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Alexander, Jacquelyne

From: Alexander, Jacquelyne
Sent: Friday, August 16, 2013 10:05 AM
To: Alexander, Jacquelyne
Subject: August 20th, 2013 BOS Meeting
Attachments: BOS meeting 8,20,13.pdf; ATT00001.htm; Tribal Consolidation Area.pdf; ATT00002.htm

From: Steve Pappas [mailto:stevepappas@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Friday, August 16, 2013 6:46 AM 
To: 'scarbaja@co.santa-barbara.ca.us'; 'Doreen Farr'; 'Janet Wolf'; 'peter.adam@countyofsb.org'; 'Steve 
Lavagnino' 
Cc: 'Wallar, Chandra'; 'Marshall, Dennis' 
Subject: August 20th, 2013 BOS Meeting 
 
Re: Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors Meeting for August 20th, 2013. Agenda Item Public Hearing # 
1: Consider the letter to the Board of Supervisors received by Chairman Carbajal from the Santa Ynez Band of 
Chumash Indians Chairman Vincent Armenta requesting a government to government dialogue and provide 
direction. 
 
Dear Board of Supervisors, CEO Chandra Wallar & County Council: 
 
I have reviewed the Board packet for the August 20, 2013 meeting Agenda Item Public Hearing #1, and would 
like to bring to your “specific attention” the following 3 items contained in the packet. Furthermore, based on 
the contents of these 3 specific Items, I strongly urge you to cancel Agenda Item Public Hearing #1 for the 
reasons stated below after each item: 
 
Item # 1) Fee-to-Trust Application submitted by the Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians (the “Tribe) to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
 
A copy of this Application was just received by the County a few days ago and a link to it is provided below. 
This Fee-to-trust application is over 200 pages long and contains an enormous amount of complex and alarming 
information. It is inconceivable that the CEO, County Council and the Board of Supervisors can review, analyze 
and absorb the very important issues and claims raised by the Tribe in this document prior to the August 20, 
2013 Board Meeting; to do so would be ludicrous and reckless. Amongst the alarming issues raised in this 
document is the Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan (“The Plan”) which states that the Tribe is staking an 
“aboriginal claim” to 11,500 acres in the Santa Ynez Valley which includes the 1390 acres known as camp 4 
and “way beyond the entire area surrounding it”. Please note the following quote from page two of “The Plan” 
contained in the Fee-to-trust application: 
 
“The Tribe’s plan includes the geographical area……., encompassing 11,500 acres of the College Rancho 
(“Tribal Consolidation Area”). The link to the Fee-to-trust application follows: 
 
https://www.dropbox.com/s/ewqx7xtnn8404i3/Fee%20to%20trust%20application%20-%20Chumash%20-
%20July%202013.pdf 
 
 
Item #2) Letter to the Board of Supervisors submitted and signed by “Santa Ynez Valley Resident”. 
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This letter focuses on State of California’s clear and unambiguous position that the claim by the Tribe to be the 
“Representative Government of the Aboriginal Chumash People” is unsubstantiated. Therefore, it begs the 
question: “How can the County of Santa Barbara open a Government to Government dialog with and entity that 
is, per the state of California, not that Government?  The actual letter from the Governor of the State of 
California to the Bureau of Indian affairs is attached in its entirety and in your Board Packet. 
 
As an example, please note the following quotes from the attached Governor’s Letter: 
 
“The aboriginal political configuration of the Chumash linguistic territories, in which the Santa Ynez Valley 
was variously under the control of up to 50 independent tribal entities, was itself obliterated during the Mission 
era”. 
 
“Though the United States has subsequently compensated individual Indians for lost lands in several acts (see, 
Aboriginal Title: The Special Case, supra, at pp 400-415), the purpose of those enactments was not to recognize 
sovereign title by any government or title by any individual Indians. Instead, their purpose was to foreclose 
possible clams of aboriginal title altogether (Id at 419). 
 
Item #3) The current litigation “POLO VS Bureau of Indian Affairs decision to approve a 6.9 acre Fee-to-trust 
application by the Santa Ynez Band of Mission Indians (Case No. IBIA 05-050-A)”. 
 
This Litigation is on-going and addresses a plethora of legal issues. It would be imprudent for the County to 
circumvent the judicial system process by opening a government to government dialog with the “Tribe” while 
this litigation and its final outcome are pending. To do so, would open the door for giving the Tribe 
unwarranted status and powers to move forward with aggressive acts such as seeking to take the 1390 acres 
(known as Camp 4) in to Trust via a political legislative act that would “cut out” the input and ability to weigh 
in from of the State of California and County of Santa Barbara. Such a successful legislative fee-to-trust action 
would exempt the Tribe from Land Use and zoning restrictions dictated by the Santa Ynez Community Plan as 
well as exempt them from certain taxes such as property tax. Moreover, once the land is taken in to trust, the 
Tribe may stake a claim for federal priority water rights, priority over the citizens and residents of Santa 
Barbara County, 
 
Please note that these are not my personal arguments rather those of the Sate of California and the Citizens of 
Santa Barbara County that have submitted comments and documents for your review and are part of your Board 
Package, please consider them carefully, 
 
 
Steve Pappas 
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