
AMENDMENTS TO THE RUFFEY RANCHERIA RESTORATION ACT OF 2018 (H.R. 3535) 

H.R. 3535 restores the Ruffey Rancheria of Siskiyou County, California, to the status of a Federally 

recognized Indian tribe. The Ruffey Rancheria is a historical community of Shasta and Karuk Indians 

living in Siskiyou County, California. In 1907, the Bureau of Indian Affairs purchased approximately 441 

acres of land for the group, pursuant to the Act of June 21, 1906 (Pub. L. No. 258). In 1961, the Ruffey 

Rancheria was terminated under the provisions of the California Indian Rancheria Act of 1958 (Pub. L. 

No. 85-671). The Ruffey Indian Rancheria was not restored to Federal status in the Tillie Hardwick v. 

U.S. decision in 1983, due to standing issues. In August 2017, Rep. Doug LaMalfa (CA-1) introduced 

H.R. 3535 to restore the Federal status of Ruffey Rancheria. 

On September 26, 2017, the House Subcommittee on Indian, Insular and Alaska Native Affairs held a 

Hearing about H.R. 3535. Since that time, Ruffey Rancheria has discussed the legislation with 

representatives from the Redding Rancheria, Modoc Tribe of Oklahoma, and Karuk Tribe, which all have 

aboriginal territorial claims in Siskiyou County or Shasta County, California, and with the Confederated 

Bands of Siletz Indians and the Klamath Tribes, which have aboriginal territorial claims in Oregon. The 

Ruffey Rancheria has reached out to the Quartz Valley Indian Reservation in California and Coquille 

Indian Tribe in Oregon to discuss the legislation, but has not received responses.  

Based upon the feedback offered from Tribes to date, the Ruffey Rancheria has requested amendments to 

H.R. 3535 that accommodate tribal concerns insofar as it is possible and reasonable.  

What has changed in the proposed amendments? 

The proposed amendments to H.R. 3535 create greater specificity about where Ruffey Rancheria may 

request lands be taken into trust, limit where Indian gaming can occur, narrow the Tribe’s service area, 

and link the membership eligibility more clearly to existing Bureau of Indian Affairs documents that have 

previously defined the Ruffey Rancheria’s membership.  

Will the Ruffey Rancheria be able to take land into trust or conduct Indian gaming in Oregon? 

No. The amended language clarifies that the Ruffey Rancheria will not be able to take land into trust or to 

conduct Indian gaming in Oregon. The Ruffey Rancheria will only be able to take land into trust in 

Siskiyou County, California. The amended language limits Indian gaming to within 5 miles of any land 

taken into trust—but only in Siskiyou County, California. 

Will the Ruffey Rancheria’s service area include Oregon or Shasta County, California? 

No. The Ruffey Rancheria’s service area will be limited to Siskiyou County, California. It will not 

include any counties in Oregon, nor Shasta County, California. 

What is the updated membership criteria? 

The original membership language of H.R. 3535 follows the precedent in Section 1406(b)-(c) of the 

Graton Rancheria Restoration Act (Pub. L. No. 106-568)—which is the most recent law to restore a 

terminated California Indian tribe. The Ruffey Rancheria has received feedback from the Bureau of 

Indian Affairs and from neighboring Tribes suggesting that the precedent in Section 1406(b)(1)(C) and 

1406(c) should be revisited. Instead, the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Tribes have suggested using 

membership criteria linked to Bureau of Indian Affairs documents about the Ruffey Rancheria, rather 

than to Indian Census records of certain, specific areas of Siskiyou County, California.  

The amended membership criteria in Section 4(b) would place an individual on the Ruffey Rancheria 

membership roll if: 

(A) such individual’s name was listed on the Ruffey Rancheria distribution list compiled 

by the Bureau of Indian Affairs and approved by the Secretary and published in the 

Federal Register on April 11, 1961, under Public Law 85–671; 

(B) such individual was not listed on, but met the requirements that had to be met to be 

listed on the Ruffey Rancheria distribution list; or 



(C) the individual is a lineal descendant of an individual, living or dead, identified in 

subparagraph (A) or (B), and has never been an enrolled member of any other Federally 

recognized Indian tribe. 

With these amendments, the membership language of H.R. 3535 is tightly circumscribed by the Bureau of 

Indian Affairs records related to the Ruffey Rancheria. New language in Section 4(c) clarifies the proof 

required for Ruffey Rancheria Indian ancestry and references a 1913 document that identifies the 57 

Indians for whom this land was purchased originally (Exhibit A).  



Summary of Requested Amendments to H.R. 3535. 

Agency or Tribe Summary of Concerns Proposed Amendments 

Bureau of Indian Affairs Preference to limit membership 

eligibility to individuals on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, individuals 

eligible for inclusion on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, and those 

individuals’ lineal descendants. 

Revisit precedent in Section 

1406(b)(1)(C) and 1406(c) of the 

Graton Rancheria Restoration Act (Pub. 

