











The record also indicates that the Indians named on the 1915 Terrell Census had relatives in
other Calaveras County communities.?’ In 1929, the BIA conducted a census (1929 Census)
of the Indians of Calaveras County, which identified 147 Indians — mostly Miwok, but also
some Tuolumne. The census included children of mixed Miwok/Tuolumne, and mixed
Indian/non-Indian ancestry. Accordingly, including the descendants of the Miwok Indians
identified on the 1929 Census as eligible to take part in the organization of the Tribe may be
of proper in light of Agent Terrell’s conclusion that “to some extent the Indians of Sheepranch,
Murphys, Six-Mile, Avery and Angles are interchangeable in their relations. 22 Whether the
descendants of the Miwoks identified in the 1929 Census shall be included in the organization
of the CVMT is an internal tribal decision that shall be made by the individuals who make up
the Eligible Groups.

To the extent the Burley Famxly is among the individuals who make up the Eligible Groups

I encourage them to participate in the Tribe’s reorganization efforts as discussed below.? If the
Burley Family cannot demonstrate that they are part of the Eligible Groups, I leave to the Tribe,
as a matter of self-governance and self-determination to clarify the membership status of the
Burley Family.

The United States does not recognize leadership for the CVMT government,

For purposes of administering the Department’s statutory responsibilities to Indians and Indian
tribes, I must ensure that CVMT leadership consists of valid representatives of the Tribe as a
whole. Both parties point to documents supporting their claim to be valid representatives of
the Tribe. I find I cannot accept either party’s claims.

Ms. Burley points to the 1998 Resolution as the basis for her leadership.”* At the time of its
enactment, the 1998 Resolution undoubtedly seemed a reasonable, practical mechanism for
establishing a tribal body to manage the process of reorganizing the Tribe. But the actual
reorgamzatlon of the Tribe can be accomplished only via a process open to the whole tribal
community.”® Federal courts have established, and my review of the record confirms, the people
who approved the 1998 Resolution (Mr. Dixie, Ms. Burley, and possibly Ms. Burley’s daughter
Rashel Reznor) are not a majority of those eligible to take part in the reorganization of the
Tribe.® Accordingly, I cannot recognize the actions to establish a tribal governing structure
taken pursuant to the 1998 Resolution. Ms. Burley and her family do not represent the CVMT.
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% The district court expressed concerns about Mr. Dixie’s 1998 enroliment of the Burley family. CVMT 11T at 99.
Testimony evidence in the record shows that Mr. Dixie required evidence of Ms. Burley’s connection to the Miwok
Indians of Sheep Ranch and suggests that the Burley family qualifies for inclusion in the Eligible Groups. In a 2004
deposition, Ms. Burley testified that “it was confirmed that his grandma and my grandpa were brother and sister.”
Attachment G, at 106. If documentary evidence supports Ms. Burley’s testimony, the Burley family must be
accorded the same right to take part in the reorganization of the Tribe as all other persons in the Eligible Groups.
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% CVMT I at 44; CYMT III at 97.
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The Pacific Regional Ofﬁce has suggested a number of revisions to the 2013 Constitution
submitted by Mr. Dixie.*® If the RD concludes that the 2013 Constitution was validly ratified,
I urge the Tribe to work with BIA to revise and amend its Constitution, as appropriate.

This decision is a final agency action.

S!incerely,
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