | Panaiment
Mixet oo cmmmoennnn 115 237 | Loue Pine

707 2,271

Kings County
Sanbit ROSEa e cmmmemmmmmmmmmamnmsmmnmnes Taghee e mmemmm o 82 170 | Lemoore
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APPENDIX F—Continued
DATA ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS N CALlFORNlA—Conﬂnued

Popu- Rescr-l .
lation® | valion |
aereuget

'ounty and reservation Mailing address

Laks County |

Big Valley iMis Poino 124 1102 | Lakeport

Cuche Creek "oino 2 360 | Clearlake Oaks
Lower Laks [} 140 | Lower Lake
Middietown. 21 109 | Middletown
Rabiuson. 46 8% 1 Upper Lake
Scotts Valley 25 57 | Lekeport
Sulphur Ban 13 50 | Clearlake Oaks

i 70 2561 | Upper Lake

Upoer Lake

TOIAIS. < mmemmmmmmmm s e TS (1 306 1,267
Lassen County ! X
Susanville . - o ceommmmemmmmmm et PoMixedo o ocaeeees i 45 40 | Susanville
Madera County X
Norih Fork.. | Chukehanst 6 30 | North Fork
Pieayune. - onnemmesanmsemmemmon Chnkehansieaea----- 21 80 | Cloarsegold
POIAIS. - 2 ammmmmmmmmmm e mmmm T 2% 160
Mendocing County '
Coyoie Valleyraaamnzmonmmmmmmmmomos Ukiuh
Guidiville. : - E 243 | Talmaze
Hopland.. i Hopland,
Laytonvi Laytonville
Manchester Point Arena
Box 55, Ukizh

Pinoleville.wcamnm----= . )

. Potter Valley ] Potter Valley

Redwood Valley- Redwood Valley
Round Valley. Covelo .
Sherwood Valley. - Sherwood Valley via Willits

Alturas
Cedarville
Fort Bidwell
Likely.
Lookout
Alturas

Pajute. -
Taiute. -

Likely-----
Lookout (2 pareels).
X L Ranch (4 parcels) . neeoamnmzmmmsns-

Nevada County
i Maidu Nevada City

Nevada Cityocammmmmmmrmmmmesmmm=smomos

Placer County
Auburn Maidu Mixed_--<--- 80 RFD, Box, Newcastle
0 Collax

Colfax

Plumas County G "
areenviule

Greenville (2 pareels) oo ovneene-
Taylorvillee - - v emvmmmmmnomemammm=s Taylorsville
TolalS. - ocemmmmmmmmmmmmem =TT
Riverside County
P Lt I A 31,128 | Palm Springs
Augustine. - 516 | Thermal
1,480 | Indio

18,272 | Anza
White Water X
7.0. Box 2, Banning

Temecula

Ramona...- Valle Vista, or Anza
Santa Rosa. - | Hemeb |

SOhODA ee w2 _i Coahuila. . 5116 | San Jacinto
P Cophtila . s aewmonam g | 20,052 | Thermal

TotlSe oo vemmmmmemmmmem T 127,927
Sacramento County .
Me-Wuko oo oomamen- 39 Wilton

WM ammmemmmmmmmmm = mmmm o= mmmo s
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_APPENIMX F—Continued
DATA ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA—Continued