L. No. 106-568) and use Ruffey 

Rancheria documents rather than Indian 

census records in Siskiyou County to 

define eligibility and conclusive proof 

of ancestry. 

Revised language of Section 4(b) limits 

enrollment eligibility to only those 

individuals on the Ruffey Rancheria 

distribution list, individuals eligible for 

inclusion on the Ruffey Rancheria 

distribution list, and those individuals’ 

lineal descendants. 

Revised language of Section 4(c) 

defines conclusive evidence of Ruffey 

Rancheria Indian ancestry using the 

Ruffey Rancheria distribution list and 

specific Bureau of Indian Affairs 

documents. 

Confederated Bands of Siletz Indians Potential for the Ruffey Rancheria to 

claim rights and privileges that are 

properly enjoyed by the Confederated 

Band of Siletz Indians in the State of 

Oregon.  

Potential for lands to be taken into trust 

in Oregon 

Desire to narrow membership criteria.  

Use Ruffey Rancheria documents rather 

than Indian census records in Siskiyou 

County to define eligibility. 

Desire to restrict enrollment in the 

Ruffey Rancheria to only those 

individuals who have never been 

enrolled in another federally recognized 

Indian tribe. 

Potential for Indian gaming in Oregon.  

 

Section 2(b) restores the rights and 

privileges of the Ruffey Rancheria only 

insofar as those rights and privileges do 

not include federal treaties, Executive 

Orders, agreements, statutes, or other 

authorities involving the Territory or 

State of Oregon, or affecting any tribe 

or band of Indians whose historical 

territory was located in the Territory or 

State of Oregon. 

Section 2(d) provides that the Ruffey 

Rancheria will have no rights of 

hunting, fishing, trapping, gathering, or 

water rights in the State of Oregon. 

Section 3(a) limits lands taken into trust 

to Siskiyou County, California.  

Section 3(b) provides that no former 

lands of the Ruffey Rancheria, if they 

exist, may be taken into trust if they are 

located in the State of Oregon. 

Section 4(b)-(c) limits enrollment to 

those individuals on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, individuals 

eligible for inclusion on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, and those 

individuals’ lineal descendants—and 

then only with specific proof from 

Bureau of Indian Affairs documents. 

Section 4(b)(1)(C) limits enrollment to 

only those individuals who have never 

been members of another Federally 

recognized tribe.  

Section 7(a)(2) limits Indian gaming to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

 

  



Summary of Requested Amendments to H.R. 3535, continued. 

Agency or Tribe Summary of Concerns Proposed Amendments 

Redding Rancheria Service area extending into Shasta 

County, California 

Potential for lands to be taken into trust 

in Shasta County, California 

Potential for Indian gaming in Shasta 

County, California. 

 

Section 3(a) limits lands taken into trust 

to Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 7(a)(2) limits Indian gaming to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 8(a)(7) limits the service area to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

 

Karuk Tribe Desire to narrow membership criteria. 

Ensure that membership criteria include 

all eligible Karuk Indians. 

Use Ruffey Rancheria documents rather 

than Indian census records in Siskiyou 

County to define eligibility. 

Ensure that individuals enrolled with 

the Karuk Tribe will not disenroll and 

enroll with the Ruffey Rancheria. 

Ensure that Bureau of Indian Affairs 

oversees process of enrollment. 

Section 4(a) provides that the Secretary 

of the Interior compiles the membership 

roll. 

Section 4(b)-(c) limits enrollment to 

those individuals on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, individuals 

eligible for inclusion on the Ruffey 

Rancheria distribution list, and those 

individuals’ lineal descendants—and 

then only with specific proof from 

Bureau of Indian Affairs documents. 

Section 4(b)(1)(C) limits enrollment to 

only those individuals who have never 

been members of another Federally 

recognized tribe. Disenrolling Karuk 

Tribal members will be ineligible for 

enrollment with the Ruffey Rancheria. 

Quartz Valley Indian Reservation Concern that Ruffey Rancheria might 

infringe upon the reservation lands, 

territorial rights, or sovereignty of the 

Quartz Valley Indian Reservation. 

Section 2(f) provides that “[n]othing in 

this Act shall be construed as infringing 

upon or diminishing the territorial 

rights or sovereignty of the Quartz 

Valley Indian Reservation.” 

Klamath Tribes Potential for Indian gaming in Oregon. 

Potential for lands to be taken into trust 

in Oregon. 

Section 3(a) limits lands taken into trust 

to Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 7(a)(2) limits Indian gaming to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 8(a)(7) limits the service area to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

Coquille Indian Tribe Potential for Indian gaming in Oregon. 

Potential for lands to be taken into trust 

in Oregon. 

Section 3(a) limits lands taken into trust 

to Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 7(a)(2) limits Indian gaming to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

Section 8(a)(7) limits the service area to 

Siskiyou County, California. 

  



Exhibit A. Letter by C. E. Kelsey, Special Agent for the California Indians, to the Commissioner of 

Indian Affairs, dated June 24, 1913. 
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