. . Popu- Rescr- -
County and reservalion Tribe Jution® | Vabion Mailing address
‘ acreagef
San Bernardine County
Sen Manuel . oo SCLrANO e o s 18 653 | San Bernardine
Pwentynine Palius. oo oo SCFTAO - o cmcem e mmee } 161 | Twentyniue Palus
Tolalsi. oo e 18 814
San Diego Cuunty .
Baronu Raueh .. - Dicgruenu oo oooons 22 5,005 | Lakeside
Catpooooeee ot Diegueno. - 63 {1 15,000 | Campo
Cupitatt Grandav e o ceeetomeocmaceaieec[aaocaanen - 0] 17,785 | Lukeside
Cuyapuipe ... Dicgueno.. - H 5,320 | Pine Valley
lndjn Costuit. Dunuum__ - 20 880 { Julian
TaJolla .. Luiseno_ - 112 8,3%0 | Valley Center
LaPosta.... N ¢ 3.879 | Boulevard
1105 COYOLES - mmmmmcccmccmccmmccaceeen | LjEONO oo 25 | 25,050 | Warner Spring
Munzaniia._ - 27 8,520 | Pine Valley
Mosa Grande. - 100 5,963 | Sunte Ysabel
Mission Reserve. - 4] 9,480
1 { - 100 | 11,006 | Pala
Puuma and Yuima.. Luiseno.. — 7 250 | Valley Center
CON e e mcccemmmms Luiseno. - 85 | 3,486 | Valley Center
San Pusqual. ... Luiseno. - 8 1,343 | Star R4, Valley Center
Santa Ysabelo oo Diegueno - 40 9,679 | Sunia Ysabel
SYCUdD e Diegueno.. - 15 604 | Bl Cujon
Viejas (Buron Long). Diegueno.oocamaeonn 37 1,609 | Alpine
Totals. oo oo e ccmmeacmaan 727 {128,208
"Santa Barbara Gounty
. Sants YNZ o onmceiemeaas Chumash ... 28 99 | Santa Ynez
Shasta County
Big Bend (Hendcrson) Pit Riverooecoconen 11 40 | Big Bend
Moutgomerf! Creek.. Pit River - 1 72 | Montgomery Creek
Redding (Clear Creel). Mixed.- - 36 31 | Box 225, Redding
Roaring Creeko . oovoomio i fcnmmianae e 0 80 { Monigomery Creek
TotalSe o cmmvmcmnmcemmm e 48 223
Siskiyou County
Quartz Valley 40 604 | Fort Jones
RuBeyS.ccemcmnmuracaenaanaan 441 | Ttna
Totalsa - e mci e 40| 1,045
Sonoma County
Alexander Valley..... Wappo - 1|, 54 Healdsbhurg
Cloverdale_... Pomo.. - 45 27 | Cloverdale
Dry Creek... Pomo- - 14 75 | Geyserville
Graton.._ Pomo. - 15 | Rt. 1, Box 101, Sebastopol
Lytton._. Pomo. - 10 50 | Lytton
Mark West-_- i Pomo. - 4 35 | Santa Rosa
Stewart's Point. oo POmO. oo 88 40 | Stewart’s Point
T 165 206
Tehama County .
Paskenta. oo oo 0 260 | Paskenta
Tulare County
Strathmore 0 40 | Strathmore
Tule River 200 | 54,116 | Ri. 5, Box 300, Porterville
Totals 200 | 54,150
Tuolumne County ' .
Chicken Raneho.oooo oo cacaiaas Me-Wuk. . .oo.. Q 40 | Jamestown.
TUOlUmNg < o o e e i Me-Wuk. ... 50 310 { Tuolumne
Totals. oo eocmnnncceaan et 59 | © 350
Yolo County "
Ruwsey (2 parcels) ..o oermmcaconnnn Wintun. . ooooooooon 18 141 | Rumsey
Yuba County .
Strawberry Valley oo oooeeececceaes Maidu, ool 2 1 | Yuba City
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APPENDIX F—Continuved
DATA ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA—Continued
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County and reservaiion

Tribe

Reser-
vation
acreaget

Popu-
lation*

Matiling address

TOTAL UNDER SACRAMENTO AREA:
Reservalions
Lands in Public Domain Allotments.
Lands ol Sherman Institute

Additional reservation lands within Cali-
Torniz administered by PILOENIX AREA:

San Bernardine County
Chemehuevio o oo _.C ¥
It Mohave ceeovaeeean o
Colorado River {small portion in
side Couniy)

GRAND TOTAL INDIAN TRUST
LANDS WITHIN CALIFORNIA..._ ..

482,162
55,304
........ 120

28,000
4,407

20,621

........ 593,994

1 There may be approximately 27 acres of lakeshore area added to this reservation

2 One parcel consists of a 160-acre woodlot.
3 One parcel consists of an 80-acre woodlot.

* Reservation population varies, particularly due to seasonal employment. Figures used were obtained during Spring

and Summer of 1951.

+ Acreage figures as of July 1, 1952, acreage fractions computed fo nearest whole number.

+ Additional acreage may be added by accretion.



